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Oral Hearing Report 1. Recommendation Summary

' ~ 1. RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY

_As Chairman of the oral hearing I recommend that a waste licence be refused to
Advanced Environmcntal Sclutions: (Ireland) Limited t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal

for the waste activities listed in Table 1 below at Deerpark Crossroads, Ballymerris,
Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois. The Assistant Chairman - endorses this
recommendation. The reasons for this recommendation are detailed in Section 5 of this

- repott.
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Oral Hearing Report 2. Background to the Application

2. BACKGROUND TO THE APPLICATION

An application to the Environmental Protection Agency (the Agency), for a waste license
was made on 05/03/99 by Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal to operate an existing and
unauthorised waste transfer station, recycling facility, and proposed burner unit for the
disposal and recovery of some 23,000 tonnes of non-hazardous waste per annuim, at
Deerpark Crossroads, Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois. The waste transfer
station is located on a quarry backfilled with waste, the nature of which is unclear.
Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd acquired Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal
on 06/07/01.

Table 1: The classes of activity applied for by the applicant
Waste Disposal Activities, in accordance with the Third Schedule of the Waste Management Act 1996

Class 11 Blending er mixture prior te subinission te any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule

Class 13 Storage prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of
this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending collection, on the premises
where the waste concerned is preduced

Waste Recovery Activities, in accordance with the Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act

1996

Class 2 Recycling or reclamation of organic substances which are not used as solvents
{including compesting and ether biological transformation processes)

Class 3 Recycling or reclamation of metals and metal compounds

Class 4 Recyeling or reclamation of other inorganic materials

Class 8 Oil re-refining or other re-uses of vil '

Class 9 Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other means to generate energy

Class 11 Use of waste obtained from any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of
this Schedule

Class 12 Exchange of waste for submission to any activity referred to in a preceding

paragraph of this Schedule

Class 13 Storage of waste intended for submission te any activity referred to in 2 preceding
paragraph of this Schedule, other than temperary storage, pending collection, on
the premises where such waste is produced

The Principal Activity applied for was Class 13 of the Third Schedule.

The Agency, during the assessment of the application, received 114 submissions on the
application. The Inspector responsible for assessing the application recommended that a
licence be granted subject to conditions. The Inspectors Report and Recommended
Proposed Decision are contained in Appendix A of this report

A Proposed Decision by the Board of the Agency, which proposed the refusal of a waste
licence, was issued on 21/02/02. The Proposed Decision as 1ssued is contained in
Appendix B of this report.

Objections to the Proposed Decision were received from:
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~ Oral Hearing Report ' ' ' 2. Background to the Application

* Advanced Environmental Solutions t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal; and
* Laois County Council : " S .

Copies of the objections as received by the Agency are contained in Appendix C of this
report. One submission on the objections was received from Advanced Environmental
Solutions t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal.- A copy of the submission is contained in
Appendix D, Submission on Objections, of this report, o o '

" A Technical Comnﬁﬁee was formed to consider the objections and Ifhe' one submission on

the objections. On 17/06/02 the Agency wrote, in accordance with Article 34 of the Waste

. Management (Licensing) Regulations, to the Applicant and the other objector to the
Proposed Decision in regard to additional matters to be taken into account by the Agency
~ (contained in Appendix E). Sp'eci.ﬁcally this was a report of a site inspection carried out
by an Inspector of the Agency on 06/06/02. Objectors could make submissions in relation
to this inspection. AES made a submission on the 01/07/02 (contained in Appendix F).
A report by the Technical Committee was submitted to the Agency. This report included a
recommendation that a Waste Licence be granted subject to conditions (Technical
Committee Report is contained in Appendix G).- At a meeting of the Agency on the
16/07/02, the Agency decided to hold an Oral Hearing. I was appointed by the Agency on
the 06/08/02 to conduct the Oral Hearing. The Agency also appointed Mr. Brendan Wall
(Acting Senior Inspector) to assist me. The letters of appointment are contained in
Appendix H of this report. : '

The Oral Hearing was held in Portlaoise, Co. Laois on 15™ and 16™ October 2002.
This is a report on the oral héa:rihg of the objections to the proposed decision. All written

~material, drawings and photographs submitted to the Oral Hearing are contained within
Appendix’s 1, J and K of this report. | - : '
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3. ORAL HEARING

3.1 OPENING REMARKS BY CHAIRMAN

I opened the Oral Hearing by explaining the process to those present, introduced myself
and Mr. Brendan Wall and presented our letters of appointment. [ stressed that the
hearing would be conducted without undue formality. I pointed out that Mr. Wall and I
carried out a visit to the waste facility in question on 04/10/02.

Mr. William O Brien (Barrister) and Mr. Noel O’Meara, Dr. John Mc Namara and Mr.
Pat Alley represented the applicant, Advanced Environmental Solutions trading as Erwin
Cobbe Waste Disposal. Mr. O Brien stated to the hearing that Mr. Pat Alley and Dr. John
Mc Namara would be giving evidence on behalf of the applicant. Mr. O Brien requested
that Mr. Alley be allowed give evidence early as he had a meeting to attend at 11.30am. 1
confirmed that Mr.Alley would be facilitated as best possible.

Mr. Frank Heslin, Senior Engineer and Mr. Pilkington represented laois County Council.
Mr. Heslin stated that if the public were allowed to give evidence that they would not be
calling any other witnesses. :

I reconfirmed that members of the public would be given an opportunity to give evidence
after the formal parties had given their evidence.

The order of presentation was agreed as follows:
1) Advanced Environmental Solutions t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal;
i1) Laois County Council;

iii)  Members of the Public. The following members of the public gave evidence:
Mr. David Malone ‘ '
Mzr. Michael Cullen
Ms. Collette Callaghan
Mr. Aidan Mullens
Ms. Mary Murphy
Mr. John Maloney TD
Ms. Lilly Champ
Ms. Joyce Dempsey

The appendices contain copies of all written material presented at the Oral Hearing.
Appendix I contains copies of written submissions (Papers No. 1 to 6), copies of legal
submissions (2) are contained in Appendix J and a copy of the closing statement from
Laois County Council is contained in Appendix K of this report. This report is a summary
of the presentations and issues raised at the oral hearing.
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3.2 PRESENTATIONS OF EVIDENCE

3.2.1 Presentation by Mr. Pat All’ey (Applicant)
Mr. Alley (Advanced Environmental Solutions (AES) t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal)

submitted a written paper to the Oral hearing (Appendix 1, Papers No. 1) and read out the
‘part relating to ‘AES History’. Mr. Alley outlined the history of AES, noting that the

company started trading in July 2001 and that it has become the largest waste
management company which controls-its own waste in the country. Mr. Alley referred to
waste companies, which have been acquired by AES, including Midland Waste Company
in Navan. He stated that the EPA recently commended the Midland Waste facility. in

‘Navan and that they (Midland Waste) had also been nominated by Repak as contractor of
the year. Mr. Alley highlighted waste recovery activities in which AES areinvolved. Mr. -

Alley concluded by stating that AES deal with 500,000 tonnes of waste annuaily and that

‘the facility at Ballymorris, Portarlington, which AES acquired from Erwin Cobbe Waste

Disposal, accounts for less than 10% of this tonnage. '

Response to questions . ‘
Laois County Council indicated that they had no questions for the witness.

A number of the members of the public wished to ask Mr. Alley questions. Mr. O Brien
(AES) objected to members of the public asking questions or giving evidence at the
hearing. ' ' '

I ruled that members of the public could ask those giving presentations Jor clarification
and could, if they wished, give evidence on issues relating to whether a licence should be
refused or granted. : ' '

In response to questions Mr, Alley stated the following:

~#  Only 2 acres were used for waste handling at the Midlaridé Waste facility in Navan. -

* Some 50,000 tonnes of waste is collected in Laois but not all of this waste goes to the
Ballymorris facility. "M, Alley stated that there was no comparison between the
- Midland Waste facility and the Ballymorris facility. _ _ A
* Dr. Mc Namara would answer questions relating to waste tonnages and the entrances
at the Ballymorris facility. He stated that Dr. Mc Namara was familiar with details of
all meetings concemning the facility, including any meetings with residents and that he
(Dr. Mc Namara) would answer any questions relating to such meetings.

Mr. Alley stated that he had a meeting, which he had to attend and would not be available
for the rest of the hearing. : . : '

I asked Mr. Alley if he could be available later in the afiernoon or early next day to
answer any questions that may arise which Dr. Mc Namara could not answer.

M. Alley stated that he would not be available to return to the hearing.

WL Application Reg. No.96-1 Page 6 of 32
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1 advised Mr. Alley that if questions did arise which could not be answered I would have
to note a ‘no answer’ in my report.

Other questions, which some members of the public wanted to put to Mr. Alley, included
matters relating to planning permission, legality of the environmental impact statement
and the use of unauthorised waste facilities in Laois. I ruled that these matters were not
the subject of this oral hearing and therefore did not require an answer from Mr. Alley.
In addition some members of the public tended to give evidence rather than put questions
of clarification to Mr. Alley. In such cases I ruled that members of the public would be
given an opportunity to give evidence later and that they should focus the questions on
_ the evidence given and on matters relating to whether a licence should be refused or
granted with or without conditions.

Mr. O Brien (AES) referred to an Agency document, relating to the conduct of Oral
Hearings. He stated that the document referred only to objectors giving evidence and that
members of the public should not be allowed to give evidence.

I informed Mr. O Brien that I would allow time at the close of the oral hearing for legal
submissions. I reiterated to Mr. O Brien that I had already ruled that members of the
public could ask witnesses for clarification and could, if they wished, give evidence on
issues relating to whether a licence should be refused or granted.

3.2.2 Presentation by Dr John Mc Namara (Applicant)

Dr Mc Namara continued to read from the written paper, which had been submitted to the

Oral Hearing by Mr. Alley (Appendix I, Papers No. 1). This included the following:

¢ The Proposed Decision (PD) issued (to refuse a waste licence) was at variance with
the Inspector’s Recommendation; _

* Only three reasons were cited for the refusal of 10 different classes of waste activities;

e AES objects to Reason One (given below) of the PD issued, as AES do not intend to
use the burner unit and as such Reason One is no longer valid,
The Agency considers that the proposal to burn 6,000 tonnes/annum wood, paper and
cardboard waste by using an integrated burner and heat exchanger unit, the Talbott
C9, does not meet the requirements of the EU Incineration of Waste Directive
(2000/76/EC).

¢ AES objects to Reason Two (given below) of the PD issued, as AES does not intend
to use a briquetting process at the facility. Hence they argued that Reason Two in the
PD is no longer valid; '

The applicant has not demonstrated that the raw materials proposed for the briquetting

process do not contain hazardous substances, which would render the subsequent

product unsuitable for use as a fuel.

e AES objects to Reason Three (given below) of the PD issued, as AES feel ‘the

dismantling of the bumer coupled with the decommissioning of the briquetting activity,

mitigates strongly against the above reason being used as grounds for refusing a licence’.
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There is insufficient information in the application to satisfy the Agency that
environmental nuisance from the Jacility can be. controlled, given the proximity of
residences to the boundary. . : ‘

In response to questions from Mr. O’Brien (AES Barrister), Dr. Mc Namara stated the site
was on a backfilled quarry. He stated that some of the waste collected is stored overnight.
Dr. Mc Namara stated AES did not intend to carry on waste activities relating to burning
of waste or briquetting of waste. ‘Equipment relating to the burner has been dismantled
although some of the heavy equipment is still on site. Detailed reasons were only given in
the decision for the refusal of two waste activities. The only reason given for refusal of
the other eight classes applied for is the third reason in the PD. Mr. O Brien read out
Reason Three of the PD. Dr. Mc Namara referred to their objection/submission; which
had been submitted in relation to reason three. Dr. Mc Namara confirmed that he had
received a copy of the Technical Committee (TC) Report, which recommends that a
waste licence be granted with conditions. Dr. Mg Namara stated AES have concerns
about certain activities refused within the TC Report, e.g. class 11 of the third schedule,
he stated that without class 11 they couldn’t operate a transfer station. He stated that to
issue a licence with Conditions was not fair, as the process now did not give them an
opportunity to object to Conditions, which they may not agree with.

Mr. O’Brien (AES) stated that the Agency’s Technical Committee Reporf supports their
views that a licence should be granted. ' ' _ )

Issues raised from questions to Dr. Mc Namara:

Proposed Waste Activities, Waste Types and Tonnages

® Dr. Mc Namara stated that the waste activities relating to the burner and briquetting
process were not formally withdrawn during the application process. He stated that
these activities were down to the previous owner of the site and stated that they would
not now take place. Dr. Mc Namara estimated that 200 tonnes of waste per week
comes across the weighbridge. Of this some 100 tonnes is municipal waste, the rest
consists of commercial and construction and demolition (C&D) waste. Dr. Mc
Namara stated some cardboard and timber waste is recovered. Waste for disposal\goes
to Kyletalesha Landfill while waste for Tecovery goes to other facilities including
Bailey Recycling. Dr. Mc Namara stated past tonnages would not accurately reflect
the waste currently accepted at the facility as AES also have purchased Midland
Refuse Laois, and more trucks are now going directly to Kyletalesha Landfill
-compared to previous years. He stated that agricultural waste and SRM are not
accepted or stored at the facility. He stated that approximately 40 tonnes of waste
would be left on site during the day

Trequested Dr. Mc Namara to provide more comprehensive details on quantities and

ypes of waste and facilities to which waste is being removed. Dr. McNamara confirmed
that he would do his best to get this information.

WL Application Reg. No.96-1 Page 8 of 32
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Mr. O Brien objected to Dr. Namara having to get information such as waste records. I
informed Mr. O Brien that it was my opinion that waste tonnage’s were linked to
potential nuisances and that such information was relevant. Again, I requested that
details of waste tonnages be provided. Iinformed Dr. Mc Namara that if such details
could not be provided that I would have to note it in my report.

Dr. Mc Namara stated that the classes of activity applied for in the application were:

Under Third Schedule of the Waste Management Act, 1996

o Class 11: which relates to the bulking up of waste for transport to landfill;

0 Class 13: which relates to the storage of the bulked waste prior to submission to
authorised landfill.

Under Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act, 1996

a Class 2: which relates to the recovery of cardboard; J

0 Class 3: which relates to the recovery of metals and compound, a magnet can take
out the ferrous material; '

g Class 4: which relates to recovery of construction and demolition waste including

glass;
0 Class 8: which they did not intend to carry on and for which no description was
given;
a  Class 9: which they did not intend to carry on and related to the burner
a Class 11: use of waste and is needed for the waste activity involving cardboard;
a Class 12: exchange from one activity to another; and
o Class 13: storage of waste prior to submission to another waste recovery activity.

Facility Operational Procedures
In response to questions Dr. Mc Namara provided the following information:

A copy of the current operational procedures at the facﬂlty was not available as they
were being updated.

Skip waste is tipped on site, a grab picks out metal, the waste is fed through a
trommel (rotating sieve), paper and cardboard is picked and the rest of the waste is
loaded and brought straight to landfill.

The vast majority of waste activities are carried on outdoors. The loading of the
trommel is also outdoors, although the trommelling of waste is indoors and the
loading of the truck with waste, which has passed through the trommel, is indoors.
AES were succeeding in having no waste on site at weekends. He stated the facility
was not operational on Sundays and therefore there was no facility manager present.
He submitted nuisance records (Appendix I, Papers No.1).

Hours of operation:

Questions were asked of Dr. Mc Namara about facility hours of operation. Dr. Mc
Namara stated the hours proposed were 8am to 8pm. Residents were concerned that waste
1s left at the facility on weckends and concerns were raised that the Manager was not
present on the weekend especially on a Sunday They said evidence was available on
video from the security cameras.
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Bird Control: _ ' , ' o

Dr. Mc Namara stated Bird Control Ireland would deal with bird control at the facility.
He stated any birds previously poisoned occurred prior to AES taking over the facility. He
stated bird-scaring devi¢es would be used and he could not comment on the presence of a
rookery at the facility. He stated a falconer comes once a month. Dr. Mc Namara added
- that he was not a bird expert. S a ' |
Rat Control . - - ; o '

--Local residents stated that rats were a problem for years. Dr. Mc Namara stated Rentokil
have been contracted to deal with rats. L - | S

Hardstanding R

In response to a question on Ithe area of hardstand i the yard, Dr Mc Namara stated

hardstanding was being been put in place at the facility and was die to be completed by
Saturday (19/10/02). - '

T response to 'questiom'ng on the'proposed surfacing of the facility, Dr. Mc -Namara_étated
it was AES intention to place surfacing suitable for waste-activities to be carried on,”

Facility Security ' ' : :

Dr. Mc Namara stated AES would install additional fencing to the western side of the
facility. In response to questions he informed the hearing that any gaps in the fencing
would be filled in. One resident noted that waste was spilling over the small wall at the
back of the facility. ‘

Waste Shredding ' _ : ;
Dr. Mc Namara stated that the timber shredder had not been operating for a while and that

no decision had been taken on whether the shredding of waste would be continued at the
facility. In terms of nuisance control for the shredder, Dr. Mc Namara stated that the
- shredder worked under negative air pressure and all waste activities relating to it were o

- carried on-indoors..

Odours _ _ _ _—
Odour was a question raised by several residents. Dr. Mc Namara stated Envirotech have
been contacted to deal with odour. In relation to closure of the Ballymorris facility, he

stated AES have applied (permit applications to the local authority) for two sites in Laois
(to carry on certain waste activities).

In relation to odours Dr. Mc Namara stated that an odour control agent was sprayed 3-4
times a day (1 litre a'month). Dr. Mc Namara stated there has been breakdowns in the
odour procedures. Concerns were expressed about substances in the odour masking agent
and the risk to groundwater. Mr. Mc Namara stated that the material data safety sheets for
the chemicals were available, Ms Murphy claimed that these controls were not working.

WL Application Reg.-No.96-1 FPage 10 of 32
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I noted that the Assistant Chairman and I did not observe the controls described by Dr.
Mc Namara during our visit to the facility on 04/10/02.

Dr. Mc Namara stated that environmental nuisances are an issue at the facility and since
AES have taken over they have tried to put in place a system to minimise impact.

Facility Drainage

In response to concern raised in relation to runoff of odour spray, Dr. Mc Namara stated
that drainage at the facility was an area identified as requiring financial input. He stated
that a tank had been installed to collect runoff. He stated that there was a problem with
standing water. Dr. Mc Namara stated that wastewater collected in the sump is tankered
off-site to Navan. No records were available for the removal of the wastewater and no
details were available for the last removal of the wastewater. He stated that not all of the
wastewater was going to Navan and that in the past all wastewater would have discharged
to a.soak pit. Dr. Mc Namara stated that there was an open drain at the facility, which
does get blocked with waste. He stated that there is a daily checklist and, if blocked, the
drain is cleaned. '

I noted that the Assistant Chairman and I during our visit to the facility on 04/10/02
observed that this drain was blocked with waste.

In response to whether water is causing odour, Dr. Mc¢ Namara stated that there was a
possibility that stagnant water could be a source of odour. '

Mr. O’Brien (AES) stated Dr. Mc Namara had comeé to the hearing unarmed because
proper reasons were not given by the Agency as to why the licence was refused, and as
such he did not know what information would be requested.

1 informed Mr. O Brien that I would note his comment, but that information on drainage
at the facility should be available.

Access to the Facility

In relation to access to the facility Dr. Mc Namara stated that in twenty years no accident
had occurred. He stated that there was a problem with insurance cover. He stated that
AES had not received a traffic report relating to traffic access to the site, from the local
authority, which they had stated to AES that they would provide. Dr. Mc Namara stated
that the entrance to the facility is via the main automatic gate.

Groundwater

Dr. Mc Namara stated that nickel found in the groundwater was localised at the site. He
stated that AES propose to do more monitoring and install more boreholes. If necessary
they will pump and treat the groundwater. He stated that no nickel had been detected in
private wells using instrumentation with detection limits to Sppm. He stated E.coli levels
were high but these were due to animal manure. Dr. Mc Namara provided groundwater
results (Appendix I, Papers No. 1).
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In response to questions on privéte wells Dr. Mc Namara stated that, according to the Mid
Western Health Board, contamination of private wells was due to bacterial contamination.

_Soil Remediation SR :
In response to questions on how they propose to clean up the spillage around the oil tank.
Dr. Mc Namara stated that it depended on the location of the access gate to the facility.

- He stated that another AES. facility had a similar incident and -a company called Atlas

dealt with approximately three tonnes. of soil. * The soil was removed, treated and
reinstated. AES propose to do the same at Ballymorris. . - '

- Facility Closure & Facility Building - - SR

' Dr. Mc Namara stated that AES were a new company and intended to be compliant with
legislation. He stated they had an agreement with residents to leave the facility by 2003
and that was their intention. : : -

Dr. Mc Namara stated that they had not decided on a closure plan yet. He stated that the

plan was raised with the council and he suggested the possibility of a garage type facility.

In response’to questions on AES’s proposal to cease operations by July 2003 and whether
a waste licence would cover the period, Dr. Mc Namara stated that a waste licence does
- not usually specify dates and that it is a matter for EPA. '

- . In response to the potential requirement to put infrastructure in place and AES’s proposal
to close the facility in July 2003, Dr. Mc Namara stated that he hoped it would be covered
in the licence. ' e ‘

Dr Mc Namara stated that most transfer stations are in effect large warehouses, but thatin .
this case the facility structure does not allow waste accepted at the facility to be deposited
directly inside the building and to do so would require structural works. In response to -
whether AES are willing to put infrastructure in if the facility is to close in July 2003, Dr..

Mc Namara stated that AES would have no problem putting a building in place. In
response to whether waste could be deposited within the existing facility, Dr. Mc Namara
stated that waste could not be deposited inside the building unless a wall was knocked.

3.2.3. Presentation by Mr. Frank Heslin (Laois County Council)
M. Heslin, on behalf of Laois Co, Council made the following points:

* A closure plan should be put in place. for the site at Ballymorris, which should -

specifically take into consideration groundwater remediation. nitial concern is for
the applicant to undertake a groundwater risk assessment.

The facility is operating in many respects illegally.

There is a need for the facility to be monitored under a strict regulatory framework.

County Laois is within the Midland Waste Region Plan, which only allows for a civic
waste facility. . ' _

WL Application Reg. No.96-1 Page 12 of 32



Oral Hearing Report _ 3. Oral Hearing

Mr. Heslin’s response to questions.

e Mr. Heslin stated Laois County Council’s main concern relates to a strict regulatory
framework being in place. He stated that in their experience the Agency is very strict
and their view is that the Agency runs a tight rigid ship.

Mr. Heslin noted local residents concerns about groundwater.

¢ In response to concerns about buried waste and to a question on whether the Council
know what was buried on site, Mr. Heslin stated they want a risk assessment to be
carried out to determine what is buried on the site. In his opinion a risk assessment
would take 6 to 8 months.

o Mr. Heslin stated that the site is not suitable for the waste activities currently being

~ carried on and that he would not support what is currently in place.

In response to questions from the public about what would happen if a licence is refused I
pointed out that if refused then Laois CC would be the responsible authority, while if
granted then the Agency would be the competent authority to enforce the licence.

* Inresponse to questions from Mr. O’Brien (AES), Mr. Heslin stated that the facility
was badly managed for a long time and it is now in a period of change. Mr. Heslin
stated the regulatory framework has changed and that was what he was referring to.

e In response to whether nuisances at the facility have increased or decreased, Mr.
Heslin stated that while significant meetings were held between AES and the
residents, there was a long way to go. He noted that the new company was taking a
more positive view. '

Once the formal objectors had presented their evidence the public were given an
opportunity to present evidence.

3.2.4 Presentation by Mr. David Malone

Mr. Malone, who stated he was representing Environment Action Alliances Ireland,

submitted a written paper (Appendix I, Papers No. 2). Mr. Malone stated:

e He had registered a complaint with the EU Commission about this facility.

e The application for the facility was legally invalid. He has studied the information and
it is not clear to him what is submitted. '

e He questioned the validity of the EIS and noted that it is unclear whether the
application is for 10,000 or 23,000 tonnes per annunt. :

I requested that Mr. Malone confine his evidence to that of the application and facts on
whether a licence should or should not be granted. I informed Mr. Malone that I would

allow time before the close of the hearing for legal submissions.

Mr. Malone stepped down at this point.
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3.2.5 Presentation by Mr. Michael Cullen

Mr. Cuilen read from a written submission, which is attaéhcd as Appendix I, Papers No.
3. His presentation included the following points: S

The neighbours are not looked after, and don’t want a licence issued. _
Mismanagement prior to July 2001 is E Cobbe’s doing, and evidence indicates that

AES have also mismanaged the facility since they have taken it over.
Residents deserve a better standard quality of life. ' _
The facility does not have planning permission (details included in Mr. Cullens _

written subinission on planning were not dealt with during his evidence).

'He provided clippings from newspapers relating to the facility.

He noted the comments from EPA inspections of the facility. ,
He referred to Grounds 2, 7, and 9 from the Inspectors Report on the Recommended

PD. Mr. Cullen read out Ground 2 and stated others at the Hearing would cover
Grounds 7 and 9. : '

Mr. Cullen highlighted photos, which are included with his submission, taken on the

-06/10/02.: Only two of the photos are relevant to the facility at Ballymorris (top two

photos of the second page of photos presented). The other photos presented do not
relate to the facility and evidence on these was not permitted during the hearing,

Mr. Cullen concluded with reasons why the Ageney should refuse a licence to AES,
which include operating history and mis-management of the site; location and size of
the site; the environmental impact — odours, litter and noise.

- Comments from AES and M. Cﬁllen’s response ito Questions from AES i
In response to an objection by AES on the use of the word “dump” and whether is it

fair to say that the facility is now not a dump, Mr. Cullen stated it is now called a
transfer station, -

AES pointed out that in relation to Ground 2 of the Inspectors Report, which Mr.

, pullen had read from, that the comment is the Inspectors and not that of AES.

Mr. Cullen stated there was evidénce that the condition had not been complied with.
However, Mr. O Brien corrected this and pointed out that these conditions are not in
force at the moment and that these are recommended conditions only.

In relation to the two photos, Dr. Mc Namara pointed out timber waste, which was
left on the site in the photograph. In relation to other wastes shown in the photograph
Dr. McNamara stated it was plastic and other waste. _ '

\

3.2.6 Presentation by Ms. Collette Callaghan
Ms. Callaghan stated:

She doesn’t want this facility operating.

She said that she has endured 22 years of pure “hell” and also speaks for her daughter
on this issue. '

The conditions, which she has experienced, are not ideal at present, odours were bad

- over the summer.
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3.2.7 Presentation by Mr. Aidan Mullens

Mr. Mullens stated that:

e He had concem about the role of Laois County Councﬂ in controlling this facility as
well as others;

I ruled that Mr. Mullens should confine his evidence to that of the PD and whether a

licence should or should not be granted.

e He stated that the other well-managed facilities mentioned by AES are different in
that they are in industrial areas.
He raised safety issues relating to the road

* He stated that this facility is in a scenic area, being developed as a walking route, and
the siting of this facility in the middle of all this would be stupid. Quality of life to
people in this area is the key issue not boreholes and water tables. He said that people
outside the area don’t appreciate the anger of the locals.

3.2.8 Presentation by Ms. Mary Murphy

Ms. Murphy read from a written submission, which is attached as Appendlx 1, Papers No.
4. Ms. Murphy’s evidence included:
¢ A statement of the affect the facility 1s having on her including:
@ Odour, fly and rat nuisances. She said she couldn’t open windows because of the
presence of blue bottles.
0 Health impacts - she referred to letters from her doctors, which are included in her
submission.
0 Details on falls from her bicycle due to the road conditions.
0 That she was sprayed with water from the site while passing the site, and
‘complained to Laois County Council but nothing was done.
» She stated that waste is piled high at weekends.
o She stated that she had explained the problems to Dr. Mc Namara who assured her the
site would be clean.
¢ She stated that there was a fire at the site during August.

Ms. Murphy’s Response to Questions

* In response to when she last detected an odour, Ms. Murphy stated last Sunday
morning. Ms Murphy submitted a log of nuisance records (odour, flies and daily
remarks) as recorded by her during the period 28/07/02 to 24/08/02.

3.2.9 Presentation by Mr. J. Maloney TD

Mr. Maloney TD stated that based on evidence brought to him at this hearing, indications
are that nothing much has changed at the facility. He stated it was difficuit living in an
area where problems exist. He stated that he supported the position of the residents and
the refusal of a licence. He stated that Laois County Council had ignored the concerns of
the residents. He stated that he had concerns prior to AES taking over. He referred to
meetings with AES, which in his opinion had little outcome. He stated that he was
chairperson of Kyletalesha landfill community association, which had similar issues as
this site and that the local authority involved the residents. He based his opposition on

WL Application Reg. No.96-1 Page 15 of 32



Oral Hearing Report - . 3. Oral Hearing

concerns not addressed. He stated that there was no goodwill from AES and highlighted
- that AES would not use an altemative entrance. He stated that he regretted Mr. Alley
could not be present for the hearing. He stated that it was his view that a compromise
could be reached. The entrance is in his opinion a key point and has not been considered
by AES. Residents tried to get it addressed, but the insurance issue was not raised. He
stated he could not ignore the history of the facility and noted that the previous owner is
now a Director with AES. He stated that he could not compare Kyletalesha Landfill with
the Ballymorris site as Kyletalesha landfill is a properly monitored landfill, the public will
pay for aftercare of the facility and it has an ‘Agency licence. He stated that the
Baltymorris: facility is in a dangerous location, not an adequate size, with nearby residents
and in an agriculture area. | S

| Mr. Maloney’s Response to Questions :
* Inresponse to whether a waste licence should be issued or refused, Mr. Maloney said
that he did not agree with a licence being issued.

3.2.10 Presentation by Ms. Lilly Champ _ B
Ms. Champ read from a written submission, which is atiached as Append_ix 1, Papers No.

- 5. Ms. Champ statement and evidence included the following points:

* She wants the facility closed down straight away and the licence refused.

* Her farm is 15 feet from the AES facility. '

* Her water supply is from a well downstream of the waste facility. :

* Groundwater is polluted and she has been informed by the Midland Health Board not
- to drink the water from her well or to give it to cattle. She stated the cost of giving

. mains water to cattle would not be viable (approximately 2000 Euro per year).

* She stated that AES have monitoring results from the well but AES in their

submission state that they haven’t. _ L

Lack of fencing between the farm and the waste facility.

Roads are dangerous because of all the traffic. _

New access gate to facility only opened in the last 3 years.

Flies from the waste facility are giving rise to nuisances in her home.

Rats from the facility interfere with her crops. It costs her €23 a week to put down

Ms. Champ Response to Questions

¢ Ms Champ stated that she has reports of well inonitoring results. Ms. Champ
submitted the water results, which are attached in Appendix I, Papers No. 5.

e Inresponse to questions from AES, Ms. Champ stated that the handwriting ‘4l Those

were acceptable levels. Hydrocarbons were also below MAC® was on the results
document when received. :

¢ A member of the public pointed out that it couldn’t be assumed that the handwriting
was from a laboratory and requested to know if the other reports of monitoring by

AES had been returned to Ms. Champ. AES stated that they would provide details on -

WL Application Reg. No.96-1 Page 16 0f 32

()

"



Oral Hearing Report 3. Oral Hearing

these (they were given an opportunity to do so during further questioning of Dr. Mc
Namara, See Section 3.2.12). 7

e Ms. Champs disagreed with AES’s view, which was that the source of pollution could
be farm waste due to nickel being within the acceptable concentration limits and
ammonia being very high.

e In response to being asked when the last time there was a nuisance with flies, Ms.
Champ stated yesterday.

Day two of the oral hearing commenced with the Chairman noting that there was one
other person to present evidence.

On resumption of day 2 of the oral hearing Mr. O’Brien asked to adjourn while taking
legal advice on behalf of his client. [ ruled that there would be no adjournment and that
the hearing would continue.

3.2.11 Presentation by Ms. Joyce Dempsey

Ms. Dempsey stated that she has concern about rats, odours, fencing around the facility,
noise, and the number of trucks on the road and potholes. She stated that there had been
no improvement at the facility. Ms. Dempsey handed in a written submission (Appendix
I, Papers No. 6} of a record detailing date, time, and activity of lorries at the facility. Ms
Dempsey stated that Laois County Council had done nothing about the facility.

Ms. Dempsey’s Response to Questions
* Inresponse to Mr. O Brien (AES), Ms. Dempsey stated that the applicant had agreed
not to conduct activities before 8.00am. Mr. O’Brien stated that agreements between
the residents and the applicant were not an Agency issue. 7
e Inresponse to whether AES have made improvements at the facility, for example, put
up fencing, daily inspection reports, contracted Rentokil to deal with rat nuisances,
contacted bird control, contacted Envirotech in relation to odour confrol, Ms.
Dempsey stated that these are-not working as residents still have to put up with
odours, flies, rats. She stated that she did not disagree that the company has put in
- place strategies and tactics to deal with nuisances. She stated that this was done on
~ paper but not on the ground.
e In relation to details in the submission of 19/08/02 (black smoke and smuts coming
from the site), Mr. O’ Brien stated that the applicant was not burning rubbish but
~ carrying out fire training.
' Ms. Dempsey referred to a High Court agreement between residents and the applicant.

I asked Ms. Dempsey if she had a copy. Mr. O'Brien (AES) strongly objected to this
document being submitted and stated that it was not relevant. He referred to the fact that
I had no legal advisor present. Ireminded My. O’Brien that this was not a court hearing.
I noted Mr. O’Brien’s concerns in relation to the document and I informed him that 1
would rule later on whether the document could be submitted.
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I decided that a copy of fhe High Court 'Agreem_ent could be accepted. I asked Ms.

. Dempsey if she wished to submit the document. Mr. O'Brien continued to object to the

submission of the document. He point_ed out that Ms. Joyce was not named on the
agreement, to which Ms. Joyce stated that it included her husband. I ruled that if Ms,

" Joyce wished to submit the document that I would accept it. Mr. O’Brien again
. reiterated his objection. I advised Mr. O'Brien that I would note his concerns and that if
he wished he could make a legal submission detailing his objection. Mr. O’Brien
declined this offer but stated that he had concerns that the agreement could influence the

Agency’s decision. He stated that the document has no value in this forum as it does not

' prove anything and the licensing process is forward looking. - He stated that he was
concerned that the Agency will look at this agreement and that it would sow seeds in their.

minds that the applicant has not done certain things. He claimed that it provides nothing
in relation to the issues, that it is an irrelevant document and it has the potential to
prejudice the decision. He stated that he wished it to be on record that I did not obtain
legal advice on the matter. He also referred to the prejudice effect outweighing evidence

and that the entire agreement, amounts to contract between parties.

I i"nfomzed M. O'Brien that T in fdct had taken legal advice on the matter. [ requested
the applicant to clarify if they had been party to the agreement to which the applicant
confirmed that they had been. ' : ' : :

3.2.12 Further Questions to Dr. Mc Namara |
Dr. McNamara provided a summary of waste entering and leaving the facility from the

start of 2002 up to week ending 12/10/02 (Appendix I, Papers No. 1). He stated the vast
majority of waste (municipal and construction and demolition wastes) goes to Kyletalesha

landfill. He stated that waste recycling is increasing as the year goes on (i.e. timber and
cardboard). : . - , '

- 1 asked Dr. Mc Namara a number of quesfions to clarify issues raised previously di_ﬁd also
‘issues arising from our (Chairman and Assistant) visit to the facility on 04/10/02.

e In response to whether meat waste is accepted at the facility, he stated that meat waste
does not go to the transfer station. ‘

* In response to questions: about rat control at the facility, Dr. Mc Namara stated
Rentokil were contracted. . ' :

* In response to whether bird control is used at the Midland Waste Facility, Dr. Mc
Namara stated that generally at a transfer station there would not be a need for bird
control, but given the infrastructure at Ballymortis it is heeded. '

* Inresponse to a question to clarify if waste activities will be carried on outdoors, Dr.
Mc Namara stated that if needed a building would be constructed and that judging
from the details in the Agency’s Technical Committee Report and the conditions in
the Inspector’s Recommended PD that it would be required. He stated that if it were
in the licence it would have to be complied with. In response to whether AES had any
proposal for a building, Dr. Mc Namara stated that they had no proposal.
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¢ In response to a question to clarify the identity of the other waste types shown in
photographs presented by Mr. Cullen, Dr. Mc Namara stated that the majority of
waste was timber but that there could have been wheat chaff from a flour mill.

¢ [ pointed out that during our site visit of 4/10/02, the Assistant Chairman and I had
noted odours, dust and flies in the area where Dr. Mc Namara pointed to the possible
location of wheat chaff. Litter was noted inside the facility entrance while skips
without covering were observed bringing waste to the facility. In addition 1 pointed
out that we had observed open drainage gullies blocked with waste, drainage
chambers full while a lomry was still being washed down with no obvious place for
drainage to flow. In reply Dr. Mc Namara stated that all skips should have covers on
them and that site inspection should pick up anything around the site.

» Inresponse to questions on groundwater Dr. Mc Namara submitted monitoring results
of a sample marked as ‘Lilly Champ, Ballymorris, Portarlington’ (Appendix I, Papers
No. 1) and analysed by the East Coast Area Health Board. He referred to previous
monitoring results submitted by Ms. Champ and stated that nickel was below
maximum admissible concentration, so it was unlikely that pollution of the well can
be attributed to the facility. He stated that the conclusion from the Environmental
Health Officer is different to that of evidence presented. He stated that there is
evidence of pollution but not that of industrial pollution, and stated that the high
levels of ammonia and nitrates would suggest sources such as agricultural, sewage or
fertilisers. He stated elevated levels of manganese in groundwater or soils may be
associated with high levels in soils.

¢ Dr. McNamara referred to recorded chlorine levels in results submitted by Ms. Champ

“and stated that they cannot be correct as the total chlorine does not equate to free plus
residual chlorine. ,

s Dr. Mc Namara stated that water on site comes from the public supply.

¢ In response to whether AES had carried out any landfill gas monitoring, Dr. Mc
"Namara stated that no monitoring was undertaken in the past. However if they have
to commence monitoring they will. Dr. Mc Namara noted that landfill gas had not
been mentioned previously and only came out of the Agency’s Technical Committee
Report.

& Inrelation to drainage at the facility Dr. Mc Namara stated that in the past percolation
was the main source of drainage from the facility. He stated that AES had just (that
week) installed a tank at the facility, prior to that the percolation area was used. He
stated that he wished to clarify that it was only the facility in Navan which tankered
wastewater to Navan. He stated that no wastewater has been tankered from the
Ballymorris facility.

¢ Inrelation to the Talbot Unit, Dr. Mc Namara stated that it was still on site, but is not
connected and is not useable. He stated that it weighs approximately 12 tonnes and
will be taken off-site. '
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- 3.3 Legal Submissions

3.3.1 Legal Submission on behalf of AES (applicant)

Mr. O’Brien read from the legal submission, which is attached as Appendix J, Legal

Submission No.1. Mr. O Brien stated that as the legal submission had been prepared

prior to hearing that he wished to add some extra.points. His submission included the .

following points:

No adequate reasons were given for the're:fu_sa_l's except for one of the activities for -
- which'a waste licence was. required. This is a clear violation of the principles of

natural justice and of the EPA’s ob]igaﬁqn to give reasons for their decisions

- particularly when the Inspectors Recommended granting the licence for some

activities. This is ultra virus by the EPA.
Reasons for the decisions were not adequate - a simple two liner given in relation to

- eight activities. He referred to previous cases in the High Court and that when

reasons for a-decision are not explicitly given, they can be implicitly found in the
Inspector’s Report. This can not be done in this case since the Boards Decision was
to refuse and the Inspector’s Recommendation was to grant. .

Since the Inspectors report is relevant in determining what the Proposed Decision
(PD) is, and since the PD differs from the Inspectors Report in material respects, the
applicant does not know the reasons for the PD. © :

The company had to turn up not knowing what evidence to give. He stated that there

was no requirement for the Agency to give reasons but they had a constitutional ri ght

to know. . : -

The applicant, AES, withdraws waste activities Class 8 and 9 of the fourth Schedule

of the WMA. - - .

Mr. O Brien stated procedures were unfair for the following reasons:

(1) Reasons inadequate concerning impact on residents. Referred to regulations EPA,

- licensing regulations, 1994, Art 17; Agency may ask for further information. (Note

the Regulations referred to here relate to Integrated Pollution Control activities
and not Waste Management licensing activities). '

(2) Proposed decision does not take account of Inspectors Report and therefore on

what basis did the Agency arrive at a different decision.

(3) Failing to give reasons for the refusal (as detailed in written submission).

(4) Did not give specific reasons why Inspectors Report recommendations were not
followed. - , : : ,

Too much time has been spent looking to the past. The licensing process is a forward

looking process and should not be looking at wrong doings that happened 15 vears

ago. He stated that this is relevant for the following reasons in that normally either:

(1) PD is issued for refusal with reasons why activities are not able to be car.ried on;
or :

(2) PD is granted with conditions attached.

In either of these the next stage would be objections. ¥ the PD were for refusal, they

would know the reasons and could object, and could come to the oral hearing with
arguments. If a PD is granted with conditions, they could object to conditions they

WL Application Reg. No.96-1 Page 20 of 32



Oral Hearing Report 3. Oral Hearing

did not agree with. Residents could also do likewise. In cither scenario the company
would know the case it has to make. AES came blind to this hearing. While the
company had seen the Inspector’s Report, it was not followed and therefore was not
of much assistance. He stated that, when they turn up, they can be asked questions on
anything, he gave the example of drainage at the facility.

I pointed out to Mr. O Brien that drainage had been raised as an issue in the Site
Inspection Report issued under Article 34 to the objectors and to which AES had
responded.

Mr. O Brien acknowledged this fact. He stated however it was unfair not knowing the
area of concern and that it left AES in an impossible position. He stated that if
information was not provided then it might well be related to procedure deficits
leading up to this hearing. He referred to the fact that if certain information was not
provided at the hearing that it would be noted in the Oral Hearing Report. He gave
the example of waste fonnages.

- I pointed out to Mr. O’Brien that in my opinion waste tonnages were relevant.

Mr. O Brien agreed with this. He stated that the Oral Hearing Report would be
submitted to the Agency and a decision will be made, either to grant a licence with
conditions or refuse the licence. He stated that the companies concern is that a
decision will be made to grant a licence imposing conditions, In the normal course of
events when a PD is issued, the applicant has the opportunity to come back to the
Agency with objections. He stated that, following the oral hearing, if a decision to
grant a licence is made then the applicant will ‘have no way of challenging the
conditions imposed. He asked for some mechanism to be put in place to ensure that
any decision arising out of the oral hearing would not be final, that a door be left open
for the company to come back to whatever forum to argue conditions. He suggested
that the mechanism could take the form of adjourning the hearing.

I advised Mr. O’Brien that the hearing would not be adjourned at this time.

Mr. O’Brien stated that if the decision is to refuse then that is that. In almost every
other case the applicant has an opportunity to object to the PD issued. He stated that
AES have been denied fair procedures because the process is flawed.

3.3.2 Legal Submission by Mr. David Malone

Mr. Malone, who stated he was representing Environment Action Alliances Ireland read
from the written submission attached as Appendix J, Legal Submission No.2. Mr.
Malone’s submission included:

¢ He agreed with the PD and therefore did not formally object.
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¢ He stated that AES were changing the application by dropping classes of activity. He

stated that this should not be allowed and he believes that if AES withdraw activities -

- that they must re-apply. o :
* He stated that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is needed and this should

deal with the overall project. He stated that under the Waste Management Act, the -

Agency must implement Directives. _ A _ : :
*- He stated that AES have not identified how they intend to deal with the waste

. throughput (600 tonnes) proposed for the incinerator since withdrawing that activity,

¢ Henoted the complaint thade to the EU about this facility. - o Lo
* Mr. Malone stated that Section 12 (g) of the (Waste Management (Licensing)

- Regulations 2000 (SI Regulation No. 185) in relation to waste quantities had not been

~dealt with'by ABS. He claims that this has not been complied with and that the
information has not been submitted. ' ; - :

. Comments from AES on Mr. Malone’s Legal Submission _

Mr. O Brien, on behalf of the applicant, stated that the matter raised on the second page of
Mr. Malone’s legal submission is evidence and should not be considered as part of a legal
submission. : - ‘

I noted Mr. O’Brien’s point. In relation to Mr. Malone’s second reason contained in his

legal submission, I pointed out that AES had stated that they were not shredding timber
waste at the moment. ' '

3.4 Closing Statements

3.4.1 AES (Mr. Michael O’Brien)

Mr. O Brien stated that one point he wished to bring up strongly relates to the conclusions
in the Technical Committee Report. Recommendations on activities refused include
Class 11 of the Third Schedule of the Waste Management Act and Class 11 and 12 of the
Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act.: These activities were recommended for
licensing in the original Inspector’s Report. He suggested that they seem to be refused on
the basis. of a misunderstanding; he indicated that Class 11 of Third Schedule would be
almost automatic in any Agency licence granted for a waste transfer station. The reason
given in the Agency’s Technical Committee Report is related to the wood burner, which
-he stated doesn’t make sense (ie. the activity is wider than just the burner) particularly
since Class 8 of the Fourth Schedule, relating to the use of fuel is refused.

| 3.4.2 Laois County Council (Mr Frank Heslin)
Mr. Heslin read from the written submission attached as Appendix K, Laois County

" Council Document. Mr. Heslin’s statement included:

* A'statement of concemn in relation to the risk of groundwater contamination and a
request for an assessment and remedial plan to be put in place.

* That current operations (transfer station and materials recovery facility) are
unauthorised.
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¢ That Laois County Council has taken legal actions against the owners to stop
unauthorised development. .

¢ That Laois County Council is not satisfied with the current level of environmental
management on the site.

o That Laois County Council does not support the continuing operation of current
activities on the site.

e That the Midlands Regional Waste Management Plan proposes a civic amenity site in
the environs of Portarlington.

3.5 Closing Comments

I stated to all present that my function as Chairman was to report to the Agency on the-
Oral Hearing. 1 thanked all present for their attendance and interest, and the
administrative staff for their help, the hotel, and stated that the Agency would act within
its statutory obligation in coming to a decision on the licence. I closed the Oral Hearing at
12.40pm.
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4. CONSIDERATION OF PRESENTATIONS/OBJECTIONS TO THE
' PROPOSED DECISION -

4.1 General - Procedurefollow.ed

In Sections 4.2 to 4.4 1 consider the presentations made at the Oral Hearing; including
‘those by the general public, the objections and submissions to the PD and information
. provided in the application. ' : : ' ' '

4.2 Consideration of the Présemation/()bjeclion by AES to the PD

In relation to Reasons One and Two given in the PD, I note the applicant no longer
wishes to apply for waste activities relating to the burner unit and the briquetting process.
I note that AES in their objection clearly state ‘there will not be any activity under Class
9 or 11 of the Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act, 1996 nor will the EU -
Incineration of Waste Directive be applicable to any activity at the facility’. At the Oral
* Hearing, AES reconfirmed the withdrawal of the waste activity under Class 9 but not that

under Class 11, which they stated related to the use of waste involving the recovery of
cardboard. , ‘ '

I'note the applicant considers that the withdrawal of waste activities related to the burner
unit and briquetting process mitigates against Reason Three in the PD for refusing a
Waste Licence, 1 also note that the applicant considers the Reasons given in the PD are
largely unrelated to the actual activity to be carried out, However, I note that the
applicant, in their objection, ‘also states that they are particularly concerned with the
environmental performance of the facility at Ballymorris. In their presentation at.the Oral
Hearing and in their objection, the applicant stated that they have ‘initiated and
implemented a number of schemes to monitor, control and ameliorate “environmental
nuisance™, which encompasses vermin, birds, flies, dust, odours, and litter. I note the
applicant considers that these control measures can be termed operational procedures,
which'they believe can be regulated by the conditions of a licence.

I noted during the QOral Hearing that the applicant stated that they had come unprepared
because of what they considered to be the inadequate reasons given in the PD. I consider
that the applicant should be able to provide details on measures proposed and operational
controls at their waste facility, especially where remedial measures are required. In
relation to environmental nuisance and operational controls at the facility, I consider that
the following issues merit specific consideration. - '

Waste operations & infrastructure

I note that the acceptance of household and commercial waste is to be in the open yard.
In order to recover waste from the household waste and commercial waste streams the
waste is to be loaded outdoors onto a trommel, from which cardboard and plastic can be
separated indoors. No details were given in the application as to how the applicant
proposes to deal with construction and demolition waste, as noted in the Inspectors
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Report. 1 note, based on current waste tonnage’s (contained in Appendix I Papers No. 1,
for the year 2002 up to 12/10/02, 13,106 tonnes has been accepted of which 12,840
tonnes has gone to landfill, 98% of the waste accepted), that the facility predominantly
caters for the disposal of waste.

The measures cited by the applicant, to control nuisances are noted. However, it is my
opinion that the handling and processing of waste outdoors at the facility is the main
source of the environmental nuisances arising at the facility. It is noted that the
presentations made by local residents at the Oral Hearing described a history of nuisances
associated with the facility. The Agency inspection on the 6 June 2002 also presents a
picture of poor waste handling practices.

It is also noted that the applicant did not propose any improvements to the handling and
processing of waste at the facility, other than if the Agency requires waste to be processed
indoors that they will abide by it. During the Oral Hearing Dr. Mc Namara stated that the
building on site was not suitable for the handling and processing of all waste indoors and
that waste would have to be handled outdoors. I consider that an open transfer station is
not considered to be best practice. It will in my opinion lead to leachate generation,
contamination of surface water in the yard and potential nuisances such as odours, dust,
litter and noise. In the event that off-site landfill facilities are closed due to high winds
then there is the real possibility that waste will be left outdoors for long periods. While
the Agency has in its determination of other waste facilities required the handling of
waste in-doors, I consider that in this instance, since the applicant has given an
undertaking to cease activities by July 2003, the timeframe involved is not sufficient to
warrant such a requirement. In addition, it is noted with some concern that although the
" applicant has given an undertaking to cease operations by July 2003, they have yet to
prepare a closure plan. While I accept Dr. Mc Namara’s point that warehouses can have
many uses, 1 consider that the applicant needs to prepare a closure plan for agreement
with the relevant anthorities.

I note that a letter from the Planning Section of Laois County Council dated 02/07/01,
which was treated as a submission, advised the Agency not to issue a licence in respect of
any activity for which a valid planning permission does not exist on the site at
Ballymorris. ' '

Waste Activities Applied for by Applicant

At the Oral Hearing, the applicant stated that the reasons in the PD only explained the
refusal of one out of the eight activities applied for. In relation to the classes of waste
activities applied for, Dr. Mc Namara provided an explanation of the proposed waste
activities to take place on site. I have examined the application and can only find a
description of waste activities received as part of the application on 08/04/99 (attached as
Appendix L). The waste activities applied for by the applicant were subsequently
modified to reflect the classes of waste activity to be carried on at the facility (Classes 1
and 2 of the Third Schedule and Class 10 of the Fourth Schedule as set out in the
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-é;pplication by the applicant refer to waste activities elsewhere i.e. not at the Baliymorris
facility). ' ' : '

The descriptions provided in the application do not correspond to thoée 'given by Dr. Mc
Namara at the Oral Hearing. ‘It is a matter for the applicant to ensure that the classes of
activity being applied for are clearly described and reflect the-activities proposed. 1

- consider that the description of the activities co_ntainc_d in the waste licence application to
- s beofapoorstandard. =~ c S , AR

Landfill Gas

There is a history of landfilling of mixed waste at this facility, which is located if an old

- quarry. Landfill gas generation can give rise to significant risks if not controlled. ‘To date

no landfill gas monitoring has been carried out.

