
Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Greenstar Holdings Ltd., Ballynagran Residual Landjill, Ballynagran, 

Coolbeg and Kilcandra, Co. Wicklow 

Objection by Licensee Greenstar 

Contact name: Margaret Heavey, Greenstar, Fassaroe, Bray, Co. Wicklow 

Introduction 

Greenstar hereby objects to the PD WL 01 65-02 for the Ballynagran Residual Landfill 
for the reasons outlined hereunder. An Oral Hearing is requested to discuss this objection 
and a payment of €600 accompanies this appeal. The conditions appealed, together with 
proposed alternative wording, are described as follows: 

Appealed Conditions 

Condition 1.5.3 

Existing Wording: 

Only waste thut hiis been siibject to treatment shall be accepted ,for disposal at the lundfill 
,facility. 
(i) Treatment shall rcflect piiblished EPA techniccil guidmce cis set out in Municipal Solid 
kVus te - Pi-e- trentni en t (in d Res irluals Man cigen i en t, EPA , 2 00 9. 

(ii) With the agreement ofthe Agency, this condition shrill not ripply to: 
- inert wastes, fi)r ivhich trerrtment is not technicrill,:.feci.sible; 
- other vvnste ,for ~vhich .such treatment does not contribute to the objectives of the Landfill 
Directive cis set out in Article I of the ,Directive by reducing the qucintity qf the waste or the 
hazard~s to hiiniun herilth OP the environment. 

Proposed Wording: 

(i) Treatment shall r.ejlect piiblished EPA technical giiidmce ns set out in Municipal Solid 
Wcrste - Pre-treattrient and Residiinls Management, EPA, 2009 cind the E( /  Dit-ective on the 
lan4filling o f  ivciste. 

Reason for Change: 

To comply with EU law. 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Condition 1.6.1 

Existing Wording: 

Unless otherwise as may be specified b,y the Agency, the following limits shall cpp1.y: 

(i) From I July 2010 to 30 June 2013 inclusive, n mriximum of 40% by weight of 
niiinicipal solid waste (MSW) accepted,for disposal to the body of the Icinclfill shall 
comprise biodegradable municipal waste (BMW), measured on ci calendcrr yeor basis 
or', in 2010 and 2013,part there05 

(ii) From I July 2013 to 30 June 2016 inclusiixe, n mrrximum of24% by weight ofMSW 
accepted,for disposal to the body of the IcindjZl shall comprise BMW, measured on a 
calendar year basis or., in 2013 and 2016, part thereox and 

(iii) From I July 2016, a maximum of1594 b.y weight of MSW nccepted,for disposal to 
the body of the landjiff shall comprise BMW, measui*ed on n calendar.year basis or, 
in 2016, part thereof; 

unless an alterniitive has been agreed in writing b y  the Agency in riccordance ivith condition 
1.6.2. 

Proposed WordinP: 

(i) From 1 J L ~ Y  2010 to 30 June 2013 inclusive, N limit, to be agreed with the Agency, of 
municipal solid waste (MSW) accepted to the body of the lan@ll shall conijrise biodegrcidable 
municipal waste (BMW), measui-ed on LI calenclcir~ .yem* bcrsis or, in 201 0 and 2013, pcwt thereof; 

(ii) From I July 2013 to 30 June 2016 inclusive, ci limit, to be agi-eed with the Agenc?;, of 
MSW accepted to the boc& of tJie lcinn'fill slid1 comprise BMW, measured on N calendcir yecw 

basis or, in 201 3 nnd 201 6, part thereof; a n d  

(iii, Fr-om I July 2016, LI limit, to be cigreetl with the Agency, ofA4SW accepted to the body of the 
landfill shall comprise BMW, mea.sui.ed on ci ccilenclrir year basis or; in 2016, pnrt thereof; 
imless an alternntiw has been ogreer1 in writing by the Agency in nccordmce ivith condition 
1.6.2. 

Reason for Change: 

The tern1 'for disposal' should be removed fi-om the wording of this condition as i t  is contrary to 
the Landfill Directive (Council Directive 199913 11EC) which refers only to biodegradable waste 
'going to' landfill. 

At the EPA Waste Workshop held in the Hodson Bay Hotel in Athlone on 21" and 22"d October 
2009, Dr Jonathan Derham confirmed that the percentages used in this condition are now 
significantly out of date. He presented a completely new set of percentages to the invited 
audience of licensees. The difference between the scale of infrastructure and investment required 
in this PD wording, and that which would be required if the percentages used by Dr Derham were 
to be used is a very significant 50%. To use the current percentages, knowing they are flawed, 
wouId in itself be a flaw. To avoid this, and to allow BMW diversion through upper hierarchy 
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Objection to PD WL 01 65-02 by Greenstar 

means with lower carbon footprint, i.e. recycling, the Agency should use a wording which does 
not specify BMW accepted as a percentage of landfilled MSW; we contend that to express 
biowaste diversion from landfill as a percentage of landfilled MS W will lead to a discouragement 
of recycling of both biodegradable and non-biodegradeable waste. The focus should be on 
increasing the absolute level of biodegradeable waste diversion. The Agency could limit the 
amount of non-processed waste delivered directly to landfill and thereby put the onus on the 
waste collectors to either invest in biowaste treatment or ensure they dispose of their waste 
through a MRF which can divert biowaste from landfill. 

' It is of concern both in terms of environmental risk and anti-competitiveness, that the Agency has 
not sought to attach conditions restricting BMW intake in all landfill licences currently accepting 
or licensed to accept MSW. 

Condition 1.6.2 

Existing Wordinn: 

Two or more licensed lcinrlfills mciy seek the ngi-eenwnt of the Agency that collectivel!; [he!; )vi11 
ai-rcinge to comply with condition 1.6.1. Such agreement nmy be sought b.y review o f the  lancifill 
licence ,for ciny ,kidit!; seeking o n  increase in the limits set out in condition I.6.18 cinri' I>]: 
techniccrl amendment of my licence ,for N frrcility seeking a decrecrse. Such cigreement will be 
contingent on the net conibined ricceptnnce qf  biodegradcible municipcil \vnste cit the 
pai.ticiyating.fiici1itie.s remaining iinchnngecl. 

Proposed Wording: 

Two or more licensed facilities may seek the agreement of the Agency that collectively they will 
arrange to comply with condition 1.6.1. Such agreement may be sought by tecllriical amendment 
of any licence for a facility seeking a decrease. Such agreement will be contingent on the net 
combined acceptance of biodegradable municipal waste at the 
participating facilities remaining unchanged. 

Reason for Change: 

The condition shouldn't just  be open to landfills. As outlined in our objection to 1.6.1. increased 
BMW diversion through recycling at a MRF upstream of the landfill should be the Agency's 
focus and the conditions imposed on the landfill operator should reflect upstream recycling and 
landfill diversion. Not to allow this would place the expansion of recycling at a disadvantage 
compared to the expansion of bio-stabilisation technology. 

There is no need for a time consuming and costly full licence review of a waste licence unless 
overall tonnage is to be increased. 

Condition I. 7. I 

Existin9 Wording: 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

The licensee shall determine the bioclegi.crdcible mimicpal ~lmsd~te content of MSW ciccepted ,for 
disposnl to the body of the lcindfill. W ~ s t e  that has been bio-stabilised in accordance with 
condition 1.7.4 shall not be considei-ed BMW. 

Proposed Wording: 

When testing protocols have been agreed to the satisfaction of the Agency, the licensee shall 
determine the biodegradable municipal waste content of MSW accepterl,for disposal to the body 
of the lrincifill. Waste that has been bio-stabilised in accordance with condition I .  7.4 shall not be 
considered BMW. 

Reason for Change: 

It is premature to obligate the testing of BMW in advance of the establishment of agreed 
protocols. 