4.3 Consideration of the Presentation/Objection by Laois Couhty Council to the PD

- The objection by Laois County Council relates to the issues of groundwater management
“and facility closure. ' o

Groundwater

I note the concerns of the local residents and of Laois. County Council (contained in their

objection and as outlined at the Oral Hearing) in relation to groundwater at the facility. I
note the applicant did not provide any specific details in relation to groundwater
remediation in the application or at the Oral Hearin'g,‘ other than to state that they intend
to carry out further monitoring. Boreholes drilled within the facility boundary indicate
that mixed waste has been landfilled at the facility. The Geological Survey of Ireland has

classified the underlying aquifer as regionally important and the groundwater

vulnerability at the site as extreme.

' Regardhig oﬁgoing waste activities at the facility, there is a continuing- risk of

environmental pollution from the drainage system, as some of the drainage system is
open, with waste deposited directly onto it, and it discharges into a percolation area. This
drainage system is prone to blockage as evident from Agency inspections. It is also noted
that AES, during the Oral Hearing, submitted a copy of the environmental record for the
period 01/07/02 to the 06/07/02, and that during this period according to their own
records the open drain was blocked on two days. Details submitted during the application
process indicate that the truckwash, the percolation area and the fuel storage areas appear
to be having an impact on groundwater quality. I also note that pollution of groundwater
has already occurred at the facility and open drains are still in operation. No details were

- provided on the drainage system. Information contained within the application also

indicates that groundwater movement is in a northerly direction towards the River Barrow
where nine springs discharge 2,000m’ per day to the river. I note that there are potential
users of groundwater down gradient of this facility. I also note that the applicant has not
seen the necessity to carry out any remedial works.
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Laois County Council, in their objection, has requested that the Agency require the
applicant to submit a Groundwater Risk Assessment and Groundwater Remediation Plan.
I note that Laois County Council, who are the responsible authority for waste
management and environmental protection within their functional area, have powers
under the Waste Management Act to require the applicant to carry out this work. Indeed I
consider that the local authority should have requested this work some time ago. I also
note that Laois County Council were advised by the Agency in a letter dated 28/01/02 to
sample the drinking water in wells downstream of the facility and to take action as
appropriate in relation to the results. Laois County Council has not taken a proactive
approach to dealing with these issues at the facility, which is an unauthorised waste
facility (no planning permission, no waste permit or waste licence) and is the subject of
complaints to the EU Commission. ‘

Facility Closure

I note that AES have given an undertaking to cease current waste activities at the

Ballymorris facility by July 2003. The Chairman of AES, in correspondence to the
Agency dated 07/09/01, has also referred to this agreement and their intention to leave the

Ballymorris site. It is noted that the applicant does not have any plan for the facility once

waste activities cease. Laois County Council in their objection requested that the Agency

require the applicant to supply a closure plan. The applicant’s response to this is that they

have lodged applications with Laois County Council for two other facilities in the county.

This does not address the facility closure.

Information submitted as part of the application, and received by the Agency on 07/09/01,
indicated that an environmental risk assessment and a site decommissioning plan would
be prepared. This correspondence included reference to the High Court Agreement (the
company has undertaken to cease operations within two years) and that decommisstoning
would be carried out within the context of the findings and recommendations of the risk
assessment and decommissioning plan. The risk assessment and site decommissioning
plan were not submitted to the Agency during the application process nor were they
provided during the Oral Hearing. -

I note Laois County Council also requested that the Closure Plan include the applicants
proposals for alternative routes of waste movement within County Laois and the
Midlands Waste Management Region. Waste movement within County Laots and the
Midlands Waste Management Region, is the responsibility of the relevant local
authorities, in this case Laois County Council.

4.4 Consideration of the Presentation by Members of the Public to the PD

Local residents in their presentations gave reasons on why a licence should be refused. I
note that their reasons include the mismanagement of the facility, environmental
nuisances created by the operation of the facility and concermns over groundwater
pollution. I consider that these issues have been dealt with in Sections 4.2 and 4.3.
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Appendix A: Inspector’s Report & Recommended Proposed Decision dated 17/01/01.
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Appendix B: Proposed Decision issued by the Board of the Agency
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Appendix C Objections to Proposed Decision
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Appendix D Submission by AES on Laois County Council Objection
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Appendix E Article 34 Neotice
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Appendix G Agency Technical Committee’s Report

WL Application Reg. No.96-1



Oral Hearing Report Appendix H

Appendix H Letters of Appointment
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Appendix I Oral Hearing Submissions

Table 1: Register of Papers Presented at the Oral Hearing.

Number Presenter Representing
Papers No. 1 Mr. Pat Alley AES t/a Erwin Cobbe
Dr. John Mc Namara

Papers No. 2 Mr. David Malone Member of the public
Papers No. 3 Mr. Michael Cullen Member of the public
Papers No. 4 Ms. Mary Murphy. Member of the public
Papers No. § Ms. Lily Champ Member of the public
Papers No. 6 Ms. Joyce Dempsey Member of the public
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, Papers No. 1. Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireiand) Limited t/a Erwin
Cobbe Waste Disposal at Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

Oral Hearing on objections to the Proposed Decision issued by the Environmental
Protection Agency

AES
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Papers No. 2. Mr. David Malone

Representing Environmental Action Alliance - Ireland
Member of the Public
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Papers No. 3. Mr. Michael Cullen

Member of the Public
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Papers No. 4. Ms. Mary Murphy

Member of the Public
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Appendix I

‘Papers No. 5. Ms. Lilly Champ

Member of the Public
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Papers No. 6. Ms. Joyce Dempsey

Member of the Public
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Legal Submission No. 1 Mr. Michael O Brien

Representing AES
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Appendix J

Legal Submission No. 2 Mr. David Malone

Representing Environmental Action Alliance - Ireland
Member of the Public
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Appendix K Closing Statement
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Closing Statement No. 1 Mr. Frank Heslin

Representing Laois County Council
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Appendix L Application Details — Activities Applied for
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DECISION

On the basis of the information available to it, the Agency, pursuant to its powers under
Section 40(1) of the Waste Management Act, 1996, refuse to grant a waste licence to
Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal
to carry on the waste activities that are the subject of waste licence application register
number 96-1 at Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlingion, Co. Laois

ACTIVITIES REFUSED & REASONS FOR THE DECISION

The Agency is not satisfied, on the basis of the information available that the continued
operation of the facility would comply with and not contravene the requirements of
Section 40(4) of the Waste Management Act, 1996:

The classes of activity applied for by the applicant and reasons for refusal

Waste Disposal Activities, Third Schedule of the Waste Management Act 1996

Class 11 Blending or mixture prior to sebmission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as blending and mixing of metals, glass, drink
cans, cardboard, paper and fines (compost) (see Appendix L for the
description as given in the application) and described by the applicant at the
Oral Hearing, as the bulking up of waste to be transported to landfill.

Reasons

¢ The carrying on of the waste activity outdoors is not considered
BATNEEC (best available technology not entailing excessive cost).

» The drainage at the facility is not adequate and the existing building is in
a poor state of repair. No proposals were put forward by the applicant in
relation to these matters.

* Waste blending and mixing as carried on at the facility has given rise to
environmental nuisances and the proposed activity has the potential to
continue to give rise to environmental nuisances.

* There is a risk of environmental pollution from the carrying on of waste
activities outdoors without proper infrastructure.

Class 13 Storage prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending
collection, on the premises where the waste concerned is produced

Described in the application as the principal activity and refers to the
handling of domestic, commercial and industrial waste (see Appendix L for
further details) and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the
storage of bulked waste prior to the submission to authorised landfill.

Reasons
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¢ Asper the reasons given for Class 11 above.

Waste Recovery Activities, Fourth Scheddle of the Waste Managgment Act 1996

Class 2

Class 3

Class 4

-1 Class 8

‘demolition waste including glass.

Recycling or reclamation of organic substances which are not used as
solvents (including composting and other biological transformation
processes) -

Described in the application as the production of fines for composting from
the trommel and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the
recovery of cardboard. ' o

Reasons

e This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Recycling or reclamation of metals and metal compounds

Described in the application as the reclamation of metals and described by
the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the recovery of metals and compounds
(a magnet takes out the ferrous material). '

Reasons.

* Insufficient information has been subinitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

» This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Recycling or reclamation of other inorganic materials.

Described in the applicaﬁon as the recovery of ‘glass’ and described by Dr.
Mc Namara at the Oral Hearing, as the recovery of construction and

Reasons

* Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an |
assessment of this waste activity

e This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Oil re-refining or other re-uses of oil

Described in the application as ‘engine oil for space heating’ and for which
the applicant stated there was no description given in the application and that
they did not wish to carry on the activity.

Reason
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Class 9

Class 11

Class 12

Class 13

e The applicant has withdrawn this activity.
Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other means to generate energy

Described in the application as ‘shredding of timber, wood off cuts,
cardboard, paper and forestry waste for waste heat burner’ and described
by the applicant at the Oral Hearing as related to the burner and that they did
not wish to carry on the activity.

Reason
» The applicant has withdrawn this activity.

Use of waste obtained from any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as the recycling of metal, glass, wood,
cardboard and paper and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing as
the use of waste involving the recovery of cardboard.

Reasons

* Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an -
assessment of this waste activity.

¢ This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule. '

Exchange of waste for submission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as waste for recycling, waste for composting,
waste for energy generation, waste for re-use (oil) and described by the
applicant at the Oral Hearing as the exchange of waste from one activity to
another.

Reasons

» All the classes of waste activities referred in the proceeding paragraphs
have been recommended for refusal.

¢ Insuffictent information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

Storage of waste intended for submission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage,
pending collection, on the premises where such waste is produced

Described in the application as the ‘storage of end line waste and subsequent
disposal at landfill site at Kyletalesha’ and described by the applicant at the
Oral Hearing as the storage of waste prior to submission to another waste
recovery activity.
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Reasons -

¢ The description of this waste activity given in the application relates to .

waste disposal and hence it cannot be licensed under the Fourth Schedule
of the Waste Management Act. ‘

¢ Insufficient information has been submitted in the apphcatlon to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.
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5. RECOMMENDATION

I have considered all the information provided and presented at the Oral Hearing and
relating to the application. I recommend that all classes of waste activities applied for be
refused and hence that a waste licence be refused. In coming to this recommendation, I
consider that these activities would not comply with the requirements of Section 40(4) of
the Waste Management Act 1996. Table 2 provides a description of the waste activities
and the reasons for refusal of the waste activities.

Table 2: The classes of activity applied for by the applicant and reasons for refusal

Waste Disposal Activities, Third Schedule of the Waste Management Act 1996

Class 11 Blending or mixture prior to submission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as blending and mixing of metals, glass, drink
cans, cardboard, paper and fines (compost) (see Appendix L for the
description as given in the application) and described by the applicant at the
Oral Hearing, as the bulking up of waste to be transported to landfill.

Reasons

s The carrying on of the waste activity outdoors is not considered
BATNEEC (best available technology not entailing excessive cost).

¢ The drainage at the facility is not adequate and the existing building 1s in
a poor state of repair. No proposals were put forward by the applicant in
relation to these matters.

» Waste blending and mixing as carried on at the facility has given rise to
environmental nuisances and the proposed activity has the potential to
continue to give rise to environmental nuisances.

e There is a risk of environmental pollution from the carrying on of waste
activities outdoors without proper infrastructure.

Class 13 Storage prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending
collection, on the premises where the waste concerned is produced

Described in the application as the principal activity and refers to the
handling of domestic, commercial and industrial waste (see Appendix L for
further details) and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the
storage of bulked waste prior to the submission to authorised landfill.

Reasons

o As per the reasons given for Class 11 above.
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Waste Recovery Activities, Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act 1996

Class 2

Class 3

Class 4

Class 8

' recovery of cardboard.

- This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the

Oil re-refining or other re-uses of oil

Recycling or reclamation of organic substances which are not used as
solvents (including composting and other blolog:cal transformation
processes)

Described in the application as the production of fines for composting from
the trommel and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the

Reasons

e This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Recycling or reclamation of metals and metal componnds

Described in the application as the reclamation of metals and described by
the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the recovery of metals and compounds
(a magnet takes out the ferrous material).

Reasons

» Insufficient information has been submitted in the apphcatlon to allow an
assessment of this waste act1v1ty

facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Recycling or reclamation of other inorganic materials

Described in the application as the recovery of “glass* and described by Dr..
Mc Namara at the Oral Hearing, as the recovery of construction and
demolition waste including glass.

Reasons

e - Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity

 This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the

facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Described in the application as ‘engine oil for space heating’ and for which
the applicant stated there was no description given in the application and that
they did not wish to carry on the activity.

Reason

o The applicant has withdrawn this activity.
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Class 9

Class 11

Class 12

Class 13

Reasons

Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other means to generate energy

Described in the application as ‘shredding of timber, wood off cuts,
cardboard, paper and forestry waste for waste heat burner’ and described
by the applicant at the Oral Hearing as related to the burner and that they did
not wish to carry on the activity.

Reason
o The applicant has withdrawn this activity.

Use of waste obtained from any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as the recycling of metal, glass, wood,
cardboard and paper and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing as
the use of waste involving the recovery of cardboard.

Reasons

¢ Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

o This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Exchange of waste for submission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as waste for recycling, waste for composting,
waste for energy generation, waste for re-use (oil) and described by the
applicant at the Oral Hearing as the exchange of waste from one activity to
another.

Reasons

¢ All the classes of waste activities referred in the proceeding paragraphs
have been recommended for refusal.

* Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

Storage of waste intended for submission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage,
pending collection, on the premises where such waste is produced

Described in the application as the “storage of end line waste and subsequent
disposal at landfill site at Kyletalesha’ and described by the applicant at the
Oral Hearing as the storage of waste prior to submission to another waste
recovery activity.
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* The description of this waste activity given in the application relates to
waste disposal and hence it cannot be hcensed under the Fourth Schedule
of the Waste Management Act.

e Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

. I note in the Inspector’s Report, in the section on Recommendatlons, that one of the
reasons for recommending grant of a licence was that it offered a mechanism for

remediation of groundwater and the orderly closure and monitoring of the facility. I also

- concur with the Inspector’s view but recommend refusal of a licence for the reasons glven
above. .

A copy of my recommended decision to refuse grant of a waste licence is attached as
Appendix M.

I referred earlier to the role of the local authority in relation to this waste facility. I note
that local residents were very critical of the council’s role in dealing with the issues in
relation to this facility over the years. In recommending refusal of the waste licence, I am
aware that it will be the local authority’s responsibility to ensure that the facility is closed
properly and that any remediation works necessary are carried out. I note that the Local
Authority has two principal mechanisms available under which it may take actions in
relation to this facility, (i) the Waste Management Act and (ii) the Planning and

Development Act. A letter from the Department of the Environment dated 23/11/00,

which has been treated as a submission, refers to the need to provide, formal guidance to

- local authorities regarding their role and functions in relation to the oversight and control

of waste activities. I concur with this view. In relation to guidance for the local authority,

I recommend that at a minimum and in accordance with its powers under the Waste

Management Act, Laois County Council require this applicant:

(1) To carry out a detailed groundwater risk assessment and remediate the groundwater
pollution linked to the facility;

(2) To carry out an assessment of whether landfill gas is being generated from the buried
waste, and if this is the case then carry out appropriate landfill gas monitoring and
mitigation measures at the facility;

(3) To clean up the area around the oil tank and remediate any contaminated soil;

(4) Ensure that all waste is removed from the facility within one week of the issue of the
final decision; and

(5) That a closure plan for the facility be prepared and implemented.

The conditions contained in the Agency’s Inspector’s Recommended PD and the
Agency’s Technical Committees Report (both of which are contained within Appendix’s
of this report) relating to this facility may be used by the local authority as guidance on
the requirements for groundwater remediation/monitoring and landfill gas monitoring,
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At the oral hearing local residents also raised concerns about other waste facilities (e.g.
Lea Road) and the Oral hearing team recommends that Laois County Council investigate
these sites and take appropriate action to ensure that unauthorised waste activities are not

being carried out.
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Appendix A: Inspector’s Report & Recommended Proposed Decision dated 17/01/01.
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INSPECT ORS REPORT
WASTE LICENCE REGISTER NUMRBER 96-1

APPLICANT: Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal
FACILITY: Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

Recommendation: That a licence be granted subject to conditions. All waste
activities shall cease until the infrastructure required by this
licence is put in place and planning permission is obtained.

f(l) Introduction

Advanced Environmental Solutlons (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe Waste
Disposal have applied to operate an existing and unauthorised waste transfer station,
recycling facility, and burner unit (not yet in use) at Deerpark Crossroads,
Ballymorns, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois. Advanced Environmental Solutions
(Ireland) Ltd acquired Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal on 6 July 2001.

The transfer station facility lies approximately 1.5 km south of Portarlington, in a
predominantly rural area and has been in operation since c¢. 1979. The site is
rectangular in shape with dimensions of 50m x 160m and covers an area of
approximately 0.8 hectares. The site occupies a former limestone quarry which was
previously landfilled with municipal waste in the 1970s by the applicant. Concrete and
hardcore lie over the old waste mounds, on which the waste transfer station now sits.

The facility handles approximately 22,000 tonnes of non-hazardous waste and has a
weighbridge and offices (portacabin). A group of corrugated steel sheds (17m wide x
60nm long) accommodates a trommel separating system, a wood and cardboard
shredder, a free standing steel silo (to hold 20 tonnes of shredded material), a Talbott
C9 Combustion and Heat Exchange Unit (Bumner), a cooling water based dissipater,
and a 10m high exhaust stack. Four private dwellings lie within a 300m radius of the
facility. A plan showing the location of the facility to which the apphcatlon relates
is provided in Appendix 1.

The maximum annual tonnage applied for in the application is 22,845 tonnes to
include the burning of 6,000 tonnes of waste paper/cardboard/wood. The hot water
produced is to be used in the manufacture of waste paper/cardboard/wood briquettes
to be sold commercially as a solid fuel. The applicant has applied for Classes 11 and
13 (Principal) under licensed waste disposal activities, and Classes 2, 3, 4, 8,9, 11, 12
and 13 under licensed waste recovery activities, in accordance with the Third and
Fourth Schedules of the Waste Management Act, 1996,

The facility has also applied for a Waste Permit from Laois Co. Co. (dated 15
September 1999) and is currently the subject of High Court Proceedings (planning
issues). Furthermore, An Bord Pleanala (ABP) on 19 December 2000 refused
permission for the development comprising the retention of the storage silo (for
shredded cardboard and wood) and dissipater (attached to the side of the burner unit).
A copy of the ABP decision is attached (Appendix 2) and the reasons for the refusal
include that it would constitute a material intensification of use which cannot be
satisfactorily accommodated in this location, and the proposed development would
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give rise to additional traffic and endanger public safety. One of the Directors of
Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd, Mr Erwin Cobbe, the former owner,
is subject to an EU complaint (P99/5122) where it is alleged that he is carrying out
illegal waste activities at four sites in the Portarlington Area.

The applicant has notified the Agency that the intended period of the waste activity is
24 months as per letter (paragraph 3) from EMAI on behalf of Advanced
Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd., received by the Agency on 12 September
200t1.

Site Visits:

DATE PURPOSE PERSONNEL

20 May 1999 Site Notice Check P. Carey/M. Keegan
14 September 2000 Site Visit M. Doak

5 January 2001 Site Visit M. Doak/D. Shannon
5 October 2001 Site Visit M. Doak

General Information:

Quantity of Waste (tpa) 22,845 tonnes per annum  *

EIS required ‘ No ,
Number of Submissions received 114

| (2) Facility Development

Currently all incoming waste and contents of skips are emptied onto the waste
receiving area floor and lifted by mechanical grab into the trommel and conveyor belt
where cardboard is handpicked by two persons. Fines fall through the trommel -
openings onto a concrete floor underneath. Larger pieces of waste and plastic are
carried onto the moving conveyor by the rotating trommel and into waiting 40t trailer
vehicles for movement to landfill. The main purpose of the trommel is to separate out
the cardboard and plastic sheeting from the body of domestic waste for re-sale or re-
use.

In the past, the fines falling out of the trommel have been classed by Cobbe to be
reclaimed organic substances/compost. The applicant considers that up to 1,500
tonnes of waste fall from the trommel per annum (Article 16 Response, received by
Agency on 6 December 2000). Up to October 2000, Cobbe indicated that all such
material was being sent to a vermicomposter (P Holesworth) operator based in Co.
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Tipperary (Article 16 Response, received by Agency on 3 October 2000). However the
Agency has received confirmation from Mr Holesworth (23 October 2000) that he
only ever received a pilot batch of 40 litres on 12 June 1999, On 6 December 2000 in
response to an Article 16 request, Cobbe stated that the destination of the trommel
waste is “at the landfill at Offaly’. An Agency inspection of the facility on 5 January
2001 showed that the fines falling from the trommel contain a significant amount of
inorganic material including small pieces of hard plastic and glass and the occasional
battery lying within a limited matrix of fine soft, dark organic material typical of
municipal waste. Furthermore Agency staff visited another Cobbe owned site in
Kilbride (open tillage fields) on 5 January 2001 in relation to an EU complaint
(P99/5122) to’ determine if waste activities are being carried out at this site. A wide
expanse of fine material was noted to be spread into thin layers which consisted of a
soft, dark organic matrix with a significant concentration of inorganic material
including small pieces of plastic, glass, and domestic appliance batteries. This
material was very similar to waste observed undemeath the trommel at the
Ballymorris facility on the same day.

I consider the trommel waste arising at Baltymorris to be a municipal waste as per the
Buropean Waste Catalogue. It should not be regarded as organic compost or ashes as
the applicant has suggested in the past. As a result, and to avoid illegal dumping of
this waste I am specifying in Condition 5.6.3 that all fines from the trommel system
shall only be transferred to an appropriate facility agreed by the Agency and that
written records of its disposal be kept as per Condition 10.2.

The proposed decision requires the applicant to have adequate duty and standby
capacity for all items of plant deemed critical for the processing of waste. The current
infrastructure for the waste transfer provision include weighbridge, weighbridge
office, truck wash and truck parking/skip storage areas, trommel, conveyor belt, and

cardboard compactor unit. The proposed decision makes provision for this
infrastructure.

The proposed decision requires the applicant to review the existing security and
fencing, to review the status of the existing weighbridge and the existing septic tank
system on the facility. A roof must be added to the waste receiving area prior to
commencement of the licence since all incoming waste is liable to heavy wetting in
the existing waste receiving yard. Rainwater from this roof should be diverted to a
gravel drain at the edge of the concrete yard. The two above ground fuel storage tanks
are to be moved to another part of the facility as proposed by the applicant. However,
both tanks must be bunded as per Condition 3.15. Foul water (including sewage,
drainage/leachate from waste transfer building, wheelwash etc.) which is generated on
site will be collected in an underground tank (Condition 3.13) and tankered to a
wastewater treatment plant agreed with the Agency. The entire facility is required to
be covered by impermeable concrete within three months of grant of licence.
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A significant proportion of the waste intake applied for is construction and demolition
waste (6,000 tpa). There are no details in the application or later Article 16 responses
as to how the licensee proposes to deal with this waste. However Agency site visits
have shown that this material is stockpiled at two adjacent concrete bays to the south
of the main waste receiving area prior to shipment and recovery offsite. Condition
3.19 specifies that this area be constructed to an appropriate standard. A record of off-
site recovery of the construction and dermolition waste must be kept as per Conditions
10.2 and 5.6.

The burner and associated infrastructure is discussed in Section 4 Emissions to Air.

| (3) Waste Types and Quantities

Conditions 1.4 and 5.2 of the Proposed Decision controls the quantities and types of
waste to be accepted at the facility. The total quantity of waste to be accepted and
handled at the facility shall not exceed 22,845 tonnes per annum. Of the 22,845 tonnes
per annum a maximum 6,000 tonnes per annum of untreated/uncontaminated wood
can be bumed to fuel the burner as per Schedule A.

I (4) Emissions to Air

No information on existing noise and dust levels was presented by the applicant
although momtormg locations - were specified in the attached Drawing No
¢20/00008A 1B. The applicant specifies six dust monitoring and four noise monitoring
locations, all positioned along the boundaries of the facility. Monitoring locations,
requirements and emission limit values are set in Schedule D of the proposed decision
in order to control any fugitive dust emissions and noise emissions from activities on
site.

The Agency inspection of the facility on 5 October 2001 (unannounced) was a cause
for concern with regard to odours emanating from the waste receiving area and in the
vicinity of the trommel unit. Very strong acidic and foul smelling odours were coming
from the fines and matter falling from the trommel system onto the concrete. fioor
beneath. Furthermore a strong leachate/domestic waste odour was originating from the
waste receiving yard. Several days of rain had preceeded the visit. The yard is open to
rain as are certain parts of the trommel. It was obvious that the fines underlying the
trommel had been lying there for some days since as well as the foul odours, maggots
were seen to grow within the mass of material. All waste shall be removed at the end
of each working day as per Condition 5.5.1 from each of the areas discussed. Waste
for disposal is required to be stored in sealed covered containers and removed off-site
within twenty four hours of its acceptance at the facility as per Conditions 5.9 and
5.10.
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The applicant has applied to burn 6,000 tonnes/annum wood, paper and cardboard
waste under Class 9 of licensed waste recovery activities, 4 Schedule WMA by using
an integrated burner and heat-exchanger unit, the Talbott C9 installed in early 1999 to
a commercial ‘off the peg’ design originating from Talbott’s Heating Ltd., Stafford
UK (see Appendix 1(b) for schematic diagram of unit). The arising hot water is to be

. used in the manufacture of waste paper/cardboard/wood/sawdust briquettes to be sold
commercially. The associated items include a conveyor, hopper, shredder, magnet,
cardboard and wood silo, 9m stack, and hot water dissipator. The C9 is rated 2,500kw
and is rectangular in shape with dimensions 7m long, 1.5m wide, and 1.3m high.
Information supplied by the applicant sets out in detail the burner workings and
technical details (20 April 2001). In summary the waste material for combustion is fed
into a three chamber combustion unit by a direct auger feed. It is calculated that the
theoretical residence time for a temperature of 850 deg C while bumning wood waste
at a design rate of 500kg/hr, is 0.53 secs.

The applicant proposes to utilise a ‘Spanex’ briquetting press in order to briquette 100
tonnes per week (5,200tpa) of ‘waste timber, sawdust, cardboard, and paper waste’
under Class 9 of licensed waste recovery activities, 4™ Schedule. The 5,200tpa will be
sourced from the incoming waste as per Condition 1.4 and Schedule A. The briquettes
are to be sold commercially as an alterative fuel. I consider that the briquette raw
material should be emission and contaminant free and therefore specify in Condition
5.5 the EWC code for the material that can be used. The machinery for this aspect has
not yet been acquired (see Appendix 1(c) for details of unit), I consider it would be
necessary to declassify the briquette product from a waste to a fuel since the public or .
consumer would otherwise require either a waste permit or licence to bum such
briquettes. It therefore would be desirable to specify a (fuel) standard which the
briquette product will achieve. However, currently none is available. Furthermore
emission controls must be established to ensure that the activity does not cause
environmental pollution. These can be set under Condition 6 of the proposed decision.

The unit appears to meet the TA Luft 1986 emission limit values for wood burning
furnaces which burn uncontaminated waste wood. As a result the Proposed Decision
has been drafted to permit use of this unit while excluding any other waste burning
such as treated wood, cardboard and paper. In order to avoid confusion and to
highlight this assessment the Talbott C9 unit is referred hereafter to as a wood
burner/burner plant as per Conditions 3.11, 5.4, and 6.3.

I (5) Emissions to Groundwater

A hydrogeological investigation of the facility was undertaken by the applicant during
October 2000 in response to an Article 16 notice. A total of five boreholes were
drilled at the facility, three being completed as permanent monitoring wells in the
underlying limestone bedrock. The other two shallower wells were excavated
temporarily into the underlying made ground deposits to determine the depth of the
landfill material. Borehole logs for the five wells indicate that municipal type waste
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lies to a depth of 3.3m in the mid to south part of the facility. The three monitoring
wells were subject to two groundwater monitoring rounds in October 2000 and May
2001 for a wide range of organic inorganic and metal parameters. Analysis parameters
were more wide ranging for the May 2001 monitoring round in response to an Article
16 notice of 13 March 2001. Specifically the May analyses were List 1 substances,
VOCs, SVOCs, pesticides, cyanide and metals.

The regional geology of the area consists of Carboniferous Limestones overlain by a
thin layer of Quatemary clay and sands and gravels. The five boreholes. drilled in
October 2000 show that depth to rock at the facility ranges from 2.5m to greater than
15m (increasing to the north), illustrating that rock has been excavated from the
quarry over time. The northern part of the facility has not been filled with municipal
waste; the void is filled with gravel stone and clay. The Geological Survey of Ireland
has classified the underlying limestone bedrock as a Regionally Important Fractured
Aquifer, which has an extreme vulnerability to pollution. Two private wells abstract
water from the aquifer 350m downgradient'. The aquifer has potential future use as a
public water supply. Regional groundwater flow is to the west/north west towards the
River Barrow which lies 1.2km northwest of the facility. The underlying water-table is
in the region of 3.6m coincident to the top of rock and the bottom of the buried waste.

The two rounds of analysis results show elevated levels of mineral oil and nickel in
the three permanent bedrock wells. Results for all other parameters including List 1
substances were at or below the level of detection and below the maximum admissible
concentrations (MAC) set out in the Drinking Water Regulations (SI No. 81 of 1988).
In October 2000 for mineral oil, MW3 showed a value of 720ug/l and MW?2 showed a
value of 170ug/l. Both results lie above the Dutch Target Value of 50ug/l, and one
(MW?3) is above the Dutch Intervention Value of 600ng/l. The higher value at MW3
may be explained by its proximity to the existing two above ground fuel storage tanks
(ASTs) and diesel dispensing pump, where the surface of the soil in the vicinity of the
tanks is heavily stained with a diesel type substance. Nickel was sampled for in May
2001 and was detected in all three wells ranging in concentration from 0.02mg/1 to
0.135mg/l (MW-1). The concentration of nickel in MW-1 is above the Drinking

- Water Regulations MAC (0.05mg/l). However the concentration of nickel in ali three

wells is above the 0.02mg/l standard set out in the EU Drinking Water Directive
(98/83/EC). The pH was in the region of 5.8. The presence of such nickel
concentrations and low pH is indicative of industrial pollution. Given that the
underlying limestone is a regionally important aquifer and that two private welis
abstract water from the aquifer 350m downgradient, the groundwater must be
remediated to prevent ongoing pollution (Condition 3.20.2). The remediation
techniques must be agreed by the Agency.

' I recommend that the Agency writes to the Local Authority advising them of the location of the two
private wells, and request them to sample the drinking water arising.
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The applicant proposes to move the above ground fuel storage tanks to the south of
the facility and to carry out the proper bunding procedures. It is a condition of the
proposed decision that the applicant shall take measures (within nine months) to
remove and dispose of the hydrocarbon contaminated soils where mineral oil
concentration is >50mg/kg (Dutch Target Value for soils). The contaminated soils
must be disposed of at a licensed facility and the excavation must be infilled by clean
contaminant free soil/hardcore which is not a waste,

The proposed decision provides for the monitoring of three on-site wells and two off-
site private wells 350m west and 400m north west to include analysis for List I
-organic and metals (including nickel), and mineral oil. The quality of the underlying
groundwater must not in the future be impacted on by licensee activities. In particular
the concentration of mineral oil and nickel must be monitored each quarter. Condition

1.10.2 would permit the Agency to issue a notice in order to rectify this matter if
necessary.

| (6) Emissions to Sm_'face Waters

Presently up to 50% of the surface is covered in concrete which drains to an
interceptor type chamber and soakage pit to the northern boundary. The remainder of
surface consists of hardcore gravel where much storage of skips and traffic movement
occurs. The facility currently exhibits no surface run-off; there are no discharges to
surface water, all water soaks into the ground. To avoid groundwater pollution and
any. possible surface water pollution the licensee shall provide, and maintain an
impermeable hardstanding surface in all areas of the facility within three months from
the date of grant of licence (Condition 3.5.2). All hardstanding areas shall drain to a
oil separator and grit chamber the standard of which must meet the Class I separator
European Standard prEN 858 ‘Installations for the separation of light liquids® within
six months. Furthermore the proposed decision establishes that all water arising from

the separator shall be discharged to the secondary wastewater treatment system of the
sewage treatment system. '

[ (1) Other Sigunificant Environmental Impacts of the Development —l

None

| (8) Waste Management, Air Quality and Water Quality Plans

The Midland Waste Plan was adopted in December 2000 and provides for an increase
in recycling facilities in general. The proposed development was mentioned as one of
three waste transfer stations in Co Laois which have an application with the Agency.
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[ (9) Submissions

114 submissions were received in relation to this application and I have had regard to
the submissions in making my recommendation to the Board.

The submissions are discussed below under subject matter as Grounds 1 to 10 incl.
Each of the Grounds are commented on in the context of the Proposed Decision.

Ground 1: EIA

A number of submissions raise matters concerning the environmental impact
assessment or lack at the facility and issues relating to the Environmental Impact
Assessment Regulations and the EU EIA Directives. The vast majority of these
submissions originated from Mr David Malone trading as Environmental Action
Alliance — Ireland (EA AT} of 60 St Joseph’s Terrace, Portarlington, Co. Offaly.

o  Why has an EIS not been asked for by the Agency;
o [t is considered that an EIS is mandatory for the proposed development;
e The EPA and Laois Co Co failed to request an EIS from Cobbe and as a result
EAAI have registered a complaint with EU Comimission (No, P99/5122);
o  The non-technical summary of the EIS prepared for An Bord Pleanala is not up to
standard;
Did the Agency request the EIS for the same reasons as An Bord Pleanala;
e Infringements of EU laws by the Irish Planning Authorities and the EPA.
Comment
EIA requirements derive from European Communities Directive 85/337/EEC (as
amended by Directive 97/11/EC) on the assessment of the effects of certain public and
private projects on the environment. The primary objective of the EIA Directive is to
ensure that projects which are likely to have significant effects on the environment are
subject to an assessment of their likely impacts. The approach adopted in the Directive
is that EIA is mandatory for all Annex I projects on the basis that these project classes
will always have significant environmental effects. Thresholds are specified in respect
of most project types in the Annex. In the case of Annex II projects, Member States
must determine on a case-by-case basis or on the basis of thresholds or other criteria,
or a combination of both approaches, whether or not a project should be subject to
EIA. In addition to transposing the mandatory requirements which apply to Annex I

. projects, Ireland choose to set thresholds for each of the project classes in Annex IT as

set out (as Part II in Schedule) in the EC (Environmental Impact Assessment)

- Regulations (S.I. No. 351 of 1998) recently amended by the EC (Environmental

Impact Assessment) (Amendment) Regulations (S.I. No. 93 of 1999).

A review of Part Il No 11 (b) of the First Schedule (S.1. No. 93 of 1999) specifies that
an EIS should be implemented where "Installations for the disposal of waste with an
annual intake greater than 25,000 tonnes not included in Part I* of this Schedule”.
* Part I waste activities deal with hazardous waste and incineration of non-hazardous
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waste installations; these are not applicable to the applicant’s facility. It is apparent
that this application does not need to carry out an EIS since the annual tonnage
thresholds fall below the EIA threshold of 25,000 tonnes as set out in Part II of the
Schedule of the EIA Regulations. As discussed at the beginning of this Inspector’s
Report, the maximum annual tonnage applied for in the application is 22,845 tonnes
to include the buming of 6,000 tonnes of waste paper/cardboard/wood.

An EIS was prepared for An Bord Pleanala by the applicant to address planning issues
in April 2000. The Agency on 4 May 2000 requested a copy of the EIS. The Agency
further requested 15 copies of the EIS on 13 March 2001 from the applicant since the

original request of 4 May 2000 was not fulfilled. These were received on 14 May 2001
and were subsequently dispatched to the relevant statutory bodies.

The Agency has assessed this application using the documents submitted as part of the
original application received at the Agency on 5 March 1999, and numerous other
documents submitted to the Agency arising out of further information requests by the
Agency under Articles 12, 14, and 16 of the Waste Management Licensing
Regulations up to 12 September 2001. The Agency was satisfied that it had enough

information arising out of the various requests above in order to reach a proposed
decision.

Ground 2: Nuisances

~

A number of submissions raise matters concerning nuisances. Nulsances encompass
verniin, birds, flies, dust, odours and litter.

® The local community and residents adjacent to the yard will be subjected to
persistent odours, noise levels and nuisances. Increased vermin, flies, insects and

birds will result from the proposed development. The quality of life for the lacal
residents will also be affected;

® Odours are a particular problem in warm weather and over weekends. They are a

particular problem for Mrs Murphy who cannot open her windows due to the
offending smells;

* The increased vermin will impact on the adjacent agricultural fields and on the
Ppotato crop of one farming neighbour, as well as humans;

o Is the dust which arises from the facility contaminated;

* Refuse destined for the Cobbe yard is often left outside the main gates and causes
littering problems,

Comment

Potential nuisances are controlled by Condition 7 of the proposed decision. There
shall be daily nuisance inspections of the immediate swrrounds for nuisances.
Furthermore specific conditions have been written for the removal of the waste arising
as trommel fines or the general waste in the receiving yard (Conditions 5.5.1; 5.6.3;
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and 5.10) since this material/waste is the main source of the odour problems in the
past. All waste shall be removed at the end of each working day as per Condition
5.5.1. Waste for disposal is required to be stored in sealed covered containers and
removed off-site within twenty four hours of its acceptance at the facility as per
Conditions 5.9 and 5.10. Such conditions will ensure that odours are kept to a
minimum at the facility. The licensee shall establish and maintain a Stakeholders
Group composed of representatives of the local community. The licensee shall
convene monthly meetings in order to update the Stakeholders on works, progress,
Agency comrespondence, and nwisance/emissions aspects arising (Condition 2.4.2).
Cofnp]iance with the conditions of the proposed decision will ensure that no
environmental pollution will arise from the licensed activities. The onus is on the
applicant to be in compliance with the proposed decision at all times and this will be
verified by the submission of reports/results required and regular site inspections. If
the applicant is found to breach any condition, then the Agency will take the necessary
enforcement action.

Ground 3: Licence/permit/planning queries

A number of submissions examine matters concerning waste licensing or permitting
issues, and planning issues:

The incinerator at the facility was installed without any planning permission;
There is no permit or licence for the facility as is necessary under the Waste
Management Act;

Does the site require a Waste Permit or a Waste Licence;

Status of Application Query;

Laois Co Co consider that a planning permission for the facility must be issued
before any waste licence is granted;

o An Bord Pleanala have refused the Cobbe facility planning permission;

o The Cobbe facility is currently in a High Court case on matters of planning taken
by Laois Ca Co and An Bord Pleanala;

o The site notice erected does not comply with Art 7 of the EPA Licensing
Regulations (SI No. 85 of 1994);

o The Agency cannot grant a - waste licence for an illegal development or
unauthorised development. How can the Agency process an application for an
illegal activity;

o The location of the facility is incompatible and it cannot sustain a private
enterprise of this nature. The proposed development is not suited to a rural
residential and farming area;
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'Comment

The application is for a waste facility under the Waste Management Act, 1996 and is
not assessed under the EPA Licensing Regulations which apply to the licensing of
scheduled industry as per the EPA Act of 1992. Furthermore the site notice was
deemed to be in compliance with the Waste Licensing Regulations on 20 May 1999.

The facility operator has also applied for a Waste Permit with Laois Co. Co. (dated 15
September 1999).

The issues of planning raised here are outside the scope of the proposed decision and
are a matter for the planning authority and An Bord Pleanala. The proposed decision
will ensure that the facility will not impact significantly on the environment. No
proposal for an incinerator has been received and a new application would be required
for such a facility under Class 8, Third Schedule of the Waste Management Act. The
proposed decision limits the Talbott C9 unit under Class 11, Fourth Schedule of the
Waste Management Act to its operation as a wood bumer which uses
untreated/uncontaminated wood to supply fuel and heat the hot water heating system.

Ground 4: Road network/traffic/residential area

A number of submissions are concerned with the quality and size of surrounding roads
and land use in the immediate area.

¢ This development will result in undesirable levels of traffic on routes which are
unsuitable for traffic. The traffic on the road network has increased over time and
it has had a detrimental effect on the local roads and the use of these roads by the
local community;

» The waste vehicles will generate unacceptable levels of noise, dust, fumes, odours,
litter and other nuisances and will generally undermine the local environment,
disrupt traffic flow, impact on the flora/fauna along the roads, impact on the
neighbouring farm and cattle movements and damage the local road network;

*  The facility should not be located on a site which is badly served by access roads.

Comment

The issue of traffic is outside the scope of the proposed decision and is a matter for the
roads and planning authorities.
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Ground 5: Vehicle Repair

A number of submuissions are concerned with the operation of a vehicle and motor
repair element at the facility.

‘Operation of vehicle/truck repair and vehicle storage on site;
e Operation of vehicle lorry washer which sprays out onto adjoining road

‘Comment

Vehicle repair and washing is a matter for the planning authorities since it is not a
waste activity. However the proposed decision specifies conditions for a wheelwash
(Condition 3.8). The proposed decision does not allow the re-use or recycling of waste
oil at the facility. Waste Oil must be disposed of via licensed waste contractors as per
Condition 5.6.1.

Ground 6: Operating Hours

A number of submissions are concerned with the operational hours of the facility and
the nuisances caused in the past by night-time operations:

e Operation of facility at 4am on 5" January 2001;
e Operation of facility at 6am on 25" February 2001;
e Irregular operational hours in general and breaks in sleep. ,

Comment

Compliance with the conditions attached to the proposed decision (Condition 1.7) will
ensure that the residential neighbourhood will not be disturbed by this facﬂlty 5
operations during the unsociable hours referred to above.

Ground 7: Soil, Groundwater and Water Quality

A mumber of submissions are concerned about surface water and groundwater
sampling and analysis and soil quality issues:

e The facility/site when vacated should be checked and made safe regarding water
pollution;

o Ms Lilly Champ (farmer) utilises a spring well 500m downgradient from the
Cobbe facility for all her stock and personal drinking water needs; Is her well safe
and will it be tested by the Agency;

o The Corrig-Ballymorris Residents Association request that soil analysis be done
at the facility for pesticides, blood, organics and hydrocarbons/solvents etc.
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Comment :

A hydrogeological investigation of the facility was undertaken by the applicant during
October 2000. Three monitoring wells were subject to two groundwater monitoring
rounds in October 2000 and May 2001 by the applicant. No soil samipling has been
undertaken to date since the site lies on rockhead. However matrix grab samples were
taken in October 2000 to understand the makeup of the yard infill. These results are
discussed in Section 5 of the Inspector’s Report. The proposed decision provides for
the monitoring of three on-site wells and two off-site private wells 350m west and
400m north west to include the well lying on Ms Champ’s property (Conditions 3.20
and 8.10). The groundwater results from the two monitoring rounds show that the
ground and underlying groundwater at the facility has not been impacted by the wide
range of contaminants stated above apart from blood and pesticides. Both these
parameters however were indirectly analysed for. Blood concentration is not easily
determined in groundwater or soils since it is a straight chained organic/metal
substance which biodegrades rapidly. Pesticides were anlysed for as part of the List I
organic suite. However, the site has caused nickel and hydrocarbon (diesel) pollution
insitu, which must be immediately stopped and remediated if necessary. The

neighbouring wells downgradient must also be assessed immediately (Condition
3.20.1).

Ground 8: Complaints against the Agency

A number of submissions are concerned about Agency actions over this waste
application:

Tardiness of EPA;

EPA ignoring submission of Mr David Malone's (EAAI) submission of October
1999;

* No action ever taken by EPA over the environmental issues arising at the Cobbe
Jacility; . '

' o Agency has already decided to grant a waste licence Mr David Malone (17/7/01);

. Comment ‘
The information submitted with the waste licence application is available for public
viewing at the Agency’s offices and also at the offices of the local authority. The
Agency has assessed this application using the documents submitted as part of the
original application received at the Agency on 5 March 1999, and numerous other
documents submitted to the Agency arising out of further information requests by the
Agency under Articles 12, 14, and 16 of the Waste Management Licensing
Regulations up to 12 September 2001. The Agency was satisfied that it had enough
information arising out of the various requests above in order to reach a proposed
decision. An Article 16(1) compliance was issued on 4 December 2001 in respect of
Advanced Environmental Solutions (IRL) Ltd. The Agency has not yet made any
decision in relation to this application. The issuing or refusal of a Waste Licence for
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this facility can only occur after a proposed decision is issued and the required period
for receipt of any objections has passed.

Ground 9: Medical and Health issues

_A number of submissions are concerned about this aspect

e A Medical Social Worker at St Vincent’s hospital expresses her assessment that
the existence of the facility in the neighbourhood of Mrs Murphy's home has
affected her both psychologically and emotionally;

e The health of the people and future generations will be affected and should be
- protected.

Comment ‘

It is considered that compliance with the conditions attached to the proposed decision
will ensure that this facility will have no significant impact on human health or the
local environment.

Ground 10: General

A total of 12 submissions refer to individual issues not referred to in Grounds 1 to 9
above. Certain of these items are not actual submissions but are more a request for

- information. However they are listed below for completeness:

1. Copy of letter sent to Laois Co Co setting out nuisance complaints for the Cobbe
Sacility;

2. Freedom of Information request ﬁom EAAI on 6 August 1999. Agency responded
on 13 August 1999;

- 3. Copy of letter sent to Laois Co Co setting out notes of a site inspection undertaken

by a third party consultant of the Cobbe facility;

4. Copy of High Court Affidavits sent to Agency as a matier of information from
local residents on upcoming planning appeal case at Cobbe facility;

3. Copy of An Bord Pleanala decision 13 July 2000;

6. Copy of list of complaints received at Laois Co Co regarding issues at the Cobbe
facility; '

7. Dept of Env & Local Govt correspondence on a recent EU complaint for the
Cobbe facility; '

8. Copy of High Court Affidavits sent to Agency as a matter of information from

solicitor acting on behalf of local residents on upcoming planning appeal case at
Cobbe facility;

9. Refuse collection has been withdrawn by Erwin Cobbe for a neighbouring
residence in July 2001 (4).

Comment
These matters have been noted and considered.
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| (10) Recommendations

Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe Waste
Disposal have applied to operate an existing unauthorised waste transfer station,
recycling facility, and bumer unit (not yet in' use) at Deerpark Crossroads,
Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois. Advanced Environmental Solutions
(Ireland) Ltd acquired Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal on 6 July 2001.

The unauthorised Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal waste transfer station has been in
existence since the early 1980s and has been subject to many legal challenges by Laois
County Council environment and planning sections. The unauthorised facility is in
contravention of planning law, Laois County Council enforcement notices and An
Bord Pleanala decisions. The facility in more recent years has been the subject of
serious environmental complaints from the surrounding neighbours to the Agency
since the time of application (5 March 1999). The facility is also the subject of an EU
complaint (P99/5122). The facility has been developed on an ad hoc basis; waste

handling structures and the burner unit were emplaced with no proper regard of
environmental or planning law.

Groundwater analysis results of May 2001 confirm that the facility has caused
environmental pollution (mickel and diesel range organics) of the underlying
groundwater body which is classed as a regionally important aquifer by the Geological
Survey of Ireland. Three private wells extract water from the same aquifer 350m
downgradient. The nickel pollution is a result of previous municipal waste which was
emplaced into an unlined limestone quarry at the watertable. The hydrocarbon
contamination is a result of poor site housekeeping practices. The underlying
groundwater must be remediated and the source of the pollution be removed.

The applicant has notified the Agency that the intended period of the waste activity is

24 months as per letter (paragraph 3) from EMAI on behalf of Advanced
Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd., received by the Agency on 12 September
2001. This is the outcome of discussions the new owners have had with the adjacent
residents over the past few months prior to High Court proceedings.

Operations occurring onsite are causing problems for the residents. Furthermore the
- groundwater which the same neighbours use, must also be remediated.

This inspector is facing a dilemma on whether to recommend the grant of a licence to
Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd (AES) for the continued operation of
the facility or whether to refuse. A refusal offers no clear mechanism to alleviate the
many problems at the AES facilty. A recommendation to grant a licence would allow
for the remediation of groundwater and the operator to deal with the environmental
_ nuisances and other problems arising. A recommendation to grant will rationalise the
situation at the facility and will present a blueprint for the new owners to work with.
This will ensure that adequate infrastructure is in place, the groundwater is
remediated, the facility will be closed in an orderly fashion and monitored.
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I recommend the grant of a licence for the following reasons:

1. I am satisfied that the activity concemed, camried out in accordance with the
conditions attached will not cause environmental pollution particularly with regard
to the underlying groundwater quality.

2. I am satisfied that the best available techniques will be used to prevent or
eliminate groundwater pollution and air emissions/nuisances from the activity if
carried out in accordance with the conditions as attached to the licence.

3. 1 am satisfied that emissions from the wood bumer will not result in the
contravention of any relevant standard, including any standard for an
environmental medium, or any relevant emission limit value, prescribed under any
other enactment.

However, in making this recommendation I consider that 1t is essential that all waste
activities at the facility as listed and described in Part I: Activities Licensed, shall
cease until the infrastructure required by this licence is put in place. The cessation of
activities will be completed within the context of a decommissioning plan to be
agreed as per Condition 4 of this licence.

I recommend that the re-use of oil Class 8 under licensed waste recovery activities, be
refused for the following reason:
Class 8 — Waste Oil Re-use

No specific proposals for the re-use of oil were included as part of the licence
application.

Signed M&L{ M | ' Dated: t?/ ( /2002_

Mr Malcolm Doak
Inspector, Environmental Management & Planning.
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APPENDIX 1
a) MAP OF LOCATION

b) DIAGRAM OF TALBOTT BURNER/HEAT EXCHANGE UNIT

¢) SPANEX BRIQUETTING PRESS
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (PLANNNG AND DEVELOPMENT) ACT, S 1963 TO 1999

Connty Laois

Plannmg Reglster Re:l'erence Number 99/1 076

APPEAL by Erwin Cobbe care of Declan Brassﬂ and- Company of 230 Pace Road,
thtlepase Blanchardstown, Dublin against the decision made on the 10th day of
November, 2000 by the Coungil of. the County -of Laois to refuse permission for
development comprising the retention of storage silo and dissipater at Ballymorris,
Porartlington, County Laois:

_ DECISION ‘Pursuant to the Local Government (PIanmng and Development) Acts,

1963 to 1999, pefmission is hereby. refused for the said development for the reasons

- set out in the Schedule hereto.

scHEDULE

1..  Having regard to its rurallocatlon, proxnmty to residential development and to
the restricted size of the site; it is considered that, taken together with existing’
- and permitted development on the site, the proposed development would
constitute a material intensification of -use which cannot be satisfactorily
“accommodated-in this location. The. proposed development would, therefore,

~ be contrary to the proper p!a.nmng and development of the area.