Condition I. 7.2 

Existing Wording: 

Bio-st~ibilised r-esidual wastes nieeiing the reqiiirements of 

- Condition 1. 7.4, or 
- an altetaative protocol as  m q  be cigreed ~vith the Agency based on biological trentnzent process 
pnrameterx (e.g. validated residence time and temperature parameters at the tiwitnient 
,facility), received at the lnn@ll ,facility niciy be included in the determination ojMSW pantities 
accepted at the,facilil);,for the piirposes of Condition I .  6. I. 

Proposed Wording: 

Bio-stabilised residual wa.stes meeting the requirements of 

- Condition 1.7.4, or 
- un alternative protocol CIS nzciy be cigi.eerl ivith the Agency bcised on biological or chemical 
treatment process pcircimeters (e.g. ~~rrlitkitecl residence time a n d  tenzperatiir.e parwneteis at the 
treatment jiicility), w c e i i d  the Icindfil1,fircility may be included in the determination of MSW 
quantities mcepted at the,fiicility,for the piirposes of Condition 1.6.1. 

Reason for Change: 

To allow access to a greater range of available and emerging tests 

Condition 1.7.3 

Existing Wording: 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

i n  determining BMW content, the licensee shnll use rrppr-oved calcLilcition,~ictors,for BMW 
content of municipal waste streanis piiblishecl b,y the EPA. With the agreement of the EPA, 
rilternative ,factors can be used if they huse been deteimined ,following waste chnracterisation 
carried out in accordance with EPA-cpj~oved charrrcterisation protocols including, where 
nppr-opiate, the use of EPA -approved contractors. 

Proposed Wording: 

In determining BMW content, the licensee shall-use approved calculntinn,f~ctor.s,for BMW 
content of mLinicipcrl waste strerims published by the EPA. With the agreemeni qf the EPA, 
alterncitive ,firctors can be used if they hove been determined, folloiving waste chnrricterisntion 
carried out in accordance with EPA-approved chm-acterisation protocols. 

Reason for Change: 

Independent third party consultants used by licensees should not have to be selected from EPA 
'approval lists'. This could be considered to be anti-competitive. 

Condition I. 7.4 

Existing Wording: 

i n  the c ~ s e  of bio-stcibilised residunl ivrr.stes, .stcrbilisation nze~ns the retliiction of the 
decomposition properties of the wmte  to .such an a t e n t  thcit offknsive odours a1.e minimised 
cind thnt the respiration ctctii1it.y qfter,fbiir dciys i s  <IOmg 02/g DM until 1 JcinimI?; 2016 crnd 
< 7mg O/g  DM thereujier. 

Proposed Wording: 

In the ccise of bio-sinbilised residuril iiustes, stuhilisation mems the reduction qfthe 
decomposition properties of the wnste to siich (in e.i-t-teni ihat off&.c.ive oriour,~ me mininii.& 
o n d  that the respiration cictivity uftey fbirr dcrys is < IOmy 02/g DM. 

Reason for Chawe:  

The added limitation post 201 5 is excessive and has a detrimental effect on the bankability of bio- 
stabilisation technology, probably preventing its construction. The limit itself gives very little 
extra benefit for the costs involved. 

Licence Condition 3.22 

Existing Wording: 

Bio-stabilised residunl i,vaste shall only be used cis lanclfill cover \vhere it has been stabilised 
in accorciance with Condition I .  7.4 (or meets the requirements qf an alternative protocol as 
may be agreed under condition I .  7.2), crnd complies with m y  requirements ofthe 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Depcirtnzent of Agriculture, Fisheries rind Food relating to the management of mima1 by- 
products nnti has been agreed in cidvance with the Agency. 

Proposed Wording: 

Bio-stabilised residual waste shall only be used NS landfill cover where it has been stabilised 
in accordance ivith Condition I .  7.4 (or meets the requii-ements of an alternatiiie protocol cis 
nicry be cigreed under condition I .  7.2 and has been agreed in ridsance with the Agency. 

Reason for Change: 

There is full suite of conditions already existing in the waste licence which collectively meet the 
requirements of the Department of Agriculture to ensure that farm animals or food chain does not 
come in contact with waste. 

Condition 7.1 

The licensee shall ensure that vermin, bird.s, flies, niud, dust, litter and odours do not give 
rise to nuisance at the fiicilitv. An-v method itsec/ bv the licensee to contsol any such 
nuisance shall not cause emJironmentalpollL1tion. 

Proposed Wording: 

Emissions ,porn the activities shall be ,free ,from orloiir- ut levels likely to C ~ U S E  significnnt O L J O L I I ~  
annoyance outside the site, cis perceived by cin cruthorised oficer of the Agency, imless the 
opcrcitor. hers iised qipropiiote nieeisiir-es cigreed ivith tlre Agency under condition 7.9 to prevent 
or to minimise the odour to the lowest level possible using BA T. 

The licensee shcill en,sLire chat birds, ~wniin,  dust, I ~ L I ~  cincl, jlies do not cause pollution trnd cir-e 
nzanciged in ciccoidmce with the requirements q f th i s  1 vnste licence. 

Reason for Change: 

The suggested wording in relation to odour is based on that used by the Environment 
Agency (England and Wales) in the licensing of waste facilities. The wording obliges the 
operator to keep the facility free from odour annoyance or to prevent odour as much as is 
practicable using Best Available Techniques. 

Proposed accompanving change to Glossarv of Definitions 

Odour Annoyance: The factors which determine odour annoyance, known as the FIDOL 
factors, are summarised as follows: 

Frequency of exposure 
Intensity of exposure 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Parurneter Monitoring Frequency 
Dust Mo n tli ly 
Odour Bi-cinnLialIy Note 4 
PMI 0 Quarterlv 

Duration of exposure 
OffensivenesdCharacter of odours 
Location of exposure 

Analysis Method / Technique 
Standorcl Method Note 1 
Note 2 
Note 3 

Proposed changes to Schedule D of this waste licence intend to substantially increase the 
monitoring obligation of licensees in a manner that allows the application of the FIDOL 
principles in the scientific determination of odour annoyance using methodologies 
accepted as BAT in other European Countries and which are currently the subject of draft 
CEN guidance. 

Parameter 
Dust 
Odouv 
PM10 

Schedule D, Table 0.3.  I ,  Dust/Odorir Monitoring 

Monitoring Freqcierzcy Analysis Method / Technique 
Monthly Standard Method Note 1 

Bi-annually Note 4 Note 2 
Quarterly Note 3 

Exist i n P Wo rdi ng : 

Note I: Standard method VD12119 (Measurement of Dpstfilll using Bergerhqff 
Instrtiment (Standard Method) Gennan Engineering Institute). Any nzoclificntions to 
eliminate interference dtie to algae growth in the gauge sho~ild he reported to the 
Agency. 
Note 2: To be ngreed with the Agency. 
Note 3: Monitoring shall he carried out as  described in prEN12341 “Air Quality -,field 
test procedure to demonstrate refirence equivalence of sampling niethods ,for PMI 0 
,fraction ofparticulate matter” or an alternative agreed in writing with the Agency. 
Note 4: Monitoring to coniinence within xis months of the coniniencenient of disposal of‘ 
waste and thereafier on LI hi-annual basis. 

Note I: Standard method VDI2I 19 (Measurement of’ Dustfall using BergerhofJ 
Instrument (Standad Methocg Gernian Engineering Institute). Any niodifications to 
eliminate interference due to algae growth in the gauge should be reported to the 
Agency. 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Note 2: Monitoring shall be carried using a rnethod described in the Dmfi CEN Stundurd 
CEN/TC264/WG2 or any replacement stnndard, to the agreement of the Agency. 
Note 3: Monitoring shall be carried out as described in prEN12341 “Air Quality -,field 
test proceciure to demonstrate reference equivalence of sampling methods for PA41 0 
fraction ofparticulate nzatter ’’ or an alternative agreed in writing with the Agency. 
Note 4: Monitoring to conznience within six nzonths of the coinmencenzent of disposal of 
waste and thereafter on a bi-annual basis. 