2. The proposed development to be retamed and ifs use for the manufacture of

: _bnquettes would, having:regard to existing anid peimitted, development on the

. gite, give rise to additional traffic:movements of heavy commercial vehicles on

“approach roads to the site which are’ substaridard in width and alignment to

cater for such’ proposed development. The proposed development would,
thorefore, ondanger publlc safety: by reason of traffic hazard '

" Member of An Bord Pleanila

duly authorised to authenticate
the seal of the Board.

<
Dated this (J  day of Dece~l>e/, 2000.

PL 11.117120 . ~An Bord Pleanéla Page 1of 1
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Headquarters,

P.O. Box 3000,
Johnstown Castle Estate
County Wexford, Ireland

WASTE LICENCE
PROPOSED DECISION
" INSPECTORS RECOMMENDATION

()

Waste Licence 96-1

Register Number: |
Applicant: - Advanced Environmental Solutions

(Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe
Waste Disposal

Location of Facility:  Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co.
Laois.



' INTRODUCTION

This introduction is not part of the licence and does not purport to be a legal
interpretation of the licence.

This ficence permits Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe
Waste Disposal to operate a waste transfer station, recycling facility and a wood bumer at
Deerpark Crossroads, Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois. '

All waste activities at the facility listed and described in Part I: Activities Licensed and Authorised
by this Licence shall cease untll infrastructure is in place and planning permission is
obtalned. The cessation of activity will be completed within the context of a decommissioning
plan to be agreed as per Condition 4 of this licence.

The facility shall only be operated during the hours of 8am to 6pm Monday to Friday inclusive

and 9.30am fo 6.00pm on Saturdays. The facility must remain closed on Sundays and on Bank
Holidays. '

The quantity of waste to be accepted is limited to 22,845 tonnes annually to include the burning
of 6,000 tonnes of waste untreated wood in order fo provide hot water for the manufacture of
waste paper/cardboard/wood briquettes to be sold commercially as a solid fuel. This licence.
does not permit the burning or incineration of any other waste such as treated wood, cardboard,
paper and municipal waste.

The facility (which lies on a former bedrock quarry) overlies a regionally important limestone
aquifer. Three private wells lie 350m downgradient and the aquifer has potential future use.
Previous infilling of the quarry with municipal waste by Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal has poliuted -
the groundwater with nickel and has caused the PH to become slightly acidic. Oif storage
activities have also polluted the aquifer with diesel hydrocarbons. The proposed decision
includes measures to remediate the groundwater.

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1
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-

DECISION & REASONS FOR THE DECISION

The Agency is satisfied, on the basis of the information avaitable, that the waste activity, or

activities, licensed hereunder will comply with the requirements of Section 40(4) of the Waste
Management Act, 1996.

In reaching this decision the Agency has considered the a;iplication and supporting
documentation received from the applicant, all submissions received from other parties and the
report of its inspector.

Part | Activities Licensed

In pursuance of the powers conferred on it by the Waste Management Act, 1996, the
Environmental Protection Agency (the Agency) proposes, under Section 40(1) of the said Act to
grant.this Waste-Licence to Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin
Cobbe Waste Disposal to carry on the waste activity/activities listed below at Ballymaorris,
Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois subject to conditions, with the reasons therefor and the
associated schedules attached thereto set out in the licence.

Licensed Waste Disposal Activities, in accordance with the Third Schedule of the Wasie
Management Act 1996

Class 11. Biending or mixture prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph
of this Schedule.

This activlt:} Is limited to the mixture of untreated and uncontaminated wood from different sources
prior to eventual disposal in the onsite wocd burner.

Class 13 Storage prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of this

Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending collection, on the premises where the
waste concemned Is produced. *

This activity is limited to the temporary storage of waste prior to removal off-site for disposal at an
appropriate altemative facility. . '

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1 Page 1 of 32




Llcensed Waste Recovery Activities, in accordance with the Fourth Schedule of the Waste
Management Act 1996

Class 2. Recycling or reclamation of organic substances which are not used as solvents (including
composting and other biological transformation processes):

This activity [5 Emited to the removal of wood and cardboard from the incoming waste stream and
the storage of cardboard wastes to be sent off site for reprocessing.

Class 3. Recycling or reclamation of metals and metal compounds

This achwty is limited to the removal of metal from the incoming waste stream and the storage of
metal wastes to be sent off site for reprocessing.

Class 4. Recycling or reclamation of other inorganic materials:

Thls activity is fimited to the receipt, holding of inert construction and demolition wastes (such as
" bricks, cement, ceramics, soils) to be sent off site for reprocessing.

C[gsé 9. Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other means to generate energy:’

This activity is limited to the operation of a wood bumer which uses unireated/ uncontaminated
: wood to supply fue! for the plant.

Class 11. Use of waste obtained from any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of this
. Schedufe:

This activity is imited to the operation of a briquetie making machine to compact shredded waste
cardhoard and shredded wood into individual briquettes for re-sale.

Class 12. Exchange of waste for submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of this
Schedule:

This activity is limited to the shredding of unfreated wood to supply fuel for the wood burner plant
and raw material for the briquette making machine.

Class 13. Storage of waste infended for submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph
of this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pendmg collection, on the premises
where such waste is produced:

This activity is limited fo the storage of untreated wood in a bulk silo, the main storage vessel for
fuel for the bumer.

Part Ill: Activities Refused

In pursuance of the powers conferred on it by the Waste Management Act, 1996, the
Environmental Protection Agency (the Agency) proposes, under Section 40(1) of the said Act to
refuse the following classes of activities.

Refused waste recovery activitios, in accordance with the Fourth Schedule
of the Waste Management Act, 1996

Class 8. Ol re-refining or other re-uses of oil:

Reason: No relevant proposals were.included in the licence application.

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1 Page 2 of 32



~ INTERPRETATION

All terms in.this licence should be interpreted in accordance with the definitions in the Waste
Management Act, (the Act), unless otherwise defined in this section.

Aerosol
Adequate lighting
Agreement |

- Annually

Attachment

Application

Appropriate
facility

BATNEEC

Bi-annually

Biodegradable
waste

Condition

Construction and
Demolition Waste

Containment
boom

Daytime

Documentation
Drawing

Emergency

Emission Limits

European Waste
Catalogue (EWC)

Foul water

A suspension of solid or liquid particles in a gaseous medium.
20 lux measured at ground level.

Agreement in writing.

At approximately twelve monthly interi?als._

Any reference to Attachments in this licence refers to attachments
submitted as part of the waste licence application.

The application by the licensee for this waste licence.

A waste management facility, duly authorised under relevant law and
technically suitable. :

Best Available Technology Not Entailing Excessive Cost as defined in
Section 5(2) of the Act.

All or part of a period of six consecutive months.

Any waste that is capable of undergoing anaerobic or aerobic
decomposition, such as food, garden waste, sewage sludge, paper
and paperboard.

A condition of this licence.

All wastes which arise from construction, renovation and demolition
activities. :

A boom which can contain spillages and prevent them from entering
drains or watercourses.

8.00 a.m. to 10.00 p.m.

Any report, record, result, data, drawing, proposal, interpretation or
other document in written or electronic form which is required by this
licence. ‘

Any reference. to a drawing or drawing number means a drawing or
drawing number contained in the application, unless otherwise
specified in this licence.

Those occurrences defined in Condition 9.4

Those  limits, including concentration limits and deposition levels
established in Schedule C.

A harmonised, non-exhaustive list of wastes drawn up by the European
Commission and published as Commission Degision 94/3/EC and any
subsequent amendment published in the Official Journal of the
European Community. '

Sewage and drainage from waste transfer building, wheelwash, truck
wash, ramp, waste inspection and receiving area and run-off from ali

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1
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.

Green waste

Hours of
Operation

Hours of Waste
Acceptance

Industrial Waste

Inert waste

Landfill Directive
Licence

Licensee
Liquid Waste

Maintain -

Mobile Plant

Monthly

Municipal waste

- Night-time

Noise Seﬁsitive
Location (NSL)

Qil Separator

Recyclable
Materials

hardstanding areas associated with waste processing.

Wood{excluding timber), plant ‘matter such as grass cuttings, and
other vegetation.

The hours during which the facility is authorised to be
operational. The hours of operation of a facility are usually longer

" than the hours of waste acceptance to facilitate preparatory and

completion works, such as the washing and cleaning of yard
areas. '

The hours during which the facility is authorised to accept waste.

Different activities within the facility, such as the civic waste facility, may
have different hours of waste acceptance.

As defined in Section 5(1) of the-Act.

Waste that does not undergo any significant physical, chemical or
biological transformations. Inert waste will not dissolve, burn or
otherwise physically or chemically react, biodegrade or adversely affect
other matter with which it comes into contact in a way likely to give rise
to environmental poliution or harm human health. The tfotal leachability
and pollutant content of the waste and the ecotoxicity of the leachate
must be insignificant, and in particular not endanger the quality of
surface water and/or groundwater.

Council Directive 1999/31/EC
A Waste Licence issued in accordance with the Act.

Advanced Environmental Solutions (lreland) Ltd tradmg as Erwin
Cobbe Waste Disposal.

Any waste In liquid form and contaln[ng less than 2% dry matter. Any
waste tankered to the facility.

Keep in a fit state, including such regular inspection, servicing,
calibration and repair as may be necessary to adequately perform its

function.

Self-propelled machinery used for the emplacement of wastes or for
the construction of specified engineering works.

A minimum of 12 times per year, at approximately monthly intervals.

As defined in Section 5(1} of the Act.

10.00 p.m. to 8.00 a.m.

Any dwelling house, hotel or hostel, health building, educatidnal
establishment, place of worship or entertainment, or any other facility or
area of high amenity which for its proper enjoyment requires the
absence of noise at nuisance levels,

Device installed according to the draft European Standard prEN 858
(Installations for the separation of light fiquids, e.g. oil and petrol). Often
referred to as an Qil Interceptor.

Those waste types, such as cardboard, batteries, gas cylinders, etc,
which may be recycled
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Quarterly
Sample(s)

- Specified
Emisslons
Specified
Engineering

Works

Trigger Level
Weekl_y- "

White Goods

EPA Working Day

At approximately three monthly intervals.

Unless the context of this licence indicates to the contrary, samples
shall include measurements by electronic instruments.

Those emissions listed in Schedule C: Emission Limits of this licence.

Those engineering works listed in Schedule B: Specified Engineering

Works of this licence.

A parameter value specified in the ficence, the achievement or

exceedance of which requires certain actions to be taken by the
licensee.

During all weeks of plant operation, and in the case of emissions, when

emissions are taking place; with no more than one measurement in any
one week.

Refrigerators, cookers, ovens and-other similar appliances.

Refers to the following hours; 9.00 a.m. to 5.30 p.m. Monday to Friday
inclusive.

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1
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PART Ill CONDITIONS

CONDITION1 SCOPE OF THE LICENCE

- 1.1. Waste actlivities at the facility shall be restricted to those listed and described in Part I:

Activities Licensed and authorised by this licence.

1.2. For the purposes of this licence, the facility is the area of land outlined in red on the
Drawing labelled ‘Site Plan’ of the application dated 5 March 1999. Any reference in this
licence to “facility” shalt mean the area thus outlined in red.

1.3. This licence is for the purposes of waste licensing under the Waste Management Act
1996 only and nothing in this licence shall be construed as negating the licensee’s
statutory obllgatlons or requirements under any other enactments or. regulations.

14. The maximum tonnage of waste to be accepted at the facllity shali ‘not exceed
22,845 tonnes per annum.

1.5. Only those waste categories and quantities listed in Schedule A: Waste Acceptance, shall
' be accepted at the facility.

1.6. No hazardous wastes or liquid wastes shall be accepted at the facility.
1.7. Waste Acceptance Hours and Hours of Operation

1.7.1.1. Waste shall only be accepted at the facility between the hours of 8.30am to
5.30pm Monday to Friday inclusive and 10am to 5.00pm on Saturdays.

1.7.1.2. The facility shall only be operated during the hours of 8am to 6pm Monday to
Friday inclusive and 9.30am to 6.00pm on Saturdays.

1.7.1.3. The facility must remain closed on Sundays or on Bank Holidays.
1.8 All waste activities at the facility listed and described in Part I Activities Licensed
and authorised by this licence shall cease within two years of the date of grant of
this licence. The cessation of activities will be completed within the context of a
decommissioning plan to be agreed with the Agency as per Condition 4 of this
licence.
1.9 The foliowing shall constitute an incident for the purposes of this licence:
a) an .emergency;
b) any emission which does not comply with the requirements of this licenice;
¢) any exceedance of the daily duty capacity of the waste Handling equipment,
d) any frigger level specified in this licence which is attained or exceeded; and

e) any indication that environmental pollution has, or may have, taken place.

1.10  Where the Agency considers that a non-compliance with any condition of this licence
has occurred, it may serve a notice on the licensee specifying:

1.10.1. That only those wastes as specified, if any, in the notice are to be accepted at
the facility after the date set down in the notice;
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1.10.2. That the licensee shall undertake the works stipulated in the notice, and/or
otherwise comply with the requirements of the notice as set down therein, within
the time-scale contained in the notice; and

1.10.3. That the licensee shall cén'y out any other recjuirement specified in the notice.

When the notice has been complied with, the licensee shail provide written confirmation
that the requirements of the notice have been carried out. ‘No waste, other than that
which is stipulated in the notice, shall be accepted at the facility until written permission is
received from the Agency. o

- Every plan, programme or proposal submitted to the Agency for its agreemént pursuant to

any Condition of this licence shall include a proposed timescale for its implementation.
The Agency may modify or alter any such plan, programme or proposal in so far as it
considers such modification or alteration to be necessary and shall notify the licensee in
writing of any such modification or alteration. Every such plan, programme or proposal
shall be carried out within the fimescale fixed by the Agency but shall not be undertaken

. without the agreement of the Agency. Every such plan, programme or proposal agreed by

the Agency shall be covered by the conditions of this licence

CONDITION2 MANAGEMENT OF THE FACILITY

2.1

22

Facility Management

211 The licensee shall employ a suitably quaiified and experienced facility manager
who shall be designated as the person in charge. The facility manager or a
nominated, suitably qualified and experienced, deputy shall be present on the
facility at alt times during its operation.

21.2 Both the facility manager and deputy, and any replacement manager or deputy,

’ shall successfully complete both the FAS waste management training
programme (or equivalent agreed with the Agency) and associated on site
assessment appraisal within twelve months of appointment.. :

Management Structure

221 Prior to the commencement of waste activities, the licensee shall submit written
details of the management structure of the facility to the Agency. Any proposed
replacement in the management structure shall be notified in advance in writing
to the Agency. Written detalls of the management structure shall include the
following information

a) the names of all persons who are to provide the management and
supervision of the waste activities authorised by the licence, in particutar
the name of the facility manager and any nominated deputies;

b)  details of the responsibilities for each individual named under a) above;
and

c) details.of the relevant education, training and experience held by each of
the persons nominated under a) above.
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23 Environmental Management System (EMS)

2.3.1  The licensee shail establish and maintain an EMS. Within six months from the

: date . of grant of this licence, the licensee shall submit fo the Agency for its
agreement a proposal for a documented Environmental Management System
(EMS) for the facility. Following the agreement of the Agency, the licensee
shall establish and maintain such a system. The EMS shall be updated on an
annual basis with amendments being submltted to the Agency for its
agreement.

232 The EMS shall include as a minimum the foliowing elements:
2.3.21 Schedule of Environmental Objectives and Targets

The objectives should be specific and the targets measurable, The

Schedule shall address the two year period of operation as a

minimum. The Schedule shall include a time-scale for achieving the

objectives and targets and shall comply with any other written

guidance issued by the Agency.

] 2.3.2.2 Environmental Management Plan (EMP)

The EMP shall include, as a minimum, the following:

(i) methods 'by which the objectives and targets will he
achieved in the coming year and the designation of
responsibility for targets;

(i) any other items required by written guidance issued by the
Agency. : '

2.3.2.3  Corrective Action Procedures
The Corrective Action Procedures shall deiail the corrective actions
to be taken should any of the procedures detalled in the EMS not
. be followed.

2324 Awareness and Training Progrémme,
‘ The Awareness and Tralning Programme shall identify training
} : needs, for personnel who work in or have responsibility for the

() . : licensed facility.

24  Communications Programme

2.4.1 The licensee shall establish and maintain a Communications Programme to
ensure that members of the public can obtain information at the facility, at all
reasonable times, conceming the environmental performance of the facility.
This shall be established within six months of the date of grant of this licence.
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'CONDITION 3 FACILITY INFRASTRUCTURE

3.1 The licensee shall establish all infrastructure referred to in Condition 3 this licence ptior to
the acceptance of waste at the facility.

3.2 Specified Engineering Works

3.21  The licensee shall submit proposals for all Specified Engineering Works, as
defined in Schedule B: Specified Engineering Works, to the Agency for its
agreement at least two months prior to the intended date of commencement of

any such works. No such works shall be carried out without the prior agreement
of the Agency.

322  All specified engineering works shall be supervised by a competent person(s)

and that person, or persons, shall be present at all times during which relevant
works are being undertaken.

323 Following the completion of all specified enginesring works, the licensee shall
complete a construction quality assurance validation. The validation report shall

be made available to the Agency on request. The report shall include the
following information; '

a) a description of the works;
b) as-built drawings of the works: ‘
¢) records and results of all tests carried out (including failures);

d) drawings and sections showing the location. of all samples and tests carried
out; :

e) daily record sheets/diary;

f) name(s) of contractor(s)individuai(s) responsible for undertaking the
- specified engineering works;

g) name(s) of individual(s) responsible for supervision of works and for quality
assurance validation of works;

h} records of any problems and the remedial works carried out to resolve those
problems; and :

i) any other information requested in writing by the Agency.
3.3  Facility Notice Board '
3.3.1 The licensee shall provide and maintain a Facility Notice Board on the facility so

that it is legible to persons outside the main entrance to the facllity. The minimum
dimensions of the board shall be 1200 mm by 750 mm.

3.3.2 The board shali clearly show:

a) the name and telephone number of the facility;

b) the nomal hours of opening;

¢) ‘'the name of the licence holder;

d) an emergency out of hours contact telephone number;
e) the licence reference number; and '

f)  where environmental information relating to the facility can be obtained.
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34

35

36

3.7

3.8

3.9

Fac:hty Secunty

3.41 Within one month of the date of qrant of this licence proposals for slte
secwity including Closed Circuit Television {CCTV) to be Installed at the
facllity and the upgrading of external fencing as appropriate shall be
submitted to. the Agency for its agreement.

Site Hardstanding

3.51 The licensee shall provide, and maintain an impermeable hardstanding
surface (200mm of concrete over sub-base) in all areas of the facility within
three months from the date of grant of this licence. In addition, the floor of the
buildings and hardstanding areas at the facility shall be constructed to British
Standard 8110. All hardstanding areas shall drain to a Class [ oil separator
and grit chamber.

Facility Office

3.6.1 The licensee shall provide and maintain an office at the facility. The office shall be
constructed and maintained in a manner suitable for the processing and storing of
documentation.

36.2 The licensee shall provide and maintain a working telephone and a method for
electronic transfer of information at the fagility. -

The existing weighbridge shall be maintained in such condition as to accurately
measure the weight of all vehicles using it, and must accommodate the weighing of
both incoming and outgoing traffic. The accuracy of the weighbridge shall be
tested and demonstrated by the licensee and shall be reported to the Agency within
one month from the date of grant of this licence. Thereafter, the welghbridge shall
be calibrated in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications and reported to

. the Agency. A written record of such tests and any maintenance or remedial work
. arising from them shall be maintained by the licensee.

Wheelwash

3.8.1 The licensee shall establish and maintain a wheelwash at the entrance of
the facility in accordance with the specifications outlined in the Agency’s
guidance document ‘Landfill Manuals - Landfill Site Design’. The
wheelwash must be operated on vehicles leaving the facility and exiting
onto the public road.

3.8.2 The wheelwash shall be inspected on a dally basis and drained as required.
Silt, stones and other accumulated material shall be removed as required
from the wheel cleaner and disposed of at an appropriate facllity. The
wheelwash water shall drain only to the Class | oll separator and grit
chamber or as otherwise agreed with the Agency.

Facility Layout

3.9.1 A Waste Inspection Area and a Waste Quarantine Area shall be provided and
maintained at the facilify. ‘

3.9.2 These areas shall be constructed and maintained in 2 manner suitable, and be of
a size appropriate, for the inspection of waste and subsequent quarantine if
required. The waste inspection area and the waste quarantme area shall be
clearly identified and segregated from each other.

3.9.3 The Waste Inspection and Receiving Area and associated infrastructure
including trommel, conveyor belt, and cardboard compactor unit shall be

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1 Page 10 of 32



*

provided and maintained as shown in Drawing No. C20/00008A1 dated 12
September 2000. -

394 All dralhage from the areas identified in Condition 3.9.3 shall be to the
leachate collection tank as shown in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 or as
otherwise agreed with the Agency. - :

3.9.5 The Waste Inspection and Receiving Area shall be roofed as shown in
‘ Drawing No. C20/00008A1.

3.10 Waste handling, ventilation and processing plant

(i) Items of plant deemed critical to the efficient and adequate processing of waste at
- the facility shall be provided on the following basis: :

* 100% duty capacity;
¢ 50% standby capacity available on a routine basis;

» Provision of contingency arrangements and/or back up and spares in the case
of breakdown of critical equipment.

(i) Prior to the commencement of waste activities at this facility, the licensee shall
provide a report for the agreement of the Agency detailing the duty and standby
capacity in tonnes per day, of all waste handling and processing equipment to be

used at the facility. These capacities shall be based on the licensed waste intake,
as per Schedule A, :

i) The quantity of waste to be accepted at the facility on a daily basis shall not

exceed the duty capacity of the equipment at the facility. Any exceedance of this
intake shall be treated as an incident. :

311 Burner Plant

3.11.1 The wood burner area and Workshqp Building/Tollets, and associated
infrastructure including conveyor, hopper, shredder, bullet magnet,
cardboard and wood silo, wood burner, stack and briquetter shall be

- provided and maintained as set out in Drawing No. C20/00008A1 dated 12
September 2000. -

3.12 Vehicle cleaning facilities shall be provided and maintained at the location shown
in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 “Existing and Proposed Drainage System”. The arising
effluent water shall drain only to the Class [ oil separator and grit chamber or as
otherwise agreed with the Agency. ‘

3.13 Leachate Holding Tank

3.13.1 The licensee shall provide and maintain the leachate holding tank at the
location shown In Drawing No. C20/0008B1 and referred to therein as

“Leachate Collection Tank”. The holding tank shall be fitted with a high
level visual alarm.

3.13.2 All liquid run-off from the floor of the Waste Inspection Area and Workshop
Building, the compactors and any other areas where waste is handled or
processed, all vehicle washwater, and all washwater from the washing of
the wood burner, wheelie bins and skips that contained non-inert waste
shall be discharged to and stored In the leachate holding tank pending
disposal off-site as set out in Condition 6.8.2. o :
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314

315

3.16

Wasté Water Treatment Plant

3.141

The licensee shall provide and maintain a Waste Water Treatment plant at the
facility for the treatment of waste water arising on-site. The treatment plant shall
be focated as shown in Drawing Nc. C20/0008B1 unless otherwise agreed with
the Agency. Any percolation area shall satisfy the criteria set out in the
Wastewater Treatment Manual, Treaiment Systems for Single Houses, published
by the Environmental Protection Agency.

Tank ancj Drum Storage Areas

3.151

3.156.2

3.16.3
3.154

3.15.5

The licensee shall provide and maintain the proposed new fuel storage tanks at
the location shown in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 (south-west corner of facility)
within within nine months from the date of grant of this licence. All tank and
drum storage areas shall be rendered impervious to the materials stored therein.
The two existing Above Ground Storage Tanks (ASTs) will be decommissioned
as per the Dangerous Substance regulatlons within nine months from the date
of grant of this licence.

All tank and drum storage areas shall, as a minimum, be bunded, either locally or
remotely, within nine months from the date of grant of this Ilcence to a
volume not less than the greater of the following:

(a) 110% of the capacity of the largest tank or drum within the bunded area; or

(b) 25% of the total volume of substance which could be stored within the
bunded area.

All drainage from bunded areas shall be _divertéd for collection and safe disposal.
All inlets, outlets, vent pipes, valves and gauges must be within the bunded area.

The integrity and water tightness of all the bunds”and their resistance to
penetration by water or other materials stored therein shall be confirmed by the
licensee and shall he reportied to the Agency within six months of the date of grant
of this licence. This confirmation shall be repeated at least once every three years
thereafter and reported to the Agency oh each occasion. '

Removal of Contaminated Soll

3.16.1

During the decommissioning of the two existing Above Ground Storage
Tanks {ASTs) or no later than nine months from the date of grant of this
licence, the licensee shall take measures to remove and dispose of the
hydrocarbon contaminated soils which lie in the vicinity of the ASTs. The

~ contaminated soils must be excavated and removed from site to a depth

where mineral olf concentration is less than or equal fo 50mg/kg under the
directjon of a specialist to be agreed by the Agency. The contaminated solls
must be disposed of at an appropriate facility. The excavation must be
infilled by clean contaminant free soil’hardcore which is not regarded as a
waste.

3.17 Silt Traps and Oil Separators/interceptors

3.171

The oil separator shall meet the Class | separator European Standard prEN
858 ‘Installations for the separation of light liquids’ within six months of the
date of grant of this licence.

3.18 Drainage system, pipeline testing
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3.19

3.20

3.18.1

3182

3.18.3

3.184

-

The storm and foul sewer systems shall be established and r-naintained.as
set out in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 “Existing and Proposed Drainage
System”, unless otherwise agreed In advance by the Agency.

Within six months from the date of grant of this licence all foul sewer gullies,
drainage grids and manhole covers shall be painted with red squares whilst all
surface water discharge gullies, drainage grids and manhole covers shall be
painted with blue triangles. These colour codes shall be maintained so as to bhe
visible at all times during facility operation, and any identification designated in this-
licence (e.g. SW1) shall be inscribed on these manholes. :

The drainage system, bunds, silt traps and oil separators shall be inspected
weekly, desludged as necessary and properly maintained at. ali times. The oil
interceptor shall be cleaned out at least once every six months. All studge and
drainage from these operations shall be collected for safe disposal. A written
record shall be kept of the inspections, desludging, cleaning, disposal of
assoctated waste products, maintenance and performance of the interceptors,
bunds and drains.

Prior to the commencement of waste activities the integrity and water
tightness of all underground pipes and tanks and their resistance to penetration by
water or other materlals camied or stored therein shall be tested and
demonstrated by the licensee and shail be reported to the Agency.

Construction and Demolition Waste Recovery Area.

3.19.1

Prior to the commencement of waste activities the licensee shall provide and
maintain a construction and demolition waste recovery area. This infrastructure
shall at a minimum comprise the following:

‘a) an impermeable concrete slab; and
b) collection and disposal infrastructure for all rﬁn-off.
¢) appropriate bunding to provide visual and noise screening

d) All stockpiles shall be adequately contained to minimise dust generation.

Groundwater Management

3.20.1 Prior to the commencement of waste activities, the licensee shall report to

the Agency on the quality of the underlying groundwater at the two private
wells which lie 350m west and 400m north-west of the facllity as shown in

Plot Ref No. 39622_1. The analyses should be as specified In Schedule D,
Table D.4.2. '

3.20.2 The licensee shall carry out remediation works to femove the elevated

nickel and diesel range organic pollutants from the underlying
groundwater and remove the contaminating source within a timescale

- specified by the Agency. The remediation technique, cleanup criteria and
timescale shall be agreed with the Agency.

CONDITION 4 RESTORATION AND AFTERCARE

4.1.

A proposal for a Decommissioning and Aftercare Pian for the facility shall be submitted
to the Agency within six months of the date of grant of this licence. The licensee shal
include the following issues within the proposal: Decommissioning the two existing
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ASTs; decontamination of the groundwater; removal of the polluting source and
restoration of the facillty The licensee shall update this plan when required by the

Agency.

CONDITION 5  FACILITY OPERATIONS

5.1 All waste processing shall be carried within the boundaries of the Waste Inspection and
Receiving Area and Bumer Workshop Area.

52 The following non-hazardous, non-liquid wastés only shail be accepted at the facility
subject to the quantities listed in Schedule A.1 and A.2:

a) Household Municipal Waste,

b) Commercial and Industrial waste of similar composition to Municipal Waste;

c) Construction and Demolition Waste;

d) Wood;

e} * Cardboard;

f) Paper.

53 Waste Acceptance and Characterisation Procedures

531

Prior to commencement of waste acceptance at the facility the licensee
shall establish and maintain detailed written procedures for the
acceptance, handling, separation, and disposal of wastes including waste

- for use in the wood burner.

532

Waste arriving at the facility shall be inspected at the point of entry to the facility
and subject to this inspection, weighed, documented and directed to the Waste
Receiving . Area. Each load of waste armriving at the Waste Inspection and
Receiving Area shall be inspected upon tipping within this buliding. Only after

- such inspections shall the waste be processed for disposal or recovery.

533

534

535

All suspect materials identified by the visual inspection of the waste shall be
diverted to the Waste Quarantine Area, or other designated area as agreed in
advance by the Agency, for further examination and classification. Materials
other than those permitted by this licence shall be submitted to an alternative
appropriate facility.

A record of all inspections of incoming waste loads shall be maintained.

Waste shall only be accepted at the facility from known customers or.new

. customers subject to initial waste profiling and waste characterisation off-site.

54 Burner

5.4.1

The written records of this off-site waste profiling and characterisation shall be
retained by the licensee for all active customers and for a two year period
following termination of licensee/customer agreements. There shall be no
casual public access to the facility.

Operation

Waste Disposed of by Burner On-Site.
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5.4.11 No on-slte burnlng of waste shall take place other than
unconhminated wood and untreated wood.

5.4.1.2 Waste wood or wood input into the burner shall only be by way of

an automatic screw auger system which drives shredded waste
_from the main storage silo to the combustion chamber,

5.4.1.3 A log shall be maintained on site for inspection by the Agency of
the operatmg times of the Wood Burner.

5.5 Bnquettmg Press

5.5.1 The briquette raw material should be none other than uncontaminated wood

and untreated wood as per EWC code 20 01 07 and 20 01 38.

5.6 Operational Controls

56.1

5.6.2
5.6.3

5.6.4

565
5.6.6

5.6.7

The floor of the Waste Inspection and Receiving Area, the floor under the
trommel area, and Burner Workshop Area shall be cleared of all waste and
washed down at the end of the working day. The floor of the storage bays
for recovered wastes shall be washed down and cleaned on each

occasion such bays are emptied.
Scavenging shall not be permitted at the facility.

Gates shall be locked shut when the facility is unsupervised.

The licensee shali provide and use adequate lighting during the operation of the
facility in hours of darkness.

Fuels shall only be stored at appropriately bunded locations on the facility.
All tanks and drums shall be labelled to clearly indicate their contents.

No smoking shall be allowed on the facility (other than in the facnluty office as
shown on Drawing No. C20/0008B1).

L]

5.7 Off-site Disposal and Reoovery

5.7.1

5.7.2

5.7.3

574

5.7.5

Waste sent off-site for recovery or disposal shall only be conveyed by a waste
contractor agreed by the Agency.

All waste transferred from the factlxty shall only be transferred to an appropriate
facifity agreed by the Agency;

All waste falling from the Tromme! system shall only be transferred to an
appropriate facility agreed by the Agency. Written records of trommel
sorted waste removed from the facllity shall be maintained as per
Condition 10.2 of this licence.

Ash and soot from the wood burner shall only be transferred to an
appropriate facility agreed by the Agency;

All wastes removed off-site for recovery or dispbsai shall be transported from

the facility to the consignee in a manner which will not adversely affect the
environment.

58 Construction and Demolition Waste Recovery Area

5.8.1

Only Construction and Demolition waste shall be accepted at this Area. Wastes
which are capable of being recovered shall be separated and shall be stored
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temporaﬁly in this area prior to being subjected to other recovery activities at the
facility or transport off the facility.

5.8.2 Al stockpiles shall be maintained so as to minimise dust generation..
59 All waste deposited in the Facility shall be either:
a) _into a skip; '
" b) into the hopper of the trommel for disposal;
¢) into a receptacle for recovery; or
d) in the case where inspection is required, into a designated inspection érea.

¢) in the case of Construction and Demolition waste, into the Construction and
Demolition waste area as per Condition 5.8.

5.10  Unless subject to the prior agresement of the Agency, a maximum of ten enclosed
waste containers (including sealed containers of compacted waste or fully
enclosed collection vehicles containing waste), shall be stored on the facility
overnight..These containers shall be stored at areas clearly designated for this
purpose. Waste for disposal must be removed off-site within 24 hours of its
acceptance at the facility.

5.1 Maintenance
511.4 Al treatment/abatement and emission control equipment shall be calibrated and
maintained, in accordance with the instructions issued by the
manufacturer/supptier or installer. Written records. of the calibrations and
maintenance shall be made and kept by the licensee.

5.117.2 The licensee shall maintain and clearly labe! and name all sampling and
monitoring locations. '

5.11.3 The licensee shall maintain the compactor and shredder in accordance with the
manufacturer’s instructions. '

| 512 Landscaping

5.12.1 Within twelve months of the date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall
implement a landscaping programme to include details on (but not limited to):

a). the time-frame for landscaping works in relation to facility development;.

b). species and minimum age composition and the suitability of the hedgeftree
) mix for the area;

c). total area(s) to be planted,;

d). tree protection; and

e). post planting management.
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CONDITION6 EMISSIONS

6.1.

6.2.

6.3.

6.4

6.5.

6.6.

No specified emission from the facility shall exceed the emission limit values set out in
Schedule C: Emission Limits of this licence. There shall be no other emissions of
environmental significance,

The licensee shall ensure that-the activities shall be carried out in a manner such that

emissions do not result in significant impairment of, or significant interference with the
environment beyond the facility boundary.

Emission limit values for emissions to atmosphere In this licence. shall be
interpreted in the following way:-

6.3.1. For the waste burner the following shall apply:
For continuous monitoring:
(i)- No 24 hour mean value shall exceed the emission limit value.

(i)  All 30 minute mean values taken continuously over an annual
period shall not exceed the emission limit value.

For non continuous monitoring:

{i) For any parameter where, due to sampling/analytical
limitations, a 30 minute sample is inappropriate, a suitable
sampling period should be employed and the value obtained
therein shall not exceed the emission limit value.

Gi) No 30 minute mean value shall' exceed the emission limit
value.

The concentration and volume limits for emissions to atmosphere specified in
this licence shall be achieved without the introduction of dilution air and shall be
based on gas volumes under standard conditions of :-

6.4.1 in the case of non-combustion gases:

(i) Temperature 273K, Pressure 101.3 kPa (no correction for

oxygen or water content).
i S

6.4.2 In the case of combustion gases other than from waste incineration:

(i) Temperature 273K, Pressure 101.3 kPa, dry gas; 3% oxygen
for liquid and gas fuels; 6% oxygen for solid fuels.

6.4.3 In the case of waste incineration:

()] Temperature 273K, Pressure 101.3 kPa, dry gas;r 11%
oxygen.

There shall be no direct emissions to groundwater.

There shall be no clearly audible tonal component or impulsive component in the noise
emissions from the activity at the noise sensitive locations.

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/86-1 Page 17 of 32

—



6.7.

6.8.

: -Su_rface Water

6.7.1. All surface Waters arising on the site shall be collecfed and directed via
the site drainage system to a Class | Oil Separator as set out in Drawing
No. C20/0008B1 “Existing and Proposed Drainage System”.

Disposal of Foul Water
6.8.1. No foul water shall be discharged to surface watef.

6.8.2. All foul water removed from the leachate collectton tank shall be disposed
of by tankering off-site in fully enclosed tankers subject to the off site
disposal procedures set out in Condition 5.6. The frequency of removal
shall be such that a minimum of 10% spare capacity is maintained at all
times in the leachate collection tank.

CONDITION7 ENVIRONMENTAL NUISANCES

7.4
7.2

7.3.

7.4,
7.5.

7.6,

7.7

At all times other than Bank Holiday weekends all waste for disposal shall be removed
from the facility within forty eight hours of its arrival on site. At Bank Holiday weekends
such waste shall be removed from the facility within seventy two hours of its arrival on
site.

The licensee shall, at a minimum of daily intervals, inspect the facility and its immediate
surrounds for nuisances caused by vermin, birds, flies, mud, dust and odours. Written
records shall be made of all inspections and any aclions taken as a result of these
inspections. .

The road network in the vicinity of the facility shall be kept free from any debris caused
by vehicles entering or leaving the facility. Any such debris or deposﬂed materials shall
be removed without delay.

Litter Control

7.4.1. Al loose litter accumnulated within the facility and its environs shall be removed
and appropriately disposed of on a dalily basis.

Any waste placed on or in the viciity of the facility, other than in accordance with the
requirements of this licence, shall be removed by the licensee immediately and in any
event by 10.00 a.m. of the next working day, after such waste Is discovered. Such
waste shall be disposed of at an appropriate facility.

The licensee shall ensure that all vehicles delivering waste to and removing wasfe and
materials from the facility are clean and appropriately covered and that there shall be no
liquid discharges from the waste transporied therein.

Dust Control

7.7.1. In dry weather the areas of the facility used by vehicles shall be sprayed with
water as and when required to minimise airborne dust nuisance.

7.7.2. Water sprinklers shall be cperated in the waste handling areas, as and when
required for the prevention of dust nulsance.
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8.2,

- 8.3.

84,

- 8.5.

8.6.

8.7.

as.

8.9.

'CONDITION8 MONITORING

8.1.

The licensee shall carry out such monitoring and at such locations and frequencies as
set out in Schedule D: Monitoring and as specified in this licence. Unless otherwise
specified by this licence, all environmental monitoring shall commence no later than two
months after the date of grant of this licence. ' '

The licensee shall amend the frequency, locations, methods and scope of monitoring as
required by this licence only upon the written instruction of the Agency and shall provide
such information concerning such amendments as may be requested in writing by the
Agency. Such alterations shall be carried out within any timescale nominated by the
Agency. ‘

Monitoring and analysis equipment shall be operated and maintained in accordance with
the manufacturers’ instructions (if any) so that all monitoring results accurately reflect
any emission, discharge or environmental parameter.

The licensee shall provide safe and permanent access to all on-site sampling and
monitoring points and to off-site points as required by the Agency.

The licensee shall maintain all sampling and monitoring points, and clearly label and

name all sampling and monitoring locations, so that they may be used for representative
sampling and monitoring.

The licensee shall install on all emission points such sampling points or equipment,
including any data-logging or other electronic communication equipment, as may be

required by the Agency. All such equipment shall be consistent with the safe operation
of all sampling and monitoring systems.

All automatic monitors and samplers shall be functioning at all times (except during
maintenance and calibration) when the activity is being carried on, unless alternative
sampling or monitoring has been agreed, in writing, by the Agency for a limited period. In
the event of the malfunction of any continuous monitor, the licensee shall contact the
Agency as soon as practicable, and alternative sampling and monitoring facilities shall
be put in place. Prior written agreement for the use of alternative equipment, other than
in emergency situations, shall be obtained from the Agency.

Noise Monitoring

8.8.1. Noise monitoring as specified in Schedule D: Monitoring shall be carried out on
an annual basis during operational hours. The first such monitoring shall be
undertaken within six months of the date of the grant of this licence. -

Groundwater Monitoring

8.9.1. Groundwater monitoring wells shall be sampled and analysed in
- accordance with Schedule D of this licence. A report of such results shall
be submitted in accordance with Schedule E of this licence.

8.9.2, Within six months of the date of grant of this licence, the two private wells

which lie 350m west and 400m north-west of the facility at the location

- shown in Plot Ref No, 39622_1, shall be incorporated into the monitoring
schedule, subject to the agreement of the well owners.

893. A groundwater contour plan to reconstruct summer and winter
groundwater levels and flow direction under the facility shall be submitted
to the Agency in the first year of the licence.
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CONDITIO'N 9 CONTINGENCY ARRANGEMENTS

9.1.

9.2.

9.3.

9.4.

9.5,

In the event of an incident the licensee shall immediately:
a) identify the date, time and place of the incident;

b) carry out an immediate investigation to identify the nature, source and cause of the
incident and any emission arising therefrom;

c) isolate the source of any such emission;
d) evaluate the environmental pollution, if any, caused by the incident;

e) identify and execute measures to minimise the emissions/malfunction and the effects
thereof; .

f) provide a proposal to the Agency for its agreement within one month of the incident
occurring to:

i} identify and put in place measures to avoid reoccurrence of the incident;
and

if) identify and put in place any other appropriate remedial action.

The licensee shall, prior to commencement submit a written Emergency Response
Procedure (ERP) to the Agency for its agreement. The ERP shall address any
emergency situations which may originate on the facility and shall include provision for
minimising the effects of any emergency on the environment. This shall include a risk
assessment to determine the requirements at the facility for fire fighting and fire water

" " retention facilities. The Fire Authority shall be consulted by the licensee during this
~assessment.

The licensee shall have in storage an adequate supply of containment booms and/or

suitable absorbent material to contain and absorb any spillage at the facility. Once used
the absorbent material shall be disposed of at an appropriate facility. .

In the event of pollution occurring at the two private wells which lie 350m west and
400m north-west of the facility the licensee shall provide for an alternative supply.

Emergencles

9.5.1. In the event of a complete breakdown of equipment or any other occurrence
which results in the closure of the Waste Inspection, Receiving Area and
Woodbumer /Workshop Area, any waste arriving at or already collected at the
facility- shall be transferred directly to appropriate landfill sites or any other
appropriate facility until such time as the transfer station building is returned to a
fully operational status. Such a breakdown event will be treated as an
emergency and rectified as soon as possible.

9.5.2.- All significant spillages occurring at the facility shall be treated as an emergency
and immediately cleaned up and dealt with so as to alleviate their effects;

9.5.3. In the event that monitoring of local wells indicates that the facility is having a
significant adverse effect on the quantity and/or quality of the water supply this
shall be treated as an emergency and the llcensee shall provide an alternative
supply of water to those affected;
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CONDITION 10 RECORDS

10.1

10.2

103

10.4

The licensee shall keep the following documents at the facility office.

a) the current waste licence relating to the facility;
b) the current EMS for the facility; _
¢) the previous year's AER for the facility;

d) all written procedures produced by the licensee which relate to the licensed
activities. :

The licensee shall ‘maintain a written record for each load of waste arriving'at and
departing from the facility. The licensee shall record the following:

a) the date;

b) the name of the carrier {including if appropriate, the waste carrier registration
details), '

¢) the vehicle registration number;
d) the name of the producer(s)/collector(s) of the wasté as appropriate;

e) the name of the waste facility (if appropriate) from which the load originated
" Including the waste licence or waste permit register number;

f) adescription of the waste including the associated EWC codes;
g) the quantity of the wasts, recorded in tonnes
h) the name of the person checking the load; and,

i) where loads or wastes are removed or rejected, details of the date of accurrence,
the types of waste and the facility to which they were removed.

Wriﬂen Records

.

The following written records shall be maintained by the licensee:

a) the types and quantities of waste recovered at the facility each year. These records
shall include the relevant EWC Codes;

b) all training undertaken by facility staff;

c) results from all integrityrtes'ts of bunds and other structures and any maintenance. or
remedial work arising from them;

d) details of all nuisance inspections; and

e) the names and qualifications of all persons who carry out all sampling and monitoring
as required by this licence and who carry out the interpretation of the resuits of such
sampling and monitoring. :

The licensee shall maintain a written record of all complaints relating to the operation of
the activity. Each such record shall give details of the following:

a) date and time of the complaint;
b) the name of the complainant;
c) details of the nature of the complaint;

d) actions taken on foot of the complaint and the results of such actions; and,
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105

10.7

e) the response made to each complalnant

A wiitten record shall. be kept of each consignment of fou! water removed 1from the
facility. “The record shall include the followmg

a) the name of the carrier;
b) the date and time of removal of foul water from the facility;

c) the volume of foul water, in cubic metres, removed from the facility on each
occasion;

d) the name and address of the Waste Water Treatment Plant to which the foul water
was transported, :

e) any incidents or spillages of foul water during its removal or transporfation.
A Written record shall be kept at the facility of the prograrﬁme for the control and
eradication of vermin and fly infestations at the facility. These records shall include as a
minimum the following:
_a) the d_ate and time during which spraying of insecticide is carried out;

b} contractor detailrs; |

¢) contractor logs and site inspection reports;

d} details of the rodenticide(s) and insecticide(s) used;

e} operator fraining details;

f) details of any infestations;

g) made, frequency, location and quantity of application; and,

h) measures to contain sprays within the'faci_tity boundary.

CONDITION 11 REPORTS AND NOTIFICATIONS

1.1

Unless otherwise agreed by the Agency, all reports and nofifications submitted to the
Agency shall: ‘

{a) be sent to the Agency’s headquarters;

' (b} comprise one original and three copies unless additional copies are required;

(c) be formatted in accordance with any written instruction or guidance issued by the
Agency;

(d) include whatever information as is specified in writing by the Agency,

(e) be identified by a unique code, indicate any modification or amendment, and be
correctly dated to reflect any such modification or amendment;

(f) be submitted in accordance to the relevant reporting frequencies specified by this
licence, such as in Schedule E;

(g9) be accompanied by a written interpretation setting out their significance in the case
of all monitoring data; and
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(h) be transferred electronically to the Agency’s computer system if required by the
Agency. L

- 112 Inthe event of an incident occuh'ing on the facility, the licensee shall:

a) notify the Agency as soon as practicable and in any case not later than 10.00 am the
following working day after the occurrence of any incident;

by submit a written record of the incident, including alt aspects described in Condition

- 9.1(a-e), to the Agency as soon as practicable and in any case within five working
days after the occurrence of any incident; and |

“¢} Should any further actions be taken as a result of an incident oceurring, the licensee
shall forward a written report of those actions to the Agency as soon as practicable
and no later than ten days after the initiation of those actions.

113 Waste Recovery Reports

Within twelve months of the date of grant of this licence, a report examining waste
recovery options shall be submitted to the Agency for its agreement. This report shall
address methods to contribute to the achievement of the recovery targets stated in
national and European Union waste policies and shall include the following:

a) proposals for the contribution of the facility to the achievement of targets for the
reduction of biodegradable waste to landfill as specified in the Landfill Directive;

b) the separation of recyclable materials from the waste;
¢) the recovery of Construction and Demolition Waste;

d) the recovery of metal waste;

e) the recovery of commercial waste, including cardboard;

f) composting of biodegradable or green waste at the facility having regard to good
practice and sustainability;

*

114 Mdnitoring Locations

11.4.1. Within six months of the date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall submit to
the Agency an appropriately scaled drawing(s) showing- all the monitoring
locations that are stipulated in this licence. The drawing(s) shall include the
reference code of each monitoring point.

11.5  Annual Environmental Report

11.5.1 The licensee shall submit to the Agency for its agreement, within thirteen
months from the date of grant of this licence, and one month after the end of
each calendar year thereafter, an Annual Environmental Report (AER).

11.52 The AER shall include as a minimum the information specified in Schedule H:
Content of Annual Environmental Report and shall be prepared in accordance
with any relevant written guidance issued by the Agency.
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CONDITION 12 CHARGES AND FINANCIAL

PROVISIONS

12.1 ‘Agency Charges

12141

1212

The licensee shall pay to the Agency an annual contribution €17.819 sum as the
Agency from time to time determines, towards the cost of monitoring the activity
or otherwise in performing any functions in relation to the activity, as the Agency
considers necessary for the performance of its functions under the Waste
Management Act, 1996. The licensee shall in January 2003 and subsequent
years, not fater than January 31 of each year, pay to the Agency this amount

. updated in accordance with changes in the Public Sector Average Earnings

Index from the date of the licence to the renewal date. The updated amount
shall be notified to the licensee by the Agency. For the first year of operation, the
licensee shall pay a pro rata amount from the date of this licence to 31
December. This amount shall be paid to the Agency within one month of the
date of grant of this licence.

In the event that the frequency or extent of monitoring or other functions carried
out by the Agency needs to be increased the licensee shall contribute such sums
as determined by the Agency to defraying its costs.

12.2 Financial Provision for Closure, Restoration and Aftercare

12.2.1

1222

1223

1224

12.2.5

The licensee shall arrange for the completion of a comprehensive and fully
costed Environmental Liabilities Risk Assessment for the facility which will
address liabilities arising from the carrying on of the activities to which this
licence relates. A report on this assessment shall be submitted to the Agency for
its agreement within one month of date of grant of this licence.

Within three months of the date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall make a
Proposal for Financial Provigion to the Agency for its agreement to cover any
liabilities incurred by the licensee in carrying on the activities to which this licence
relates, Such provision shall be maintained by the licensee unless otherwise
agreed by the Agency.

The amount of financial provision, held under condition 12.2.2 shall be reviewed
and revised as necessary, but at least annually. Any proposal for such a
revision shall be submitted to the Agency for its agreement.

The licensee shall within two weeks of purchasé renewal or révusion of the
financial provision required under condition 12.2.2, forward to the Agency written
proof of such indemnity. :

Unless otherwise agreed any revision to the fund shall be computed using the
following formula:
Cost = (ECOST x WPI) + CiCC

Where:
Cost = Revised restoration and aftercare cost
ECOST = Existing restoration and aftercare cost
WPI = Appropriate Wholesale Price index {Capital Goods, Building &

Construction (i.e. Materials & Wages) Index], as published by
the Central Statistics Office, for the year since last closure
calculation/revision.
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cicC = Change in compliance costs as a result of change in sit
_conditions, changes in law, regulations, regulatory authority
“charges, or other significant changes. : ; '
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-SCHEDULE A: Waste Acceptance

A.1  Waste Acceptance Categories and Quantities

6,000
arising from
3 waste

types
above
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SCHEDULE B :  Specified Engineering Works

Removal of Contaminated Soll from vicinity of existing AST farm. _
Remediation and cleanup of underlying groundwater to Irish and EU drinking water standards.
Installation of new bunded fuel storage area and dispensing pumps to southwest of facility.

Installation of roof for the waste handling, processing, recycling/recavery infrastructure.
Installation of Wheelwash. . i

Any other works notified in writing by the Agency.

SCHEDULE C :Emission Limits

C.1  Noise Emissions: (Measured at any noise sensitive location).

C.2  Dust Deposition Limits: (Measured at the monitoring points indicated in Table D.2.1).

Note 1: 30 day composite sample with the results expressed as mg/m’ fday.