Reason for Change: 

To ensure that the methodology for assessing ambient odour is based on Best 
International Practice and Best Available Techniques. 

Condition 7.9 
Existing Wording: 

None 

Proposed Wording: 

Odour Control 
7.9.1 The licensee shall, not later than .six months qfter the implementution of this 

condition undertake an independent odour nssessment and prepare an odour 
management plan. The odotir assessment shall include but is not limiteel‘ to the 
identification and quantification of uny significant odour sources, an ussessnzent 
of the suitability and adequacy of  the control system($ ,for pi*eventing or 
minimising inipcict on sensitive receptors. The Odo~tr Managenzent PIcin shall 
include inemures and a timescale ,for the inzplenzentation of recomniendations 
,fi.om the Ocbotrr Assessment. These proposals shall include VOC surface 
emis.sion.v suiveys with trigger levels,fbr target \ d u e s  subject to nppr*oval with the 
Agency. 

7.9.2 TJie licensee shall, within three months of the date of grant of this waste licence, 
sirbnzif a pi-ogrcrnime and plan to the Agency,for its agreement, for the monitoring 
und assessment of odours arising ,fioni the ,facility, including the odour 
monitoring specified in Schedule D of this waste licence. 

Reason for Insertion: 

This condition is based on the wording of conditions 6.10, 6.11 and 8.14 of WOl46-01 
(Knockharley). In addition it provides for the monitoring of VOC surface emissions 
monitoring measures to ensure as much as practicably possible that fugitive VOCs are 
being captured thus reducing potential for odour nuisance. 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Conditions Relating to Waste Acceptance 

Waste Type 
Ho useh o Id 
Commercial 
Industrial 

Sckedirle A: Waste Acceptance 
Existing Wording: 

Maximum (Tonnes Per Annun?) Note 1 
62,500 
67,500 
45,000 

Table A.1 Wuste categories and Ouuntities for Disoosal 

Hoirsehold 
Co nini ercia I 
ln ri'ustriu I 

Anntinz)Notes I &2 
62,500 
67,500 
45. U00 

I TOTAL I I 75.000 I 

Ho I i.vehold 

Note 1: The tonnage of lzousehold wuste, comnzercial waste and industrial waste may be 
altered with the prior agreenient of the Agency provided the total amount of these wastes 
accepted at the facilii!v does not exceed the combined tonnage of 175,000 tonnes per 
annum (as specified in the total ubove) 

Anntinz)Notes I &2 
I fi? rno 

Table A.2 Waste categories and Quantities for reco\wy, restoration (inti  site development 
works 

I 

Waste Type I Mauhurm (Tomes Per Annum) 
Construction & Denzolition I 28.000 

Construction Ce Deinolition Note 3 
TOTAL 

Proposed Wording: 

28,000 
203,000 

Table A. 1 Waste Categories and Quantities 
I waste ~ y p e  I Ma.~-i1111~711 (Tonnes Per I 

Note 1: The tonnage of' household waste, conmerciul waste and industrial waste nzay be 
altered with the prior agreement qfthe Agency provided the total amount o f  these wastes 
accepted at the,facility does not exceed the combined tonnage of 175,000 tonnes per 
annum (as specijied in the total above) 
Note 2: C& D or Inert wusteLsecontlary nzaterials or conzpost imported to the site,for use 
in construction and waste covering operations. A detailed statement (with mass balance) 
of waste used in construction and covering operations should he included as part g f  the 
AER 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Note 3: This waste stream may include asbestos,fou. disposal in accordance with Section 
2.3.3 of the A n n a  to the Cottncil Decision 2003/33/EC 

Reason for ChanPe: 

The current restriction on the permissible quantities of C&D waste at the site for 
recovery, restoration and development works (as detailed in Schedule A, Table A.2 of the 
licence) could result in odour nuisance and the environmentally unsound practice of 
importing raw materials for development works. 