C.3 Emissions to Atmosphere:

Location : Waste Wood Burner

"

Volume to be emitted: _ Maximum rate per hour 5,000 m®

Maximum Waste Wood Bumer Capacity: 500 kQIhour wood waste

30 minute mean
{mg/m?)
50
150
60
4
400
450
250
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SCHEDULED: Monitoring
_ Monitqring to be carriex;i outas spec.:‘iﬁed below. | |

D.1 Monlto}'ing of Emissions to Atmosphere

Emission Point Reference No.:  Waste Wood Burmner Stack

Quarterly To be agreed with the Agency’
Quérteﬂy, o be agreed with the Agency
Quarterly To be agreed with the Agency
Quartery To be agreed with the Agency
Quarterly : To be agreed with the Agency

D.2 Dust

Table D.2.1 Dust Monitoring Locations

Monitoring locations shall be the six dust monitoring points as set out in Drawing No.
¢20/00008A1B (12/4/2001) of the application. The licensee should number the monitoring
locations as D1, D2 etc and resubmit the drawing (with such numbers annotated) with the
results of the first monitoring round.

Table D.2.2 Dust Monitoring Frequenéy and Technique

Three fimes a year Note 2 Standard Method ¥
Monthly N4 Standard Method M3

Note 1: Standard method VDI2119 (Measurement of Dustfall, Determination of Dustfall using Bergerhoff
Instrument (Standérd Method) German Engineering Institute). A modification (not included in the standard)
whereby 2 methoxy ethanol may be employed to eliminate interference due fo aigae growth in the gauge.

Note 2: Twice during the period May to September, or as otherwise specified in writing by the Agency.

Note 3: British Standard BS 1747: Part 5 “Directional dust gauges”.

Note 4: Unless otherwise instructed by the Agency.
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D.3 Noise
TableD.3.1  Noise Monitoring Locations

Monitoring locations shall be the four noise monitoring points as set out in Drawing No.
c20/00008A1B (12/4/2001) of the application. The licensee should number the
monitoring focations as N1, N2 etc and resubmit the drawing (with such numbers
annotated) with the results of the first monitoring round.

Table D.3.2 . Noise Monitoring v and Technique

Standarg ' !

Annual Standard Mote 1
Annual Standard M1 .
Anhual ‘ Standard N8 !

 “International Standards Organisation. ISO 1996. Acoustics - description and Measurement of
Environmental noise. Parts 1, 2 and 3.7 :

D.4 Groundwater Emissions

Monitoring locations shall be those as set out in Table D.1.1, Drawing No. C20/0008B1 of the

application, and Figure 3 ‘Monitoring Wells Location’ of Article 16 response dated 5™ January
2000, , .

Table D.4.1 Groundwater Monitoring Locations

L .___. : L. P ) .
MW 2 -

MW3 -
_Private Well West as required by Condition 8.10.2
Private Well North-west as required by Condition 8.10.2
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Table D.4.2 Groundwater _Monitoridg Frequency and Techniques

Quartedy - - Electronic Dipmeter

_ ) (to site OD)
Monthly On site handheld meter
Monthly 'On site handheld meter
Monthly On site handheld meter
Quarterly On site handheld meter
Quartery Standard Methods
Quarterly Standard Methods
Quarterly Standard Methods
Quarterly Standard Methods
Quarterly Standard Methods
Annually Standard Methods
Annually Standard Methods
Annually Standard Methods
Quarterly GCIMS
Quarterly GC/MS
Quarterly ‘GC/MS
Annually GC/MS
Annuatly AA/ICP
Annually : AA/ICP
Quarterly AA/ICP
Annually AA/ICP
Annually Standard Methods
Annually _ Standard Methods

Note 1: Al the analysis shall be camied out by a competent laboratory using standard and internationally accepted
procedures. The testing laboratory and the testing procedures shall be agreed with the Agency in advance.

Note2: Diesel Range Organics (DRO) should be reported as Mineral Oil using Gas Chromatography { Mass
Spectrometry (GC/MS).

Note 3: Samples screened for the presence of organic oompounds using Gas Chromatography / Mass Spectrometry
{GC/MS) and using the list 11l Substances from EU Directive 76/464/EEC and 80/66/EEC as a guideline.
Recommended analytical techniques include: volatiles (US Environmental Protection Agency method 524 or
equivalent), semi-volatiles (US Environmental Protection Agency method 525 or equivalent, and pesticides (US
Environmental Protection Agency method 608 or equivalent).

Note 4:  Hf there is evidence of bacterial contamination, the analysis at up gradient and downgradient monitoring pomts
should include enumeration of total bacteria at 22°C and 37°C and faecal streptococd.
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SCHEDULE E :Recording and Reportmg to the
Agency

Annuany

Environmental ManaaementSystem Onemonmaﬁerheéndofmeyaarmpomsdhl.

Updates : :

Annual Environment Report (AER) Annually Thirteen months from the date of grant of licence and

. one month after the end of each calendar year

thereafter.

Record of incidents As mey occur Wiihin five days of the incident.

Bund, tank and contamer integrity Every three years | Six months.from the date of grant of licence and one

-assessment . menth after end of the three year period being
reported on.

Underground pipe and tank integrity Prior to

assessment commencement )

Specified Engineering Works reports As they arise Prior to the works commencing.

Monitoring of Groundwater Quality Quarterly Ten days after end of the quarter being reported on.

Monitoring of Foul water Quartedly Ten days after end ef the quarter being reported on.

Dust Monitoring Three fimes a year | Ten days after the period being reported on

Noise Monitoring Annually One month after end of the year being reported on.

Any other monitoring As they occur

Within ten days of obtaining results.

Note 1: Unless altered at the request of the Agency
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SCHEDULE F :Content of the Annual
Environmental Report

Reporting Period. |
Waste activities carried out at the facllity.

Quantity and Composition of waste recovered, received and disposed of during the reporting period and each previous year
(relevant EWC codes to be used)

Summary report on emissions

Summary report of Waste Analysis for Disposal by Incineration -

Bumer Record

Summary of results and Enterpretations of environmental monitoring, including a location pian of alt monitoring locations.

Resource and energy consumption summary.

Development / Infrastructural works in place and planned, to process waste quantities projected.for the-following year
(i ncludlng plant operating capacity, provision of adequate standby ‘capacity and provision of contingency, backup and
spares in the case of breakdown)}

Schedule of Environmental Objectives and Targets for the forthcoming year.
Report on the progress towards achievement of the Environmental Objectives and Targets contained in previous year's report.

Full itle and a written summary of any procedures developed by the licensee in the year which relates to the facility operation.
Tank, drum, pipeline and bund testing and inspection report.

Progress on remediation/cleanup of groundwater, aquifer and removal of underlying municipat waste.

Monitoring of private water supplies/provision of alternative supplies.

Reported Incidents and Complaints summaries.

Review of Nuisance Controls.

Reports on financial provision made under this licence, management and stafﬁng structure of the facility, and a
programme for public information

Volurné of foul water produced and volume of foul water transported off-site.
Any other items specified by the Agency.

NOTE 1 Content to be revised subject to the agreement of the Agency after cessation of waste acceptance at the
facility

Signed on behalf of the sald Agency
onthe  day of FEEE Authorised Person
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An Ghniomhaireacht um Chaomhnt Comhshaoil

e \a—

- Waste Management Act, 1996

'NOTIFICATION OF A PROPOSED DECISION ON AN APPLICATION FOR A WASTE LICENCE
IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 42(2) OF THE WASTE MANAGEMENT ACT, 1996,

In pursuance of the powers conferred on it by the above mentioned Act, the Environmental Protection
Agency (the Agency) proposes, under Section 40(1) of the said Act, to determine the followmg waste licence

- application: _
-'Waste Licence Register No: 96-1
Applicant: Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Limited t/a Etwm Cobbe
‘Waste Disposal, The Cottage, Tipper Road, Naas, Co. Kildare.

Facility: . . Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co Laois.

The application was received by the Agency on 05/03/99.

Waste activities to which -the application applies:

Refused wasle d.-sposal activities, in accordance with the Third Schedule ‘
of the Waste Management Act, 1996

Ciass 11. Blendmg or mixture prior to submissmn to any activity referred toin a precedlng
SR paragraph of this Schedule.

Class 13, Storage prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of -
this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending collection, on the prem:ses
- where the waste concerned is produced.

Refused waste recovery activities, in accordance with the Fourth Schedule of the Waste

Management Act 1996

Class 2. Recycling or reclamation of organic substances which are net used as solvents

(including composting and other biclogical transformation processes).
| Class 3. Recycling or reclamation of metals and metal compounds.

-Class 4, Recycling or reclamation of other inorganic materials.

Class 8. Oil re-refining or other re-uses of oil.

Class 9. Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other means to generate energy.

Class 11. Use of waste obtained from any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of

: this Schedule. ‘

Class 12. - Exchange of waste for submission to any activity referred to in a preceding

paragraph of this Schedule.

Note: Datails of the statutory requirements in relation to making an objection and requesting an oral hearing in respect of a
proposed decision by the Agency on a waste licence application are set out in the extracts from the Waste Management .
Act, 1996 and the Waste Management {Licensing} Regulations S.1. No. 133 of 1997, which accompany this rtoﬁﬂcaﬁnn.

The fees for the making of an objection and a ﬁquest for an oral hearing are set out in the accompanying extracts from the
Waste Management {Licensing) Regulations, S.I. No. 133 of 1997.



Class 13. Storage of waste intended for submission to any activity referred to in a preceding

paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending collection,
on the premises where such waste is produced. Co

" Proposed Decision It is proposed to refuse to grant a waste licence to the above named applicant to carry oﬁ
the waste activities specified above, that are the subject of the above reférenced application, at the above
- named facility. A copy of the proposed decision, including the reasons for it, accompanies this notification.

OBJECTIONS & ORAL HEARINGS _ : : -

Any person may object to the proposed decision, in accordance with section 42 of the Waste Management
Act, 1996, at any time no Jater than 20 March 2002. A person making an objection may also request an oral
hearing of the objection, in accordance with Section 42 of the Act, at any time no later than the date specified
above. It is important to note that any objection to a proposed decision/request for an oral hearing must be

received by the Agency before the appropriate period expires.

An objection/request for an oral hearing mmst be made either by—sending_the‘ objection or request by prepaid
post to the Agency, or by leaving the objection or request with an employee of the Agency at the
Headquarters of the Agency in Wexford during office hours, i.e.9a.m. to5p.m. Monday to Friday.

An objection against the proposed decision must state in full the grounds of the objection. An objection and a
request for an oral hearing of an objection must each be accompanied by the appropriate fee. An objection
and a request each must also comply with the other statutory requirements in relation to objections and
requests for oral hearings as set out in the Waste Management Act, 1996 and the Waste Management
(Licensing) Regulations, S.I. No. 133 of 1997. Exiracts from the Act and the Regulations accompany this
notification. For the purposes of making an objection and/ or a request for an oral hearing, the address of the
principal office of the Agency is P.O. Box 3000, Johnstown Castle Estate, County Wezxford.

In the event that; ’ ' '

(a) mo objection is taken against the proposed decision or

(b) an objection or objections is or are taken against the proposed decision and the objection or objections is
or are withdrawn,

the decision of the Agency will be in accordance with the proposed decision and will be issued as soon as
may be after the appropriate period expires.

Signed on behatf of the Agency: M M

on the 21st day of February, 2002 Breda Sheehan  Autherised Person




re: Proposed Decisions of the Environmental Protection Agency in respect of Waste Licence

applications

Fees for the making of Objections and Oral Hearing requests

Fees for making an Objection:

Article 43 (1) A fee shall be paid to the Agency in respect of the making of an objection.

(2) Subject to sub-article (3), the fee payable under sub-article (1) shall be the amount
indicated in-column (3) of Part II of the Third Schedule opposite the appropriate
mention of objection in colummn (2) of the said Part of the Schedule.

Article 45

{3) Where an objection is made to the Agency by -

(a)
b
©)
@
(O]
®
®

a local authority,

a planning authority

a sanitary authority,

the Central Fisheries Board, -

An Taisce - The National Trust for Ireland,
Bord Failte

in the case of an activity any part of which is situdte within the fanctional area’
of the Shannon Free Airport Dcvclupmcnt Company Limited, that Company,

a reduced fee shall be payable in respect of the said objection, in accordance with
sub-article (2)

Fees for making a request for an Oral Hearing (payable in addition ta the fee payable for making the
associated objection)

(1) A fee shall be paid to the Agency in respect of a request for an oral hearing of an
- objection.

(2) The fee payabie under sub-article (1) shall'be the amount indicated in column (3) of
Part H of the Third Schedule opposite the mention of a request for an oral heanng
in column (2) of the said Part of the Schedule.

Extract from Third Schedule (Part ) of the Regulations

o @ @)
Amount of fee (£)
Article 43 Objection by the applicant or licensee : 250

Objection by an authority or body mentioned ' 50
in Article 43(3)
Objection by any other person

. ) 150

| Article 45

Request for an oral hearing 50




re: Proposed Decisions of the Environmental Protection Agency in respect of Waste Licence
apphcahons

Fees for the makﬁig-of Objections and Oral Hearing requests
.- Fees for making an Objection: ' .

Atticle43 (1) A fee shall be paid to the Agency in respect of the making of an objecti_on.

" (2) Subject to sub-article (3), the fee payable under sub-article (1) shall be the amount
- indicated in column (3) of Part II of the Third Schedule opposite the appropriate
mention of objection in column (2) of the said Part of the Schedule

{3) Where an objection is made to the Agmcy by -
' (a) alocal authority, _

(b) aplanning authbﬁfy

"{c) asanitary autﬁority,-
(d) the Central Fisheries Board,
(¢) An Taisce - The National Trust for Ireland,
(f) Bord Failte, _
(¢) in the case of an activity any part of which is sitate within the functional area )

of the Shannon Free Airport Development Company Limited, that Company, - .

a reduced fee shall be payable in respect of the said objection, in accordance with -
- sub-article (2). ,

Fees for maldng a request for an Oral Hearing (payable in aa‘dman to the fee payable for making the
associated objection)

Article 45 (1) A fee shall be paid to the Agency in'respect of a request for an oral hearing ofan
o objectlon.

(2) The fee payabile under sub-article (1) shall be the amount indicated in colurn (3 of

Past I of the Third Schedule opposite the mention of a request for an oral hearing
in column (2) of the said Part of the Schedule.

Extract from Third Schedule (Part IT) of the Regulations

1) 2 &)
. Amount of fee (£) )
Article 43 Objection by the applicant or licensee 250
Objection by an authority or body mentioned 50
in Article 43(3)

Objection by any other person

, 150
Article 45 Request for an oral hearing 50




(i) A request for an oral hearing of an objection which is not accompanied by
such fee (if any) as may be payable i in respect of such request shall not be
considered by the Agency.
(¢} A request for an oral hearing of an objection shall be made within the appropriate
period, and any request received by the Agency after the expiration of that period shall not
be considered by it.

42(10) An objection, or a request for an oral hearing under subsection (9), shall be made—-
' : (a) by sending the objection or request by prepaid post to the Agency, or :
{b} by leaving the objection or request with an employee of the Agency, at the principal
office of the Agency,; during office hours, or
©) by such other means as may be prescribed.

42(11) - (a) Where a request for an oral hearing of an objection is made in accordance with
subsectzan (9), or otherwise where an objectionhas been made, the Agency shall have an absolute
discretion to hold an oral hearing in relation to the objection and, if it decides to hold such a hearing, it
shall give notice in writing of that decision to—
(i) the applicant or the holder of the licence, as the case
may be,
‘ , ' (ii) where relevant, the local authority in whose functional
) ~ area the activity, the subject matter of the pro-posed
waste licence or the waste licence, as the case
may be, is intended to be, or is, carried on,
(iii) any person who requested an oral hearing, and
{iv) such other person as may be prescribed.
{b) Where the Agency decides not to hold an oral hearing under this subsection, it shall
give notice in writing of its decision to the person who requested the oral hearing. '

Il
e

42{12) In this section ‘“the appropriate period’’* means the period of 28 days beginning on the day on
which notification is sent under subsection (2) in rcspect of the matter concerned.
43—(1) {a) Where

{i) no objection is made in accordance with section 42 (3) to the Agency in
relation to a decision that it proposes to make in respect of an application made to
it for the grant of a waste licence or in consequence of a review conducted by it of
) a waste licence, or
: : : - (ii} any objection or objections that has or have been so made to itin relation
thereto is or are withdrawn, :

the decision of the Agency in relation to that application or in consequence of the review shall
be that as notified by it under section 42 (2).

{b) Wheze the decision of the Agency is to grant a waste licence or a rcv:sed waste licence,
such a licence. shall be granted by it as soon as may be after the making of the decision.

‘.-\\‘
]
A
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Headquarters, - S
P.O. Box 3000, | |
Johnstown Castle Estate
- County Wexford, Ireland

* WASTE LICENCE APPLICATION

PROPOSED DECISION

' )
Waste Licence - 9%6-1
Register Number: o I
Applicant: . Advanced Environmental Solutions (Irelan™

Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal

Location of Facility: Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co.
' - Laois.



Proposed Decision

On the basis of the information available to it, the Agency, pursuant to its powers under Secuon 40(1) of
the Waste. Management Act, 1996, proposes to refuse to grant a_waste licence to Advanced

-Bnvironmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal to carry on the waste

activities that are the subject of waste licence apphcatlon reglster number 96-1 at Ballymorris, Kilbride,
Portarhngton, Co. Laois.

In reaching this decision the Agency has considered the apphcat:on and supportmg documentation
received from the appllcant, all submissions received ﬁom other parties and the report of its inspector.

' Actwmes Refused

Reﬁu‘ed waste dzsposal activities, in accordance with the Tr’urd Schedule
of the Waste Management Act, 1996

| Class 1. Blending or mixture prior to submisslon to any activity referred to in a precedlng paragnph of this
Schedule.
Class 13.° Storage prier te submission to any activity referred toin a precedig paragraph of this Schedule, other

than temporary storage, pending coliection, on the premises where the waste concerned is produced.

' Refiised waste recovery activities, in accordance with the Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act
' 1996

Class 2, - Recycling or reciamation of organic substances which are not used as solvents (inc!udmg compostmg
.and other biological transformation processes).

Class 3. - ‘ Recyeling or reclamation of metals and metal compounds.

Class 4. Recycling or reclamation of other inorgunic materials.

CIass 8. Oii re-refining or other re-uses of oil.

Class 9. Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other nteans to generat; energy.

Class 11. Use of waste obtained from any activity referred toina pruueding paragraph of this Schedule.

Class 12. Exchange of waste for submission to any activity réf_erred toina precleding paragraph of tuis Schudule.

Class 13. Storage of waste intended for submission fo any activity referred to in 2 preceding paragraph of this
Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending collection, on the premises where such waste is
produced

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/Reg. No.96-1 Page 1 of 2




Reasons for the proposed decision:

1. The Agency considers that the proposal to burn 6,000 tonnes/annum v_v-ood, paper and cardboard
waste by using an integrated burner and heat-exchanger unit, the Talbott"C9, does pot meet the
. requirements of the EU Incineration of Waste Directive (2000/76/EC). -
2. The Applicant has not demonstrated that the raw materials proposed for the briquetting process do
. not contain hazardous substances which would render the subsequent product unsuitable for use as a

3. There is insufficient information in the application to satisfy the Agency that environmental

nuisances from the facility can be controlled, given the proximity of residences to the boundary. i }
Signed on behalf of the said Agency . i o
" onthe 21st day of Febmary, 2002 Breda Sheehan,  Authorised Person ’ '

Enw‘mnmental Protection Agency WLPD/Reg. No.96-1 ' Page 2of 2
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- ADVANCED ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS (RELAND) LTD.

UNIT 1, MONREAD COMMERCIAL PARK, MONREAD ROAD,
Naas, Co. KILDARE.

PHONE: 045-981613 Fax: 045- 981621 -

EmAIL: info@aesirl.ie

Administration

Waste Management Licensing

EPA '

PO Box 3000

Johnstown Castle Estate

Co. Wexford . =

'Ref. Register No. 96-1

Dear Sirs

I refer to your letter of 21* February 2002 and the notification of a proposed
determination on the licence application by AES (Ireland) Ltd.

The applicant, AES (Ireland) Ltd., wishes to object to the Agency’s proposed decision

and specifically the stated reasons for the proposed decision. The required fee is
enclosed.

In makmg this objectlon AES are primarily addressmg the explicit reasons, numbers 1
— 3, in the Proposed Decision refusing the granting of a licence.

Should the board reverse the decision and issue conditions of licence, AES assume
that they will have the opportumty to make further submissions on any future
Proposed Decision.

Also attached is a commentary on the Inspectors Report that was submitted to the
board of the Agency in relation to this Proposed Decision. It is our understanding that
this report isnot a formal part of the Proposed Decision (as it was not supplied as part
of, or as an appendix to, the Proposed Decision issued February 21% 2002) but may
have been material to the decision-making process and therefore deserves our
comment.

The following are enclosed:

Formal Objection

Attached Supporting Documentation, Appendlx 1 (Al)
Comments on EPA Inspectors Report, Appendlx 2 (A2)
Cheque € 318

. & ¢

If you require any further details or clarification pl

Best Regards,

Df; olm I%Namm

Ce Dr. John Ryan, EMAI Ltd

REGISTERED OfFICE: UNIT 1, MONREAD COMMERCIAL PARK, MONREAD RoAD, NAAS, CO. KILDARE.
REGISTERED IN IRELAND Mo.: 224173 VAT No.: IE 8224173 C.
DiRECTORS: PA. ALLEY (CHAIRMAN & MANAGING), M. SHEAHAN, A.C.CA. (FINANCE), N. O’MEARA (SECRETARY),
A. BAtLEY, ). Cox, P. DANAHER, ). DOHENY, P O'BRIEN (U.S.A.}



Formal Objection

 Objector details , , |

Name: AES (Ireland) Ltd. /a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal (the Applicant).
 Address: Unit 1, Monread Commercial Park, Monread Road, Naas, Co. Kildare.
Facility: Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

Agency reason for proposed decision and Applicants ground§ i‘or objéction

1. The Agency considers that the proposal to burn 6,000 tonnes/annum wood,
' paper, and cardboard waste by using an integrated burner and heat-exchange
unit, the Talbott C9, does not meet the requirements of the EU Incineration of
Waste Directive (2000/76/EC). , :

Applicant objection to this reason -
The applicant wishes to inform the Agency that the said burner unit is not, and
has not been, operational at the applicant’s facility. Furthermore, the applicant
does not intend to use this technology as a waste disposal/energy recovery
activity. The applicant had begun the process of decommissioning the burner
- unit with the intention of removing the burner unit off-site. Therefore, there
will not be any activity under Class 9 or 11 of the Fourth Schedule of the
Waste Management Act, 1996 nor will the EU Incineration of Waste Directive
“will not be applicable to any activity at the facility. (Please see attachment A1
Document 1 for clarification from the owner of the burner.) '

Thus, the stated Agency reason for the proposed decision is not applicable to
this application. . -

2. The Applicant has not demonstrated that the raw materials proposed for the
briquetting process do not contain hazardous subsiances which would render
the subsequent product unsuitable for use as a fuel.

Applicant objection to this reason

The applicant can also confirm to the Agency that there will not be any
briquetting activity at the facility. This activity was associated with the
operation of the aforementioned burner and due to the removal of the burner
will not be carried on at the facility. Therefore, there is no potential for the
burning of hazardous substances, as referred to in the proposed decision.

| Thus, the stated Agency reason for the proposed decision is not applicable to
this application. . '
3. There is insufficient information in the application fo satisfy the Agency that
environmental nuisances from the facility can be controlled, given the
proximity of residences to the boundary..

{



—

Applzcant objection to this reason

‘The applicant feels that the dismantling of the burner coupled with the
~ decommissioning of the briquetting activity, mitigates strongly against the

above reason being used as grounds for refusing a Waste Licence. The fact
that no incineration will occur on site eliminates all possible environmental
nuisances and pollution from this particular source. AES Ireland Ltd. is
particularly concerned with the environmental performance of the site at
Ballymorris. The company is acutely aware of its neighbours at Deer Park
Cross and is committed to providing the resources to control any potential
environmental nuisances. Taking that ‘environmental nmsancqs encompasses
‘vermin, birds, files, dust, odours and litter’ as mentioned in the Inspector’s

- Report (17/01/02) the applicant, AES, has initiated and implemented a number

of schemes to monitor, control and ameliorate these nuisances.

Theses include

L

A daily mspectlon (now documented and recorded) of the facility and the
surrounding area for the above nuisances.

The control of nuisances caused by vermin has been improved by a revised
and updated contract with Rentokill. This new contracts includes a 50%
increase in annual site visits executed by Rentokill, and also incorporates ‘a
yearly vermin report’ by a qualified field biologist. Please see a copy of the
attached contract, A1 Document 2.

In relation to birds, the applicant, AES, have engaged the services of Bird

‘Control Ireland to assuage avian nuisances. Please see the attached letter (Al -

Document 3) from Bird Control Ireland, outlining their proposals (and their
reasons for the delay in implementation).

AES have also contracted Envirotech concerning odour control and abatement

at the facility, please see the attached correspondence (Al Document 4). AES
have also initiated operational procedures on site instructing that waste for
disposal is removed from the site within 24 hours, hence limiting likely odour
problems. -

The potential nuisance associated with dust is now greatly reduced given that
the operation of both the burner and the briquetting unit is no longer part of
AESs plans for the site. In addition, extra cladding enclosing the trommel has
recently been installed. This improvement will further limit any nuisance
associated with dust. It should also be noted that facilities are in place for the
spraying of waste with water (and odour-masking agents) in the event of
extended spells of dry and hot weather, again the aim being to minimise
nuisance dust.

AES employees perform a daily check of the environs removing any litter that
may have inadvertently been dropped, this activity is now documented and
recorded.



 AES have also contacted Morrissey Fencing (A1 Document 5) in relation to
upgrading the fencing -around the boundary of the site; please see attached
quotation. This improvement will further diminish the effect of nuisances on
the nearby residents. .

» AES management have also met with representatives of the residents in the
area. In an effort to work with neighbours, AES commissioned (and financed)
three independent laboratories (Bord ni Mona, Teagas, & the Eastern Health
Board) to analysis the quality of the water at Mrs Champs farm. AES have not
as yet (19™ March 02) received formal notification of these Fesults.

« AES Ltd. intends to allocate required resources for the monitoring and
: management. of any potential nuisances as an integral part of its
implementation of an overallr environmental management systems (EMS).

» The company recently commissioned a third party environmental audit of the
facility and have used the findings of this report as a basis.for developing a
plan for the ongoing management of the site. - Furthermore, the company has -
commissioned consultants to draft operational procedures for the facility and
also to conduct staff training. AES Ltd. intends to implement these measures
in association with complying with the requirements of the Agency as outlined
in a waste licence (see attached summary report, A1 Document 6).

In summary, the applicant is of the view that the reasons for the proposed decision
outlined in the Agency’s correspondence of the 21* February, are largely unrelated to
the actual activity to be carried on-site. The burner unit is not to be used as waste to
energy activity and is being removed off-site: with a concomitant removal of the
briquetting activity. In addition, AES Ltd. is committed to operating the facility so as
to minimise any potential environmental nuisance to its neighbours. The success of
this commitment will be monitored through internal review at management level,
within the context of the implementation of an EMS and also, it is anticipated,
through thorough third party review by the EPA.



- Appendix 1

Supporting Documents

Document Ref Document
Code
A1 Document 1 Letter from Erwin Cobbe via Arthur Cox re the current status

of the Burner .

Al Document 2

Service Agreement with: Rentokill for the Ballymorris Site

Al Dotument 3

Natification from Bird Control Ireland re services for the
Ballymorris Site

Al Document 4

Notification from Envirotech re Odour Abatement agents

Al Docurhent 5

(=Y

Notification from Morrissey Fencing re the Ballymorris site

Al Document 6

EMAI summary report on requirements for a waste licence
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ARTHUR COX

EarisFrort CunTie, EamiSrorRT TERRACE, DUBLIN 2 . '
TerL +353 1 618 0000 Fax +353 1 618 0618 DX 27 DUBLIN

ulai]@dr(hurcox.c-ﬁn Lllp://m'ww. arl.lrurcnx.eum

Bt pasr Lonnox Nrw YOrk
Brokks Thoaess, 17-25 Cotlear SOUare Base 29 LenGats Hng, ST0 EXINGION AVESUE, 2810 Fooor
Brssn BTL 6HD ) LowennN FCAM 7IF New YORK NY 10022
TELLMIONEG. +d4 28 9023 0007 TrisPORE +44 20 7213 0450 THEBPSONE + 1 212 750 Q0S8
Fax 44 28 923 3304 Fax +44 20 7213 (455 Fax +1 212 688 3237
LS BFS 4 o SN 3 Vv R L33
GG/T/ck .
19th March 2002 ' "o
BY FAX & POST
The Board of the Environmental Protection Agency
Johnstown Castle Est
- Co Wexford..

Pt

Re: Our Client: Erwin Cobbe : .
Application for a Waste Licence for Premises at Ballymorris, Co Laois

Dear Sirs,

Our client has-asked us to write to you concerning a burner which is currently located on AES’s
site at Ballymorris, Co Laois. The said burner was attached to a silo and dissipater, which silo
and dissipater have now been removed from the premises at Ballymorris.

The burmer cannot operate without the silo and dissipater, and in any event, our client instructs

us to advise you that he undertakes not to use the burner and that it will be removed from the site

at Ballymorris as soon as is practicable,

Yours faithfully, :

DreoYows Conyg
ARTHUR COX

Pasis FDNWER. Part MULAM GIILIN BaN A SCaT Dasiet B, O'Covsor Pr ik MOLATGINTY  Roserr BULIGN Jutik ¥ O'Devee. Rovas Warsn Donoin CRO® LY Joies S.Wat gie

MicHae Mot Josers Livnes Winast Jomnstos Broese MeCasve Nicotas G Mooge Dreciax Vaves Davis O'Dovaiion Coum Decaas Car OFSuLias Tsatin Fowy

Joa dMuan: Covom MeBusngg, Daroeer MoGoveay  Gaart HIERcESsy StaMes Given Caun Byeye Caroune Deviay Crardn Rown g GREGORY SONK Pavur Foigy

SrErnen HEGAY  Diciar Dristas Saat Conmee KaTmeky Gaketrt PApUG O RIORDAIN  EVLIZABETH BOTIWELL Waaw Day ADRRW LENKY  Juus Miaoron
PArKcR OFB Ry Outa OPCONNOR BRiA¥ (PGORMAN  MARK Sat NDLKs Mank Barr JOoHN MaTson DERORAN SPuncE PARGARITE MU pUwNEy

CoNstranrs: VINCeNT Warsn D | Boroiny CHerwone LEasnson Nean Mebavotx D Yvosst: SCANNEIL DR ROBERY CLakk  Jony G, Frsn D MaRy REmgonn



Th|s agreement ‘may only be terminated or sewtce deleted on an ann versary of t commencem t date prowded that wi
notlt’ cation is given by the party term:natmg it to the other at least 3 months prior t such annwersa date. Addition ofa new se

'.to_ this agreement automatically extends the ‘anniversary date by 12 months aﬂer the addmen date

The client agrees to allow Rentoknl (nitial Limited mspectors or Operators unhtndered access to the [ amises at alf reasonable ho
for the purpose of carrymg out the treatments or inspect;ons of the premises.

‘Whilst this agreement is in force the client undertakes not to use or allow to be’ used on the premlses any other methods of treatment

= whateoever agamst the above-thentioned vermin as such other methods may senously interfere with those of Rentok:l Inltlal
,:il_imited

I clearly understand that_‘this ser\nce
agreement is for a mmjm im
= / R SN
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FAX Mmge |

Christor O Brien '
Erwin Cabbe Waste Disposa
Portadington

Co, Laolse

21 Februacy 2002

Dear Christor,

ettt ol P

{ have drawn up a Bird Control Plan for kirwin Cobbe as requested and ordinarily you
would have reccived it by now. However we suffered a lightening strike here at Bird

Control which destroyed our entire computer network and phone sysem.

The system hard disk bas been sent 1o the UK Jor information retrieval and I will forward

the programme to you as soon as possible.

1 estitbate this will be about three wecks, 1 hape you will bear with ug s we have » lotof

information to calch up op fox our clients.

Meanwhile we have purchased a new comoputer system with appropriate security to avoid

suich upeets in future.

Yours Sincerely,

v4
Jeremy: Nicholson
Managiag Director

e r——

DIRECTORS: Jeremy Nicholson, Qtla Nichulson
Litebridge inches, Cappogudr, Co. Woterford, Traland.
Tol /Fax: 00 353 58 52302 Mobila: 087 233u330
e-maik bridfeircom.nel
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Ay DowwmewC

WIROTECH

i 1l £ Pracess Terfnmiogies

29™ January 2002

Mr James Heffernan _ ' L
.- Erwin J. Cobbe

Kilbride

Portarlington

Co. Kildare

Dear Mr. Heffernan
I would like to thank you for taking the time to try our produet.
As we discussed in our phone conversation, Odourblock 720E is designed to
cotnteract rancid odours. It functions as an extremely potent masking agent Wthh is
effective over a w1de range of applications.
It application in relatlon to your particular needs would be advised as follows:
= For truck washing the addition of 100 to 200 mls of Odourblock 720E can be ;
placed either into the reservoir the power washer is drawing from, or in with '

the detergent draw line that is used for washing.

* A knap sack containing a one in ten dilution (ie 1 Itr of Odourblock 720E to 10
ltrs of water). can be sprayed directly around the skips once emptied.

»  Odourblock 720E can be sprayed directly over the waste on-site to prevent the
occurrence of odours.

Envirotech would also be pleased to quote for storm water analysis or any other
analysis that needs to be carried out on your site.

I will be in contact over the next fortnight to answer any queries or you may contact
me on 086 8564339,

" Kind regards

Yours sincerely

Qodr Lt

Declan Costigan
TECHNICAL SALES

ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY (MANUFACTURING) LTD.

Ballycurrean Indusirial Estate, Kinsale Road, Cork, Irelond.

Tel: 021 - 4962554 /7 4962518 Fax: 021 - 4962345 E.mail: info@envirotech.ie  Website: www.envirotech.ie
Registered in Dublin, Ireland. No. 205441 V.AT. Reg. No. IE 8205441k
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MORRISSEY -

FENCING LTD.

- BALLINALACKEN, BALLYRAGGET, CO, KILKENNY, TRELAND.

Tel: 056 33733 Fax: 056 33368

Quotatjon for Fencing at the AES Site in Ballymorris (6™ March 2002)

Best regards,

oo U0

Martin Morri

Palisade Fencing for section of site as per € 3000
discussion : '

Vat @ 12.5% € 1000 .

Total € 9000

oty

53ey

Quotations are valid for 1 month from date of issue

MMWMW%EMWM No. 273313
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Business and
Environmentcal
Consultants

Mr. Christoir O 'Brien
AES (Ireland) Ltd.

Unit 1

Monread Industrial Park
Maonread Road

Naas
Co. Kildare

14® February 2002

Ref. AES waste transfer facility at Portarlington, Co. Laois

Dear Christoir

I refer to our ongoing discussions regarding the E. Cobbe site and preparation for compliance
with the EPA licence. .

I enclose a summary of the items that will need to be addressed — procedures, reports,
monitoring etc. - typical of EPA requirements. I would advise that you consider adopting the
EMS route from the start- not only will it provide a focus and driver to address the EPA
requirements but you will be required to implement an EMS as a condition of licence.

As T have mentioned to you, the time scale for completion of many of the items will be
immediate since the Agency are aware of the 2 year life span of the site.

If you have any queries/comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Best regards

Village House, 26 Cork St., Dublin .8, Ireland. Tel (+353 1) 454 7001 Fax: (+353 1) 6613172 Email: ema@indigo.ie



A.

~ Typiecal requirements of Waste Licence

Site management d

- Given that there will be a condition of licence to encapsulate all activities, including reporting and
procedure development, into a structured environmental management system (EMS), it is recommended
that AES adopt an EMS approach from day 1. Furthermore, using this approach will give confidence that
the management tools will be available to facilitate licence compliance.

B.
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Procedures and EMS elements required immediately Iﬁ'support the waste

licence

Environmental objectives and targets — with specific objectives and measurable targets —
reviewed on an ongoing basis and submitted to the EPA for approval;

Environmental management programme. — timetable to achieve objectives and taigets—
reviewed on an ongoing basis and submitted to the EPA for approval;

Corrective action procedure — and associated forms and records;

Emergency response procedure — with associated forms and records;

Awareness and training procedure — to identify training needs and then provide training;
Description of the site management structure — supply for agreement — changes to be
notified to EPA for agreement — include info on competence and qualifications;
Communications Programme — so that general public can get info on the environmental
performance of the site;

Management of unacceptable wastes — including quarantine; handling and reporting

Decommissioning and aftercare Plan — this will be of particular concern to the EPA given
the short life span of the site;

Additional reports required

Proposal for an EMS — this to be submitted for approval to EPA, the EMS then established and
maintained (see Section A);

Annual environmental report (AER) — 12 months from date of licence — summarises
environmental performance over vear;

Bund integrity analysis;

Risk assessment on fire fighting and fire water retention faculties;

Environmental liabilities risk assessment

Proposal for financial provision to cover any liabilities — current or potential — see point
5

Engineering works (specified by EPA) — report to EPA for approval 2m in advance of
starting project;

Quality assurance validation — on works specified in point 5;
Weighbridge accuracy

Any new waste processing activity — any change to be sent to EPA for agreement in
advance of commencing;

Recording to be compléted — in excess of Sections B+C

Nuisance caused by the site

Any emission that exceeds a licence limit or other statutory limit
Incidents/potential contamination

Cessation of activity for >28d

Incident with potential for pollution

Any emergency

Monitoring results (see Section E)

Incoming waste information

¥
e
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9. Outgoing waste information
" 10. Onsite recovery/dlsposal
11. Complaints

E. Monitoring required.

Noise — probably twice a year

Dust — annual

Emissions to any percolation area
Emissions to ground and surface waters

el S

F. Infrastructure issues

Site notice board
Site security report
Completion of hardstandmg/concretmg
Waste inspection area
Waste quarantine area
Truck wash analysis
Bunded fuel storage
All storage of liquids to be clearly identified
Site drainage plan
10 Class 1 oil water interceptor
11. Roof water to surface water
- 12. Foul water holding tank
13. Identification of all drains/grills
14. Site lighting
15. Safe, permanent and identified momtormg points

G0 NS R RN

Note — waste activity at the site will be limited to the scope of the licence. This is defined
based on information supplied throughout the application process.
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- Portlaoise residents pllot
,recycllng scheme

By James Russell

THE residents of the Beladd Estate on the Stradbally Road,
Portlacise will be the first in the town to have their recyciable

waste collected by Advanced Environmental Solutions (AES), the B

sdle waste collection company operating in Lacis.

Environmeataily
friendiy restdents will now

Heavy, Semor

bemun:ringhpmjectm
owderto' NPEOVE T

Demhnait Mo comey e

t faste:
Officer,

pilot progravame which is to
un over four months.
National cross country
Champion. Asne Keenan-

" Buckley was.zmong the

residents @ receive a bin.

‘Lapis
County Coudcil has: bees

ﬁ ive Engincer, Waste
anagement, Laois County
Council  explained that
upder the Midlands Waste

Management Plan, door to

lwﬁll&f wase foﬂowmg
the recycling initiative's
introduction, “We were
amazed to find that 67
cent of pepple su

Beladd  already recycld . asy

glass and cans, while |8 per

. oversecing door  collection of
measurement - of waste recyclables was
‘coming - from the Beladd  for the towns of
Estate over the past months.  Portartington and
in_order 10 compare the  Mountmellick. “The

on of  objecti is to divert as

mich waste as ibie

present over 93 per cent of
‘the waste collected from
facis houscholders and
businesses goes directly to
theé county bmdfill site.
“This project will set the

Also at the

cent .were “secycling paper
the secycling

and magazioes. Many-of
the id wh?‘ don't *
recycle said r.hey At they
would start now.”

at the lannch
Porlhoise on

Lacks Coun
Keenan-B
(Senior

Heuso Sdtn i
Travelling by rail this
St. Potucl\s LUeekend?

REVISER ARRARGEMENRTS AT HEUSTON STATION e . .
As part of Gur ongeing major inveést t ini Heuston Station and thé Kildore Rait Route, essential - .
signaliing and track work wilt take plﬂoe over this 8ank Ho}lduy {eekend. A Special St. Patricks
Weekend InterCity Timetable, detailing btl roit arang for pe s using Heuston Stati
is available free of charge from otl InterClty Stunbns and Offices. ~ .
KORMM. SERVICE: THURS 14TH & FRI I5TH MARCH ) -
Hormat rail services to aad from Heuston-Station’ iill operate on Thursduy 14th, Fru!ay lsth aihd
From 13.00 hours on Monday 18th March. On Suturi‘lux 16th March’ the follouwing tmins |.m|.l depurt
from Heuston:-

= 0710 o Cork

* 0720 to Galway

i)

+ 0730 to Waterford .

v 08.20 to Cork
.+ OBOS te u.'esfpnrt

. 0845 to ere_nck o

» 0830 to Tratee L
COACH TRANSFERS: SAT T6TH - MOK 18TH MARCH.

" Betuween 0900 hours Saturday 16th and 13.00 haars on: Monduy 18th March, bus :mnsfers wlu
operate to and from Heuston Station: ‘Pussengers will be transferred between Heuston Stotion ond
Kitdare For Cork and Kerry trains, befween Héuston Station and Newbridge for Limerick, Gotway:and
Mayo trains und between Heuston Stutlon and Athy for WWaterford trains.

CONTROLCARDS Cotd s

Control Cards will be requ«red byl possengers wishing to travel from Heuston Station on all Soturday
services up to 14.00 hours. These control cards are now availabie and must be baoked inadvance:
Bookings may be made in person ot Heuston Station or The Travel Cenire 35; Lr. Abbey Street, Dublin 1
Credit cord bookings may be made by phomng 1611703 1355 [up until 8th darch).

ADVICE TO PASSENGERS WITH SPECIAL NEEDS. .
Any mebility impaired possengers requiring fo travel during the period of curtailed service should
confoct our special needs helpline 0 {01)703 2634 between 09.00hrs and 17.30hrs Monday to Friday.

COMMUTER (ARROUH SERVICES: Mon l'lt:h - Mon 18th MARCH:

from Monday 11th to Sunday 17th March, Commuter {ARROW) services will nof serve Chem,' Orchard -~

or Clondolkin Stations. Also, from Monddy 1ith to Friday 15th Morch the 11.00tws service from

Heuston Station to Kildare ond the 11.55hrs fram Kildare to Heuston Station will be cancelled.

On Friday 15th Morch'only, the 21.45hrs aivd 22.45hrs services from Heuston Station to Kitdare and the
B 25 SOhrsmldure to Heuston Station sevice will be ctincetted. Mo commuter (ARROW] services will

opemte un ’the Klldure mu!e on Sutuniuy 16th, Sunday ITth or Monduy 8th March.

[Ue (:polagise for any inconvenience ccu“-ed b\; these
suspensions, which are unfortunately essential in order
to improve our Rail Network.

~<Elarnrod Eireann

vestment is funded by the .

- i Jrish Government under the L
“National Development Plan 2000 - 2006
R and the Europeon Unioa. - -

RATIERA STeiATA AT FLaK

! Colln.cll), pr g b
Ruad., Fortlacise on Fri.day Iast. Alsa in Ihe p

ﬁumnm,wmmm

Engi ‘Waste M

standards  for
kerbside
county Ladis.
grateful 1o l.hc_r;e.sidems of

Beladd - for. leding the -

way,” she copcluded.

D¢ John. McNamara,
Environmental Manager for
AES, was deligited with-
the-new initiative.
pleased to be the ‘ficst waste

future .
- collection 7 in :
Te-We care

“We ars -

nt, Laois Cnunty Cou

managcmcnl company to
introduce:: this .recycling

_our parf in toaperating with

7 Laois County Coupeil a4d

-our clistomiers. in- meeting
-ur *environmenial
responsibilities. We
‘eventually hope to establish

-2 Waste recycling ¢entre for

‘Council
meeting called
off

A MOUNTMELLICK

area meeting scheduled

to take place on Monday,

March 4 wis called off-|
were -

because  their
insufficient ‘numbers
attending to make up a
qUOTHHT.

Just 1wo of the four
Mounmellick councillors -
Cllr John Molodey and Clir

Seamus McDoriald tumned |

up lo the meeting, -with an
-apology' from Clir Joc

Digan and a no-show from
i f.‘ilir Diavid Goodivin. =
17 The meeting was |

rescheduled for ' Monday,
March 11

Q?'

od‘\

schemse into the county and .. 2
- we. are determined ‘to. play
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| Commentary on Inspector Report | R 20 MAR 2002

Envirenmental Proteciion

Ap.pendix 2 . : Agency

Wasie Lacensing

)
Section 1 - Introduction « w‘s e

Paragraph 3. 4 & 5 ' : e -

As previously mentioned in relation to the proposed decision, the applicant had begun
the process of decommissioning the burner unit with the intention of removing the
burner unit off-site. Therefore, there will not be any activity under Class 9 or 11 of the
Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act, 1996 nor will the EU Incineration of
Waste Directive will not be applicable to any activity at the facility. '

Section 2 — Facility Development

Paragraph4 R

We note the Inspectors comments in relation to ‘trommel fines’.

AES are currently rolling out an initiative to supply customers with “2* bins” to
facilitate the recycling and recovery of dry materials at source (please see attached
press clipping, A2 Document 2). AES have ordered 30,000 2™ bins for customers in

. the Midlands Region; these bins will be delivered free to customers in the near future.

1t is envisaged that the trommel will primarily be used as part of the ‘picking-line’ for
the recovery of the pre-segregated ‘dry recyclables’. Any contaminants arising from
municipal waste will be isolated by the trommelling process and then will be
transferred with other municipal waste fractions to an appropriately licenced facility.

AES are confident that source separation, combined with more efficient tromelling
will have a positive effect.

Paragraph 6:

Existing Security and Fencing:

Access to the site is controlled electronically; all visitors must contact reception for
admittance. The site is monitored by CCTV.

AES have also contacted Morrissey Fencing in relation to upgrading the fencing
around the boundary of the site (please see Appendix 1 Document 7). This
improvement will further diminish the effect of nuisances on the nearby residents.

Weighbridge: '
The weighbridge was inspected by Pracia-Molen on March 13" and 14™ 2002; the
bridge is due to be lifted and recalibrated on Wednesday March 20 2002.

Existing Septic Tank Facility: _

As part of ongoing maintenance of site infrastructure, the septic tank will be examined
for compliance against the criteria set out in the Wastewater Treatment Manual,
Treatment Systems for Single Houses, published by the EPA.



Roof and Diversion of Roof Water:

In relation to this issue, the first item to be addressed was the upgrading of the
existing roof; new guttermg has already been installed on the existing waste transfer
building. As mentioned in response to Reason No. 3 (for refusal of waste hcence)
additional cladding has also been installed.

Fuel Storage Tanks:

We note the comment of the inspector that requires the relocation and bundmg of the

fuel tanks. It is our intention to proceed as per our application.

Foul Water:

~ We note the comment of the inspector that requires the ongoing prowsmn of the
leachate collection tank. It is our intention to proceed as per our application.

~ Concrete: ' '
Waste transfér is currently carried out on a concrete surface; it is our intention to

maintain an impermeable concrete surface in the areas where this activity is carried

out. We feel that it is an excessive recommendatlon to require that the whole site be
concreted.

Construction and Demolition Waste:

Since the take over of the facility from Eiwin Cobbe, AES are cmenﬂy reviewing its

posxtlon on the processing of constructxon and demohtlon waste.

Records are mamtamed in relation to all i mcommg and mrtgomg waste on an ‘ongoing
basis.

Section 3 - Waste Types and Quantities

Paragraph 1: The quarrtiﬁcation_of the waste stream in relation to the acceptance of

wood and wood products is now a moot point as no burning of said material will
occur on site.

Section 4 - Emissions to Air

Paragraph 1: Dust & Noise

The removal of the burner will reduce the emissions to atmosphere and remove the
requirement to monitor parameters such as CO, SO, NOx etc. AES proposes to
conduct Noise and Dust monitoring as per agency guidelines.

Paragraph 2: Odour
The improved cladding on the waste transfer building will have a positive effect in
relation to odour control in the waste receiving area.

As previously mentioned, AES have contracted Envirotech concerning odour control
and abatement at the facility, please see Appendix 1, Document 4. AES have also
initiated operational procedures on site instructing that waste for disposal is removed
from the site within 24 hours, hence limiting likely odour problems.

¢
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Paragraphs 3, 4 & 5: Burner anél Briquetting Process
As mentioned above, these processes will not be occurring on site. -

Section 5 Emissions to Groundwater

Paragraph 3:

There are a number of infrastructural changes which will benefit the protection of the
groundwater. Among these are the relocation and bunding of the fuel tanks, the
upgrading of the interceptor to Class 1 status and the ongoing improvements in
drainage on site.

AES intend to further investigate groundwater conditions and seek additional

professional advice in advance of commenting on the inspector's suggested
remediation.

ngt;a_ph 4 Monitoring -
‘We note the comment of the inspector which requires the ongoing provision of the

groundwater monitoring.

Section 6 - Emission to Surface Waters

In relation to the concreting of the entire facility see comments in relation to Sectton 2
Paragraph 6.

In relation to the provision of an oil separator and grit chamber the comments of the |
inspector have been noted

Section 7 - Other Significant Environmental Impacts of the Development

The comments of the inspector have been noted.

Section 8 - Waste Management, Air Quality and Water Quality Plans

AES is demonstrating its commitment to recycling in the Midlands Region through its
initiative with Laois County Council as mentioned in the comment on Section 2
Paragraph 4.

Section 9 - Submissions

Ground (1) ETA
The comments of the inspector have been noted.

Ground (2) Nuisances
See response to Reason No. 3 of the Proposed Decision

In relation to meetings with Stakeholders; AES management have met with residents
twice since the end of January 2002. AES have also brought a delegation of residents
to visit the Civic Amenity Centres in Navan and Dundalk (28/1/02).



d (3 LlcencelPermxthlanmn ies ' o

The major planning issues relate to the installation and operation of the burner As
mentioned previously this process Wlll not be occurring on site:

d ad N raffic/Residential Ar
. The comments of the inspector have been noted.

- Ground (5) Vehicle Repair : S
The comments of the inspector have been noted.

~ The comments of the inspector have been noted.

d Groun: er
The comments of the inspector have been noted. We also refer to our own comments
~ see Section 5 Paragraph 4.

Ground (8) Complaints against the Agen
The comments of the inspector have been noted.

Ground (9) Medical & Health Issues.
The comments of the inspector have been noted.

Ground ( iOl General

- The comments of the inspector have been noted.

Section 10 - Recommendations |

AES is a professional waste management company. The policy of the company is to
manage waste in a manner which maximises the reuse and recycling of materials
while minimising the volume sent to landfill; this is achieved by utilising the most
modern technologies, ensuring regulatory compliance and working in partnership with
customers and organisations at international, national, regional and local level.
Paragraph 3 refers to ‘poor site housekeeping practices’; as is evident from this
submission and the attached documents, AES are making very positive steps towards
remedying this situation with a formal management system approach.

Paragraph 4: It would be the intention of the company to submit a decommission and
aftercare plan for the facility and an environmental liabilities risk assessment.

- Final Recommendation of the Inspector.

We accept the Inspectors recommendation that the licence be granted subject to
standard conditions. However, we feel that the cessation of waste activities until the
suggested upgrading of the infrastructure is wholly completed is unduly excessive.

We would propose that agreed improvements should be made sequentially while the
facility is operating under licence from the Agency. An immediate cessation of
activities at the facility would have the effect of increasing waste diverted to landfill



as this site accounts for a sizeable amount of the recovered materials in the Midlands
Region. Such a closure could also jeopardise the ongoing household recycling
scheme in County Laois and the Midlands. ' ' ,
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LAOIS COUNTY COUNCIL

- COMHAIRLE CHONTAE LAOISE

OUR REF: | ' " YOUR REF:
ois County Council RECEWED
unty Hall Ms. Eve O’Sullivan, : ;
rtlaoise Programme Officer, | | Time ILE-[-?H
Wagte Management Licensing, e )
_ Environmental Protection Agency, 2 ~ 20 MAR -200
Z?::frle Chontae © PO Box 3000, , -
Johnstown Castle Estate '
as an Chontae " ’ SigaNtt ey
rtiacise Co. Wexford. P:=.‘:|';vlﬂrg:"3133”s ( nﬁm c,,n:‘égme,
ntae Laoise ' _ S ik
' 19" March 2002
: (0502) 64000 o '
Re: Objection to Proposed Decision Waste Licence Register No. 96-1
! J2) 22313 ,
P Dear Ms. O’Sullivan,
ail:
paffairs @laciscoco.ie Laois County Council objects and requires modification to the Proposed Decision
' issued on 21% February 2002 for a Waste Licence Application in respect of a
bsite: - Facility at Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington.
w.laois.ie
Reasons for the objection are as follows:
oct I_’hone Nos. 0 1. The EPA Licence Inspector, in The Inspector’s Report for this
geptlon %1(1}3 0 Application, has highlighted his concerns about the polluted status of
. groundwater samples taken at the site. In the interest of
nning 64039 . . . . . ]
: environmental protection and public health, Laois County Council
tor Taxation 64009 : . . ;
ving Licences 64004 requests that the Environmental Protection Agency requires the
Dev.Board 64026 applicant to submit to the Agency a Groundwater Risk Assessment
s 64055 : and Groundwater Remediation Plan, for the agreement of The
i Agency, and to implement any measures considered necessary by the
using 64089 . P .
64082 ' Agency, within a timeframe agreed with The Agency.
lyments 64056
m ayments 64084 2. . In the interest of environmental protection at the landfill site and in
64091 the interest of regulation of waste collection leglslatlon Laois County
cretarial 64097 - Council requests the Environmental Protection Agency to require the
nitary Services 64120 applicant to submit a Closure Plan to the Agency for it s agreement.
onment 64115 The closure plan should include the applicant’s proposals for
ads 64135 alternative routes of waste movement within Co. Lacis and The
g. of Electors 64093 Midlands Waste Management Region.
man Resources 64075 ‘ -
ad Design 64155

ntral Area Off. 64168
e Charges 64059
rvice Charges 64058

" Yours Sincerély,

Director of Services,
Environment and Planning

Failte Romhat
0 a Dhéanamh

Gaellge “In Partnership with the Community”

#5%%,
s
Prinsed on 100% Recyeled Paper - Caring for our environment a: &',;






Oral Hearing Report Appendix D

Appendix D Submission by AES on Laois County Council Objection

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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ADVANCED ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS (ReLAND) LTD.
UNIT 1, MONREAD COMMERCIAL PARK, MONREAD ‘RoAD,
‘Naas, Co. KILDARE.

PHONE: 045-981613 Fax: 045-981621
EmAIL: info@aesirl.ie

— T
Environincntal Prowciiun

ney
ReCesveVgast_eifwensing
22 APR 2002 T19% April 2002
Initals... 28,
" Karen O’Brien |
Programme Officer

Waste Management Licensing

Re: Objéction to Proposed Decision issued on 21* Febuary 2002 in relation to Reg
No. 96-1

Dear Ms O’Brien,

'As a party to the objections of the Proposed Decision issued on 21% Febuary 2002 (Reg
96-1) please find attached a submission commcntmg on the objections lodged by Laois
: County Council.

Yours smcerely,

ﬁ?ﬂﬁm |

aclNamara

REGISTERED QFFICE: UNIT 1, MONREAD COMMERCIAL PARX, MONREAD ROAD, Naas, Co. KILDARE.
REGISTERED IN IRELAND No.: 224173 VAT No.: IE 8224173 C.
DIRECTORS: P.A. ALLEY (CHAIRMAN & MaNAGING), M, SHEAHAN, AC.CA. (FINANCE), N. O’MEARA (SECRETARY),
A. BAILEY, J. Cox, P. DANAHER, ). DOHENY, P. O'BRigN (U.S.A).



Formal Submission to the objection lodged by Laois

County Council e
Details of Submitter
Name: AES (Jreland) Ltd. t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal (the Applicant).
Address:  Unit 1, Monread Commercial Park, Monread Road, Naas, Co. Kildare.
Facility: Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

- In their first reason for making their objection to the PD, Laois Co. Co. are concerned

that the applicant should “submit to the Agency a Groundwater Risk Assessment and
Groundwater Remediation Plan”, AES address this issue in Appendix 2 Section 5 of our
original objection “AES intend to further investigate groundwater conditions and seek
additional professional advice”. Subsequently AES have had initial discussions with
S.M. Bennet & Co. Ltd. (Hydrogeological & Environmental Consultants) on this matter.
AES is aware that hydrogeological conditions will be a consideration in terms of the
potential environmental liabilities on site. Particular attention will be paid to this matter
during the completion of any environmental risk assessment.

The second reason for Laois Co. Co. objection is that they want the applicant to provide
“a Closure Plan to the Agency” and that this closure plan should include “the applicant’s
proposals for alternative routes of waste movement within Co. Laois and the Midlands
Waste Management Region”. In our original objection AES have commented on the
conclusions reached by the Inspector in his Final Recommendation, namely that the

. “licence be granted subject to standard conditions”. AES expect that a Closure Plan

would be a standard condition of any licence for a facility of this type, and that AES

~~would fulfil it’s obligations according to-the conditions set out in its licence,

It is also worth noting that AES are currently working in cooperation with Laois Co. Co.
and the Midlands Waste Management Region in developing a new Materials Recycling
Facility (MRF) and a new site for the biological treatment of waste. If should also be
noted that AES have already given an undertaking to cease the current activities on the
Ballymorris site by July 2003. 1t is envisaged that by that date AES’s domestic collection
service will be rationalised, our MRF and Biological Treatment facilities operational,
which will then negate the need for the current operations at the Ballymorris facility.

B ] (] § ST



Oral Hearing Report Appendix E

Appendix E Article 34 Notice

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
An Ghniomhaireacht um Chaomhni Comhshacil

Dr. John MacNamara

PO Box 3000 Bosca Poist 3000
SESt glr;}and) Ialr(l;lted ta Er;vgl (];‘{Obbe Waste Disposal Johnstown Castle Estate Eastit Chaislein Bhaile Shedin
i onread L.ommercial rar County Wexford Contae Loch Garman
Monread Road Ireland Eire
Naas o . .
Co. Kildare , Tel:  +353 53 60600 - Email: info@epa.ie
s Fax: +35353 60699 Website: www.epa.ic
Date . Qur ref, " _‘;{our ref, )
17th June 2002 : : Reg. No. 96-1

re: Notice pursuant to Article 34 of the Waste Management {(Licensing} Regulations, {S.1. 133
of 1997), in respect of a waste licence application by Advanced Environmental Solutions
(Ireland) Limited t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal for a facility at Deer Park Cross, -
Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co Laois.

Dear Dr. MacNamara

Lam to advise that the Agency, in deciding on the above reference waste licence application,
proposes to take the following matter into account which was not raised in the objections to
the Agency’s proposed decision on the application.

Additional matter which the Agency proposes to take into account:
‘ '
+ Report of site visit carried out by an Inspector of the Agency on 6" June 2002. (Copy
attached).

You may make a submission in writing to the Agency in relation to this matter. Any such
submission should include all the information and documentation you consider necessary, and
should be received by the Agency no later than Monday 1* July 2002.

It should be noted that any submission or elaboration received after 1* July 2002 shall not be
‘considered by the Agency.

Please note that the application’s register number is 96-1. It is important that all
correspondence in relation to this matter is directed to ddministration, Waste Management
Licensing, Environmental Protection Agency, Headquarters, PO Box 3000, Johnstown Castle
Estate, County Wexford quoting the register number.

Yours sincerely

Ana Bolger

Programme Officer
Waste Management Licensing

Encl. By Registered Post
cc. DE_Joln Ryan, EMAI Limited, Village House, 26 Cork Street, Dublin 8
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- SITE INSPECTION
b REPORT

Facility: AES (Ireland) Ltd, t/a Erwin Date of Visit: 06 Tune 2002
- Cobbe Waste Disposal, o
Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Time of Visit: 10:40 to 12:45
Portarlington, Co. Laois
Operator: AES (Ireland) Ltd Waste Licence 96-1
: Application No.
Inspector: i Mr. David Shannon Visit Criteria: Unannounced site
-"% . Inspector, EPA inspection
SUMMARY

An inspection was made of the Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd transfer station at Deer
Park Cross in Portarlington. Observations made during the inspection are detailed below.

_NOTES ON THE SITE VISIT

O I amived on site at 10:40 and introduced myself to the receptionist at the site office before
cornmencing the site ingpection,

Q I observed the Talbott C9 burner unit in the building in the northwest of the facility. The burner unit
was empty and not in use. I noted that the silo unit (for storage of shredded waste), the dissipator and
the exhaust stack had been removed from the facility. In the absence of the exhaust stack, dissipator
and storage silo to feed the burner unit it is unlikely that the bumer unit could function.

QO I did not observe a briquetting press within the facility.

A timber shredder was in operation in the building in the north of the site. T observed a large pool of
oil on the concrete floor beside the shredder unit, suggesting that oil was leaking from the unit.
Sawdust covered some of the oil spill. The noise levels generated by the shredder unit were very high
and 1 consider that ear protection would be required within the building that houses the shredder.
Shredded timber passed through a magnet unit that removed metal (nails) and was then conveyed via
a series of pipes into a sealed Ro-Ro skip.

Q [ observed five stockpiles of waste outdoors, as outlined below.

There was an outdoor stockpile of metal in an area along the western side of the facility, to the south
of the main buildings. In this aréa I also noted several burnt oil filters, the remains of bumt car tyres
and seven car batteries, three of which were leaking onto the ground. Most of the waste was on
concrete but some was on hardcore. There was a pool of black liguid on the ground beside the metal
storage area. I measured the conductivity (1270uS/cm) and temperature (21.4°C) of this liquid.

@ To the immediate north of the metal stockpile there was a stockpile of construction and demolition
{C&D) waste which was stored outdoors on concrete.

Q Immediately north of the C&D waste there were concrete slabs, approximately three metres in height,
around the eastern and southern sides of a stockpile of uncovered waste. The stockpile of waste
included refuse sacks, paper, cardboard, plastic, kitchen waste, timber, meta] and carpet. The wall
along the western perimeter of the facility bounded the western side of this stockpile. Some of the
waste, including plastic sheeting, had spilled over the western boundary wall. The stockpile of waste
covered an area of approximately 7 metres by 7 metres and reached a height of over 2 metres in
places,

L:M02 Determination of Waste Licensing Applications\Mobile waste unit visits\Unauthorised
Sites\ErwinCobbe080602.doc . Page 1of 2



f observed a small pool of liquid on the concrete surface at the base of the concrete slabs. I measured
the conductivity (IOOGOpS/cm) and temperature (17.8°C) of this liquid.

There was another outdoor stockpile of waste, consisting principally of timber, along the western
houndary of the facility, close to the southern portion of the main buildings.

Domestic waste was stored outside of the buildings on a concrete area adjacent to the trommel unit. A
Dawoo grab was used to Toad this waste into the trommel, the fine fraction of the waste dropped out
at the base of the trommel and the course fraction passed from the trommel onto a conveyor belt
within the building, which carried it to an articulated truck parked within the building. There was
sawdust within the waste being loaded into the trommel and the loading activity gave rise to
significant quantitics of airborne sawdust that'dropped to the ground in the vicinity of the trormmel.

Most of the trommel unit was enclosed, but at the base of the unit, where the fine fraction drops out
onto the ground, there was an uncovered section approximately 2 metres in height, which provides
the loading plant with access to the fines.

The drainage gulley along the eastern side of the trommel and bilildings was partially blocked by
debris. . .

I detectéﬂ g%ca§ional odours from waste held on-site. These odours were particularly noticeable to the
south of the waste storage areas, and near the weighbridge.

T noted evidence of diesel or oil spillages on the ground in the southeast of the facility, near the
facility entrance. There were also signs of diesel spillages on the concrete around the diesel dispenser
and on the permeable ground at the rear of the dispenser.

I walked outside the perimeter of the facility to check for offsite nuisances. When I exited the facility
through the entrance gate in the south of the facility to commence the inspection for offsite nuisances
1 could hear the timber shredder. The shredder was turned off before I had departed from the southern
boundary of the facility and therefore I was unable to assess possible offsite noise nuisance generated
by the shredder.

1 noted some plastic litter outside the western boundary of the facility. 1 also noted some mud mixed
with occasional litter, which appeared to have flowed from the facility into the adjoining field to the
west of the facility. .

There were occasional gaps along the perimeter of the facility that may allow unauthorised access to
the facility.

Dr. John MacNamara of AES arrived while I was on site and I explained to him that I was carrying
out a site inspection and that I could not discuss the status of the waste licence application or the
objection to the proposed decision.

I asked Dr. MacNamara if I could view the nuisance inspection records. He showed me the Rentokil
vermin control documentation, which included reports on visits made by Rentokil to the facility on
20/03/02, 15/04/02 and 22/05/02. According to the Rentokil reports there was no evidence of rodent
activity noted during these routine inspections. At the time of my inspection the staff on sitc were
unable to find documented reports on other inspections for other nuisances.

I left the facility at 12:45.

Report prepared by: - D.Shannon Signed ‘% %\.\g
. ' - L LASAT TN

Date: .\@ {e[‘ [/f/"‘)\

L:\402 Determination of Waste Licensing ApplicationsiMobile waste unit visits\Unauthorised
Sites\ErwinCobbe060602.doc : Page 2of 2
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Oral Hearing Report Appendix F

Appendix F Submission by AES on Article 34 Notice
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ADVANCED ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS (IRELAND) LTD.

UNiT 1, MoNREAD COMMERCIAL PARK, MONREAD ROAD,
Naas, Co. KILDARE. -

PHONE; 045-981613 Fax: 045-981621

EmaiL: info@aesirl.le

Administration

~ Waste Management Licensing
EPA
PCG Box 3000

- Johnstown Castle Estate

Co. Wexford

Ref. Register No, 96-1
July 1% 2002

Dear Sirs

I refer to your letter of 17" June 2002 conceming ‘Additional matter which the Agency
proposes to take into account’ in respect of the Waste Licence Application (96-1).

The applicant, AES (Ireland) Ltd., wish to submit to the Agency the attached documents
which comment on the Inspector’s site visit on June 6™ 2002 and his subsequent report .

The following are enclosed:
» Formal Submission
» Photographs

+ Attachments to the submission

If you require any further details or clarification please do not hesitate to contact me.

Best Regards,

Dr. John MacNamara

C%h;‘ﬁ;an, EMAI Ltd (/?/W '

REGISTERED OFFICE: UNIT 1, MONREAD COMMERCIAL PARK, MONREAD RoaD, Naas, Co. KILDARE.
REGISTERED IN IRELAND NO.: 224173 VAT No.: IE 8224173 C. .
DIRECTORS: P.A, ALLEY (CHAIRMAN & MANAGING), M. SHEAHAR, A.C.CA. (RrNANCE), N. O'MeARA (SECRETARY),
A. BAILEY, }. Cox, P. DAMAHER, ). DoHENY, P. O"Brien (U.S.A).



Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

Formal Submission

| Submission detaﬁs

Name: AES (Ireland) Ltd. t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal (the Applicant)

Waste Licence :96-1 :

Application No: _ -

-Address: Unit 1, Monread Commercial Park, Monread Road, Naas, Co.
L Kildare.

Facility: > . Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois

Comments on Mr. David Shannon’s notes from his ‘unannounced site inspection’ June

6™ 2002. The series of comments presented in this submission are taken in sequence
based upon Mr. Shannon’s report. '

The Inspector’s comments that the Talbott C9 burner has been dismantled and
decommissioned and his assertion that burner is tnoperable is correct

The Inspector is correct in his assessment that there is no briquetting press on the
site.

The timber shredder had broken down two days before the inspection, the unit had

been repaired, unfortunately some oil had leaked form the unit; this oil had been

covered with sawdust so as to absorb the oil and contain the spill. This sawdust
has since been removed and cleaned. The contaminated sawdust was bagged and
placed beside the Waste Qil Receptacle in the Quarantine Area, vide infra.

In relation to the first of the stockpiles, the inspector observed several oil filters
and car batteries. The inspector did not mention the presence of a “Waste
Quarantine Area’ which AES have installed on the Ballymorris Site (see attached
photos). This quarantine arca is used for liquid containers, waste oil, gas
cylinders, batteries and fluorescent tubes; management on the site have instructed
all operators to place such materials in their respective receptacles, these
procedures have been in place for the past three months; however it is possible
that the filters/batteries identified by the Inspector were either missed by the
operators or else were awaiting transfer to the waste quarantine area.

Waste License Reg No. 96-1 Page 2 of 7



Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

The measurement of conductivity by immersing the probe into a stationary puddle of
water is far from ideal in terms of a reproducible and reliable methodology for this type
of analysis. It is also debatable as to the relevance of this measurement given the
technique employed. '

o The metal stockpile along with construction & demolition waste was stored on
concrete; this is in keeping with procedures at other licensed facilities for these
types of material. _ '

o Th& stockpile to the north of the C&D was a ‘temporary’ store of commercial and
domestic waste (as observed by the inspector). ‘Temporary’ is used in this
context to indicate that the material had arrived at the facility that moming, would
be processed for recyclates that afternoon after which the residuals would be
transferred to Kyletaleasha Landfill (such a system is in keeping with the regime
outlined in the licence conditions which were planned for this site). Any
materials which may end up outside the site perimeter or in boundary
ditch/hedgerow are removed at the end of each day.

o Again the presence of a ‘small pool of liquid’, for which the conductivity was
measured in the same manner as describe above, adds little to the unambiguous
information gathered during the site visit.

o The timber stockpile along with the construction & demolition waste was stored
on concrete; this is in keeping with procedures at other licensed facilities for these
types of material.

o The inspector noted the presence of “sawdust that dropped to the ground in the
vicinity of the trommel”, it should be noted that since the last EPA inspection AES
have instalied extra shuttering around the trommel which minimises dust escaping
outside the vicinity of the trommel itself.

o The gulley along the eastern side of the trommel along with the drainage in
general site has already been identified by AES as a matter requiring attention
(see objection to Proposed Decision). AES have begun work on the drainage at
the facility; AES have replaced eve chutes and guttering on the main waste
handling building in the last 3 months. AES acknowledge the comment of the
inspector that this gulley “was partially blocked” and have now set in motion a

- monitoring and cleaning regime for existing gullies on site.

Waste License Reg No. 96-1 Page 3 of 7



Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

o The inspector noted “occasional odours™ on site: again as was highlighted in the
objection to the Proposed Decision, AES’s operating procedure i$ to process and
turnaround (i.e. transfer to a licensed waste disposal site) all organic waste on the
same day it is accepted on site. Such procedures greatly minimise the nuisance
associated with odours. AES have also engaged the services of Envirotech and
use their Odourblock spray daily on site, this product ameliorates unpleasant
odours in the facility and the surrounding area. Lo

O The diesel stains around the dispensers have been noted in the past, both by the
Agency and AES. This issue has been identified by AES as a topic requiring
attention, AES are planning a bunded area for diesel storage and distribution

- (pumps), this work has been deferred temporarily as the future location of the
tanks and bunded area are pending a traffic survey from Laois Co. Co. (regarding
entrance/egress at the site) and a final decision on the provision of grant aid for a
new wheel wash from the Cleaner Greener Production Programme, which if
approved would influence the location of the bunded diesel storage area.

o In relation to the Inspector’s observations regarding the noise from the timber
shredder during his offsite/perimeter inspection, Mr Shannon states that he could
hear the timber shredder while approaching the exit at the southem gate. The
Inspector then notes that “the shredder was naned off" before he had the exited
the site, it should be noted here that the unit shut down as all the timber in the
hopper had been shredded. '

Note, this shredded material is then transported to Finsa Wood Products for recycling. It
is also debatable that the inspector would be able to have made an objective assessment

of the potential noise nuisance by simply walking around the perimeter of the site (or for
that matter in the shed housing the unit)

o The inspector noted and photographed some plastic litter on the western boundary
of the site. The site is bordered by a field on the westemn side, the litter
photographed and presented in the Inspector’s report is from the ‘temporary’
storage of waste which was probably being processed that day. At the close of
business each day the site perimeter is inspected and cleaned if necessary. It
should also be noted that the inspector did not report the presence of any litter or

debris from his examination of the southern / eastern’ public roadways which
surround the site.

o The inspector raised the issue of “occasional gaps [in the fencing] along the
perimeter of the facility”. AES had previously indicated to the Agency, in it’s
objection to the Proposed Decision, the company’s intention to replace sections of

Waste License Reg No. 96-1 Page 4 of 7
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Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

the perimeter fcncmg These improvements were scheduled for the week
beginning June 10®, this work has since been carried out and completed; please
see the attached photographs

Finally the inspector notes that he saw the nuisance inspection records from
Rentokill (which incidentally indicated no vermin activity on site). The inspector
also noted that staff were unable to locate documented reports for other nuisances;
the reason for this was that the facility manager Mr. James Heffernan was off-site
during Mr. Shannon’s visit, unfortunately Mr. Heffernan had these actual reports
with him on the day; however a selection of these ‘nuisance monitoring sheets’
are attached with this response

Please also find attached a copy of a site visit report from ‘Bird Control Ireland’.

- This report was held offsite in AES’S Nenagh office. : ~

PTO =

‘Waste License Reg No. 96-1 ' ' Page 5 of 7



Response to Site Inspecﬁon Report 06/06/02

In conclusion it may be instructive to Brieﬂy summarise the improvements in facilities
and procedures at the Ballymorris site since AES assumed control.

. Decommissionjng_ and dismantling of the Burner and Briquetting units
* Introduction of daily checks for nuisances within and around the perimeter of the
site
e New contract with ‘Rentokill’ for vermin control
¢ Site visit and consultation from ‘Bird Control Ireland’
. Puf‘chase and use of Odourblock technology from Envirotech
* Instéllation of a Waste Quarantine Area for hazardous materials accepted

inadvertently on site _—
* The installation of additional shuttering around the waste sorting/handling_ area
* Repairs and improvements to eves, gutters and drainage on site
* The fitting of new fencing around the perimeter of the site

*» . Plans for a new bunded area for diesel tanks and pumps

Waste License Reg No. 96-1 Page 6 of 7



_Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

1 ist of attachments:-

¢ Photographs of new Waste Quarantine Area -
_ & Photographs of new fencing around the site perimeter
¢ Photocopies of a selection of Nuisance Monitoring Records
- o Letter from Envirotech re their Odourblock Product, also included is a Material
) Séfg,ty Data Sheet and a copy of an invoice for the product
) Site?vis'it and consultancy report from Bird Controi Ireland Ltd .
¢ Copy of a letter from the EPA short-listing AES’s proposal of a washwater
syStem using recy—clcd water to clean fleet vehicles at Ballymorris for funding via
the Cleaner Greener Production Programme. Also included are the technical

specifications of this proposal.

Waste License Reg No. 96-1 Page 7 of 7
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VIROTECH

Emu:ronmental & Process Tecknologres

29™ January 2002

Mr James Heffernan
Erwin J. Cobbe
Kilbride
Portarlington

Co. Kildare

Dear Mi?]‘____{eﬁ‘eman
I would like to thank you for taking the time to try our product.
As we discussed in our phone conversation, Odourblock 720E is designed to
counteract rancid odours. It functions as an extremely potent masking agent which is
effective over a wide range of applications.
Its application in relation to your particular needs would be advised as follows:

= For truck washing the addition of 100 to 200 mls of Odourblock 720E can be

. placed either into the reservoir the power washer is drawing from, or in wnth

the detergent draw line that is used for washing.

* A knap sack containing a one in ten dilution (ie ! ltr of Odourblock 720E to 10
ltrs of water) can be sprayed directly around the skips once emptied.

»  Odourblock 720E can be sprayed directly over the waste on-site to prevent the
accurrence of odours.

Envirotech would also be pleased to quote for storm water analysis or any other
analysis that needs to be carried out on your site.

I will be in contact over the next fortmight to answer any queries or you may contact
" me on 086 8564339.

Kind regards

Yours sincerely

mm

Declan Costigan
TECHNICAL SALES

ENVIROMMENTAL TECHNOLOGY (MANUFACTURING) LTD.
Ballycurraen tndusicial Estate, Kinsale Road, Cork, treland.

Tel: 021 . 4962354 / 4942518 Fax; 02| - 4942345 E.mall: info@aenvirgtach.ic  Webilte: www.anvitotach.ie
Registered in Dublin, Irefond. No. 205441 V.A_T. Reg. No, [E 8205441k



Material Safety. Data Sheet

ENVIROTECH

Odonrblock 720 E

Rev No: 01 Date: 01/09/2000

1. IDENTIFICATION OF THE SUBSTANCE/PREPARATION AND

COMPANYIUNDERTAKING
A Product Namé

B:  Company

C: Telephone
Telefax
Emergency Phone No

- : Odourblock 720E

: Environmenta) Technology Ltd
Ballycuxreen Ind. Estate
Kinsale Road
Cork
Ireland

: (+353)21-4962554

; (+353)21-4962345

: (+353)86-2568258

T COMPOSITIONINFORMATION ON INGREDIENTS

Chemical characterisation:

Al Description:

: Proprietary blend of odour counterveiilant
compounds,

3. HAZARDS IDENTIFICATION
A: Description

B:  Hazardous components
1. Description:
2. Symbol
3. R-Phrases

: May cause irritation to skin and eyes.

Iimitant
R36 Irritating to eyes
R38 Trritating to skin

4. FIRST AID MEASURES

A Eye Contact (1)
B Skin Contact (i)
C Ingestion (i)
D Inhalation @)

Rjnse well with water for at least 15 minutes
- if jrritation persists seek medical advice.

Wash with water, Remove contaminated clothing.

Wash out mouth with water. Do not induce vomiting.
Seek immediate medical advice..

Remove 10 fresh ait and rest. If irritation persists seek
medical advice.

Page 1 of 4



Material Safetj Data. Sheet | ENVIROTE CH

())

Odourblock 720 E
Rev No:01 Date: 01/09/2000
5. FIRE-FIGHTING MEASURES
A Special Hazards (i) * Thermal decomposition may cause emission of carbon
' ’ monoxide/dioxide. : '
- B Extinguishing media ' -
- Suitable @iy Foam

(i)  Carbon Dioxide
(iii)  Water spray/jet

(iv) Powder
C Special protective
equipment for fire fighter(i) Wear self contained breathing aparatus.
6. ACCIDENTAL RELEASE MEASURES
A Personal Precautions (i) Wear gloves/goggles.
B Environmental Precautions 1 Keep away from drains.
(i)  Avoid contact with surface water or
groundwater.
(i)  Inform local authority in case of large spills.
C Methods for cleaning up (1) Collect with absorbent material such as sand or
‘ earth, place in a skip.
7. HANDLING AND STORAGE
A Handling (i) Avoid contact with skin & eyes. Wear gloves
:':md goggles.
B Storage (i)  Store in a cool dry place.
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Material Safety Data Sheet~~ ENVIROTECH

| Odourblock 720 E

Rev No:01 Date: 01/09/2000

3..

EXPOSURE.CO'NTROLSIPERSONAL PROTECTION

A General Protection (i) = Ensure material is stored in a well-ventilated
area.
(i) Do notallow material to enter drains.
(iii)  Avoid spillages.

B Pérgéigal:Protection (i) Wear PVC gloves. )
- (i)  Wear safety goggles.
}
' L)
9. PHYSICAL AND CHEMICAL PROPERTIES
@) Appearance + : Dark green colour
(i) Odour : Fresh/minty odour
(ili)  Vapourpressure . :>1mmHg@25°C
(iv)  Specific gravity : Approx. 1.01
2] Vapour density RS
10. STABILITY AND REACTIVITY
A Conditions to avoid (1) Stable under normal conditions.
B Materials to avaid (i) Oxidising Agents ' ‘
(11)  Reducing agents _}
C Hazardous decomposition products:
Combustion may lead to emission of oxides of carbon
11.  TOXICOLOGICAL INFORMATION
(1) No experimental toxicity values available.
(it). Matenal is a skin and eye irxitant.
12. ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION

Q) No experimental toxicity values available,
(ii)  Inherently biodegradability

Page 3 of 4



Material Safety Data Sheet ENVIROTECH
Odourblock 720 E . o

Rev No: 01 Date 01/09/2000

"13.  DISPOSAL CONSIDERATIONS

(i) Dispose of observing all local authority regulation to an authorised disposal
facility.

14, TRANSPORT INFORMATION

(i)  No special requirements.

" 15.  REGULATORY INFORMATION

A Labelling (i) Symbols Irritant
(i) R-phrases R3¢ . Irritating to eyes
: R38 Irritating to skin
(iii) S-Phrases 824 Avoid contact with skin
S25 Avoid contact with eyes
S36 Wear suitable protective

" clothing

B National Legislation/Regulations.

16. OTHER INFORMATION

A Recommended uses and restrictions.  This product is used in the treatment of water
} , and wastewater. For correct dosing and
' application always consult with your
Envirotech representative.
B Training advice. N/&
C Further information. N/A
D The information given in this data sheet is based on our current knowledge and is
given in good faith., However it should not be comstrued as a warranty for which
Environmental Technology assumes legal responsibility.
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Bird Control [reland Ltd'.

Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal, .Trading as AES Cobbe
Portarlington,‘ Co Laoise.

Waste Transfer Station

Area 3 Acres approx.

Sarvey Date Decémber 18, 2001. 1600 Hﬁ.

Surveyby  Jeremy Nicholson

‘Manager James Heffernan

AES _Cobbe Waste Transfer Station is situated about 4 Km West of Portarlington
Town .

Lands around the station are mainly Pasture with some Bog Land in the vicinity also.
The nearest urban area is Portarlington 4 Km East

The site caters for Domestic waste . No toxic or hazardous material is taken on site.

Identified Hazards on Site

There is frequent Heavy Traffic on site
Overhead power lines cross over the yard close to the main gate.

‘Bird Control

There is not currently a bird control program at AES COBBE

Factors that will influence Bird Control at AES COBBE

= Public Health and Safety

* High wire fencing around the perimeter poses a threat to pursuit falcons as it is
difficult to see. -

» Relatively remote location and low density housing

»  Size of the site

DIRECTORS: Jeremy Nicholson, Orla Nicholson
Littlebridge Inches, Cappoquin, Co. Waterford, Ireland.
Tel/Fax: 00 353 58 52302 Mobile: 087 2339330
e-mail: bci@eircom.net
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Birds at AES COBBE Transfer Station

The following species were observed around the site. Itshould be noted that this was
a casual viewing and BCI would undertake a full survey prior to bird control

measures being employed in order to establish the base line for monitering and
evaluating the programme.

Corvus frugilergus Rook

Corvus corone Hooded Crow
Corvus monedula Jackdaw
Sturnus vulgaris Starling
Montacilla alba yarrallii  Pied Wagtail .
Pica pica Magpie
Comments

A rookery is visible to the West of the site.

Rooks could be seen to scout the area and a number were in close proximity to the
station. ‘ )

No Gulis were seen however it is presumed that occasional raids may occur as is

common with most sites of this nature. Emo Lake is close to the station and would

provide Gulls with the water they need on a daily basis.

A determined, daily bird control programme needs to be implemented and maintained

particularly to tackle the numbers of Corvids and possibly Gulls that may be
frequenting the site.

No one method of bird scaring used in isolation will be successful. A multi-
faceted programme will be required.

The health risks associated with pest birds should not be under estimated, Staff should
be made aware of health and safety issues involved.

Appendix 1; Health Hazzards caused by Pest Birds

Bird Control Ireland Ltd operate strict Health and Safety procedures. Confer
Appendix 2; Health and Safety Procedures.

{
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Control of Birds at AES COBBE , Waste Trausfer Station

Bird Control Ireland Ltd recommends the following course of actioxi;

Continue daily covering of waste material, this will minimize access to refuse after
hours.

Initiate a Bird Control Programmc jointly operated by BCI Ltd.and AES
COBBE

 Bird Control Methodology Statement

The 6bjéctivc is to make AES COBBE a Hostile Zone for birds. BCI Ltd achieve this
by building an Association of Mortal Danger with various deterrents. In so doing
birds will be reluctant to approach the site even when BCI are not at the station.

Site Survey

The bird population will be surveyed on Five separate occasions during
the first month. Details to include, Species, Numbers, Percentages,
Lounging time on site. :

The survey will establish a recognized base from which the programme can be
monitored and evaluated.

Bird control measures will be introduced in month two.

A combination of Falcons, Speéies Specific Distress Calls, Fife Arms and Visual
deterrents will be utilized. These will be applied and rotated without regular pattern
to make AES unattractive to foraging Gulls and Corvids ( Crows).

Bird Control Ireland 1.td will manage the programme. A weekly programme will
be planned by Jeremy Nicholson and operated daily by the site Bird Control
Manager.

AES COBBE will nominate one person to under go training and be responsible
for daily employment of deterrents.

BCI Ltd will visit the site Twice a week for the first Month and Twice a month
thereafier.

Each site visit will be for a duration of two hours during which, falcons will be
flown, Acoustic / Visual deterrents employed, Management plan updated and
laison with site management.

A visit log will be written up at the end of each visit documenting,
Date, Time in / out, Actions on site, Comiments.



Bird Control Programme cont

» The daily activities will be’ mgned off at the end of each day on a prepared sheet
m the Bird Control Manual.

.+ A monthly report will be submitted to AES COBBE giving details of
Bird Numbers on site, The months activities, Comments, Recommcndatlons, and
Summary.
The visit log for that month will be included with the report.

¢ A year end report will be written containing all information relevant to the
programme. This will include the year end survey and a companson of details
submitted in the original survey.

¢ A Site Manual will be provided containing relevant information, safety data sheets
- etc. '

* A Planner Board will be mounted in the site office for easy reference

Falcens for Portarlington

Peregrine, Saker Falcons, and Harris Hawks may be flown depending on the tlme of
day, weather, and the falcons readiness to fly.

Initially aggressive pursuit falcons targeting Rooks will be employed. Harris Hawks
may alsc be used for localised dominance ofthe site yard.

Falcons and Hawks are used in tandem with Acoustic and Visual deterrents. The
Falcons threat of Mortal Danger is associated with the deterrents so that birds w ill be
reluctant to approach the area when the deterrents are deployed.

Large powerful falcons must be flown to intimidate Corvids and Gulls

Distress Calls

The acoustic distress call system for AES COBBE will be the hand portable,

Scarecrow Patrol. This unit represents the best acoustic and digital technology
available.

Scarecrow distress calls are in use on Irish airfields such as Dublin, Cork, Shannon
and The Air Corps ,Civilian and Military airfields in the U.X. and in Landfills
throughout Ireland and the UK.

Scarecrow patrol has a selection of calls to include, Hernng Gull, Blackheaded
Gull, Magpie, Rook, Jackdaw, Starling.

Distress Calls Cont

Other calls may be added, including the latest Feral Pigeon distress call, Sparrow;————
Carrion Crow and Common Gull.

This unit also has a live speech ( Loud Jailer) mode and an attention getting whistle.
Its use as a Loud Hailer may be useful in emergency situations.

e
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Yisual Deterrents

Visuals employed are used to support the two anchor systems. Daily rotation |
reinforces the fearful response achieved to make the site a hostile zone for birds.

_+ Helikite A helium filled kite that “hovers” above the site, Ideal
" for days when the wind is not so strong. Its performance reminds the birds of a
falcon and hamesses the fear installed by live falcon flights.

The Helekite is mounted via a 13M pole so that the kite line will not become
entangled in site machinery. :
Three locations will be selected around the yard for mounting a bracket to hold the
pole. It is assumed that AES fitters will be able to fashion a suitable bracket with
matenal on srte

. Flappmg Hawk Kite A realistic hawk kite that ﬂaps its wings as it
flies. Even from close up this kite looks life like. Its action remmds the target
‘birds of the live predator .

Mounted from the 13 M pole the Hawk Kite launches its self in the wind.

¢ Rotating Flash Scarecrows Bright flashing, wind powered unit that
reinforces the element of danger in the area.
These flash units can be seen by birds from a long way and have proved useful on
sites throughout the country.
Mounted on a three foot metal post they are moved daily for maximum effect

« Predator Eye Balloons Two foor, bright ty coloured balloon with
holographic predator eyes that “follow” birds in the fashion of a stalking predator.
Suspended from eight foot maypoles and spring to give a constant motion.

¢ Other products such as Predator Models from our own stores may also be used
depending on the situation

Fire Arms

Silenced Shot Gun would help establish the association of Mortal Danger with visual
deterrents. This Fire Arm is very quiet, discharging Sub Sonic Rounds and will not
disturb nearby residents.

Shot Guns will be used by BCI Ltd in association with Falcons, Distress Calls and
Visual Deterrents. The Objective is hammer home the message that the site is no
longer a safe place. It is pot intended to cull large numbers of Corvids.

Shooting will not in its self achieve anything. It is the Association of Mortal Danger
that we build up around the Acoustic and Visual deterrents usmg a shot gun as
another element that is successful
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Contro] of pest bird is not an exact science and our staff will adjust the programme as
the situation unfolds.

During periods of inclement weather, such as Gales, Fog or'Rain, falcons will not be
flown. Other techniques may be used such as the above or products from our own
stores. . ’

Bird Control may spend more time on site than quoted during the first calendar
month. Extra time as decided by BCI for the first month will not incur extra charge.
Additional hours after the first month will incur charges as per terms.
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PROPOSAL EVALUATION SUMMARY REPORT

S, |

5] To recycle washwates voed o clean fleet vehicles and reduce Water consumptiot: |

|

| S | Bopa |
--:. s s .." i i :I\ﬂl‘ . . . — .

This is a simple, stra htforsvard, smell-scale demonstration project addressing 3 good_and 1L11';_1><)1rf.ami
éénc;;t. G%nos transibfaﬁilﬁy ‘. polSvant to ofbier teanspore fldet bisinesses. ~Potedtially w'.:it' apph‘c'ahm_s.
Approach is simple, and lkelibood of success secns bigh. Commitment- to z}cgot.w._te with supplicrs ()
“good and should be ponoured. No rea} novelty in dissemination - apart from site visits from ec}uc:auonal ;
groups. Applicant 2id not address possible reduction of detergent usage and ags_omatcd ernissions. L
should be olarified whether Tew bay is actually replacing the existing washing facility ot wheiber W15

addition to this one. Clardfy how the collected waste dJudge will be dealt with. Good vaine for monz¥, i
dissemination activities are improved, ' '

T3 The proposal quantied: fof Tondingr . . YEST RN
Ve L Tmgdyryh e ST _..fu"'.;- e R : s . :'
'Anﬁ'?i{fﬁﬁlﬁons:; R egetiel = S

Major clarifications ar¢ required before funding:
»  Clacify if the techrology js innovanve in Irelanc.

v Clarify whether the new washbay ‘z to be usert s &L aliermative to, ot in conjunchon with, the

exisnng washbay. _
e Clarify how the collected wasie sludige will be dealt with. ;
* Detajt any possible detergen savings, if relevant.
. 'fldnﬁ'rm conmritment 1o metér ‘water usage (and detergent usage, if reievant) wefore andafter |
implementation of the project,
re
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~ ASWAcycle

‘for Car wash

Water Recycling System

Type: ASWAcycle HP-A
Water Recycling for high pressure car wash
with Technical Room above ground

ASWATEC lreland Ltd.Portiacise, Co Laois, Tel: 0502/78600, Fax:0502/76689, e-mai: aswatec(atlasireland.ie



Technical Specification -
Water Recycling System for high-pressure car wash
System; ASWAcycle HP-A

Water Recydling System fof high-pressure car wash consists of the following
comporients. '

Grit and sludge chamber Prefabricated reinforced concrete tank for underground
' instaltation, build to the highest Standards

Hexagon tank: 1720 mm on top
" Depth: ' 2400 mm

Depth over all: : 2300 mm

Wall thickness: - 75 mm

Baottom thickness: 100 mm

Capacity on water levet: 2600 litre

inlet/Outlet pipe PVC: DN 150

Concrete cover lid: Load 1256 kn

Ductile manhole trap: Load 125 kn, 600 mm dia

Separator for light fiquids  Prefabricated reinforced concrete tank for underground

and Buffer tank instafiation, build to the highest Standards
Hexagon tank: 1720 mm on fop
Depth: 2100 mm
Depth over all. 2300 mm
Wall thickness: 75 mm
Bottorn thickness: 100 mm

Capacity on water level: 2600 litre
“Inlet 90 degree pipe: DN 150 PVC

Outlet pipe overflow: DN 150 HDPE
. Build in Coalescence

DN 150 HDPE, NS 6, with
Separator Class 1 h 4 '
(overflow) Filter from HDPE
Concrete cover lid: Load 125 kn

Duciile manhole trap:  Load 126 kn, 600 mm dia

W,
-_r'\—'



Technical Building prefabricated Insulated cladding shed for aboveground
) instaliation, build to the highest Standards

Specifications on request
i
‘Li
) J ’
Technical Equipment 1. Special Fitter System made of resistant polyester
instalted and wired up in plastic; with filter nozzles fitted in form of a star,
Technical Building special Filling; full automatic back wash with
. : pressure switch for filtration, clear rinse, back
rinse '

Filter perfbrmanoe up to < 10 um
Feed up to 10 cub/hour
| 5 Submersible stainless steel feed pump with twin-
: channel impeller, designed to handle suspended
) solids up to 650 mm n diameter
performance: 12-15 cub/hour

Three-phase motor 380415V
1.5 kw, 50 Hz

3. Threaded centrifugal pump with open impetier,
all components in contact with liguid made from
stainless steel

performance; 140 litre/minute

Three-phase motor 3804156 V
1.5 kw, 50 Hz

Pressure: 2.5 bar

25 litra Pressure vessel with pressure switch and



- gauge

4. intemnal biological treatment system to stop any
odour and for better water quality.

5. Storage tank for recycled water, rotationally
.moulded in one peace

Length: 1600 mm
Width: 670 mm
Height 1100 mm
Capacity: 900 litre

6. Gontrol panel, via SPS, visual and acoustic.
alarm
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This Report/Memo has been
cleared for submission to the
Board by the Director, A. Butler
and Programme Manager £ oul

‘ Carty
' i edMDt fa{oa,
MEMO e o

TO: Board of Directors FROM: Tadhg O’'Mahony

cc: i : DATE: 11 July 2002

SUBJECT : Technical Committee Report on Objéctions to Proposed Decision — Reg. No. 96-1

Advanced Environmental Solutions  (lrefand)
Limited t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal

Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co.
" Laois.

21/02/02
20/03/02
22/04102
Mr. Maicolm Doak

Consideration of the objections/submissions on the obiections

' Objectlons were received from Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd., and Laois County
Council, in relation to the Proposed Decision while submissions on the objectlons were received
from Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd. only. The objections and submissions have
been summarised and paraphrased. The complete objections and submissions are attached.

The Technical Committee {Tadhg O'Maheony, Chairperson, Michael Henry and Helen Maher
committee members) have considered all of the issues raised and this report detdils the
Committee’s  recommendations following the examination of the objections/submissions on
objections.

Obijection A: Advanced Envirecnmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd.(AES Ltd.)

General Grounds:

In making this formal objection the applicant is primarily addressing the three explicit reasons
outlined in the Proposed Decision for the refusal to grant a licence. Advanced Environmental
Solutions (lreland) Ltd also provide a commentary on the Inspectors Report that was
submitted to the board of the Agency which accompanied the Proposed Degcision.

. Specific Grounds:

Objections to Proposed Decision

Grounds 1 and 2 — Proposed Decision - Integrated burner / heat exchanger unit and associated
briguetting process

“Agency Reasons (1 and 2) for Proposed Decision”

The Agency considers that the proposal fto burn 6,000 tonnes/annum wood, paper and
cardboard waste by using an integrated bumner and heat exchanger unit, the Talbott C9, does
not meet the requirements of the EU Incineration of Waste Directive (2000/76/EC). The
applicant has not demonstrated that the raw materials proposed for the briqueting process do

96-1 AES Ltd. Page 1 of 10
Technical Committee Report




not contain hazardods substances, which would render the subsequent product unsuftable for
- use as a fuel, _ .

Objection: The bumer unit is not and has not been opei‘ational at the facility, and the applicant -
does not intend to use this technology as a waste disposalirecovery activity. The applicant had

begun the process of decommissioning the bumer unit with the intention of removing the bumer
unit off-site. The applicant provides a letter from their solicitor Arthur Cox Ltd. attached to this
objection, to reiterate this statement. Therefore, there will not be any activity under.Class 9 or 11 of
the Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act, 1996 nor will the EU Incineration of Waste
Directive be applicable to any activity at the facility. The applicant also confirms o the Agency that

Technical Committee Evaluation:

The Technical Commiftee notes the Arthur Cox Ltd letter, which states that the applicant

“undertakes not to use the burner and that it will be removed from the site at-Ballymoris as soon
as s practicable”. : : _
As the status of the bumer and briquetting unit was critical fo the Technical Commiltee’s assessmenf of
this aspect of the objection, Mr. David Shannon, Inspector EPA Inspected the Facility which is the
subject of the objection. The purpose of this inspection was to determine whether the bumer unit and
the briquetting unit were in place and operational at the facility. The Site Inspection by Mr. Shannon
confirmed that the bumer unit had been decommissioned and the briquetting plant was no longer
present at the faciiity. The Site Inspection Report was circulated to the objectors and this is attached as
Appendix 1 of this Report. AES Ltd. made a submission to the Agency on the Site Inspection Report
on 01 July 2002 and this is aftached as Appendix 2 of this report. In this submission AES Lid
confirmed that the bumer had been dismantled and decommissioned and that there was no briquetting
press on the site. '

In light of the above, the Technical Commiftee recommend that a Proposed Decision should be
issued fto reflect this situation, to provide controls over the possible continued operatlion of the
facllity and to ensure appropriate remediation, restoration and aftercare measures are
implemented at the facility. The Technical Committee have reviewed and amended, as necessary
the Proposed Decision which accompanied the inspector’s Report considered by the Board of
the Agency on 22 January 2002. The Technical Committee Recommended PD is included in
Appendix 3 of this Report. Any additional text to the Inspector’s criginal Recommendation for a
Proposed Deécision is highlighted in bold font. (See Appendix 4 to this Report for the Inspectors
original Recommendation for a Proposed Decision considered by the Board on 22 January 2002

Itis the recommendation of this Technical Committee that the continued operation of the facility
should be contingent on certain infrastructure being installed and commissioned and
procedures being implemented prior to the acceptance of waste at the facility. This is reflected in
Condition 5.1 of the Technical Committee Recommendation. Condition 5.1 requires that all the
relevant infrastructure required by Condition 3 be installed and commissioned to the satisfaction
of the Agency and the relevant procedures required by the licence be agreed with the Agency
prior to the acceptance of any waste at the facility. It should be noted that certain elements of
the infrastructure required to be installed may require planning permission and this is a matter

for the licensee to address and is provided for in Condition 1.3 of the Technical Committee
Recommendation.

Recommendation o

96-1 AES Ltd. Page 2 of 10
Technical Committee Report
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Ground 3 - Proposed Decision - Environmental nuisance

“Agency Reason Number 3 for Proposed Decision”

" There is insufficient information in the apphcatron to satisfy the Agency that environmental nuisance from the

facility canbe contmﬂed given the proximity of residences to the boundary.
Objectlon: The applicant feels that the dismantling of the burner coupled with the decommissioning
of the briquetting activity mitigates strongly against the above reason being used as grounds for
refusing 2 Waste Licence. Taking that “environmental nuisance” encompasses “ vermin, birds,
flies, dust, odours, and litter” as mentioned in the Inspector's Report {17/01/02) the applicant has
initiated and lmplemented a number of schemes to monltor control and ameliorate these
nuisances.
These include:

» Daily inspection of the facility for nuisances.
A revised Rentokill contract to carry out 12 site visitsfannum and an annual vermin report.
Bird Contro! Ireland are contracted to alleviate avian nuisancs.

Envirotech are contracted concerning odour control and abatement at the facility.

v ¥V Y.V

Dismantling the bumer has reduced potential dust nuisance and extra cladding has been
added to enclose the trommel.

Daily inspection and removal of litter.
Quotation sought to upgrade fencing.
Management meet with Stakeholders.

Independent analysis of the water supply of the local residents.

v V¥V W ¥V V¥

Third party environmental audit of the facility with a view to implementing an
~ Environmental Management System.

In summary, the applicant is of the view that the reasons for the Proposed Decision outlined in the
Agency's Proposed Decision (21/02/02) are largely unrelated to the actual activity to be carried
out.

Technical Committee Evaluation:

Condition 7 of the Technical Committee Recommended PD includes conditions which specify
measures to be implemented at the facility for the control of environmental nuisances.
Condition 10 requires the licensee to keep written records of the programme for the control of
vermin and insect infestations at the facility. The Technical Committee recommend that a
new condition be included, Condition 7.8 requiring the licensee to submit site specific

96-1 AES Ltd. Page 3 of 10
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pfogrammes for odour, bird and vermin control at the facility. This Condition is included in the
Technical Committee Recommended PD to the Board.,

In addition to the above, in order fo reduce the potential for nuisances associated with the
activities undertaken at the facility, the Technical Commiltee recommend that all waste
activities and storage of waste destined for recovery be undertaken within an enclosed waste
transfer building or in-appropriate fully enclosed containers. This is addressed in Conditions
5.5.1 and 5.5.2 of the Technical Committee Recommendation to the Board. See also
Technical Committee Evaluation and Recommendation under Grounds 1 and 2.

Recommendation:

. GCommentary by Objector on Inspectors Report

AES Ltd. included in their objection a separate attachment providing their commentary on the
Inspectors Report in relation to the application. The following is a summary of the issues raised in this
commentary- _ - : .

1. Bumer Unit ;
- The licensee has commenced decommissioning the bumner unit with the intention of removing
the bumer unit off-site. Thus it is stated that there will be no activity under Class 9 or 11 of the

Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act ,1996 or the EU Incineration of Waste
Directive.