Significant quantities of C&D waste materials are used in the construction of internal 
haul roads and in daily landfill covering operations. A restriction in the acceptance of 
suitable cover material could result in avoidable odour nuisances. It is also the considered 
opinion of Greenstar that the use of recovered C&D wastes for the construction of on site 
haul roads is both economically and environmentally preferable to the purchase of raw 
materials from an off-site source resulting in additional costs to the operator and 
additional, yet avoidable vehicle movements. The proposed changes will also bring the 
Ballynagran licence into line with other similar licences, such as WO081 -03 (KTK) and 
WO201 -02 (Drehid) which have no such restrictions on inert waste acceptance. 

Asbestos (Stabilised Non-Reactive) 

Existing Wording: 

None 

Proposed Wording: 

Asbestos Waste 
a) Asbestos waste to be disposed of at the.faci1it.y shall comply with the 
requireiiients ofAi-ticle li(c)(iii) of the Lcrndfill Directive (IYYY/3I/ECj crncl be 
accepted and mcrnaged in accordance with the procedures laid down in Section 
2.3.3 ofthe Annex to Council Directive 2003/33/EC. 
bj Asbestos waste must he double wrapped in hemy gauge plastic, which is 
clearly labelled to indicate the presence of asbestos. 
c) Disposal of asbestos waste shall be into prepared bays or trenches of at least 2 
metres in depth. 
d) Deposited asbestos waste shall be covered immediately with at least 250mna of 
suitable material. At  the end of the day, the waste shull be covered with U 

minimum of 500nzm of' suitable material. 
e) No asbestos ~ a s t e  shall be present within 2.5 metres of'the,final surface 
levels. 

Reason for Insertion: 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

The closure of KTK landfill in October 2008 means that there are now no suitable 
disposal facilities for asbestos in Ireland resulting in increased fly-tipping of the material 
and costly export for disposal abroad which is in contrast to national waste policy and the 
proximity principle. Ballynagran could provide a much needed outlet for at least some of 
the current asbestos waste arisings in Ireland. 

Greenstar’s KTK landfill has successfully accepted asbestos waste for disposal for a 
number of years with numerous EPA audits coiifirming complete compliance with the 
licence conditions. It is proposed that identical working procedures to those successfully 
employed at the KTK landfill would be adopted at Ballynagran. 

Asbestos Dejinition 

Existing Wording: 

None 

Proposed Wording: 

Asbestos Waste: Construction Muterials Containing Asbestos deenzed to meet the criter’iu 
qfa stable non-reactive hazardous waste suitable,for disposal in U non-hazardous 
lan@ill, in accordance with Section 2.3.3 o f the  A n n a  to the Council Decision 
2003/33/EC 

Reason for Insertion: 

To update the “Interpretation” section of the waste licence to include a suitable definition 
ofthe asbestos waste proposed for disposal as detailed in the section above. 

Licence Condition 1.5.2 

Existing Wording: 

No hazardous vt~astes, liquid wastes or sludges shull be disposed of at the facility 

Proposed WordinP: 

No hazardous wastes (with the exception of hazar-dous waste suitable for disposal in non- 
hazardotrs landfills in accordance with Article 6(c)(iii) of Council Directive 
1999/33/EC), liquid wastes OY sludges shall be disposed of at the facility. 

Reason for Change: 

To facilitate the acceptance and disposal of asbestos containing wastes at the facility 
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Objection to PD WL 0165-02 by Greenstar 

Condition 11.8 

Existinp Wording: 

The Licensee shrill report to the Agency such data and records, and at such,fi.equency, ns n i q  be 
specified by the Agency in orcler to demonstrate compliance with the reqzrirenients of Condition 
1.6.1. From I JcrnLrni-)J 20 10, and unless othenvise ndsised b.y the Agency, the licensee shnll 
submit quarterly summary reports to the Agency within one week of the end qf each quarter on 
the quantity ofMSW and BMW accepted at the Irindfill during the przceding quarter cind on a 
cunrufative basis for the cnlendur year to dnte. The report shall detail the tonnage of MSW and 
BMW accepted and the basis (including ~111 ccrlcul~ition,factor.~) on which the,figures have been 
calculated. 