2. Facility Development - Trommel Fines

The Inspector classified the trommel fines as municipal waste as per European Waste -
Catalogue. To avoid illegal dumping of this waste. Condition 5.6.3 proposes that all fines from
the trommel system shall only be transferred to an appropriate facilify agreed by the Agency
and that written records of its disposal be kept under condition 10.2.-

The applicant notes the Inspectors comments in relation to “rommel fines™. it is envisaged that
the trommel will primarily be used as part of the “picking line” for the recovery of the pre-
segregated “dry recyclables”. Any contaminants arising from municipal waste will be isolated

by the trommelling process and then transferred with other municipal waste fractions fo an
appropriately licensed facility.

Additional Elements of facility development:

= Existing Security & Fencing: Access to the site is controlled electronically, CCTV
monitors the site. AES Ltd. have also contacted Morrissey Fencing in relation to
upgrading the fencing around the boundary of the site.

* Weighbridge: The weighbridge was inspected by Pracia-Molen and is due to be lifted
& calibrated in March 2002. ‘

= Septic Tank: The septic tank will be examined for compliance against the criteria set
out in the EPA Wastewater Treatment Manual, Treatment Systems for Single Houses.

» Roof & Diversion_of Roof Water: New guttering has been installed on the existing
waste transfer building.

= Fuel Storage: The applicant intends to proceed as per outlined in the application.
= Foul Water: The applicant intends to proceed as per outlined in the application.

» Concrete: Waste transfer is currently carried out on a concrete surface. The applicant

considers that it is an excessive recommendation fo require that the whole site be
concreted.

= Construction & Demolition Waste: The applicant is currently reviewing its positicn on
the processing of construction and demolition waste.
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3. Waste Types & Quantities

The quantification of the waste stream in relation to the acceptance of wood and wood products is
no longer valid as no buming of said material will ocour on site.

4. Emissions to Air

 The removal of the bumer will reduce the emissions to atmosphere and the requirement to monitor
- parameters such as CO, SO,, NOx etc. Noise & Dust monitoring will be as per agency guidelines.

AMWMMM@MMpMRLhwaIMWMW
operational procedures on site instructing that waste for disposal is removed from the site within 24
hrs.

5. Emissions to Groundwater

The épplibant intends to further investigate groundwater conditions and- seek additional
professional advice in advance of commenting on the Inspector’s suggested Remediation.

6. Inspectors Recommendations

_ Inspéctor’s Recommendation: “The hydrocarbon confamination is a result of poor site housekesping
practices. The underlying gmundwater must ba remediated and the source of the pollution be
removed.” )

The inspector refers to “poor site housekeeping practice”, as is evident from this
submission the applicant is making positive steps towards remedying this sutuatlon with a
formal management system approach. .

b} Inspector's Recommendation: “The applicant-has notified the Agency that the intended period of the
waste aclivity is 24 months...” .

The applicant intends to submit a decommissioning and aftercare plan for the facility and
an environmental liabilities risk assessment.

" c) Inspector's Recommendation: [ consider that it is essential that alf waste activities at the facility as
listed and described in Part I: Activities Licensed, shall cease until the infrastructure required by this
ficence Js put in place.

The applicant deems that the cessation of waste activities until the suggested upgrading
of the infrastructure is wholly completed as unduly excessive. The applicant proposes that
agreed improvements should be made sequentially while the facility is operating under
licence from the Agency.

Technical Committee Evaluation:

The Technical Committee have noted the issues raised by the objector in relation fo the Inspectors
Report. Issues raised which were previously raised in Grounds 1 and 2 and Ground 3 of this
objection have been addressed under the Technical Committee’s Evaluation and
Recommendations in relation to these issues. '

Objection B: Laois County Council

General grounds

In the interest of environmental protection and public health, Laocis County Council requests that
the Environmental Protection Agency require the applicant to submit to the Agency a Groundwater
Risk Assessment and Groundwater Remediation Plan.

96-1 AES Lid. Page 5 of 10
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Laois County Council requests that the Environmental Protection Agency reqwre the applicant to
submit a Closure Plan to the Agency for its agreement. The closure plan should include the

applicant's ‘proposal for altemative routes of waste movement within County Laois, and the
Midlands Waste Management Region.

i

Technical Committees Evaluation:

See Technical Committee Evaluation under Grounds 1 and 2. Condition 4 of the Technical
Committee Recommended PD outiines requirements for Decommissioning and Aftercare including

—groundwaterromediation-werks-at-the-facilily-With-regard-to-waste-movement-refer-te-Condition—————
5.6 Off-site Disposal and Recovery. Waste movement within County Laois and the Midlands
Waste Management Region, is the responsibility of the relevant Regional Waste Authority.

- Recommendation:

Submission on__the Objection by Laois Countv Council from Advanced

. Environmental Solu Solutlons {irefand) Ltd., ’

Grounds

=  Submission to the Agency of a Groundwater Risk Assessment & Groundwater Remediation
"~ Plan

The applicant lntends to further lnveshgate groundwater condltlons and seek additional professional
advice. The applicant will take particular attention of this matter dunng the completion of an
environmental risk assessment.

=  Submission of a Closure Plan to the Agency

The applicant expects that a Closure Plan would be a standard condition of any licence for a facmty
of this type, and the appllc:ant wouid fulfil it's obligations according to the conditions set out in its

licence. The applicant has given an undertaking to cease the current activities on the Ballymorris
site by July 2003.

Technical Committees Evaluation:

See Technical Committee Evaluation under Grounds 1 and 2 and under Comments on Emissions
to Groundwater Section of the Inspectors Report. The applicant is also obliged fo adhere to
requirements under any other enactments or regulations as per Condition 1.3 of the PD.
Condition 4 of the Technical Committee Recommended PD  outlines requirements for
Decommissioning and Aftercare including groundwater remediation works at the facility.

dat

dhg O’'Mahony

Technical Committee Chairperson
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Appendix 1: Site Inépection Report Following Site Visit 06 June 2002 by Mr. David
Shannon, Inspector EPA. '

)
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SITE INSPECTION
REPORT

e\

Facility: AES (Treland) Ltd, #/a Erwin ~ Date of Visit: 06 June 2002
Cobbe Waste Disposal,
Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Time of Visit: 10:40 to 12:45
Portarlington, Co. Laois
Operator: AES (Ireland) Ltd Waste Licence 96-1
Application No.
Inspector: Mr. David Shannon Visit Criteria: Unannounced site
Inspector, EPA inspection
SUMMARY

An inspection was made of the Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) 1.td fransfer station at Deer
Park Cross in Portarlington. Observations made during the inspection are detailed below.

NOTES ON THE SITE VISIT

a I amived on site at 10:40 and introduced myself to the receptionist at the site office before
commencing the site inspection.

O I observed the Talbott C9 burner unit in the building in the northwest of the facility. The burner unit
was empty and not in use. I noted that the silo unit (for storage of shredded waste}, the dissipator and
the exhaust stack had been removed from the facility. In the absence of the exhaust stack, dissipator
and storage silo to feed the burner unit it is unlikely that the burner unit could function.

I did not observe a briquetting press within the facility.

A timber shredder was in operation in the building in the north of the site. I observed a large pool of
oil on the concrete floor beside the shredder unmit, suggesting that oil was leaking from the unit.
Sawdust covered some of the oil spill. The noise levels generated by the shredder unit were very high
and I consider that ear protection would be required within the building that houses the shredder.
Shredded timber passed through a magnet unit that removed metal (nails) and was then conveyed via
a series of pipes into a sealed Ro-Ro skip.

1 observed five stockpiles of waste outdoors, as outlined below.

There was an outdoor stockpile of metal in an area along the western side of the facility, to the south
of the main buildings. In this area I also noted several bumt oil filters, the remains of burnt car tyres
and seven car batteries, three of which were leaking onto the ground. Most of the waste was on
concrete but some was on hardeore. There was a pool of black liquid on the ground beside the metal
storage area. I measured the conductivity (1270uS/cm) and temperature (21.4°C) of this Liquid.

O To the immediate north of the metal stockpile there was a stockpile of construction and demolition
(C&D) waste which was stored outdoors on concrete.

QO Immediately north of the C&D waste there were concrete slabs, approximately three metres in height,
around the eastern and southem sides of a stockpile of uncovered waste. The stockpile of waste
included refuse sacks, paper, cardboard, plastic, kitchen waste, timber, metal and carpet. The wall
along the western perimeter of the facility bounded the western side of this stockpile. Some of the
waste, including plastic sheeting, had spilled over the westem boundary wall. The stockpile of waste
covered an area of approximately 7 metres by 7 metres and reached a height of over 2 metres in
places.

L:A02 Determination of Waste Licensing Applications\Mobile waste unit visits\Unauthorised
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I observed a small pool of liquid on the concrete surface at the base of the concrete slabs. I measured
the conductivity (10060uS/cm) and temperature (17.8°C) of this liquid.

There was another outdoor stockpile of waste, consisting principally of timber, along the western
boundary of the facility, close to the southern portion of the main buildings.

Domestic waste was stored outside of the buildings on a concrete area adjacent to the trommel unit. A
Dawoo grab was used to load this waste into the trommel, the fine fraction of the waste dropped out
at the base of the trommel and the course fraction passed from the trommel onto a conveyor belt
within the building, which carried it to an articulated truck patked within the building. There was
sawdust within the waste being loaded into the trommel and the loading activity gave rise to
significant quantities of airborne sawdust that dropped to the ground in the vicinity of the trommel.

Most of the tromme] unit was enclosed, but at the base of the unit, where the fine fraction drops out
onto the ground, there was an uncovered section approximately 2 metres in height, which provides
the loading plant with access to the fines.

The drainage gulley along the eastern side of the trommel and buildings was partially blocked by
debris.

1 detected occasional odours from waste held on-site. These odours were particularly noticeable to the
south of the waste storage areas, and near the weighbridge.

I noted evidence of diesel or oil spillages on the ground in the southeast of the facility, near the
facility entrance. There were also signs of diesel spillages on the concrete around the diesel dispenser
and on the permeable ground at the rear of the dispenser.

T walked outside the perimeter of the facility to check for offsite nuisances. When I exited the facility
through the entrance gate in the south of the facility to commence the inspection for offsite nuisances
I could hear the timber shredder. The shredder was turned off before T had departed from the southern
boundary of the facility and therefore I was unable to assess possible offsite noise nuisance generated
by the shredder.

I noted some plastic litter outside the western boundary of the facility. I also noted some mud mixed
with occasional litter, which appeared to have flowed from the facility inte the adjoining field to the
west of the facility.

There were occasional gaps along the perimeter of the facility that may allow unauthorised access to
the facility.

Dr. John MacNamara of AES arrived while I was on site and I explained to him that I was carrying
out a site inspection and that I could not discuss the status of the waste licence application or the
objection to the proposed decision.

I asked Dr. MacNamara if I could view the nuisance inspection records. He showed me the Rentokil
vermin control documentation, which included reports on visits made by Rentokil to the facility on
20/03/02, 15/04/02 and 22/05/02. According to the Rentokil reports there was no evidence of rodent
activity noted during these routine inspections. At the time of my inspection the staff on site were
unable to find documented reports on other inspections for other nuisances.

1 left the facility at 12:45.

Report prepared by:  D.Shannon Signed \B &m
N MV
pate o [otfer
Voo
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Appendix 2: Submission by AES Ltd. on Site Inspection Report Following Site Visit 06

June 2002 by Mr. David Shannon, Inspector EPA. o
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ADVANCED ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS (IRELAND) LTD.

UniT 1, MoNREAD COMMERCIAL PAark, MoNREAD RoAD,
Naas, Co. KILDARE.

PHONE: 045-981613 Fax: 045-981621

EmAIL: info@aesirl.ie

Administration

Waste Management Licensing
EPA

PO Box 3000

Johnstown Castle Estate

Co. Wexford

Ref. Register No. 96-1
July 1% 2002
Dear Sirs

I refer to your letter of 17" June 2002 concerning ‘Additional matter which the Agency
proposes to take into account’ in respect of the Waste Licence Application (96-1).

The applicant, AES (Ireland) Ltd., wish to submit to the Agency the attached documents
which comment on the Inspector’s site visit on June 6™ 2002 and his subsequent report .

The following are enclosed:
+ Formal Submission
« Photographs

« Attachments to the submission

If you require any further details or clarification please do not hesitate to contact me.

Best Regards,

S b e
Ce Dr. John Ry

an, EMATI Ltd.

ReGisTERED OFFICE: UNIT 1, MONREAD COMMERCIAL PARK, MONREAD RoAD, NAAS, Co. KILDARE.
REGISTERED IN IRELAND NO.: 224173 VAT No.: IE 8224173 C.
DIRECTORS: P.A. ALLEY {CHAIRMAN 8 MANAGING), M. SHEAHAN, A.C.CA. (FINANCE), N. O'MEARA (SECRETARY),
A, BaiLey, ). Cox, P. DANAHER, ). DoHENY, P. O'BRIEN (U.S.A).



Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

Formal Submission

Submission details

Name: AES (Ireland) Ltd. t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal (the Applicant)

Waste Licence :96-1

Application No:

Address: Unit 1, Monread Commercial Park, Monread Road, Naas, Co.
Kildare.

Facility: Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois

Comments on Mr. David Shannon’s notes from his ‘unannounced site inspection’ June
6" 2002. The series of comments presented in this submission are taken in sequence
based upon Mr. Shannon’s report.

The Inspector’s comments that the Talbott C9 bumer has been dismantled and
decommissioned and his assertion that burner is inoperable is correct

The Inspector is correct in his assessment that there is no briquetting press on the
site.

The timber shredder had broken down two days before the inspection, the unit had
been repaired, unfortunately some oil had leaked form the unit; this oil had been
covered with sawdust so as to absorb the oil and contain the spill. This sawdust
has since been removed and cleaned. The contaminated sawdust was bagged and
placed beside the Waste Oil Receptacle in the Quarantine Area, vide infra.

In relation to the first of the stockpiles, the inspector observed several oil filters
and car batteries. The inspector did not mention the presence of a ‘Waste
Quarantine Arca’ which AES have installed on the Ballymorris Site (see attached
photos). This quarantine area is used for liquid containers, waste oil, gas
cylinders, batteries and fluorescent tubes; management on the site have instructed
all operators to place such materials in their respective receptacles, these
procedures have been in place for the past three months; however it is possible
that the filters/batteries identified by the Inspector were either missed by the
operators or else were awaiting transfer to the waste quarantine area.
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Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

The measurement of conductivity by immersing the probe into a stationary puddle of
water is far from ideal in terms of a reproducible and reliable methodology for this type
of analysis. It is also debatable as to the relevance of this measurement given the
technique employed.

o The metal stockpile along with construction & demolition waste was stored on
concrete; this is in keeping with procedures at other licensed facilities for these
types of material.

o The stockpile to the north of the C&D was a ‘temporary’ store of commercial and
domestic waste (as observed by the inspector). ‘Temporary’ is used in this
context to indicate that the material had arrived at the facility that morning, would
be processed for recyclates that afternoon after which the residuals would be
transferred to Kyletaleasha Landfill (such a system is in keeping with the regime
outlined in the licence conditions which were planned for this site). Any
materials which may end up outside the site perimeter or in boundary
ditch/hedgerow are removed at the end of each day.

o Again the presence of a ‘small pool of liquid’, for which the conductivity was
measured in the same manner as describe above, adds little to the unambiguous
information gathered during the site visit.

o The timber stockpile along with the construction & demolition waste was stored
on concrete; this is in keeping with procedures at other licensed facilities for these
types of material.

o The inspector noted the presence of “sawdust that dropped to the ground in the
vicinity of the trommel”, it should be noted that since the last EPA inspection AES
have installed extra shuttering around the trommel which minimises dust escaping
outside the vicinity of the trommel itself.

o The gulley along the eastern side of the trommel along with the drainage in
general site has already been identified by AES as a matter requiring attention
-(see objection to Proposed Decision). AES have begun work on the drainage at
the facility; AES have replaced eve chutes and guttering on the main waste
handling building in the last 3 months. AES acknowledge the comment of the
inspector that this gulley “was partially blocked” and have now set in motion a
monitoring and cleaning regime for existing gullies on site.

Waste License Reg No. 96-1 Page3 of 7



Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

o The inspector noted “occasional odours™ on site; again as was highlighted in the
objection to the Proposed Decision, AES’s operating procedure 1s to process and
turnaround (i.e. transfer to a licensed waste disposal site) all organic waste on the
same day it is accepted on site. Such procedures greatly minimise the nuisance
associated with odours. AES have also engaged the services of Envirotech and
use their Odourblock spray daily on site, this product ameliorates unpleasant
odours in the facility and the surrounding area.

o The diesel stains around the dispensers have been noted in the past, both by the
Agency and AES. This issue has been identified by AES as a topic requiring
attention, AES are planning a bunded area for diesel storage and distribution
(pumps), this work has been deferred temporarily as the future location of the
tanks and bunded area are pending a traffic survey from Laois Co. Co. (regarding
entrance/egress at the site) and a final decision on the provision of grant aid for a
new wheel wash from the Cleaner Greener Production Programme, which if
approved would influence the location of the bunded diesel storage area.

o In relation to the Inspector’s observations regarding the noise from the timber
shredder during his offsite/perimeter inspection, Mr Shannon states that he could
hear the timber shredder while approaching the exit at the southern gate. The
Inspector then notes that “the shredder was turned off’ before he had the exited
the site, it should be noted here that the unit shut down as all the timber in the
hopper had been shredded.

Note, this shredded material is then transported to Finsa Wood Products for recycling. It
is also debatable that the inspector would be able to have made an objective assessment
of the potential noise nuisance by simply walking around the perimeter of the site (or for
that matter in the shed housing the unit)

o The inspector noted and photographed some plastic litter on the western boundary
of the site. The site is bordered by a field on the western side, the litter
photographed and presented in the Inspector’s report is from the ‘temporary’
storage of waste which was probably being processed that day. At the close of
business each day the site perimeter is inspected and cleaned if necessary. It
should also be noted that the inspector did not report the presence of any litter or
debris from his examination of the southern / eastern public roadways which
surround the site.

o The inspector raised the issue of “occasional gaps [in the fencing] along the
perimeter of the facility”. AES had previously indicated to the Agency, in it’s
objection to the Proposed Decision, the company’s intention to replace sections of
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Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

the perimeter fencing. These improvements were scheduled for the week
beginning June 10%, this work has since been carried out and completed; please
see the attached photographs.

o Finally the inspector notes that he saw the nuisance inspection records from
Rentokill (which incidentally indicated no vermin activity on site). The inspector
also noted that staff were unable to locate documented reports for other nuisances;
the reason for this was that the facility manager Mr. James Heffernan was off-site
during Mr. Shannon’s visit, unfortunately Mr. Heffernan had these actual reports
with him on the day; however a selection of these ‘nuisance monitoring sheets’
are attached with this response.

o Please also find attached a copy of a site visit report from ‘Bird Control Ireland’.
This report was held offsite in AES’s Nenagh office.

PTO =
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Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

In conclusion it may be instructive to briefly summarise the improvements in facilities
and procedures at the Ballymorris site since AES assumed control.

¢ Decommissioning and dismantling of the Burner and Briquetting units

e Introduction of daily checks for nuisances within and around the perimeter of the
site

¢ New contract with ‘Rentokill’ for vermin control

¢ Site visit and consultation from ‘Bird Control Ireland’

¢ Purchase and use of Odourblock technology from Envirotech

o Installation of a Waste Quarantine Area for hazardous materials accepted
inadvertently on site

e The installation of additional shuttering around the waste sorting/handling area

e Repairs and improvements to eves, gutters and drainage on site

o The fitting of new fencing around the perimeter of the site

¢ Plans for a new bunded area for diesel tanks and pumps
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Response to Site Inspection Report 06/06/02

List of attachments:-

e Photographs of new Waste Quarantine Area

e Photographs of new fencing around the site perimeter

¢ Photocopies of a selection of Nuisance Monitoring Records

e Letter from Envirotech re their Odourblock Product, also included is a Material
Safety Data Sheet and a copy of an invoice for the product

¢ Site visit and consultancy report from Bird Control Ireland Ltd

» Copy of a letter from the EPA short-listing AES’s proposal of a washwater
system using recycled water to clean fleet vehicles at Ballymorris for funding via
the Cleaner Greener Production Programme. Also included are the technical

specifications of this proposal.
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VIROTECH

Enucrpmmeatal i Bracess feeknologres

29" January 2002

Mr James Heffernan
Erwin J. Cobbe
Kilbride
Portarlington

Co. Kildare

Dear Mr. Heffernan
I would like to thank you for taking the time to try our product.
As we discussed in our phone conversation, Odourblock 720E is designed to
counteract rancid odours. It functions as an extremely potent masking agent which is
effective over a wide range of applications.
Its application in relation to your particular needs would be advised as follows:

«  For truck washing the addition of 100 to 200 mls of Odourblock 720E can be

placed either into the reservoir the power washer is drawing from, or in with

the detergent draw line that is used for washing.

» A knap sack containing a one in ten dilution (ie 1 itr of Odourblock 720E to 10
Itrs of water) can be sprayed directly around the skips once emptied.

»  Odourblock 720E can be sprayed directly over the waste on-site to prevent the
occurrence of odours.

Envirotech would also be pleased to quote for storm water analysis or any other
analysis that needs to be carried out on your site.

I will be in contact over the pext fortnight to answer any queries or you may contact
me on 086 8564339.

Kind regards

Yours sincerely

Qodes iy

Declan Costigan
TECHNICAL SALES

ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY (MANUFACTURING]) LTD.

Ballycyrraen Industrial Estate, Kinsale Road, Cork, freland.

Tal: 021 . 4962554 7 4952518 Fox: 021 - 4942345 E.mail: info@aenvirotech.ie Website: www. anvirotach.ie
Rogistered in Dublin, Iraland. Mo, 205441 Y.AT. Reg. Ne. 1§ B20544IR



Material Safety Data Sheet EN VIROTECH

\ Odourblock 720 E j

Rev No: 01 Date: 01/09/2000

L.

IDENTIFICATION OF THE SUBSTANCE/PREPARATION AND
COMPANY/UNDERTAKING

A: Product Name : Odgurblock 720 E
B: Company : Environmental Technology Ltd
Ballycurreen Ind. Estate
Kinsale Road
Cork
Ireland
C: Telephone s (+353)21-4962554
Telefax : (+353)21-4962345
Emergency Phone No : (+353)86-2568258

COMPOSITION/INFORMATION ON INGREDIENTS

2,
Chemical characterisation:
Al Description : Proprietary blend of odour counterveillant
compounds.
3. HAZARDS IDENTIFICATION
Al Description : May cause irritation to skin and eyes.
B: Hazardous components
1. Description:
2. Symbol Imtant
3. R-Phrases R36 Irritating to eyes
R38 Irritating 1o skin
4. FIRST AID MEASURES

A Eye Contact (1) Rinse well with water for at least 15 minutes
_ if jrritation persists seek medical advice.

B Skin Contact (1) Wash with water, Remove contaminated clothing.

C Ingestion (i) Wash out mouth with water. Do not induce vonuting.
Seek immediate medical advice..

D Inhalation (1) Remove to fresh air and rest. If irmitation persists seek
medical advice.

Page 1 of 4



Material Safety Data Sheet ENVIROTECH

Odourblock 720 E |

Rev No:01 Date: 01/09/2000

5. FIRE-FIGHTING MEASURES

A Special Hazards ) Thermal decomposition may cause emission of carbon
monoxide/dioxide.

B Extinguishing media
- Suitable (1) Foam
(iiy  Carbon Dioxide
(iliy ~ Water spray/jet
(iv)  Powder

C Special protective
equipment for fire fighter(i) Wear self contained breathing aparatus.

6. ACCIDENTAL RELEASE MEASURES

A Personal Precautions (i) Wear gloves/goggles.

B Environmental Precautions (i) Keep away from drains.
(i)  Avoid contact with surface water or
groundwater.
(i)  Inform local authority in case of large spills.

C Methods for cleaning up (¥) Collect with absorbent maaterial such as sand or
earth, place in a skip.

1. HANDLING AND STORAGE

A Handling (1) Avoid contact with skin & eyes. Wear gloves
and goggles.
B Storage (i) Store in a cool dry place.

Page 2 of 4



Material Safety Data Sheet ENVIROTECH

Odourblock 720 E

Rev No:01 Date: 01/09/2000

8.

EXPOSURE CONTROLS/PERSONAL PROTECTION

A General Protection - (D) Ensure material is stored in a well-ventilated
area,
(iiy Do not allow material to enter drains.
(i)  Avoid spillages.

B Personal Protection (i) Wear PVC gloves.
(i)  Wear safety goggles.

PHYSICAL AND CHEMICAL PROPERTIES

(1) Appearance : Dark green colout
(i)  Odour : Fresh/minty odour
(iii)  Vapour pressure > mm Hg @ 25°C
(iv)  Specific gravity : Approx. 1.01

(v) Vapour density 1<l

10,

11.

STABILITY AND REACTIVITY
A Conditions to avoid ) Stable under normal conditions.
B Materials to avoid (i} Oxidising Agents

(i)  Reducing agents

C Hazardous decomposition products:
Combustion may lead to emission of oxides of carbon

TOXICOLOGICAL INFORMATION

(i) No experimental toxicity values available.
(i)  Matenal is a skin and eye irrtant.

12.

ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION

(i) No experimental toxicity values available,
(i)  Inherently biodegradability

Page 3 of 4



Material Safety Data Sheet ENVIROTECH

Odourblock 720 E

Rev No: 01 Date 01/09/2000

13.  DISPOSAL CONSIDERATIONS

() Dispose of observing all local authority regulation to an authorised disposal
facility.

14. TRANSPORT INFORMATION

) No special requirements.

15. REGULATORY INFORMATION

A Labelling ) Symbols Irritant
(i)  R-phrases R36 Imritating to eyes
R38 Irritating to skin
(iii)  S-Phrases S24 Avoid contact with skin
S25 Avoid contact with eyes
S36 Wear suitable protective

clothing

B National Legislation/Regulations.

16. OTHER INFORMATION

A Recommended uses and restrictions.  This product is used in the treatment of water
and wastewater, For correct dosing and
application always consult with your
Envirotech representative.

B Training advice. N/A

C Further information, N/A

D The information given in this data sheet is based on our current knowledge and is

given in good faith. However it should not be construed as a warranty for which
Environmental Technology assumes legal responsibility.

Paged of 4
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Ballycurreen Ihdustrial_ Estate, Kinsale Road, Cork, Ireland
Phone; (021) 4962554/4862518. Fax: (021) 4962345
E-mail; entech@iol.ie
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Bird Control {reland Ltd.

Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal, Trading as AES Cobbe

Location Portarlington, Co Laoise.
Type Waste Transfer Station
Area 3 Acres approx.

Survey Date December 18, 2001. 1600 Hrs.

Survey by  Jeremy Nicholson

Manager James Heffernan

AES Cobbe Waste Transfer Station is situated about 4 Km West of Portarlington
E:r‘:i]; around the station are mainly Pasture with some Bog Land in the vicinity also.

The nearest urban area is Portarlington 4 Km East

The site caters for Domestic waste . No toxic or hazardous material is taken on site.

Identified Hazards on Site

There is frequent Heavy Traffic on site
Overhead power lines cross over the yard close to the main gate.

Bird Control

There is not currently a bird control program at AES COBBE

Factors that will influence Bird Conirol at AES COBBE

= Public Health and Safety

= High wire fencing around the perimeter poses a threat to pursuit falcons as it is
difficult to see.

= Relatively remote location and low density housing

= Size of the site

DIRECTORS: Jeremy Nicholson, Orla Nicholson
Littlebridge Inches, Cappoquin, Co. Waterford, Ireland.
Tel/Fax: 00 353 58 52302 Mobile: 087 2339330

e-mail: bci@eircom.net



Birds at AES COBBE Transfer Station

The following species were observed around the site. It should be noted that this was
a casual viewing and BCI would undertake a full survey prior to bird control
measures being employed in order to establish the base line for monitoring and
evaluating the programme.

Corvus frugilergus Rook

Corvus corone Hooded Crow
Corvus monedula Jackdaw
Sturnus vulgaris Starling
Montacilla alba yarrallii Pied Wagtail
Pica pica Magpie
Comments

A rookery is visible to the West of the site.

Rooks could be seen to scout the area and a number were in close proximity to the
station.

No Gulls were seen however it is presumed that occasional raids may occur as is
common with most sites of this nature. Emo Lake is close to the station and would
provide Gulls with the water they need on a daily basis.

A determined, daily bird control programme needs to be implemented and maintained
particularly to tackle the numbers of Corvids and possibly Gulls that may be
frequenting the site.

No one method of bird scaring used in isolation will be successful. A multi-
faceted programme will be required.

The health risks associated with pest birds should not be under estimated, Staff should
be made aware of health and safety issues involved.
Appendix 1; Health Hazzards caused by Pest Birds

Bird Control Ireland Ltd operate strict Health and Safety procedures. Confer
Appendix 2; Health and Safety Procedures.



Control of Birds at AES COBBE , Waste Transfer Station

Bird Control Ireland Ltd recommends the following course of action;

Continue daily covering of waste material, this will minimize access to refuse after
hours.

Initiate a Bird Control Programme, jointly operated by BCI Ltd and AES
COBBE

Bird Control Methodology Statement

The objective is to make AES COBBE a Hostile Zone for birds. BCI Ltd achicve this
by building an Association of Mortal Danger with various deterrents. In so doing
birds will be reluctant to approach the site even when BCI are not at the station.

Site Survey

The bird population will be surveyed on Five separate occasions during
the first month. Details to include, Species, Numbers, Percentages,
Lounging time on site.

The survey will establish a recognized base from which the programme can be
monitored and evaluated.
Bird control measures will be introduced in month two.

A combination of Falcons, Species Specific Distress Calls, Fire Arms and Visual
deterrents will be utilized. These will be applied and rotated without regular pattern
to make AES unattractive to foraging Gulls and Corvids ( Crows).

Bird Control Ireland Ltd will manage the programme. A weekly programme will
be planned by Jeremy Nicholson and operated daily by the site Bird Control
Manager.

AES COBBE will nominate one person to under go training and be responsible
for daily employment of deterrents.

BCI Ltd will visit the site Twice a week for the first Month and Twice a month
thereafter.

Each site visit will be for a duration of two hours during which, falcons will be
flown, Acoustic / Visual deterrents employed, Management plan updated and
liaison with site management.

A visit log will be written up at the end of each visit documenting,
Date, Time in / out, Actions on site, Comments.



Bird Control Programme cont

o The daily activities will be signed off at the end of each day on a prepared sheet
in the Bird Control Manual.

¢ A monthly report will be submitted to AES COBBE giving details of
Bird Numbers on site, The months activities, Comments, Recommendations, and
Summary.
The visit log for that month will be included with the report.

¢ A year end report will be written containing all information relevant to the
programme.This will include the year end survey and a comparison of details

submitted in the original survey.

¢ A Site Manual will be provided containing relevant information, safety data sheets
etc.

¢ A Planner Board will be mounted in the site office for easy reference

Falcons for Portarlington

Peregrine, Saker Falcons, and Harris Hawks may be flown depending on the time of
day, weather, and the falcons readiness to fly.

Initially aggressive pursuit falcons targeting Rooks will be employed. Harris Hawks
may also be used for localised dominance of the site yard.

Falcons and Hawks are used in tandem with Acoustic and Visual deterrents. The
Falcons threat of Mortal Danger is associated with the deterrents so that birds will be
reluctant to approach the area when the deterrents are deployed.

Large powerful falcons must be flown to intimidate Corvids and Gulls

Distress Calls

The acoustic distress call system for AES COBBE will be the hand portable,
Scarecrow Patrol. This unit represents the best acoustic and digital technology
available.

Scarecrow distress calls are in use on Irish airfields such as Dublin, Cork, Shannon
and The Air Corps ,Civilian and Military airfields in the UK. and in Landfills
throughout Ireland and the U.K.

Scarecrow patrol has a selection of calls to include, Herring Gull, Blackheaded
Gull, Magpie, Rook, Jackdaw, Starling.

Distress Calls Cont

Other calls may be added, including the latest Feral Pigeon distress call, Sparrow;————
Carrion Crow and Common Gull.

This unit also has a live speech ( Loud Hailer) mode and an attention getting whistle.
Its use as a Loud Hailer may be useful in emergency situations.



Visual Deterrents

Visuals employed are used to support the two anchor systems. Daily rotation
reinforces the fearful response achieved to make the site a hostile zone for birds.

« Helikite A helium filled kite that “hovers” above the site, Ideal
for days when the wind is not so strong. Its performance reminds the birds of a
falcon and harnesses the fear installed by live falcon flights.

The Helekite is mounted via a 13 M pole so that the kite line will not become
entangled in site machinery.

Three locations will be selected around the yard for mounting a bracket to hold the
pole. It is assumed that AES fitters will be able to fashion a suitable bracket with
material on site.

* Flapping Hawk Kite A realistic hawk kite that flaps its wings as it
flies. Even from close up this kite looks life like. Its action reminds the target
birds of the live predator .

Mounted from the 13 M pole the Hawk Kite launches its self in the wind.

¢ Rotating Flash Scarecrows Bright flashing, wind powered unit that
reinforces the element of danger in the area.
These flash units can be seen by birds from a long way and have proved useful on
sites throughout the country.
Mounted on a three foot metal post they are moved daily for maximum effect

+ Predator Eye Balloons Two foot, brightly coloured balloon with
holographic predator eyes that “follow” birds in the fashion of a stalking predator.
Suspended from eight foot maypoles and spring to give a constant motion.

o Other products such as Predator Medels from our own stores may also be used
depending on the situation

Fire Arms

Silenced Shot Gun would help establish the association of Mortal Danger with visual
deterrents. This Fire Arm is very quiet, discharging Sub Sonic Rounds and will not
disturb nearby residents.

Shot Guns will be used by BCI Ltd in association with Falcons, Distress Calls and
Visual Deterrents. The Objective is hammer home the message that the site is no
longer a safe place. It is pot intended to cull large numbers of Corvids.

Shooting will not in its self achieve anything. It is the Association of Mortal Danger
that we build up around the Acoustic and Visual deterrents using a shot gun as
another element that is successful




Control of pest bird is not an exact science and our stafl will adjust the programme as
the situation unfolds.

During periods of inclement weather, such as Gales, Fog or Rain, falcons will not be
flown. Other techniques may be used such as the above or products from our own
stores.

Bird Control may spend more time on site than quoted during the first calendar
month. Extra time as decided by BCI for the first month will not incur extra charge.
Additional hours after the first month will incur charges as per terms.
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ASWAcycle

Water Recycling System for Car wash

Type: ASWAcycle HP-A
Water Recycling for high pressure car wash
with Technical Room above ground

ASWATEC lreland Ltd.,Portiacise, Co .Laots, Tel: 0502/78600, Fax:0502/78699, o-mail: aswatec@atlasireland.ie



Technical Specification

le HP-A

Water Recycling System for high-pressure car wash
System: ASWAcyc HP

Water Recycling System for high-pressure car wash consists of the following

components:

Grit and sludge chamber

Prefabricated reinforced concrete tank for underground

instafiation, buiid to the highest Standards

Hexagon tank:

Depth:

Depth over all:

Wall thickness:

Bottom thickness:
Capacity on water level.
Inlet/Outlet pipe PVC.
Congcrete cover lid:
Ductile manhole trap:

Separator for light liquids
and Buffer tank
Hexagon tank:
Depth:
Depth over all:
Wall thickness:
Bottom thickness:
Capacity on water level:
inlet 90 degree pipe:
Outlet pipe overflow:

Build in Coalescence
Separator Class 1
(overflow)

Concrete cover lid:
Ductile manhole trap:

1720 mm on top
2100 mm '
2300 mm
75 mm

100 mm
2600 litre
DN 150
Load 126 kn
Load 125 kn, 600 mm dia

Prefabricated reinforced concrete tank for underground
instaliation, build to the highest Standards

1720 mm on top
2100 mm
2300 mm
75 mm

100 mm
2600 litre
DN 150 PVC
DN 150 HDPE

DN 150 HDPE, NS 6, with
Filter from HDPE

Load 125 kn
Load 125 kn, 600 mm dia



Technical Building Prefabricated Insulated cladding shed for aboveground
installation, build to the highest Standards

Specifications on request
Technical Equipment 1. Special Filter System made of resistant polyester
installed and wired up in plastic; with fitter nozzles fitted in form of a star,
Technical Building gpecial Filling, full automatic back wash with
pressure switch for fitration, clear rinse, back
rinse

Filter performance up to < 10 pm
Feed up to 10 cub/hour
2. Submersible staintess steel feed pump with twin-
channel impeller, designed to handle suspanded
solids up to 50 mm in diameter

performance: 12-15 cub/hour

Three-phase motor 380-41 5V
1.5 kw, 50 Hz

3. Threaded centrifugal pump with open impeller,
all components in contact with liquid made from
stainless stee!

Performance:140 litre/minute

Three-phase motor 380415V
1.5 kw, 50 Hz

Pragsure: 2.5 bar

2§ litre Pressure vessel with pressure switch and



gauge

. Internal biological treatment system to stop any
odour and for better water quality.

. Storage tank for recycled water, rotationally
moulded in one peace

Length: 1600 mm
Width: 670 mm
Height 1100 mm
Capacity: 500 litre

. Control panel, via SPS, visual and acoustic
alarm



Appendix 3: Technical Committee Recommended Proposed Decision

()

96-1 AES Ltd. Page 9 of 10
Technical Commitiee Report







Appendix 4: Inspectors Recommendation for a Proposed Decision considered by the
Board 22 January 2002.

96-1 AES Ltd. ' Page 10 of 10
Technical Committee Report






Headquarters,

P.O. Box 3000,
Johnstown Castle Estate
County Wexford, Ireland

WASTE LICENCE
PROPOSED DECISION
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

Waste Licence 96-1
Register Number:

~ Applicant: Advanced Environmental Solutions

(Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe
Waste Disposal

Location of Facility:  Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co.
| Laois.



INTRODUCTION

This Introduction |s not part of the licence and does not purport to be a legal
interpretation of the licence. :

_ This licence permits Advanced Environmental Solutions (freland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe
Waste Disposal to operate a waste transfer station, recycling facility and a wood bumer at
- -~ - ~-Deetpark-Crossroads, Ballymorris, Kilbride; Portarfington, €o. Laois. ~ =~ - - - ~ == -

All waste activities at the facility listed and described in Part I: Activities Licensed and Authorised
by this Licence shall cease until infrastructure is in place and planning permission is obtained.
The final cessation of activity will be completed within the context of a decommissicning plan to
be agreed as per Condition 4 of this licence. ' '

The faciliiy shall-only be operated during the hours of 8am to 6pm Monday' to Friday inclusive
and 9.30am to 6.00pm on Saturdays. The facility must remain closed on Sundays and on Bank
Holidays. The quantity of waste to be accepled is limited to 22,845 tonnes annually.

The facility (which lies on a former bedrock quarry) overlies a regionally important limestone
aquifer. Three private wells lie 350m downgradient and the aquifer has potential future use.
Previous infilling of the quarry with municipal waste by Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal has poliuted
the groundwater with nickel and has caised the PH to become slightly acidic. Oil storage
activities have also polluted the  aquifer with diesel hydrocarbons. The proposed decision
includes measures to remediate groundwater contamination associated with previous wiste
disposal operations at the facility.

Environmental Protection Agency WLPDY96-1
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DECISION & REASONS FOR THE DECISION

The Agency is satisfied, on the basis of the information available, that the waste activity, or

activities, licensed hereunder will comply with the requirements of Section 40(4) of the Waste
Management Act, 1996.-

In reaching this decision the Agency has considered the application and éupporting
documentation received from the applicant, all submissions received from other parties and the
_report of its inspector. K 7 o -

Part I Activities Licensed -

In pursuance of the powers conferred on it by the Waste Management Act, 1996, the

Environmental Protection Agency {the Agency) proposes, under Section 40(1) of the said Act to
grant this Waste Licence to Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin
Cobbe Waste Disposal to camy on the waste activity/activities listed below at Ballymaorris,
Kilbride, Portariington, Co. Laois subject to conditions, with the reasons therefor and the
associated schedules attached thereto set out in the licence. :

Licensed Waste Disposal Activities, in accordance with the Third Schedule of the Waste
Management Act 1996 :

Class 13 _ Storage prior.to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of this

Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending collection, on the premises where the
waste concerned is produced.

This activity is Iimitéd to the temporary storage of wasté prior to removal off-site for disposal at an
appropriate alterative facility.

3

Licensed Waste Recovery Activities, in accordance with the Fourih Schedule of the Waste
Management Act 1996

Class 2. Recycling or reclamation of organic substances which are not used as solvents (including
composting and other biological transformation processes):

This activity is limited to the removal of wood and cardboard from the incoming waste stream and
the storage of these wastes to be sent off site for reprocessing. :

Class 3. Recycling or rectamation of metals and metal compounds:

This activity is limited to the removal of metal from the Incoming waste stream and the storage of
metal wastes to be sent off site for repracessing.

Class 4. Recycling or reclamation of other inorganic materials:

This activity is limited to the receipt, holding of inert construction and demolition wastes {such as
bricks, cement, ceramics, soils) to be sent off site for reprocessing.

Class 13. Storage of waste intended for submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph

of this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending collection, on the premises
where such waste is produced:

This activity is limited to the storage of waste prior to removal off site Class 2, 3 and 4.
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Part Il: Activities Refused

In pursuance of the powers conferred on it by the Waste Managerrienf Act, 1996, the
Environmental Protection Agency (the Agency) proposes, under Section 40(1) of the said Act to
refuse the following classes of activities.

Refused waste recoverj'r activities, in accordance with the Third Schedule

of-the Waste Management Act 1996

Class 11.

Blending or mixture prior to submission to any activity referred to iha precedmg paragraph
of this Schedule.

Reason: The mixture of untreated and unicontaminated wood from different sources prior to eventual
disposal in the onsite wood bumer is no longer applicable at the faciiity as the wood bumer and
briquetting units have been decommissioned.

)

Refused waste recovery activities, in accordance with the Fourth Schedule

of the Waste Management Act, 1996

Class 8.

Class 9.

Class 11.

Class 12.

Oil re-refining or other re-use's of oil:
Reason: No relevant proposals were Included in the Iioenoe application.
Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other means to generate energy:

Reason. the operation of a wood bumer which uses untreated/ uncontaminated wood to supply fuel
" for the plant is no longer applicable at the faclllty as the wood burner has been
decommissioned.

'Use of waste obtained from any actlwty referred to In a preceding paragraph of this

Schedule;

Reason: The operation of a briquette making machine te compacl shredded waste cardboard and
shredded wood into individual briquettes for re-sale is no longer applicable at the facility as the
briquetting units has been decommissioned.

Exchange of waste for submission to any activity referred to in a preceding paragraph of this
Schedule:

Reason: The shredding of untreated wood to supply fuel 'for the wood burner plant and raw material
for the briquette making machine is no longer applicable at the facility as the wood burner and
biquetting unit have been decommissioned..
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INTERPRETATION

All terms in this licence should be interpreted in accordance with the definitions in the Waste
Management Act, (the Act), unless otherwise defined in this section.

Aerosol
Adequate lighting
Agreement
Annually
Attachment

- Application

Appropriate
facility

'BATNEEC

Bi-annually

Biodegradable
~waste

Condition

Construction and
Demolition Waste

Containment
hoom

Daytime

Documentation
Drawing

Emergency

Emission Limits

European Waste
Catalogue (EWC)

Foul water.

A suspension of solid or liquid particles in a gaseous medium.

20 lux measured at ground level.

Agreement in writing.
At approximately twelve monthly intervals.

Any reference to. Attachments in this licence refers to attachments
submitted as part of the waste licence application :

The applicétion by the licensee for this waste ficence.

A waste management facility, duly authorised under relevant law and
technically suitable, ‘

Best Available Technology Not Entailing Excessive Cost as defined in
Section 5{(2) of the Act.

All or part of a period of six consecutive months.

Any waste that is capable of undergoing anaerobic or aerobic
decomposition, such as food, garden waste, sewage sludge, paper
and paperboard. . - :

A condition of this licence.

All wastes which arise from construction, renovation and demolition
activities.

A boom which can contain spillages and prevent them from entering
drains or watercourses.

8.00 a.m. to 10.00 p.m.

Any report, record, result, data, drawing, proposal, interpretation or
other document in written or electronic form which is required by this
licence,

Any reference to a drawing or drawing number means a drawing or
drawing number contained in the apphication, unless otherwise
specified in this ficence.

Those occurrences defined in Condition 9.4

Those limits, including conce'ntration limits and deposition levels
established in Schedule C.

A harmonised, non-exhaustive list of wastes drawn up by the European
Commission and published as Commission Decision 94/3/EC and any
subsequent amendment published in the Official Journal of the
European Community.

Sewage and drainage from waste transfer building, wheelwash, truck
wash, ramp, waste inspection and receiving area and run-off from all

Enviranmental Profection Agency WLPD/96-1
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Green waste

Hours of
Operation

Hours of Waste
Acceptance

Industrial Waste

Inert waste -

Landfill Directive
Licence

Licensee
Liquid Waste

Maintain

Mobile Plant

Monthly

Municipal waste

" Night-time

Noise Sensitive
Location {NSL)

Oil Separator

Recyclable
Materials

Quarterly

hardstanding areas associated with waste proceesing.

Wood{excluding timber), plant matter such as grass cuttmgs and
other vegetation.

The hours during which the facility is authorised to be operational. The
hours of operation of a facility are usually fonger than the hours of
waste acceptance to facilitate preparatory and completlon works, such
as the washing and cleaning of yard areas.

The hours during which the facility is authorised to accept waste.
Different activities within the facility, such as the civic waste facility, may -
have different hours of waste acceptance.

As defined in Section 5(1}) of the Act.

Waste that does not undergo any significant physical, chemical or
biological transformations. Inert waste will not dissolve, bumn or
otherwise physically or chemically react, biodegrade or adversely affect
other matter with which it comes inte contact in a way likely to give rise
to environmental poliution or harm human health. The total leachability
and pollutant content of the waste and the ecotoxicity of the leachate
must be insignificant, and in’ particular not endanger the quality of
surface water and/or groundwater.

Council Directive 1999/31/EC
A Waste Licence issued in accordance with the Act.

Advanced Environmental - Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as Erwin

- Cobbe Waste Disposal.

Any waste in liquid form and containing less than 2% dry matter. Any

. waste tankered to the facllity. -

Keep in a fit state, including such regular inspection, servicing,
calibration and repair as may be necessary to adequately perform its
function.

Self-propelled machinery used for the emplacement of wastes or for
the construction of specified engineering works.

A minimum of 12 times per year, at approximately monthly intervals.

As defined in Section 5(1) of the Act.

10.00 p.m. {0 8.00 a.m.

Any dwelling house, hotel or hostel, health building, educational
establishment, place of worship or enteriainment, or any other facility or
area of high amenity which for its proper enjoyment requires the
absence of noise at nuisance ievels.

Device installed according to the draft European Standard prEN 858
(Installations for the separation of light liquids, e.g. oil and petrol). Often

referred fo as an Qil Interceptor.

Those waste typee, such as cardboard, batteries, gas cylinders, etc,
which may be recycled

At approximately three’ monthly intervals.

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1
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Sample(s)
Specified
Emissions
Specified
Engineering

Works

Trigger Level
Weekly

White G_oog:ls

- EPA Working Day

Unless the context of this licence indicates to the contrary, samples
shall include measurements by electronic instruments.

Those émiséions listed in Schedule C Emission Limits of this licence.

Those engineering works listed in Schedﬁle B: Specified Engineering

" Works of this licence.

A parameter value .specified in the licence, the achievement or

exceedance of which requires certain actions to be taken by the
licensee, : v :

During all weeks of plant Operation, and in the case of emissions, when
emissions are taking place; with no more than one measurement in any
one week. .

Refrigerators, cookers, ovens and other similar appliances.

Refers to the following hours; 9.00 a.m. to 5.30 p.m. Monday to Friday
inclusive. -
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PART lll CONDITIONS

CONDITION1 SCOPE OF THE LICENCE

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

14.

1.5.

1.6.

17.

1.8

1.8

Waste activities at the facility shall be restricted to thbse listed and described in Part I
Activities Licensed and authorised by this ficence.

For the purposes of this licence, the facility is the area of land outlined in red on the
Drawing labelled ‘Site Plan’ of the application dated 5 March 1999. -Any reference in this
licence to “facility” shall mean the area thus outlined in red.

This licence is for the purposes of waste ticensing under the Waste Management Act
1996 only and nothing in this licence shall be construed as negating the licensee’s
statutory obligations or requirements under any other enactments or regulations.

“The maximum tonnage of waste to be accepted at the facility shall not exceed 22,845

tonnes per annum.

Only those waste categories and quantities listed in Schedule A: Waste Acceptance, shall
be accepted at the fachity.

No hazardous wastes or liquid wastes shall be accepted at the facility.
Waste Acceptance Hours and Hours of Operation

1.7.1.1. Waste shall only be accepted at the facility between the hours of 8.30am to
5.30pm Monday to Friday inclusive and 10am to 5.00pm on Saturdays.

1.71.2. The. facility shall only be operated ddring the hours of 8am to 6pm Monday to
Friday inclusive and 9.30am to 6.00pm on Saturdays.

1.7.1.3. The facility must remain closed on Sundays or on Bank Holidays.

No commercial or municipal waste shall be accepted at the facility until the waste
transfer building has been upgraded to the satisfaction of the Agency.

All waste activities at the facility listed and described in Part I: Activities Licensed and
authorised by this licence shall cease within two years of the date of grant of this licence
uniess otherwise specified in advance by the Agency. The cessation of activities will
be completed within the context of a decommissioning plan to be agreed with the
Agency as per Condition 4 of this licence.

1.9 The foliowing shall constitute an incident for the purposes of this licence:

a) anemergency,

b) any emission which does not comply with the requirements of this licence;
c) any exceedance of the daity duty capacity of the waste handling equipment;
d) any trigger level specified in this licence which is attained or exceeded; and

e) any indication that environmental pollution has, or may have, taken place.

1.10 Where the Agency considers that a non-compliance with any condition of this licence

has occurred, it may serve a notice on the licensee specifying:

1.10.1 That only those wastes as specified, if any. in the notice are to be accepted at the

facility after the date set down in the notice;
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1.10.2 That the licensee shall underiake the works stipulated in the notice, and/or otherwise

comply with the requirements of the notice as set down therein, within the time-scale
contained in the notice; and

1.10.3 That the licensee shall carry out any other requirement specified in the notice.

When the notice has been complied with, the licensee shall provide written confirmation
that the requirements of the notice have been carried out. No waste, other than that
which is stipulated in the notice, shall be accepted at the facifity until written permission is
received from the Agency. :

111 Every plan, programme or proposal submitted to the Agency for its agreement pursuant ,
to any Condition of this licence shall include a proposed timescale for its implementation,
The Agency may modify or alter any such pian, programme or proposal in so far as it
considers such modification or alteration to be necessary and shall notify the licensee in
writing. of any such modification or alieration. Every such plan, programme or proposal shall

~ be carried out within the timescate fixed by the Agency but shall not be undertaken without
the agreement of the Agency. Every such plan, programme or proposal agreed by the
Agency shall be covered by the conditions of this licence -

CONDITION2 MANAGEMENT OF‘TH'E FACILITY

21 Facility Management

2.1.1  The licensee shall employ a suitably qualified and experienced facility manager
who shall be designated as the person in charge. The facility manager or a
nominated, suitably qualified and experienced, deputy shall be present on the
facility at all times during its operation. :

2.1.2  Both the facility manager and deputy, and any replacement manager or deputy,
-shall successfully complete both the FAS waste management training
programme (or equivalent agreed with the Agency) and associated on site
assessment appraisal within twelve months of appointment.

22 Management Structure

2.21  Prior.to the commencement of waste activities, the licensee shall submit written
details of the management structure of the facility to the Agency. Any proposed
replacement in the management structure shall be notified in advance in writing

to the Agency. Written details of the management structure shall include the
following information

a) the names of all persons who are to provide the management and
supervision of the waste activities authorised by the licence, in particular
the name of the facility manager and any nominated deputies;

b) details of the responsibilities for each individual named under a) above;
and

c) details of the relevant education, training and experience held by each of
the persons nominated under a} above.

2.3 Environmental Management System (EMS)

2.3.1  The licensee shall establish and maintain an EMS. Within six months from the
date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall submit to the Agency for its
agreement a proposal for a documented Environmental Management System
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{EMS) for the facility. Following the agreement of the Agency, the licensse
shall establish and maintain such a system. The EMS shaill be updated on an
annual basis with .amendments being submitted to the Agency for its
agreement.

232  The EMS shall include as a minimum the following elements:
2.3.21 Schedule of Environmental Objectives and Targets

The objectives should be specific and the targets measurable. The
Schedule shall address the two year period . of operation as a
minimum. The Schedule shall include a time-scale for achieving the
objectives and targets and shall comply w:th any other written
guidance issued by the Agency.

2.3.2.2 Environmental Management Plan (EMP)
The EMP shall include, as a minimum, the following:

- i methods by which the objectives and targets wili be
) ' achieved in the coming year and the designation of
(‘_) : _ respon3|b|||ty for targets;

(i) any other items required by written guidance issued by the
Agency.

2.3.2.3 Corrective Action Procedures

The Corrective Action Procedures shall detail the corrective-actions————
to be taken should any of the procedures detailed in the EMS not
be followed.

2324 Awareness and Training Programme

The Awareness and Training Programme shall identify training
needs, for personnel who work in or have responsibility for the
licensed facility.

24 Communications Programme

241 The licensee shall establish and maintain a Communications Programme {o
ensure that members of the public can obtain information at the facility, at all
reasonable times, concerning the environmental performance of the facility.
This shall be established within six months of the date of grant of this licence,
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CONDITIONV 3 FACILITY INFRASTRUCTURE

3.1 The licensee shall establish all infrastructure referred to in Condition 3 this licence prior to
the acceptance of waste at the facility. : '

3.2  Specified Engineering Works

3.2.1

3.22

323

The licensee shall submit proposals for all Specified Engineering Works, as
defined in Schedule B: Specified Engineering Works, to the Agency for its
agreement at least two months prior to the intended date of commencement of
any such works. No such works shall be carried out without the prior agreement
of the Agency. '

All specified engineerin'g works shall be subervised by a competent person(s) and
that person, or persons, shail be present at all times during which relevant works

_ are being undertaken.

Following the completion of all specified engineering works, the licensee shall
complete a construction quality assurance validation. The validation report shall

be made: avaitable to the Agency on request. The report shali include the
following information;

- a) a description of the works:

b) as-built drawings of the works:
¢) records and results of all fests carried out {including failures);

d) drawings and sections showing the location of all samples and tests carried

out;
€) daily record sheets/diary;

f) name(s) of contractor(s)/individual(s) responsible for undertaking the
specified engineering works; i

g) name(s) of individual(s) responsible for supervision of works and for quality
assurance validation of works:

h) records of any problems and the remedial works carried out to resolve those
prohlems; and

i) any other information requested in writing by the Agency.

3.3 Facility Notice Board

3.3.1

3.3.2

The licensee shall provide and maintain a Facility Notice Board on the facility so
that it is legible to persons outside the main entrance to the facility. The minimum
dimensions of the board shall be 1200 mm by 750 mm.

The board shall clearly show:

a) the name and telephone number of the facility;
b) the normal hours of opening;
¢) the name of the licence holder;

d} an emergency out of hours contact telephone number;

e) the licence reference number; and

f) where environmenta! information relating to the facility can be obtained.
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34

3.5

36

3.7

38

3.9

Facility Security

3.41 The licensee shall maintain site security including Closed Circuit Television
(CCTV) at the facility. The external fencing shall be upgraded and repaired
as appropriate within three months of the date of grant of this licence.

Site Hardstanding

3.5.1 The licensee shall provide, and maintain an impermeable hardstanding surface

: (200mm of concrete over sub-base) in all areas of the facility within three months

~ from the date of grant of this licence. In addition, the floor of the buildings and

hardstanding areas at the facility shall be constructed to British Standard 8110. All
hardstandlng areas shall drain to a Class | oil separator and grlt chamber.

Facmty Office

3.6.1 The licensee shall provide and maintain an office at the facility. The office shali:
: be constructed and maintained in a manner suitable for the processing and
_storing of documentation.

3.6.2 The licensee shall provide and malntaln a working telephone and a method for
electronic transfer of information at the facility.

The existing weighbridge shall be maintained in such condition as to accurately measure
the weight of all vehicles using it, and must accommodate the weighing of both incoming

and outgoing traffic. The accuracy of the weighbridge shall be tested and demonstrated

by the licensee and shall be reported to the Agency within one month from the date of
grant of this licence. Thereafter, the weighbridge shall be calibrated in accordance with

‘the manufacturer's specifications and reported to the Agency. A written record of such

tests and any maintenance or remedial work arising from them shall be maintained by the
licensee.

Wheelwash

3.8.1 The licensee shall establish and maintain a wheelwash at the entrance of the
facility in accordance with the specifications outlined in the Agency's guidance
document ‘Landfill Manuals — Landfilf Site Design’. The wheelwash must be
operated on vehicles leaving the facility and exiting onto the public road.

3.8.2 The wheelwash shall be inspected on a daily basis and drained as required. Silt,
stones and other accumulated material shall be removed as required from the
wheel cleaner and disposed of at an appropriate facility. The wheelwash water
shall drain only to the Class | oil separator and grit chamber or as otherwise
agreed with the Agency.

Facility Layout

391 A Waste Inspection Area and a Waste Quarantine Area shall be provided and
- maintained at the facility.

3.9.2 These areas shall be constructed and maintained in a manner suitable, and be of

‘ a size appropriate, for the inspection of waste and subsequent quarantine if
required. The waste inspection area and the waste quarantine area shall be
clearly identified and segregated from each other.

3.9.3 The Waste Inspection and Receiving Area and associated infrastructure including
trommel, conveyor belt, and cardboard compactor unit shall be provided and
maintained as shown' in Drawing No. C20/00008A1 dated 12 September 2000.
The trommel shall be maintained such that waste including sawdust does
not spill over onto the ground in the vicinity of the trommel.
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3.9.4 Al drainage from the areas identified in Condition 3.9.3 shall be to the leachate

collection tank as shown in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 or as otherwise agreed with
the Agency.

3.9.5. The Waste Inspection and Receiving Area shall be roofed as shown in Drawing
No. C20/00008A1.

3.10 Waste handling, ventilation and processing plant

[{)] Itéms- of plant deemed critical to the efficient and adequate processing of waste at
the facility shall be provided on the following basis:

¢ 100% duty capacity;
* 50% standby capacity avaitable on a routine basis;

 Provision of contingency an'angéments and/or back up and spares in the case
of breakdown of critical equipment,

(#) - - Prior to the commencement of waste activities at this facility, the licensee shall
provide a report for the agresment of the Agency detailing the duty and standby
capacity in tonnes per day, of alf waste handiing and processing equipment to be
used at the facility. These capacities shall be based on the licensed waste intake,
as per Schedule A. :

(iii) The quantity of waste to be accepted at the facility on a daily basis shall not

exceed the duty capacity of the equipment at the facility. Any exceedance of this
intake shall be treated as an incident :

© 3.11 Workshop Building

314141 Workshop' Building/Toilets, and associated Infrastructure shall be provided

and maintained as set out in Drawing No. C20/00008A1 dated 12 September
2000. :

3.12 Vehicle cleaning facilities shall be provided and maintained at the location shown in
Drawing No. C20/0008B1 “Existing and Proposed Drainage System”. The arising
effluent water shall drain only to the Class | oil separator and grit chamber or as
otherwise agreed with the Agency.

3.13 Leachate Holding Tank

3.13.1 The licensee shall provide and maintain the leachate holding tank at the location
shown in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 and referred to therein as “Leachate
Collection Tank”, The holding tank shali be fitted with a high level visual alarm,

3.13.2 Al liquid run-off from the floor of the Waste Inspection Area and Workshop
Building, the compactors and any other areas where waste is handled or
processed, all vehicle washwater, wheelie bins and skips that contained non-inert
waste shall be discharged to and stored in the leachate holding tank pending
disposal off-site as set out in Condition 6.8.2.

3.14 Landfill Gas

3.14.1 Within twelve months of the date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall submit an
assessment of the requirements for landfill gas management at the facility to the
Agency for agreement. The assessment shall take into account site specific
requirements for the active collection and flaring of landfill gas at the facility based
on results of landfill gas monitoring at the facility and the potential for landfill gas
to be generated in the historical waste disposal areas within the facility.
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3.142 If required the flare shall be of an enclosed type design and shall be installed along with
the necessary infrastructure within the timescale agreed with the Agency. Flare unit
efficiency shall be tested once it is installed and once every three years thereafier.

3.15 Waste Water Treatment Plant

3.15.1 The licensee shall provide and maintain a Waste Water Treatment plant at the
facility for the treatment of waste water arising on-site. The treatment plant shall
be located as shown in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 uniess otherwise agreed with
the Agency. Any percolation area shall satisfy the criteria set out in the
Wastewater Treatment Manual, Treatment Systems for Smgle Houses, published
by the Environmental Protection Agency.

3.16 Tank and-Drum Storage Areas

3.16.1 The licensee shall provide and maintain the proposed new fuel storage tanks at
the location shown in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 (south-west corer of faclility)
within within nine months from the date of grant of this licence. All fank and drum
storage areas shall be rendered impervious to the materials stored therein. The

- two existing Above Ground Storage Tanks (ASTs) will be decommissioned as per
the Dangerous Substance regulations within nine months from the date of grant
of this licence.

3.16.2 All tank and drum storage areas shall, as a minimum, be bunded, either locally
- or remotely, within nine months from the date of grant of this licence, to a volume
not less than the greater of the following:

(a) 110% of the capacity of the largest tank or drum within the bunded area; or

(b) 25% of the total volume of substance which could be stored wnthln the
bunded area. ,

3.16.3 All drainage from bunded areas shall be diverted for collection and safe disposal.
3.16.4 Allinlets, outlets, vent pipes, valves and gauges must be within the bunded area.

3.16.5 The integrity and water tightness of all the bunds and their resistance to
penetration by water or other materials stored therein shall be confirmed by the
licensee and shall be reported to the Agency within six months of the date of
grant of this licence. This confirmation shall be repeated af least once every three
years thereafter and reported to the Agency on each occasion. '

3.17 Silt Traps and Oil Separators/Interceptors

3.17.1 The oil separator shall meet the Class | separator European Standard prEN 858
‘Installations for the separation of light liquids' within six months of the date of
grant of this quence.

3.18 Drainage system, pipeline testing

3.18.1 The storm and foul sewer systems shall be established and maintained as set out
in Drawing No. C20/0008B1 “Existing and Proposed Drainage System”, unless
otherwise agreed in advance by the Agency.

3.18.2 Within six months from the date of grant of this licence all foul sewer gullies,
drainage grids and manhole covers shall be painted with red squares whilst all
surface water discharge gullies, drainage grids and manhole covers shall be
painted with blue triangles. These colour codes shall be maintained so as to be
visible at all times during facility operation, and any identification designated in
this licence {e.g. SW1) shall be inscribed on these manholes.

3.18.3 The drainage system, bunds, silt traps and oil separators shall be inspected
weekly, desludged as necessary and properly maintained at all times. The oil
interceptor shall be cleaned out at least once every six months. All sludge and
drainage from these operations shall be collected for safe disposal. A written
record shall be kept of the inspections, desludging, cleaning, disposal of
associated waste products, maintenance and performance of the interceptors,
bunds and drains.
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3.18.4 Prior to the commencement of waste activities the integrity and water tightness of

all underground pipes and tanks and their resistance to penetration by water or -
other materials carried or stored therein shall be tested and demonstrated by the
licensee and shall be reported to the Agency. : :

3.19 Construction and Demolition Waste Recovery Area.

4.1

3.19.1 Prior to the commencement of waste activities the licensee shall provide and

maintain a construction and demolition waste recovery area. This infrastructure

shalt at a minimum comprise the following:
a) an impermeable concrete slab; and -

b) ' collection and diéposal infrastructure for all run-off.

c) appropi'iate bunding to provide visual and noise screening

d) All stockpiles shall be adequately contained to minimise dust generation.

- CONDITION 4 RESTORATION AND AFTERCARE

A proposal for a Decommissioning and Aftercare Plan for the facility shall be submitted to
the Agency within six months of the date of grant of this licence. The licensee shall
include the following issues within the proposai: Decommissioning the two existing ASTs;
decontamination of the groundwater; removal of the polluting source and restoration of the
facility. The licensee shall update this plan when required by the Agency.

4.2 Removal of Contaminated Sail

4.3

421

During the decommissioning of the two existing Above Ground Storage Tanks
(ASTs) or no later than nine months from the date of grant of this licence, the
licensee shall take measures to remove and dispose of the hydrocarbon
contaminated soils which lie in the vicinity of these tanks. The contaminated soils
must be excavated and removed from site to a depth agreed in advance by the
Agency. The contaminated soils must be disposed of at an appropriate facility.
The excavation must be infilled with appropriate inert material.

Groundwater Management

4.3.1

43.2

4.3.2

Prior to the commencement of waste activities, the licensee shall report to
the Agency on the quality of the underlying groundwater at the two private
wells which lie 350m west and 400m north-west of the facility as shown In
Plot Ref No. 39622_1.

The licensee shall submit a report detailing the proposed remediation works
to remove the elevated nickel and diesel range organic pollutants from the
underlying groundwater resource and removal of the contaminating source
to the Agency within six months of the date of grant of this licence for
agreement. The remediation technique, cleanup criteria and timescale shall
be agreed in advance with the Agency.

The licensee shall undertake the remediation works agreed under Condition

4.3.2 within the timescale specified by the Agency and in accordance with
the terms of the agreement. '
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5.1

5.2

53

54

5.5

CONDITION 5 FACILITY OPERATIONS

No waste shall be accepted at the facility until all the relevant infrastructure
required by Condition 3 has been installed and commissioned to the satisfaction
of the Agency, the relevant procedures required by the licence having been
agreed with the Agency and without the prior written agreement of the Agency.

All waste processing shall be carried within the boundaries of the Waste Inspection and
Receiving Area and Workshop Area.

The foliowing non-hazardous, noh—liquid wastes only shall be accepted at the facility
subject to the quantities listed in Schedule A.1 and A.2: .

"a} Household Municipal Waste;

b) Commercial and Industrial waste of similar composition to Municipal Waste;
¢) Construction and Demolition Waste; -

d} Wood;

e) Cardboard,;

) Paper.'

Waste Accepﬁnce and_ Characterisatiqn, Procedures

5.4.1 Prior to commencement of waste acceptance at the facility the licensee shall
establish and maintain detailed written procedures for the acceptance, handling,
separation, disposal and recovery of wastes.

5.4.2 Waste arriving at the facility shall be inspected at the point of entry to the facility
and subject to this inspection, weighed, documented and directed to the Waste
Receiving Area. Each load of waste arriving at the Waste Inspection and
Receiving Area shall be inspected upon tipping within this building. Only after
such inspections shall the waste be processed for disposal or recovery.

5.4.3 Al suspect materials identified by the visual inspection of the waste shall be
diverted to the Waste Quarantine Area, or other designated area as agreed in
advance by the Agency, for further examination and classification. Materials
other than those permitted by this licence shall be submitted to an alternative
appropriate facility.

544 Arecord of all inspections of incoming waste loads shall be maintained.

545 Waste shall only be accepted at the facility from known customers or new
customers subject to initial waste profiling and waste characterisation off-site.
The written records of this off-site waste profiling and characterisation shall be
‘retained by the licensee for all active customers and for a two year period
following termination of licensee/customer agreements Therée shall be no
casual public access to the facility.

Operational Controls

5.5.1 All processing of municipél and commercial waste at the facility shall be
undertaken within an enclosed waste transfer building.
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8.5.2 Waste destined for recovery sHaII be stored either within the waste
transfer station or in appropriate fully enclosed containers within the
facility boundary unless otherwise agreed in advance with the Agency.

9.5.3 The floor of the Waste Inspection and Receiving Area, the floor under the
trommel area shall be cleared of all waste and washed down at the end of the
working day. The floor of the storage bays for recovered wastes shall be
washed down and cleaned on each occasion such bays are emptied.

554 Scavenging shall not be permitted at the facility.

555 Gates shall be locked shut when the facility is unsubervis'ed.

5586 The licensee shall provide and use adequate lighting during the operation of the
facllity in hours of darkness. _ '

5.5.7 Fuels shall only be stored at appropriately bunded locations on the facility.

-5,58  Alltanks and drums shail be labelled to clearly indicate their contents.

559 No smoking shall be allowed on the facility {other than in the facility office as -

shown on Drawing No. C20/0008B1). i
56  Off-site Disposal and Recovery
. . @

56.1 Waste sent off-site for recovery or disposal shall only be conveyed by a waste
contractor agreed by the Agency.

5.6.2 Al waste transferred from the facility shall only be transferred to an appropriate
facility agreed by the Agency; '

56.3 All waste fafling from the Trommel system shall only be transferred to an
appropriate facility agreed by the Agency. Written records of trommel sorted
waste removed from the facility shall be maintained as per Condition 10.2 of this
licence. .

5.6.4  All wastes removed off-site for recovery or disposal shall be transported from
the facility to the consignee in a manner which will not adversely affect the
environment.

57 Construction and Demoalition Waste Recovery Area

5.7.1  Only Construction and Demolition waste shall be accepted at this Area. Wastes
which are capable of being recovered shall be separated and shall be stored
temporarily in this area prior to being subjected to other recovery activities at the
facility or transport off the facility.

5.7.2  All stockpiles shall be maintained so as to minimise dust generation.

5.8 All waste deposited in the Facility shall be either:

a) in_to a skip;

b) into the hopper of the trommel for disposai;

c) into areceptacle for recovery; or

d) inthe case where inspection is required, into a designated inspection area.

¢) in the case of Construction and Demolition waste, into the Construction and
Demolition waste area as per Condition 5.7.
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59

540

5.1

Unless subject to the prior agreement of the Agency, a maximum of ten enclosed waste
containers (including sealed containers of compacted waste or fully enclosed collection
vehicles containing waste), shall be stored on the facility ovemight. These containers
shall be stored at areas clearly designated for this purpose. Waste for dispoesal must be
removed off-site within 24 hours of its acceptance at the facility.

Maintenance

5101

5.10.2

5.10.3

All treatment/abatement and emission control equipment shall be calibrated and
maintained, in accordance - with the instructions issued by the
manufacturer/supplier or instalier. Written records of the calibrations and
maintenance shall be made and kept by the licensee.

The licensee shall maintain and clearly labet and name all sampling and
monitoring locations.

The licensee shall maintain the compactor and shredder in accordance with the
manufacturer’s instructions.

Landscaping

5.11.1

Within twelve months of the date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall
implement a landscaping programme to include details on (but not limited to):

a). the time-frame forlandscaping works in relation to facility development;

b). species and minimum age composition and the suftability of the hedge/tree
mix for the area; ~

c). total area(s) to be planted;’

d}. tree protection; and

e). post planting management.

Environmental Protection Agency WLPD/96-1 Page 16 of 31



CONDITION6 EMISSIONS

6.1.
6.2.

6.3.
6.4.

85, -

6.6,

No specified emission from the facility shall exceed the emission limit values set out in
Schedule C: Emission Limits of this licence. There shall be no other emissions of
environmental significance.

The licensee shall ensure that the activities shall be carried out in.a manner such that

emissions do not result in significant impairment of, or significant interference with the
environment beyond the facility boundary. -

There shall be no direct emissions to groundwater.

There shall be no clearly audible tonal component or impulsive component in the noise
emissions from the activity at the noise sensitive locations.

- Surface Water

65.1. Al surface waters arising on the site shall be collected and directed via the site

drainage system to a Class | Oil Separator as set out in Drawing No.
G20/0008B1 “Existing and Proposed Drainage System”.

Disposal of Foul Water

-6.6.1. No foul water 'éhall be dischafged to surface water.

8.6.2. Ail foul water removed from the leachate collection tank shall be disposed of by
tankering off-site :in fully enclosed tankers subject to the off-site disposal
procedures set out in Condition 5.7. The frequency of removal shall be such that

a minimum of 10% spare capacity is maintained at all times in the leachate
. collection tank.

CONDITION7 ENVIRONMENTAL NUISANCES

71.

7.2.

7.3.

74.

At alt times other than Bank Holiday weekends all waste for disposal shall be removed
from the facility within forty eight hours of its arrival on site. At Bank Holiday weekends

such waste shall be removed from the facility within seventy two hours of its arrival on
site.

The licensee shall, at a minimum of daily intervals, inspect the facility and its immediate
surrounds for nuisances caused by vermin, birds, flies, mud, dust and odours, Written

records shall be made of all inspections and any actions taken as a result of these
inspections.

The road network in the vicinity of the facility shali be kept free from any debris caused

by vehicles entering or leaving the facility. Any such debris or deposited materials shall
be removed without delay. ~

Litter Control

7.4.1.  All loose litter accumulated within the facility and its environs shall be rémoved
and appropriately disposed of on a daily basis. -
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7.5.

7.6.

7.7.

7.8.

Any waste placed on or in the vicinity of the facility, other than in accordance with the
requirements of this licence, shall be removed by the licensee immediately and in any
event by 10.00 a.m. of the next working day, after such waste Is dlscovered Such
waste shall be disposed of at an appropriate facility.

The licensee shall ensure that all vehicles delivering waste to and removing waste and

materials from the facility are clean and appropriately covered and that there shall be no
liquid discharges from the waste transported therein.

Dust Control

7.7.1. In dry weather-the areas of the facility used by vehicles shall be sprayed with-
water as and when required to minimise airborne dust nuisance.

7.7.2. Water sprinkieré. shall be operated in the waste handling 'areas, as and when
-required for the prevention of dust nuisance.

<. Within four months of the date of gran't of this licence, the licensee shall
"~ implement site specific programmes for odour control, bird control and vermin
(rodents and insects) control at the facility. These programmes shall be agreed in
advance with the Agency.

CONDITION 8 MONITORI'NG

_8-’;1. a

8.2.

8.3.

8.4.

8.5.

8.6.

8.7.

The licensee shall carry out such monitoring and-at such locations and frequenc:es as
set out in Schedule D: Monitoring and as specified in this licence. Unless otherwise
specified by this licence, all environmental monitoring shati commengce no Iater than two
months after the date of grant of this licence.

The licensee shall amend the frequency, locations, methods and scope of monitoring as
required by this licence only upon the written instruction of the Agency and shall provide
such information conceming such amendments as may be requested in writing by the
Agency. Such alterations shall be carried out within any timescale nominated by the
Agency.

Monitoring and analysis equipment shall be operated and maintained in accordance with
the manufacturers’ instructions (if any} so that all monitoring results accurately reflect
any emission, discharge or environmentat parameter.

The licensee shall provide safe and permanent access to all on-site sampling and
monitoring points and to off-site points as required by the Agency.

The licensee shall maintain all sampling and monitoring points, and clearly label and
name all sampling and monitoring locations, so that they may be used for representatlve
sampling and monitaring.

The licensee shall install on all emission points such sampling peoints or equipment,
including any data-logging or other electronic communication equipment, as may be
required by the Agency. All such equipment shall be consistent with the safe operation
of all sampling and monitoring systems.

- All automatic monitors and samplers shall be functioning at all times (except during

maintenance and calibration) when the activity is being carried on, unless alternative
sampling or monitoring has been agreed, in writing, by the Agency for a limited period. In
the event of the malfunction of any continuous monitor, the licensee shali contact the
Agency as soon as practicable, and altemative sampling and monitoring facilities shall
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8.8.

8.9.

be put in place. Prior written agreement for the use of altemative equipment, other than
in emergency situations, shall be obtained from the Agency.

Noise Monitoring

8.8.1. Noise monitoring as specified in Schedule D: Monitoring' shall be carried out on
an annual basis during operational hours. The first such monitoring shali be
undertaken within six months of the date of the grant of this licence.

Groundwater MOnitoﬁng

8.9.1. Groundwater inoﬁitbring wells shall be sampled and analysed in accordance
with Schedule D of this licence. A report of such resuits shall be submitted in
accordance with Schedule E of this licence. :

8.9.2. Within six months of the date of grant of this licence, the two private wells which
lie 350m west and 400m north-west of the facility at the location shown in Plot
Ref No. 39622_1, shall be incorporated into the monitoring schedule, subject to
the agreement of the well owners,

893 A groundwater contour plan to reconstmct summer and winter groundwater
levels and flow direction under the facility shall be submitied to the Agency
within twelve months of the date of grant of this licence.

CONDITION9 . CONTINGENCY ARRANGEMENTS

9.1.

9.2.

In the event of an incident the Iicénsee shall immediately:
a) identify the date, time and place of the incident;

b) carry out an immediate investigation to identify the nature, source and cause of the
incident and any emission arising therefrom;

c) isolate the source of any such emission;
d) evaluate the environmental pollution, if any, caused by the incident;

€) identify and execute measures to minimise the emissions/matfunction and the effects
thereof;

f) provide a proposal to the Agency for its agreement within one month of the incident
occurring to:

i) identify and put in place measures to avoid reoccurrence of the incident;
and

i) identify and put in place any other appropriate remedial action.

The licensee shall, prior to commencement submit a written Emergency Response
Procedure (ERP) to the Agency for its agreement. The ERP shall address any
emergency situations which may originate on the facility and-shall include provision for
minimisipg the effects of any emergency on the environment. This shall include a risk
assessment to determine the requirements at the facility for fire fighting and fire water

retention facilities. The Fire Authority shall be consulted by the ficensee ‘during this
assessment. '
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9.3.

94.

9.5.

10.1

10.2

The licensee shall have in storage an adequate supply of containment booms and/or
suitable absorbent material to contain and absorb any spitlage at the facility. Once used
the absorbent material shall be disposed of at an appropriate facility.

In the event that monitoring of the two private wells which lie 350m west and 400m

north-west of the facility, or other local wells within 250m of the facility, indicates that

the facility is having a significant adverse effect on the quantity and/or quality of the
water supply this shall be treated as an emergency and the licensee shall provide an
alternative supply of water to those affected.

Emergéncies

9.5.1. In the event of a complete breakdown of equipment or any other occurrence
which results in the closure -of the Waste Inspection, Recelving Area and
Workshop Area, any waste arriving at or already collected at the facility shall be
transferred directly to appropriate landfill sites or any other appropriate faclility
untif such time as the transfer station building is retuned to a fully operational
status. Such a breakdown event will be treated as an emergency and rectified
as soon as possible. :

9.5.2. All significant spillages occurring at the facility shall be treated as an emergency
: and immediately cdleaned up and dealt with so as to alleviate their effects;

9.5.3. In the event that monitoring of local wells indicates that the facility is having a
significant adverse effect on the quantity andfor quality of the water supply this
shall be treated as an emergency and the I|censee shall provide an alternative
supply of water to those affected

CONDITION 10 RECORDS

The licensee shall keep the following documents at the facility office.

a) the current waste licence relating to the facility; '
b) the current EMS for the facility,
¢) the previous year's AER for the facility;

d) all written procedures produced by the licensee which relate to the licensed
activities.

The licensee shali maintain a written record for each load of waste arriving at and
departing from the facility. The licensee shall record the following:

a) the date;

b) the name of the carrier (including if appropriate, the waste carrier registration
details);

¢) the vehicle registration number;
d) the name of the producer(s)/collector(s) of the waste as appropriate;

e) the name of the waste facility (if appropriate) from which the load originated
including the waste licence or waste permit register number;

fy .a describtion of the waste including the associated EWC codes;
g) the quantity of the waste, recorded in tonnes
h} the name of the person checking the load; and,
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10.3

10.4

10.5

10.7

i) where loads or wastes are removed or rejected, details of the date of occurrence,
~ the types of waste and the facility to which they were removed.

Written Records
The following written records shall be maintained by the licensee:

a) the types and quantities of waste recovered at the facility each year. These records
shall include the relevant EWC Codes;

b) all training undertaken by facility staff;

c) results from all integrity tests of bunds and other structures and any maintenance or
remedial work arising from them; ‘ »

d) details of all nuisance inspections; and

e) the names and qualifications of all persons who carry out all sampling and mbnitoring

as required by this licence and who carry out the interpretation of the results of such
sampling and monitoring. .

The licensee shall maintain a written record of all complaints relating to the operation of
the activity. Each such record shall give details of the followirig:

a) date and time of the complaint;

b) the name of the complainant;

c) details of the nature of the complaint;

d) actions taken on foot of the complaint and the__ results of such actions; and,

e) the response made to each complainant,

A written recofd shall be ‘kept of each consignment of foul water removed from the
facility. The record shall include the following:

a) the hame of the carrier;

b) the date and time of removal of foul water from the facility;

c) the volume of foul water, in cubic metres, removed from the facility on each.

occasion;

d} the name and address of the Waste Water Treatment Plant to which the foul water
was transported;

e) any incidents or spillages of foul water during its removal or transportation.

A written record shall be kept at the facility of the prog'ramme for the control and/
eradication of vermin and insect infestations at the facility. These records shall include
as a minimum the following:

a) the date and time during which spraying of insecticide is carried‘qut;
b} contractor details;

¢} contractor logs and site inspection reports;

d) details of the rodenticide(s) and insecticide(s) used:;

e) operator training details; -,

f) details of any infestations; -

g) mode, frequency, location and quantity of application; and,

h) measures to contain sprays within the facility boundary.
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CONDITION 11 REPORTS AND NOTIFICATIONS-

11.1

11.2

Unless otherwise agreed by the Agency, all reports and notifications submitted to the
Agency shall;

(a) be sent to the Agency's heﬂadquar-ters;
(b) comprise one original and three copieé uniess additional copieé are required;

(¢) be formatted in accordance with any written_ instruction or guidance issued by the
Agency, A

(d) include whatever ihfcrmatioh'as is specified in writing by the Agency;

- {(e) be identified by a unique code, indicate any modification or amehdment, and bé

comrectly dated to reflect any such modification or amendment;

(Y be submitted in accordance to the relevant reporting frequencies specified. by this
. licence, such as in Schedule E;

{(g) be accompanied by a written interpretation setting out their signifi cance in the case
of all monitoring data; and

(h) be transferred electronlcally to the Agency’s computer system if required by the
Agency.

In the event of an incident occurring on the faCiIity-, the licensee shall;

a) notify the Agency as soon as practicable and in any ca'sé not later than 10.00 arh the
following working day after the occurrence of any incident;

b} submit a written record of the incident, including all aspects described in Condition
9.1(a-e), to the Agency as soon as practicable and in any case within five working
days after the occurrence of any incident; and

~¢) Shouid any further actions be taken as a result of an incident occurring, the licensee

shall forward a written report of those actions to the Agency as soon as practicable
and no later than ten days after the initiation of those ‘actions.

Waste Recovery Reports

Within twelve months of the date of grant of this licence, a report examining waste
recavery options shall be submitted to the Agency for its agreement. This report shall
address methods to contribute to the achievement of the recovery targets stated in
national and European Unioh waste policies and shall include the following:

a) proposals for the contribution of the facility to the achievement of targets for the
reduction of biodegradable waste to landfill as specified in the Landfill Directive;

b) the separation of recyclable materiais from the waste;
¢} the recovery of Construction and Demolition Waste;,

d) the recovery of metal waste;

.e) the recovery of commercial waste, including cardboard;

f) composting of biodegradable or green waste at the facility having regard to good

practice and sustainability,
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11.4  Monitoring Locations -

11.4.1. Within six months of the date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall submit to
the Agency an appropriately scaled drawing(s) showing all the monitoring
locations that are stipulated in this licence. The drawing(s) shall include the
reference code of each monitoring point. '

11.5  Annual Environmental Report

11.5.1 The licensee shall submit to the Agency for its agreement, within thirteen
months from the date of grant of this licence, and one month after the end of
each calendar year thereafter, an Annual Environmental Report (AER).

1152 The AER shall include as a minimum the information specified in Schedule H:
Content of Annual Environmental Report and shalt be prepared in accordance
with any relevant written guidance issued by the Agency.
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CONDITION 12 CHARGES AND FINANCIAL

PROVISIONS

12.1 Agéncy Charges

12.2

12.1.1

121.2

The licensee shall pay to the Agency an annual contribution €17.819 sum as the
Agency from time to time determines, towards the cost of monitoring the activity
or otherwise in performing any functiens in relation to the activity, as the Agency
considers necessary for the performance of its functions under the Waste
Management Act, 1996. The licensee shall in January 2003 and subsequent
years, not later than January 31 of each year, pay to the Agency this amount
updated in accordance with changes in the Public Sector Average Earnings
Index from the date of the licence to the renewal date. The updated amount

“shall be notified to the licensee by the Agency. For the first year of operation, the

licensee shail pay a pro rata amount from the date of this licence to 31

- December. This amount shall be paid to the Agency within one month of the

date of grant of this licence.

In the event that the frequency or extent of monitoi'ing or other functions carried

-out by the Agency needs to be increased the licensee shall contribute such sums

as determined by the Agency to defraying its costs.

Financial Provision for Closure, Restoration and Aftercare

12.2.1

12.2.2

12.2.3

12.2.4

12.2.5

The licenisee shall arrange for the completion of a comprehensive and fully
costed Environmental Liabilities Risk Assessment for the facility which wil
address liabilittes arising from the carrying on of the activities to which this
licence relates. A report on this assessment shall be submitted to the Agency for
its agreement within one month of date of grant of this licence.

Within three months of the date of grant of this licence, the licensee shall make a
Proposal for Financial Provision to the Agency for its agreement to cover any
liabilities incurred by the licensee in carrying on the activities to which this licence
relates. Such provision shall be maintained by the licensee unless otherwise
agreed by the Agency.

The amount of financial provision, held under condition 12.2.2 shall be reviewed
and revised as necessary, but at least annually.  Any proposal for such a
revision shall be submitted to the Agency for its agreement.

The licensee shall within two weeks of purchase, renewal or revision of the
financial provision required under condition 12.2.2, forward to the Agency written
proof of such indemnity.

Unless otherwise agreed any revision to the fund shall be computed using the

following formula:
Cost = (ECOST x WPI) + CiCC

Where:
Cost = Revised restoration and aftercare cost
ECOST = Existing restoration and aftercare cost
- WPI o= Appropriate Wholesale Price index [Capital Goods, Building &

Construction (i.e. Materials & Wages) Index], as published by
the Central Statistics Office, for the year since last closure
calculationfrevision.
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CiCC = Change in compliance costs as a result of change in site

.conditions, changes in law, regulations, regulatory authority
charges, or other significant changes.

{)
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SCHEDULE A: Waste Acceptance

'A.1  Waste Acceptance Categories and Quantities

-~

: The wae ties for the waste types specified in Schedule A.1 may be amended subject to the
prior agreement with the Agency provided the overall total of waste accepted at the facility does not
exceed 22,845 tonmes per annum. '

SCHEDULEB: Specified Engineering Works

Removal of Contaminated Soil from vicinity of existing AST farm.
Remediation and cleanup of underlying groundwater to Irish and EU drinking water standards.
Installation of new bunded fuei storage area and dispensing pumps to southwest of facility.
Upgrading of waste transfer building and related waste handiing, ‘processing, recycling/recovery
infrastructure.

Installation of Wheelwash.

Any other works noftified in writing by the Agency.

.SCHEDULE C :Emission Limits

C.1 Noise Emissions: (Measured at any noise sensitive location).

C.2  Dust Deposition Limits: (Measured at the monitoring points indicated in Table D.2.1).
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Note 1: 30 day composite sample with the results expressed’as mg/m? /day.

SCHEDULED : Monitoring -

Monitoring to be carried out as specified below.
D.1 Dust

Table D.1.1  Dust Monitoring Locations

'Mon_itoring locations shaii be the six dust monitoring points as set out in Drawing No.
©20/00008A1B (12/4/2001) of the application. The licensee should number the monitoring

locations as D1, D2 etc and resubmit the drawing (with such numbers annotated) with the
results of the first monitoring round. '

Table D.1.2  Dust Monitoring Freiquency and Technique

“Three times a year Mot 2 Standard Method Mote ?

Monthiy Note+ Standard Meihod Mte3

Note 1: Standard method VDI2119 {Measurement of Dustfall, Determination of Dustfall using Bergerhoff
Instrument (Standard Method) German Engineering Institute). A modification {notincluded in the standard)
whereby 2 methoxy ethanol may he employed to eliminate interference due to algae growth in the gauge.

Note 2: Twice during the period May to September, or as otherwise specified in writing by the Agency.

Note 3: British Standard BS 1747: Part 5 “Directional dust gauges”.

Note 4: Unless otherwise instructed by the Agency.

D.2 Noise

Table D.2.1 Noise Monitoring Locations

Monitoring locations shall be the four noise monitoring points as set out in Drawing No.
c20/00008A1B  (12/4/2001) of the application. The licensee should number the
monitoring locations as N1, N2 etc and resubmit the drawing (with such numbers
annotated) with the resuits of the first manitoring round.

Table D.2.2 Noise Monitoring Frequency and Technique
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Annual
Annual

Annual

Standard "t 1
Standard Mo !

‘Standard M

Standarg "¢ !

Environmental noise. Parts 1, 2 and 3.”

D.3 Groundwa ter Emissions

Nota 1 “International Standards Organlsatlon IS0 1896. Acoustics - description and Measurement of

Monitoring locations shall be those as set out in Table D.1.1, Drawmg No. 0201000881 of the
application, and Figure 3 Momtonng Wells Location’ of Artlcle 16 response dated 5™ January

2000.

Table D.31  Groundwater Monitoring Locations

Mw 2

MW3

Private Well West as required by Gondition 8.10.2

Private Well North-west as required by Condition 8.10.2

Table D.3.2 Groundwater Monitoring Fréquehcy and Techniques
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Quarterly | Electronic Dipmeter
(to-site OD)
Monthly . On site handheld meter
" Monthly On site handheld meter
Monthly On site handheld meter
' Quérterly : On site handheld meter
Quarterly Standard Methods
Quarterly - Standard Methods
Quarterly Standard Methods
Quarterly . Standard Methods
Quarterly Standard Methods
Annually - Standard Methods
Annually Standard Methods
Annually - ~ Standard Methods
Quarterly GC/MS
Quartery GC/MS
Quarterly GC/MS
Annually GC/MS
Annually AA/ICP
Annually AA/CP
Quarterly AAICP.
Annually ANICP
Annually Standard Methods
Annually Standard Methods

Note 1: Al the analysis shall be carried out by a competent laboratory using standard and internationally accepted
procedures. The testing laboratory and the testing procedures shall be agreed with the Agency in advance.

Note 2:  Diesel Range Organics (DRO) should be reported as Mineral Oil using Gas Chromatography / Mass
Spectrometry (GC/MS).

Note 3:  Samples screened for the presence of organic compounds using Gas Chromatography / Mass Spectrometry
(GC/MS) and using the list 17l Substances from EU Directive 76/484/EEC and 80/68/EEC as a guideline.
Recommended analytical techniques include: volatiles {LUS Environmental Protection Agency method 524 or
equivalent), semi-volatiles (US Environmental Protection Agency method 525 or equivaient, and pesticides (US
Environmental Protection Agency method 608 or equivalent).

Note 4. If there is evidence of bacterial contamination, the analysis at up gradient and downgradient monitoting points
should include enumeration of total bacteria at 22°C and 37°C and faecal streptococci.
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SCHEDULE E Recordlng and Reportmg to the

Agency

One month after the end of the year reported on.”

Environmental Management System Annually

Updates o _

Annual Environment Report (AER) Annually Thirteen months from the date of grant of licence and
one month afler the end of each calendar year
thereafter.

Record of incidents Astheyooccur | Withinfive days of the incident.

Bund, tank and container integrity Every three years | Six months from the 'dabe of grant of licence and one

assessment month after end of the three year period being
reported on.

Undelground pipe and tank lntegnty Prior to

assessment commencement

Specified Engineering Works reports . As they arise Prior to the works commencing.

Monitoring of Groundwater Quality Quarterly Ten days after end of the quarier being reported on.

Monitoring of Foul water Quarterly Ten déys after end of the quarter being reported on.

Dust Monitoring Three times a yeai' Ten days after the period being reported on

Noise Monitoring Annually | One month after end of the year being reported on.

Any other monitoring As they occur Within ten days of obtaining results.

Note 1: Unless altered at the request of the Agency
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SCHEDULE F :Content of the Annual
Environmental Report

Reporting Period.
Waste activities cartied out at the facility.

(relevant EWC codes to be used)
Summary report on emissions

Summary report of Waste Analysis for Disposal by Incineration
Bumer Record , : S

Summary of results and interpretations of environmental monitoring, ihclu&ing a Iocétion.p!an of all monitoéing locations.

Quantity and Composition of waste recwered.' received and disposed of during the reporting period and each previous year

Resource and energy consumbﬁon summary." _ N _ :
Development / Infrastrictural works in place and planned, to process waste quantities projected for the following year

{including plant operating capacity, provision of adequate standby capacity and provision of confingency, backup and
- spares in the case of breakdown) * T - .

Schedule of Environmental Objactives and Targets for the forthcoming year,
Report on the progress towards achievement of the Environmental Objectives and Targets contained In previous year's report.

Fuil tiie and a written summary ofany procedures developed by the licensee in the year which relates to the facility operation.
Tank, drum, pipeline and bund testing and inspection report. ) =

Progress on remediation/cleanup of grouhdwater, aquifer and removal of underlying municipal waste.
Monitoring of private water supplies/provision of alternative supplies.

Reported Incidents and Complaints summaries.
‘Review of Nuisance Controls.

Reports on financial provision made under this licence, management and staffing sh'uctufe of the facility, and a
programme for pubiic information

Volume of foul water produced and volume of foul water transported off-site.
Any other items specified by the Agency.

NOTE 1 Content to be revised subject to the agreement of the Agency after cessation of waste acceptance at the
facility.

Signed on behalf of the said Agency
on the day of b _ Authorised Person
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
An Ghniomhaireacht umn Chaomhna Comhshaoil

Mr P. Carey
Senior Inspector
Environmental Management & Planning Division

Date

19 August 2002

re: QOral Hearing

PO Box 3000
Johnstown Castle Estate
County Wexford
Ireland

Tel: +353 53 60600
Fax: +353 53 60699

Our ref.

AES (Ir]) Ltd t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal

Dear Mr Carey

e —

Bosca Poist 3000

Eastat Chaislein Bhaile Sheiin
Contae Loch Garman

Eire

Email: info@epa.ic

Website: www.epa.ie

Your ref.

The Agency has decided to hold an Oral Hearing on objections to the proposed decision of the
AES (Iri) Ltd t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal, Waste Licence application (Reg.No.96-1).

At a meeting of the Agency held on 6 August 2002 the Directors of the Agency decided to
appoint you to conduct the Oral Hearing in accordance with the provisions under Section 44(1)
of the Waste Management Act, 1996. Mr. B. Wall was appointed to assist you.

You are required to conduct the hearing in accordance with Section 44(1)(b), and to comply.
fully with the requirements set out in Section 44 and in supporting Regulations referred to in

Section 44(4)(a).

I am also to advise that Article 30(1) of the Waste Licensing Regulations SI No.185 of 2000
provides that a person appointed by the Agency to conduct an oral hearing shall, by virtue of
such appointment, be an authorised person for the purposes of the Act.

Yours sincerely

Foncee Lowmon

Frances Curran
Board Secretary

Seal of the Agency:

€9






ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
An Ghniomhaireacht um Chaomhni Comhshaoil

Mr B Wall
Inspector
Environmental Management & Planning Division

_ Date

19 August 2002

re: QOral Hearing

PO Box 3000
Johnstown Castle Estate
County Wexford
Ireland

Tel: +353 53 60600
Fax: +353 53 60699

Qur ref.

AES (Irl) Ltd t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal

Dear Mr Wall

Bosca Poist 3000

Eastat Chaisleidn Bhaile Sheiin
Contae Loch Garman

Eire

Email: info@epa.ie
Website: www.epa.ie

Your ref.

The Agency has decided to hold an Oral Hearing on objections to the proposed decision of the
AES (Ir]) Ltd t/a Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal, Waste Licence application {Reg.No.96-1).

At a meeting of the Agency held on 6 August 2002 the Directors of the Agency decided to
appoint Mr P. Carey to conduct the Oral Hearing in accordance with the provisions under
Section 44(1) of the Waste Management Act, 1996.

The Directors also decided to appoint you to assist Mr Carey.

Yours sincerely

Lowess Lowman

Frances Curran
Board Secretary

Seal of the Agency:

€9

Environmental Protection
Agency

AUG 2002
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Appendix I Oral Hearing Submissions

Table 1: Register of Papers Presented at the Oral Hearing. .

Number Presenter Representing

| Papers No. 1 Mr. Pat Alley AES t/a Erwin Cobbe

Dr. John Mc¢ Namara

Papers No. 2 Mr. David Malone Member of the public
Papers No. 3 Mr. Michael Cullen Member of the public
Papers No. 4 Ms. Mary Murphy. Member of the public
Papers No. 5 Ms. Lily Champ Member of the public
Papers No. 6 Ms. Joyce Dempsey Member of the public

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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Papers No. 1. Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Limited t/a Erwin
Cobbe Waste Disposal at Deer Park Cross, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

Oral Hearing on objections to the Proposed Decision issued by the Environmental
Protection Agency

AES

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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AES submission to Oral Hearing 15/10/02

AES History

AES was established. in 1996 as Waste Recycling Ireland and commenced trading as
Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) in July 2001, through the acquisition of
Midland Refuse Service (Laois) Ltd, O’Brien Waste Recycling in Nenagh and Erwin
Cobbe Waste Disposal. Since then AES has expanded by ‘organic’ growth as well as
acquiring 9 business in a specific area of operations targeted by AES.

Included in AES family of operations is Midland Waste Company in Navan which was
recently commended by the EPA and just last week was nominated by RePak as
contractor of the year. This particular business unit within AES collects domestic and
commercial refuse and recyclables. The operations are sited on an 8 acre facility located
on the edge of Navan, the site houses a Materials Recovery Facility which has an EPA
licence to accept for recovery and recycling 100,000 tonnes per annuin.

In summary from July 1 last year up to today, AES has become the largest waste
management company (which controls its own waste) in the country.

AES stated policy is to manage waste in a manner which maximises the reuse and
recycling of material while minimising the volume sent to landfill; this is achieved by
utilising the most modern technologies, ensuring regulatory compliance and working in
partnership with customers, stakeholders and local, regional and national government
organisations.

AES is engaging in a major capital spend in the Midland Region (including Nenagh,
Tullamore, Portlaoise, Navan, Naas/Newbridge, Kilkenny and Dublin), AES are
committed to providing recycling infrastructure in the region including a state of the art
materials recycling facility (MRF) and a biological treatment centre for ‘compostable’
waste.

AES has also initiated kerbside collection of ‘dry’ recyclables in 6 counties. To date
AES have distributed nearly 5000 second bins ‘free of charge’ to householders in Laois,
Wicklow, Offaly, Tipperary (NR), Kildare and Meath from a planned total of 60,000. It
should also be noted that AES have reccived no funding from central government or local
authorities for these new programmes. It is the intention of AES to provide all its
domestic customers with free amd wheelie bins for ‘dry recyclables’. Recovery of
recyclables in these schemes is running at over 20%, ie 20% of the domestic ‘waste’ in
areas with 2™ bins is being diverted from landfill. (Yesterday distribution of
approximately 800 free 2™ bins began in Birr)

For commercial customers AES have distributed approximately 100 baling machines, this
year alone, for cardboard, paper, plastic & packaging waste. The majority of these balers
have been installed in retail outlets, AES provide, service and maintain these balers for
business that may otherwise simply dispose of this material, AES provide a free
collection service for these materials. AES has also commenced a collection run

Doc.do, L
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specifically for the recovery and recycling of newsprint (a material not included in
Repak’s remit) :

For industrial customers AES provide a ‘one stop shop’ for all non-hazardous waste and
recyclable streams. Working with specific industries AES has decrease tonnages going
to landfill by better managing how company’s recover potentially ‘recyclable’ material.
In one particular case AES have three employees working full time in an industrial
facility segregating and sorting recyclables and ensuring residuals are transported to an
authorised landfill {to date a 50% diversion rate has been achieved). '

AES’s commitment to environmental protection and regulatory compliance is
exemplified by the fact that since July of 2001 AES have employed three staff members
with third level scientific qualifications and relevant experience in environmental matters.
This environmental team lead by Dr. John MacNamara sets standards of compliance both
intemally and externally for our business. These standards embrace full compliance with
local, national and EU environmental legislation; part of the remit by which AES’s
environmental team operate is based upon the realisation of company policy to maximise
recycling tonnages using Best Available Technologies together with a plan to implement
the international standard ISO 14001 at AES sites.

One final point, AES are contributing gratis their waste management services to the next
summer Special Olympics.

AES’s Objections to the Proposed Decision

In January 2001 a “Waste Licence Proposed Decision Inspectors Recommendation” was
made available on the public file associated with this application. The recommendation
of the Agency’s inspector was to grant a licence for Classes 11 & 13 of the Third
Schedule and Classes 2, 3, 4,9, 11, 12 and 13 of the Fourth Schedyle.

However on February 21* AES received notification from the EPA that the Proposed
Decision for the Ballymorris Site, issued by the EPA Board was completely at variance
with the recommendations of the Agency’s own internal experts, the Board’s Proposed
Decision was to refuse a Waste Licence for the facility.