Proposed Wording: 

From 1 Jcin~iaiy 20 10, nnd unless otherwise advised by the Agency, the licensee shall subniit 
quarterly summciiy reports to the Agency within ten dc7ys of the end ofeach quarter on the 
quantity of MSW and BMW accepted nt the lnnn'fll during the preceding quarter. The i,epoi.t shall 
detail the tonnage qfMS W and BMW accepted and the basis (including all ccrlculation ,factors) 
on which the figures have been calculrrted. 

Reason for Change: 

The condition as worded is  excessively onerous and out of line with existing quarterly reporting 
requirements. 

D. 7: Waste Monitoring 
Existing Wording: 

I Waste class ' Frequency 1 Parameter -7- I , 
[ Bio-stabilised 1 Every 200 tonnes 1 Respiration I To be agreed by [ 

Proposed Wording: 

The monitoring should be at a frequency to be agreed with the Agency. 

Reason for Chanpe: 

This is an overly excessive frequency with no apparent basis in published research and would 
cause significant Health and Safety risk at MRFs through the excessive extra machine movenients 
demanded by the high number of waste characterisations needed prior to the preparation of 
samples for analysis. It is not yet clear as to how the responsibility for carrying out this rate of 
testing is to be transferred to the MRFs. It would also impose testing and reporting costs of more 
than €200,000 per annum on customers of this one landfill. It is noted that Mr. Jim Moriarty 
confirmed at the EPA Waste Workshop held in the Hodson Bay Hotel, Athlone, on the 21" and 
22'Id October 2009, that the Agency itself would cover the full cost of testing for each landfill for 
the first year. 

Page 12 of 12 

    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 26-07-2013:16:38:30



~~ ~ 

Page 1 of 1 

Ann Kehoe 

From: Margaret Heavey [margaret.heavey@greenstar.ie] 

" 1 1  - -  I I  - " I  111 

Sent: 16 November 2009 15:31 

To: Licensing Staff 

Subject: New Applicant objection entered for Reg no: WO1 65-02. (Reference Number: W0165-02- 
091 1 16033051 ) 

Importance: High 

Attachments: WO1 65-02 - Ballynagran Licence 0bjection.pdf 

Title: Ms 

First Name: Margaret 
SurName: Heavey 

Organisation Greenstar Name: 

Address Line 
1: Fassaroe 

Bray Address Line 
2: 

Address Line 
3: 

County: Wicklow 

Post Code: 0000 

Phone Number: 

Email: margaret. heavey@greenstar.ie 

Objector Type: Applicant 

Oral Hearing: Yes 

1611 112009 
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Ann Kehoe 

From: Licensing Staff 

Sent: 16 November 2009 16:Ol 

To: Accounts Receivable 

Subject: FW: Successful Objection Payment for Licence Number WO1 65-02. (Reference Number: 

" -  I _ -  -" ~ - _  I - I -  - 

WO1 65-02-091 11 6033051 ) 

Please process online payment below 
Regards 
Ann 

From: Licensing Staff 
Sent: 16 November 2009 15:34 
To: margaret.heavey@greenstar.ie 
Cc: Licensing Staff 
Subject: Successful Objection Payment for Licence Number WO165-02. (Reference Number: W0165-02- 
091 116033051) 

Thank you for your online Applicant Objection and Oral Hearing for licence number WO1 65- 
02.Your objection has been received by the Environmental Protection Agency and will be 
acknowledged once the Objection has been validated. 

A fee of €600 will be debited from your credit card once the objection has been confirmed. 

Your reference number is WO1 65-02-091 1 1603305 1. Please retain this for future reference. 

Environmental Protection Agency 

16/11 /2009 
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