The Board of the Agency cited three reasons for refusing a total of 10 different classes of
disposal and recovery activities (as defined in the 1996 Waste Management Act). Within
the proscribed date, AES objected to the 3 reasons cited by the Agency as a grounds for
the refusal of the license. These objections are a matter for the public record, but as this
oral hearing has specific terms of reference in dealing with these same objections only, a
brief synopsis is provided herein.
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Reason One

1. The Agency considers that the proposal to burn 6,000 tonnes/annum wood, paper,
and cardboard waste by using an integrated burner and heat-exchange unit, the Talbott
C9, does not meet the requirements of the EU Incineration of Waste Directive
(2000/76/EC). :

Applicant objection to this reason

AES wish to inform this oral hearing that AES did not acquire the C9 burner, disappator,
silo, briquetting unit or ancillary equipment when the business was purchased from Mr.
Erwin Cobbe. All this equipment was ‘red circled’ by AES; AES requested Mr Cobbe to
decommission & dismantle all this equipment, for which he duly obliged.

AES informed the Agency that “the said burner unit is not, and has not been, operational
at the applicant’s facility. F wrthermore, the applicant does not intend to use this
technology as a waste disposal/energy recovery activity”. Furthermore AES has had the
unit (and its associated ancillary equipment) decommissioned and dismantled. This has
been verified by an unannounced site inspection visit by Mr. David Shannon (an
Inspector with the Agency) on June 6% 2002. In his report Mr. Shannon States that “The
burner unit was empty and not in use. I noted that the silo unit (for storage of shredded
waste), the dissipator and exhaust stack had been removed from the facility”

Therefore Reason 1 stated above for refusing this licence is (and has been since AES took
over operations of the Ballymorris site) no longer relevant. Hence AES feel that refusing
a licence on this ground is not tenable.

Reason Two

2. The Applicant has not demonstrated that the raw materials proposed for the
briquetting process do not contain hazardous substances which would render the
subsequent product unsuitable for use as a Suel.

Applicant objection to this reason

Again AES wish to state for the purpose of the record at this oral bearing that it did not
acquire the C9 burner, disappator, silo, briguetting unit or ancillary equipment when the
business was purchased from Mr. Erwin Cobbe. All this equipment was ‘red circled’ by
AES; AES requested Mr Cobbe to decommission & dismantle all this equipment, for
which he duly obliged

AES replied to the Agency again confirming that “there will not be any briguetting
activity at the facility. This activily was associated with the operation of the
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aforementioned burner and due to the removal of the burner will not be carried on at the

Jacility. Therefore, there is no potential for the burning of hazardous substances, as
referred to in the proposed decision”

Again Mr. Shannon report to the Agency from his site visit in June 2002 states that “J did
not observe a briquetting press within the Jacility”,

Therefore Reason 2 state above for refusing this licence is (and has been since AES took

over operations of the Ballymorris site) no longer relevant. Hence AES feel that refusing
a licence on this ground is not tenable.

Reason Three :

3. There is insufficient information in the application to sati&jjz the Agency that
environmental nuisances from the Jacility can be controlled, given the proximity
of residences to the boundary. '

Applicant objection to this reason

In response to this reason AES felt that “the dismantling of the burner coupled
with the decommissioning of the briquetting activity, mitigates strongly against
the above reason being used as grounds Jor refusing a Waste Licence” This
opinion was based on the fact that there is no possibility of emission from the
burner (or briquetting unit) hence no nuisances from this source can arise,

Typically however ‘environmental nuisances® encompasses ‘vermin, birds, files,
dust, odours and litter’, as it would with every waste facility in the country,
contained in AES’s objection to the Board’s Proposed Decision AES highlighted
procedures, systems and infrastructure which contribute to eliminating
environmental nuisances at the site. Subsequent details were also provided to the
Agency in submission made after Mr. Shannon’s site visit.

Since taking over the site (and the licence application) AES has initiated and
implemented a number of schemes to monitor, control and ameliorate potential
nuisances

Theses include

a) A daily inspection (now documented and recorded) of the facility and the
surrounding area for the above nuisances.

b) The control of nuisances caused by vermin has been significantly improved by a
revised and updated contract with Rentokill. This new contracts includes a 50%
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increase in annual site visits executed by Rentokill; and also incorporates ‘a yeatly
vermin report’ by a qualified field biologist. '

¢) In relation to birds, the applicant, AES, have engaged Bird Control Ireland to
prepare a program to assuage avian nuisances.

d) AES have also contracted Envirotech concerning odour control and abatement at
the facility. Every load tipped on site is treated with this odour control and
abatement solution

€) AES have also initiated operational procedures on site to prevent waste material
being stored on the tipping area overnight. On certain occasion when for various
reasons (high winds forcing landfill closure, see letter from Laois County
Council, unfavourable landfill operating hours, mechanical difficulties etc) Refuse
Collection Vehicles failed to empty loads at the Co. Laois landfill, AES
forwarded these truck onto another authorised transfer station in Dublin (again
AES incurred the expense of transportation and the higher gate fees in order to
prevent waste being stored on the ground overnight) see representative invoice.

f) The potential nuisance associated with dust is now greatly reduced given that the
operation of both the burner and the briquetting unit is no longer (nor never will -
be) part of AESs plans for the site. In addition, extra cladding enclosing the
trommel has recently been installed. This improvement will further limit any
nuisance associated with dust. It should also be noted that facilities are in place
for the spraying of waste with water (and odour-masking agents) in the event of
extended spells of dry and bot weather, again the aim being to minimise nuisance
dust.

g) AES employees perform a daily check of the environs removing any litter that
may have inadvertently been dropped; this activity is now documented and

recorded.

h) AES contracted Morrissey Fencing to upgrading the fencing around the boundary
of the site.

i) Installation of a Waste Quarantine Area for hazardous materials accepted

inadvertently on site

j) AES management have met with representative of the residents in the area to
discuss their concerns

k) New surfacing has recently been completed on the site (see photos)

AES feel that the Board’s decision to refuse a licence for 8 valid classes of disposal and
recovery activities (excluding Classes 8 & 9 of the Fourth Schedule) solely on grounds of
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“insufficient information in the application™ for what can be term operational procedures
(which in turn can be regulated by conditions in a licence) is not justified (particularly in
the light of the information to be presented at the oral hearing on measures to be taken to

prevent nuisances), and are therefore of the opinion that the PD be reversed and a licence
be granted.

Laois County Council’s Objections

Laois County Council made two distinct arguments for objecting to the Proposed
Decision issued by the Board of the Agency.

The first of which concemns the need for a Groundwater Risk Assessment and
remediation plan. AES formally responded by stating that “AES intend 1o Sfurther
investigate groundwater conditions and seek additional professional advice”. Since then
AES have seized this initiative by taking water samples from boreholes on site and in the
immediate vicinity.

The basis for Laois County Council second formatl objection is twofold, firstly they
requested the Agency to require the applicant to supply a Closure Plan for the site and
ensure that the applicant finds alternatives for domestic waste “movement within County
Laois™. Again AES have responded proactively by lodging applications for 2 separate
facilities in the county which could be used when current activities in Ballymorris

discontinued at their present level.

Comments on the “Proposed Decision Inspectors Recommendation”,

Should the Agency, following this Oral Hearing, decided to grant a licence with
conditions, AES then feel that natural justice can only be served if the applicant has an

opportunity to comment/object to any conditions contained in any future proposed
decision/licence,

It was with this in mind that AES made a number of concise comments in relation to the
Inspectors Report of 17/01/02 as an appendix to AES’s formal objection to the Board’s
Proposed Decision. (It should be noted that AES did not automatically receive a copy of
cither the “Proposed Decision Inspectors Report” or the “Inspector’s Report”, but had to
apply to the Agency for a copy after learning of their existence). In the correspondence
received by AES from the Agency containing the Board’s Proposed Decision (21/2/02),
the correspondence stated that any objections lodged with the Agency “must state in full
the grounds of the objection” hence limiting objections to the Board’s Proposed Decision
only. Therefore AES has had no formal opportunity to comment/object to potential
conditions that may be attached should a licence be granted.
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The possibility of such a scenario becoming a reality (i.e. a licence with conditions being
granted) is further enhanced after a second group of independent experts from within the
Agency published a “Technical Committee Proposed Decision” which ‘recommended
granting a licence for Class 13 of the Third Schedule and Classes 2, 3, 4, and 13 of the
Fourth Schedule. (It should be noted that AES were informed about the existence of this
report on 1/10/02). As-was cited in AES’s legal submission AES has not been afforded
the opportunity to which one is entitled under natural justice to formally object to the
refusal of Class 11 of the Third Schedule and Classes 11 & 12 of the Forth. Schedule or to
comment/object to any proposed conditions to be contained in a licence eventually
issued.

Therefore it is the AES’s opinion that the proposed recommendation contained in
paragraph- 1.14 of AES legal submission represents an equitable solution to all parties
involved in this process.
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Laois County Council,
Landfill Site,
Mountmellick Road,
Portlaoise,

Co. Laois.

05 — July - 2002

* To Whom It May Concern:

Tn response to your letter re: closure of Kyletalesha Landfill Sit due to inclement weather.

The Landfill was closed on the 1% the 20 and the 22™ February, the 26 April and the
20 and 24® May 2002 due to inclement weather conditions.

Any further inquiries do not hesitate in contacting us.

Yours Sincerely,

Lo

Kenneth Farrell
Facility Manager
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AES(ADVANCED ENVIRONMENTAL SOULTIONS)LTD
ATTEN:ERWIN COBBE (‘208804 J
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Apd 27, 2002 261,77 261.77 0 M 3] 1 Q
“May 4, 2002 20144 279.1 0 4] 12.34 [1
Way 11, 2002 243.88 24648 0 Q Q 0.27
Way 18, 2002 3007 _L 310.07 0 [1] 0 0
May 25, 2002 65.26 356.38 X 0 D 0
June 1, 2002 358.6 345.1 4.8 6.7 0 7}
June 8, 2002 e 342.69 '] 58 1 -0.21
June 15, 2002 %3416 334.7 [ | [X] Q 0
June 22, 2002 351.64 332,63 487 [P 9 0
Tune 29, 2002 30287 789.4 4.57 | 8.5 [ 0.2
Tty 6, 2002 340,29 320 0 1 4.5 6.7y 0
Juty 13, 2002 208.99 293.31 [1] _ [*] 5.68 0
Suty 20, 2 00! 257.54 2578 0 1] 1 2] 0.26
July 27, 2002 256.28 245.49 £.69 4.1 [} [¥]
st 3, 2002 278.38 278.39 1] [l o] 0
August 10, 2002 304.58 04.58 0 1] 0 4]
Aggust 17, 2007 348,48 330.02 Q 6.56 0 0
August 24, 200 8418 348.28 0 10.89 1) -3.01
Augus! 31, 2002 306.93 W22 4.7 0 Q g
September 7, 002 | 36039 348,72 [\] | 13.67 [+] [¢]
o Seplember 14 Z002) 219.14 301.24 Q 12.7 5.61 0.41
— —| Seplember 21 L2002 336,61 323.32 [1] ] 13.28 [t] 0
September 28, 2002 320.78 3041 [%4 12.98 [1] [}
Oclober 5, 2002 289.3 280.68 0 2 0 ) 0.28
Dclober 12, 2002 303.97 290.1 [1] 1387 2] [}
- ———
e —
e
-0.37
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Kevin Moyles

Public Analyst

Tel No: 01-6612022

Fax No: 01-6628532

Date of this Report: 26/03/02

EAST COAST AREA HEALTH BOARD
Public Analyst's Laboratory,
Sir Patrick Dun's,
Lower Grand Canal Street,
Dublin 2.

REPORT ON ANALYSIS OF A SAMPLE OF WATER

Marked: Lilly Champ, Ballymorris, Portarlington

Received on:  19/02/02 : Date of Sampling: 18/02/02

‘Submitted by: M Mulhare Time of Sampling: 14:15

Report To: Mr Declan Mulhare, PEHO., Lab. Ref. No: 1687/02/396 WP
Midiand Health Board, Report No: 1687/02/396 WP /1 /C
Health Centre, Order No: " 476866
Dublin Road,

Portlaoise, Co. Laois.
Reporting Analyst(s): KMcC/RH

Date work commenced: 19/02/02

Appearance Slightly dull; some suspended particles #

QOdour None #

Sop RESULT MAC VALUE
Turbidity (NTU}) 1.61# 4
Hydrogen Lon [pH} (pH Unit) TOH# 6<pH<9
Colour (mg/1 Pt-Co) 4%+ # 20
Conductivity (uS/cm at 200 C) 1180 # 1500

SOP PALCW 002  Ammonium (mg/l NH4) (8.75) 0.3

 GOP PALCW 002 Nitrite (mg/l NO2) 0.016 0.1

SOP PALCW 002  Nitrate (mg/l NO3) (54.70) 50

SOP PALCW 002~ Chloride (mg/l Cl) 72.0 250
Total Hardness (mg/l Ca) 160 #

SOP PALCW 001 Iron {ug/l Fe) 147 200

SOP PALCW 001 Copper (ug/l Cu) <20 3000

SOP PALCW 001 Zinc (ug/l Zn) 44 5000
Lead (ug/l Pb) <10 # 50

SOP PALCW 001 Manganese (ug/l Mn) (400) 50

NOTES: MAC Value indicates the EU Maximum Admi
1988, Drinking Water Regulations. *%* Colour measure
(), indicates that the EU MAC Value is exceeded.

MICROBIOLOGICAL EXAMINATION:
Date work commenced: 19/02/02

SOP PALM 0108

SOP PALM 0108 -

The Public Analyst's Laboratory is a National Accreditation Board (
Registration No(s). 039T (Microbiology) and 100T (Chemistry).

Coliforms in 100 ml MPN
Escherichia coli in 100 ml MPN

# = Test not accredited by the NAB.

78
24

Judged by the chemical analysis and microbiological examination

The water is not fit for human consumption without sterilisati
The water may be unfit,even on hoiling, for infants because of

FURTHER OBSERVATIONS

ssible Concentration as implemented in S.I. 81 of
d on Laboratory Filtered Sampte. Circling, with

NAB) accredited laboratory under

the high nitrate content (cyanosis danger).




Conditions under which this report is issued

This report may not be used for the purposes of advertising or publicity.

- - The sample or samples mentioned in this report will be disposed of one week after

the date of this report (water and effluent samples will be discarded immediately) -
unless instructions to the contrary have been previously notified by the sender.

Every possible care is taken in issuing any advice herein but no liability whatsoever
is accepted in connection with it. '

A report on a proprietary article is given on the understanding that no attempt will
be made to reproduce the article by a person other than the manufacturer.

m218/89




Page 2 of 2
Lab.RefNo. : 1687/02/396WP

Further Observations

Concentration of manganese exceeds the EEC MAC for drinking water. Manganese is excessive and should
be removed. The level of manganese could render the water unsuitable for culinary and laundry purposes an
could impart an astringent metallic taste to the water. The concentration of nitrate exceeds the EEC MAC £
drinking water. The presence of nitrate in ground waters is cause for suspicion of past sewage pollution or ¢
excess levels of fertilisers. The concentration of ammonia exceeds the EEC MAC for drinking water. The

presence of ammonia in a water sample is normally associated with organic matter contamination. The watt
is excessively hard. '

For advice en tieatment of your water sﬁppl&":refer to the Yellow Pages (or equi\ralent.directery) under
Water Treatment and Water Filtration & Purification Equipment.

Charge for this Report EURS83 Bill :

------------------------------------------------------

Authorised by K. Moyles, Dublin Region Public’Analyst.
Any communication concerning this report should be addressed to the Public Analyst. Report issued subject to conditions overleaf.
This report relates only to the items tested. This report shall not be reproduced except in full without the approval of the testing laboratory.
Any opinions expressed in the report do not form part of the scope of acereditation.

D VLT B0
RECEIVED
2 R Lol

E4
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Conditions under which this report is issued

This report may not be used for the purposes of advertising or publicity.

- The sample or samples mentioned in this report will be disposed of one week after

the date of this report (water and effluent samples will be discarded immediately)
unless instructions to the contrary have been previously notified by the sender.

Every possible care is taken in issuing any advice herein but no liability whatsoever
is accepted in connection with it.

A report on a proprietary article is given on the understanding that no attempt will
be made to reproduce the article by a person other than the manufacturer.
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Appendix I

Papers No. 2. Mr. David Malone

Representing Environmental Action Alliance - Ireland
Member of the Public

WL Application Reg. No.96-1






D

\o
R EUROPEAN COMMISSION
¥ * DIRECTORATE-GENERAL
* bl ENVIRONMENT = .
Ry 2K Directorate B - integration policy and instruments
* ENV.B.3 - Legal affairs, activities related to legislation and enforcement of Commumty law

Brussels, 12 April 2000
D(0) 431008

Mr. David Malone,
EAA-L

60 St. Joseph's Terrace
Portarlington,

County Offaly,
IRELAND

Dear Mr. Malone,

I refer to previous correspondence in relation to your complaint P99/5122 relating to
possible lack of compliance with waste legislation in County Laois, in particular at sites
at Lea and Ballymorris. '

The complaint would appear to raise the follmmng core issues: the apparent failure to
effectively implement the permit system of Article 9 of Directive 75/442/EEC as
amended by Directive 91/156/EEC (framework waste), and application of Directive
85/337/EEC (impact assessment) to-landfills.

In the light of this, the Commission has asked the Irish authorities for detailed comments
on the claims made, with an indication of the up-to-date position on the condition of the
two waste facilities and their permitting, as well as full details of the measures being
taken to ensure compliance with Directive 85/337/EEC.

~ The response of the Irish authorities is currently awaited, and I will keep you informed of

developments.

Rue de la Loi 200, B-1049 Bruxelles/Wefstraat 200, B-1049 Brussel - Bglgium - Oﬁ' ce: BU-9 1f1 85.
Telephone: direct line (+32-2)296.65.26, switchboard 299.11.11. Fax 299.10.70.
Telex: COMEU B 21877. Telegraphic address: COMEUR Brussels.
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Papers No. 3. Mr. Michael Cullen

Member of the Public

WL Application Reg. No.96-1






Doc 5

Clarifications:

Introduction:

Page 1 of 9

o Why are AES applying for a waste license at Deerpark
when they have agreed to cease the current activities
there by July 2003? )

o Would this license apply to other sites or just Deerpark
specifically? g

O State name and position

o Projects — Blackhall Bridge Restoration, Solving
drainage issues, Community Alert Group

O A number of members in our group are also
involved in projects at County level

o Part of Development of Sli Slainte walkway
development

o The committee and residents are opposed to the
granting of a licence to AES as the History of this
site is one of mis-management



The Area:

o Residential and Agricultural Activity |

¢ Illegal dump has been operating in Deerpark since
1979, 23 years of torment for our neighbours

O Activities have included the dumping of household
and Industrial waste even though planning

permission was granted for construction and
demolition waste only

Site Location:

o Situated on 1.71 acres of land which is far too
small for the activities carried out there

© Adjacent to cross roads with main entrance a
danger to other road users

O Situated in close proximity to residential

housing causing serious concerns for our
neighbours who will be speaking shortly

Page 2 of 9



Planning Permissions:

Page 3 of 9

1979 — Permission for storage and recycling of
waste paper and depositing of builders waste —
GRANTED '

1982 — Erection of machinery store/workshop —
GRANTED

1991 — Retention of workshop roof/lorry compound
/washbay and yard — GRANTED

1992 — Erect extension to workshop for paper
recycling - GRANTED :

1995 — Permission to develop a carpark, skip and
large vehicle park —- GRANTED

1999 — Retention to retain silo and dissipater on
site — REFUSED

Reasons for refusal: 1. Nature and location would
be seriously prejudicial to the residential amenities
of the area and would be contrary to the proper
planning and development of the area

2. The proposed development and consequent
material intensification of use can not be
satisfactorily accommeodated on this restricted site
given the sites location and size and the existing
permitted development on this site

3. The proposed development would give rise to
additional traffic movements of heavy vehicles on
approach roads to the site which are sub standard
in width and alignment to cater for such a
development and as such would cause a serious
traffic hazard



Inaction:

Page 4 of 9

This site was NEVER granted permission to dump
domestic or industrial waste

This site was NEVER granted permission to
become a transfer station for waste

Why were the planning laws not enforced and the

people carrying out these illegal activities
prosecuted?

Why did our neighbours have to suffer due to an
illegal operation

Why were they denied the quality of life that the
rest of us can enjoy?



Leinster Express 1991:
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Article dated 29" June 1991

Marie Corcoran stated: “I live very near the dump.
I feel my children cannot be let out in the garden
or walk in the air because of the smell. It is so bad
that I cannot open the windows in my home”.

1 was quoted as saying: Itis a sad reflection on
LCC to say in 1990’s a time when environmental
issues are to the fore that the health and well being
of ordinary people be put at risk.

Mr John Kennedy secretary of LCC at the time
stated: “Mr Cobbe has written to the council
informing them that he will close the dump within
the next three to four weeks”

Mr Kennedy did not expect the residents to have to
tolerate flies, smells etc

He stated: “When people bring this to our
attention we certainly follow them up

11 Years later this illegal dump is still eperating —
there was NO follow up by LCC



F Heslin Letter:

O Written by our committee on 20® March 2002

o Extract - “We all should be able to enjoy the fresh

Page 6 of 9

air of the countryside. However for our
neighbours who live in proximity of this site there
is a smell of waste/refuse around their homes. If
they open their windows the smell enters their
houses along with a large number of Blue bottle
flies that are present in the vicinity. Your logo is
Working in Partnership with the Community, we
are appealing to you to work in harmony with the
people of Deerpark. All our neighbours ask for is

the standard quality of life that they are entitled
to”.

As 1o reply was received a second letter was
written on 26™ April 2002

We had to contact John Maloney TD to request
LCC to reply to our letter

Reply from LCC 26" June 2002: We note your
concern in relation to the Ballymorris facility and

we also wish to see the position regularised as soon
as possible

No further correspondence took place, no meetings
with our committee were requested by LCC



EPA Site Visit:

EPA 2™ Visit:
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Inspectors report 17" January 2002
Ground 2 — Nuisances:
Ground 7 — Soil Groundwater and Water quality

Ground 9 — Medical and Health issues

Timber shredder — pool of oil underneath

Five stock piles of waste stored outdoors

Burat oil filters and stock pile of metal
Uncovered waste, stock pile of waste, refuse sacks,
paper, cardboard, plastic, kitchen waste, covering
area of 7 x 7 metres wide and 2 metres high

This is in sharp contrast to the Comments made by
AES on Nuisances in the January report on daily
inspection procedures

Drainage gully partially blocked

Qccasional odours from waste held on site.
Particularly noticeable to the south of the waste

storage areas and near the weighbridge

Diesel and oil spillages on the ground and around
the diesel dispenser

Off site nuisances — timber shredder was heard but
switched off when inspector exited the site

Plastic litter outside the western boundary of the
facility. Also mud mixed with litter



Sunday 06/10/02:
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EPA photographs attached to this report do not
reflect that of a site that is properly managed

Photographs taken of facility at Deerpark

Waste was visible on conveyor belt
Yard extremely untidy as seen from photograph

Lea Road Portarlington photograph shows broken
down galvanise located on side of main
Portarlington Dublin road and numerous skips/
tankers remaining on site

Barrow Bridge Portarlington — Developed river
walk on Laois side of river. AES parking facility
for skips and lorries on Offaly side of river which

greatly detracts from the best amenity in our town
— The River Barrow

Our photographs do not reflect that of an
operation that is properly managed



EU News:

Conclusion:
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Irish Independent 02/10/02

Two illegal waste dumps in Co Laois in Lea and
Deerpark Portarlington as named by EU
Environment Commissioner Margo Wallstorm

Leinster Express — 12/10/02

Euro test for Laois dumps

It is essential that the EPA refuse waste permit
license to AES based on the following reasons:

The operating history of its owners and mis
management of the site

The location of the site

The size of the site

The environmental impact — odours, litter, noise
The residents in the Balymorris area are adamant
that this facility be closed permanently and be
returned to it natural environment. We are fully
prepared to ensure that closure will take place
Our neighbours have served one life sentence of

twenty years and are three years into their second
sentence for crimes they did not commit






L de Y

?

waste installations; these are not applicable to the applicant’s facility. It is apparent
that this application does not meed to carry out an EIS since the annual tonnage
thresholds fall below the EIA threshold of 25,000 tonnes as set out in Part Il of the
_ Schedule of the EIA Regulations. As discussed at the beginning of this Inspector’s
Report, the maximum annual tonnage applied for in the application is 22,845 tonnes
to include the burning of 6,000 tonnes of waste paper/cardboard/wood. - o o

An EIS was prepared for An Bord Pleanala by the applicant to address planning issues .
in April 2000. The Agency on 4 May 2000 requested a copy of the EIS. The Agency -
further requested 15 copies of the EIS on 13 March 2001 from the applicant since the
y o original request of 4 May 2000 was not fuifilled. These were received on 14 May 2001
: and were subsequently dispatched to the relevant statutory bodies.

- The Agency has assessed this application using the documents submitted as part of the
- original application received at the Agency on 5 March 1999, and numercus other
documents submitted to the Agency arising out of further information requests by the
Agency under Articles 12, 14, and 16 of the Wasie Management Licensing
' Regulations up to 12 September 2001. The Agency was satisfied that it had enough
information arising out of the various requests above in order to reach a proposed
- decision. : - ' -

Ground 2: Nuisances

A nunber of submissions raise matters concerning nuisances. Nuisances encompass
vermin, birds, flies, dust, odours and litter. ' ' '

The local community and residents adjacent to the yard will be subjected to
 persistent odours, noise levels and nuisances. Increased vermin, flies, insects and
birds will result from the proposed development. The quality of life for the local
residents will also be affected; :
» Odours are a particular problem in warm weather and over weekends. They are a
particular problem for Mrs Murphy who cannot open her windows due to the
- offending smells; : _ - ‘ o
e The increased vermin will impact on the adjacent agricultural fields and on the
potato.crop of one farming neighbour, as well as humans; -
o s the dust which arises from the facility contaminated;

. e Refuse destined for the Cobbe yard is often left outside the main gates and causes
' littering problems; . '

Comment : o o

‘Potential nuisances are controlled by Condition 7 of the proposed decision. There
shall be daily nuisance inspections of the immediate surrounds for nuisances.
Furthermore specific conditions have been written for the removal of the waste arising
as trommel fines or the general waste in the receiving yard (Conditions 5.5.1; 56.3;

" inspRep.WLPD RegNo.96-1 .17/01/02 : Page9of 18



and 5.10) since this material/waste is the main source of the odour problems in the
- past. All waste shall be removed at the end of each working day as per _Conditign
2.5.1. Waste for disposal is required to be stored in sealed covered containers and
removed off-site within twenty four hours of its acceptance at the facility as per
Conditioris -5.9' and 5.10. Sich conditions will ensure that odours are kept to-a
minimum at the facility. The licensee shall establish and maintain a Stakeholders -
Group composed of representatives of the local community. The licensee shall

convene monthly meetings in order to update the Stakeholders on works, progress, . -

Agency correspondence, - and nuisance/emissions aspects arising (Condition 242).
Compliance with the conditions of the proposed decision will ensure that no
environmental pollution will arise from the licensed activities. The onus is on the
applicant to be in compliance with the proposed decision at all times and this will be
verified by the submission of reports/results required and regular site inspections. If
‘the applicant is found to breach any condition, then the Agency will take the neceéssary’
enforcement action. ' : '

‘Ground 3: Licence/pérmit@lanning quieries’

A number of submissions examine matters concerning waste licensing or permitting -~
issues, and planning issues: '

*  The incinerator at the facility was installed without any p[anning: permission;

There is no permit or licence for the facility as is necessary under the Waste
Mandgement Act; '

Does the site require a Waste Permit or a Waste Licence;
* . Status of Application Query; " _
Laois Co Co consider that a Dplanning permission for the Sacility must be issued
before any waste licence is granted;
An Bord Pleanala have refused the Cobbe facility planning permission;
®  The Cobbe facility is currently in a High Court case on matters of planning taken
by Laois Co Co and An Bord Pleanala; ' ' '
¢ The site notice erected does not comply with Art 7 of the EPA Licensing
- Regulations (SI No. 85 of 1994); _ S :
The Agency cannot grant a waste licence Jor an illegal development or
unauthorised development. How can the Agency process an application for an
illegal activity; ‘ _ | - '
The location of the Jacility is incompatible and it cannot sustain a private
enterprise of this nature. The proposed development is not suited to a rural
residential and farming area; :

InspRep.WLPD RegNo.96-1 .17/01/02 ~ PagelOofls



Ground 5: Vehicle Repair

A number of submissions are concerned with the operation of a vehicle and motor
repair element at the facility. - .

e Operation of vehicle/fruck repair and vehicle storage on site; ‘ -
‘s Operation of vehicle lorry washer which sprays out onto.adjoining road

Comment - - : - ,

Vehicle repair and washing is a matter for the planning authorities since it is not a
waste activity. However the proposed decision specifies conditions for a wheelwash
(Condition 3.8). The proposed decision does not allow the re-use or recycling of waste
oil at the facility. Waste Oil must be disposed of via licensed waste contractors as per -
‘Condition 5.6.1. o ' ' ' - '

Ground 6: ‘Opemtiﬁg Hours -

A number of submissions are concerned with the operational hours of the facility and
the nuisances caused in the past by night-time operations: '

e Operatiorg of facility at 4am on 5% January 2001;
e Operation of facility at 6am on 25™ February 2001;
.o Irregular operational hours in general and breaks in sleep.

Comment - : : S

- Compliance with the conditions attached to the proposed decision {Condition 1.7) will
ensure that the residential neighbourhood will not be disturbed by this facility’s
operations during the unsociable hours referred to above. ' '

Ground 7: Soil, Groundwater and Water Quality

A number of submissions are concerned about surface water and groundwater
sampling and analysis and soil quality issues:.

o The facility/site when vacated should 'be checked and made safe regarding water
: pollution, ' ‘
e Ms Lilly Champ (farmer) utilises a spring well 500m downgradient from the
Cobbe facility for all her stock and personal drinking water needs; Is her well safe
and will it be tested by the Agency; - o
. The Corrig-Ballymorris Residents Association request that soil analysis be done
 at the facility for pesticides, blood, organics and hydrocarbons/solvents etc. '

InspRep.WLPD RegNo.96-1.17/01/02 Page 12 of 18



Comment . L .
A hydrogeological investigation of the facility was undertaken by the applicant during -
October 2000. Three monitoring wells were subject to two groundwater monitoring
rounds in October 2000 and May 2001 by the applicant. No soil sampling has been
- undertaken to date since the site lies on rockhead. However matrix grab samples were .
taken in October 2000 to understand the makeup of the yard infill. These results are
~ discussed in Section 5-of the Inspector’s Report. The proposed decision provides for
the monitoring of three on-site wells and two offsite private wells 350m west and -
400m north west to include the well lying on Ms Champ’s property (Conditions 3.20
and 8.10). The groundwater results from the two monitoring rounds show that the
ground and undetlying groundwater at the facility has not been impacted by the wide
range of contaminants stated above apart from blood and pesticides. Both these
parameters however were indirectly analysed for. Blood concentration is not easily - -
determined in groundwater or soils since it is a straight chained organic/metal
substance which biodegrades rapidly. Pesticides were anlysed for as part of the List I
organic suite. However, the site has caused nickel and hydrocarbon (diesel) pollution
insitn, which must be ‘immediately stopped and remediated if necessary. The

neighbouring wells downgradient must also be assessed immediateljr (Condition
-3.20.1). : ' :

Grou;:d 8: Complaints against the Agency

A number of submissions are concemned about Agency actions over this waste
- application: ' : c '

Tardiness of EPA; '

~*  EPA ignoring submission of Mr David Mdlone s (EAAI) submission of October
- 1999, : : o .

* No action ever taken by EPA over the environmental issues arising at the Cobbe
Jacility; _ ' = o o ) S
* Agency has already decided to grant a waste licence Mr David Malone (17/7/01);

Comment

The information submitted with the waste licence application is available for public
- viewing at the Agency’s offices and also at the offices of the local autherity. The
Agency has assessed this application using the documents submitted as part of the
. original application received at the Agency on 5 March 1999, and numerous other

documents submitted to the Agency arising out of further information requests by the -
Agency under Articles 12, 14, and 16 of the Waste :M_anagement Licensing
Regulations up to 12 September 2001. The Agency was satisfied that it had enough
-information arising out of the various requests above in order to reach a proposed
decision. An Article 16(1) compliance was issued on 4 December 2001 in respect of: -

' ~Advanced Environmental Solutions (IRL) Ltd. The Agency has not yet made any .

decision in relation to this application. The issuing or refusal of a Waste Licence for

- InspRep.WLPD RegNo.96-1 .17/01/02 Page 13 of 18



this facility can only occur after 2 proposed decision is issued and the required period'
for receipt of any objections has passed. :

Ground 9: Medical and Health issues
A number of submissions are concerned about this aspect -

e ' A Medical Social Worker at St Vincent's hospital expresses her assessment that
" the existénce of the facility in the neighbourhood of Mrs Murphy's home has -
affected her both psychalogically and emotionally; - - e

‘e The health of the people and future generations will be affected and should be
protected. : _' B L

Comment S : _ . o :

It is considered that compliance with the conditions attached to the proposed decision
will ensure that this facility will have no significant impact on human health or the
jocal environment. SR .

- Ground 10: General .

- A total of i2 submissions refer to individual issues not referred to in Grounds 1 to 9
above. Certain of these items are not actual submissions but are more a request for
information. However they are listed below for completeness: '

~

Copy of letter sent to Laois Co Co setting out nuisance complaints for.the Cobbe

facility; : ' . . : '

2. Freedom of Information request from EAAI on 6 August 1999. Agency responded

on 13 August 1999; '

3. Copy of letter sent to Laois Co Co setting out notes of a site inspection undertaken
by a third party consultant of the Cobbe facility; ' o

4. Copy of High Court Affidavits sent to Agency as a matter of information from -
local residents on upcoming planning appeal case at Cobbe facility;

5. Copy of An Bord Pleanala decision 13 July 2000; _

6. Copy of list of complaints received at Laois Co Co regarding issues at the Cobbe
facility; ' : _ '

7. Dept of Env & Local Govt correspondence on a recent EU complaint for the

' Cobbe facility; ' _ ' -

8. Copy. of High Court dffidavits sent to Agency as a matter of information from

solicitor acting on behalf of local residents on upcoming planning appeal case at
Cobbe facility; o : ’ ' S

9, Refuse collection has been withdrawn by Erwin Cobbe for a neighbouring
residence in July 2001 .(4). ' ' '

Comment ,
- These matters have been noted and considered.

InspRep.WLPD RegNo.96-1 17/01/02 Page 14 of 18






Kilbride,
Portarlington,
Co Laois.

20" March 2002

Mr Frank Heslin,
Environmental Section,
Laois County Council,
County Hali,
Portlaoise,

Co Laois.

Dear Mr Heslin,

On behalf of the Portlacisc Road Community Alert Area Group we wish to highlight
the serious problems being experienced by a number of our neighbours who live in
our Community area.

Our Organisation was formed in 1994. During this time we have successfully
undertaken a number of projects. These include the setting up of a Community Alert
Group, the Restoration of Blackhall Bridge, addressing Drainage issues, acquiring
public lighting at dangerous junctions ineusasea. We have also held a number of
social functions which helps to maintain the Community spirit that presently exists.
All of these projects were carried out in conjuriction with a number of organisations.
These include: Laois County Council, FAS, Laois Leader, Portarlington Community
Development Association, Portarlington Tidy Towns Committee and also with our
Public Representatives.

Unfortunately, there is one issue that we have yet to resolve: The Waste Disposal
Facility at Deerpark Cross, Ballymorris.

/¢ all should be able to enjoy the fresh air of the Countryside. However for our
“ngighbours who live in proximity of this site there is a smell of waste/refuse around
theirhomes. If they open theit windows the smell enters their homes along with the

[iifge number of “Blue Botile Flies” that are present in the vicinity. There have also
Witnessed a greater number of Vermin in this area than in other parts of the
‘Countryside. ‘

Witnesses who live near the site have seen waste being extracted from dump lorries
by a large grab and transferred into an open top wrailer where the refuse remains until

after the weekend. These actions have been denied by the proprietor but yet it is

g — = T i e
VISIDIC TOT ally passel Uy 10 WIHICSS.

I attach a copy of the EPA’s refusal to grant a licence to the proprietor. I refer to class
13 of this refusal which states:



“Storage prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage pending collection, on the
premises where the waste concerned is produced.”

Why is the proprietor of this site allowed to store waste refuse in the Deerpark
premises when the license refusal clearly states not to. The planning permission

granted for this site is for storage of cardboard only. Cardboard generally does not
smell nor attract flies. :

I also attach a copy of a letter from Laois County Council to Councillor Ray Cribbin,
re entrance to the site. The Council has recommended closing the entrance no. 2.
Can this recommendation be enforced by the Council?

We as a group have very strong feelings on this issue. We all have one life to live,

why should our neighbours have to live with the effects of this facility for one day
longer.

_Yé'ut logo is working “In Partnership With The Community”, we are appealing to you
to work il_i'h_'armot;y with the people of Deerpark. All our neighbours ask for is the
standard quality of life that they are entitled to. Their plight so far has fallen on deaf

We look forward to a favourable response to this letter. We are willing to assist you
in any way possible to bring this issue to a satisfactory conclusion. We will continue
to work with Laois County Council to improve our community into the future.

Yours faithfully,

LUV, (P

Una Newman

Secretary
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LAOIS COUNTY COUNC

CoMHAIRLE CHONTAE LAOISE

OUR REF: YOUR REF:

Ray Cribbin, M.C.C.
Main Street
Portadington

Co. Laois

6° August, 2002

Re: Site at Ballymorris, Portarlington

" Dear Councillor,

I refer to the ébove and to our recent conversation and I enclose information on ail
planning application received from enforcement proceedings taken against Mr. Cobbe
in respect of the site at Ballymorris, Portarlington - as requested.

Yours sincerely,

r { l
Ian McGormack

Seniar Executive Officer
Planni

IL.McC/PC

T4 Failte Romhat
Gné a Dhéanamh
as Gaeilge

“In Partnership with the Community”

,

Printed on 100% Recycled Paper - Caring for our environment { .:.‘1»::
"y A
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Planning History

A total of 7 planning applicétions have been received in respect of development at this
site in Ballymorris since 1979.

* Plg Ref No. 611/79

¢ Plg. Ref No. 896/79

¢ Plg Ref. No. 178/82

* Plg Ref. No. 353/91

* Plg. Ref. No. 131/92

‘Application for permission to store waste paper for the
establishment of a paper recycling unit at the Quarry,
Deerpark Cross, Ballymorris, Portardington.

Planning permission was refused for this particular

~ development.

Application for permission for storage and recycling of
waste paper and depositing builders waste at Ballymorris,
Portarlington, Co. Laois.

Planning permission granted by Laois County Council
subject to 19 Conditions. Appealed by the Ballymorris
Residents Association and An Bord Pleanala granted
permussion subject to 13 conditions.

Erection of a machinery store/workshop at Ballymorris,
Portarlington, Co. Laois

Permission granted subject to 14 conditions.

Retain workshop roof/Lorry Compound/ Washbay and

Yard at Deerpark Crossroads, Ballymorris, Portardington,
Co. Laots.

Planning permission granted for the above by Laois
County Council on the 20/11/1991

Erect extension to workshop for paper recycling at
Deerpark Cross, Portarington, Co. Laois

Permission granted by Laois County Council subject to 6
conditions on the 30/6/1992.




S

o Plg Ref. No. 95/644 Permission to develop a carpark, skip and large vehicle
‘ park at Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois

Planning permission granted by Laois County Council
on the 16/1/96 subject to 7 conditions

e Plg Ref. No. 99/1076 Permission to retain storage silo and.'dissapater on site at
Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

Planning permission for retention was refused by Laois

County Council atid An Bord Pleanala and this structure
was subsequently removed. '

'The planning files are available for inspection, if required.




UD. 10/99

- 4.

Unauthosised Development

This file relates to the unauthorized erection of a
silo/ dissipater at Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

An application for retention of this structure was made
and was subsequently refused by Laois County Gouncil
and An Bord Pleanala. An enforcement notice was
setved instructing Mr. Cobbe to remove this structure.
He eventually complied with the terms of the notice and
removed the silo/dissipater.

Laois County Council also served an enforcement notice
on Mr. Cobbe on the 11/7/00. The notice related to an

unauthorised weighbridge, office, trammel/ separater of
waste and waste matetial,

Mr. Cobbe claimed that each of the above constituted
exempted development and subsequently challenged the
Councils view by way of a Section 5 reference to An
Bord Pleanala. The Bord ruled in the Council’s favor
staring that each of the items referred the above DID
NOT in fact constitute exempted development. Mr.
Cobbe has fought a High Court Judicial Review of An
Bord Pleanala’s Decision. We are presently awaiting a

date for this hearing in the High Court.
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1emicals

if :explo-
enough,

chemist-

-making
known

1tainers -

¥y were
¥ have
poisons

ween Donard and fia_lting_lass, go Wicklow. Pic: Aida Crawley-

into the earth.

Bags labelled *“highly
explosive” have been found
as well as empty sacks of
potassium nitrate. There are
also quantities of acids and
weedkiller.

Local people are furious.
One woman told the Frish
Independent, “Tt appears we

are surround by these toxic
dumps — that's three in the
immediate vicinity. I can’t
believe it. At this stage the
Co Council should hold a
meeting with the locals and
tell us exactly what the situ-
ation is and how dangerous
it could be to our fa.mﬂles
health?®,

Government in
clash with EC
over ‘landfill
shame’ claim

Canor Sweeney
in Brussels

THE Governfnent has
clashed with the Europea,n

Cominission after it “hamed.

and shamed” Ireland for
breaches of enwromnental
law,

Failure to deal with five
landfill sites operating with-
out licences and questions
over an Environmental
Directive were highlighted
by the Environment Com-

mxssmner, Margo Walls-

trom,. in Brussels yesterday..
“There was “no evidence

. that Iréland has cleaned up

the illegal waste dumps or

-unposed sanctions aon. the

'culpnts -8aid the Commis-

. sion in. its Teport on one of

the sites, near ‘the Boyne
Estuaty.
Ireland was ranked fourth

-on a list of countries facing

legal action over landfill
sites which could pollute
soil and . contaminate
groundwater if not propetly
treated. The sites in ques-
tion aré in Laois, Louth and
Waterford. .

Greece and Spam top the
list of pending cases, with
10 each, followed by Haly
with exght and Irela.nd with
five. Britain, France and
Germany each face one
action.

Environment Minister,
Martin Cullen, demanded
the Commission withdraw
its separate complaint over
the new Landfill Directive,
saying that one of the first
a.cts he took aﬁer takmg

i INto aw, in July

Last night, the Commis-
sion said it welcomed the
Irish move, but was still stu-
dying the new law, to see if
it complied with EU rules.
However, the Commission
points to five other com-
plaints against the Govern-
ment. “The problem with
these cases is that these
landfills have been Operat-
ing without a permit,” said
a spokeswoman for Com-
missioner Wallstrom last

night. She defended the
decision to criticise Ireland
over the 1999 Landfill
Directive, which lays down
tight controls over landfill
sites. The Commission’s
tegal experts have yet to
conclude the minister’s
actions last July were sufﬁ-
cient, she said.

Four of the five Irish
cases have already bigen
seént to the FEurdpean Court
of Justice. The first case, in
Lea, Co Laois, mvolves a
waste facility which- eper-
ated for years without 4 per-
mit. Although Ireland
claims the site closed in
September 2001, “it-has fiot
provided -any: eyidence that
the site was cleaned up ‘or .
sanctions imposed on the
operator states the Com-
mission.

In Ballymoms, Co Tapis,

a site is still operating after
several years without a per-
mit, despite the court. case,
said the Commission,
- At Greenore, Co Louth, a.
port. company dumped
material on - the foreshore
over several years. From
photo evidence, the Com-
mission dlscovered con-
struction and demolition
waste was dumped. without
-a permit and is still there.

In Co Witerford, there
has been dumping on sev-
eral small wetlands without
permit; said the Commis-
sion. Although the Govern-
ment claims these have
stopped, no sanctions have
been apphed and some wet-
lands still coj —

menced, concerns a landfill
on a special protection area
in the Boyne E$tuary on the
east coast of Ircland. The
Commission claims there is
no evidence Ireland has
cleaned up the illegal
dumps or taken action
against the culprits,

Last night a spokesman
for the Environment
Department said there were
ongoing talks with the Com-
mission “with a view to
resnlvinge thaca mastao.n

legal actlonhas ]ust com-
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Mary Murphy
Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.
Tel: (0502) 45841

Advanced Environmental Solutions (Irl.) Ltd.,
Unit 1,

Monread Comimercial Park,

Monread Road,

Naas,

Co. Kildare.

For the attention of Dr. John MacNamara:

09 April 2002

Re: Waste Disposal Facility — Deerpark, Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.

Dear Dr. MacNamara,

.We were very pleased with your recent visit to our neighbourhood and welcomed the
opportunity to talk to you in person regarding our concerns with the above facility.

Major cleaning tock place during the same week (Friday 29® and Saturday 30"
March) and we were all very happy with the result. We had a lovely Easter Sunday
free from all odours, litter, flies etc. However by Wednesday of the following week
we were back to “square one’, and were so disappointed as quite a lot of people had
remarked how pleasant it had been over the previous few days.

What can you do to ensure proper, regular “housekeeping” on the site in question?
" We certainly wish to improve our relationship with your Company, but this can only
' occur if we see positive, permanent improvements to the present situation.

As you mentioned in your letter, your Company are currently working on
improvements both in terms of procedures and infrastructure at the site. We would
appreciate if you could outline, in writing, details of these improvements and also the
time frame involved. We are happy with the re-instatement of our refuse collection

service — It hasn’t been easy for us out here, and we see this as a positive step forward
towards a conclusion to our grievances.

Another direct effect of our proximity to the above site came to the surface recently. 1
had a valuation carried out on my property with the followmg result My house (on Ya

of an acre plus a %acrc field to th&leﬁ han __.-s :

Town, but not to the above fac111ty, was recently ‘sold for approxnmately €120,625 (or
£95,000), this is hard reality to accept. It highlights the importance of how our local
environment impacts many areas of our lives, which one would not usually question.



I don’t wish to continue bombarding you with telephone calls, written correspondence
etc. all I wish for is a quiet, peaceful existence in my home of almost 40 years.

- I thank you again for your positive assistance to date and look forward to your
response.

Yours in anticipation.

MARY MURPHY

Caopies:

Mr. Tan McCormack, Planning, Laois County Council, Portlaoise.
Clir. Ray Cribbin, Main Street, Portarlington.

Mr. John Maloney T.D., 27 Patrick St., Mountmellick.

Mr. Sean Fleming T.D_, Castletown, Portlaoise.

Cllr. Michael Costello, Bracklone Street Portarlington.




Mary Murphy
Ballymorris, Portarlington, Co. Laois.
Tel: (0502) 45841

Advanced Environmental Solutions (Irl.) Ltd.,
The Cottage,
Tipper Road,
Naas,
Co. Kildare.
kY

For the urgent attention of Mr. Patrick Alley:

25 March 2002

Re: Waste Disposal Facility — Deerpark, Ballymorris, Portarlington. Co. Laois.

Dear Mr. Alley,

I am writing to you on behalf of my neighbours and myself in an effort to highlight
and resolve the issue of the awful, unacceptable conditions we are experiencing in our
area, with regard to the above facility. .

We have been living in this area most of our lives and for many years enjoyed the
beautiful countryside, the fresh air, péace and tranquillity. However, this has all
changed over the past few years, and indeed has worsened in recent times. The awful
odours which are emanating from the above site are unbearable. We cannot even
open our windows, and if we do the smell enters our homes along with vast numbers
of blue bottle flies — even at this time of year. We have seen a huge increase in the
number of vermin around the area and are afraid to leave our doors open.

The site is in a deplorable condition. We have seen for ourselves that rubbish is piled
high over-night and over weekends. Not just cardboard (even though Planning
permission for this site granted storage of cardboard only), but all types of waste
material, which is being extracted from dump lorries and transferred into an open
trailer, where it remains for long periods of time — Hence creating terrible smells!
The rubbish is in piles on the ground around the site and near the ditches. This is a
fact, and has become a regular occurrence.

We cannot live in such conditions, it’s unfair to expect any human being to tolerate
this situation — Indeed, I don’t imagine you would like to live with this on your
doorstep? We are prisoners in our own homes and feel we are being very unfairly

treated and pushed aside - this.simply can’t go on-any longer. We are now

.a 1 (= L pe - s i

rd-dorTo g suChwWorT

You have promised in the past that this site would be kept clean, but it is worse than
ever. We appeal to you to take our concemns on-board and act immediately to clean
up the above site. We need action right away — No.rubbish / debris on site over-night
or over this Easter weekend (or, indeed, any future weekends).



All we want is to look forward to a beautiful Spring and Summer, where we can enjoy

our gardens, and we can open our windows, let fresh air in, without these odours,
flies, vermin etc. '

Surely that isn’t a lot to ask for and we know you have the power to do something
positive for the benefit of all of us!

Yours in anticipation.

MARY MURPHY

Copies:

Mr. Frank Heslin, Environmental Section, Laois County Council, Portlaoise.
Clir. Ray Cribbin, Main Street, Portarlington.

Mr. John Maloney T.D., 27 Patrick St., Mountmellick,

Mr. Sean Fleming T.D., Castletown, Portlaoise.

Clr. Michael Costello, Bracklone Street Portarlington.

Mr. Adrien Lydon, RTE., Prime Time, Dublin.

Ms. Gillian Byrne, E.P.A., PO Box 3000, Johnstown Castle Estate, Wexford.
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Dr. Laurence Fullam
French Church st.
Portarlington

Co. Laois

TEL./FAX 0502 23333

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN .
. Date: 12 s5EP 02

Re: MARY MURPHY,
DEERPARK, PORTARLINGTON.
Date of Birth: 3 AUG 194¢ GMS No: 2091437a

Dear ,

This lady has been widowed for some years and lives on
what ubed to be a quife country road.

Over recent years the presence of and traffic tog and
from a waste disposal company beside her has caused
her immense distress.

In recent times she has developed diverticulitis and
irritable bowel syndrome and has been prescribed
anti-depressqnts which she really does rot care to
take and Mary relates many of her symptoms and their
brogress to her upset with the environmental
conditions obtaining her in area.

Yours sincerely,

/ ¢ { t

Dr Laurence Fulfém







MIDLAND HEALTH BOARD

MIDLAND REGIONAL HOSPITAL AT PORTLAQISE, CO.LAOIS.
TELEPHONE: (0502) 21364 FAX: {0502) 22986

25% of September 02

Td Whom It May'Concern:

] Re: Mrs Mary Murphy, Ballymorris, Portarlmgton, Co. Laols
Date of Birth: 03/08/1946

Dear Sir or Madam:

This is to certify that this lady is under considerable mental stress and has physical
symptoms as a result of this land fill site which is being developed very close to her
home. This has a detrimental effect on her physical and mental well being.

Yours sincerely,m‘ \‘ x

Mr. P. M Naughton
CONSULTANT SURGEON

LRISH NATIONAL

HPH

NETWORK PROMOTING AND SUPPORTING A SMOKE FREE ENVIRONMENT

Health
Promoting
Hospitals







Mount St Anne’s, Killenard, Portarlington, Co Laoise.
Phone 0502 26153

RE: Mary Murphy.
Ballymorris Road,
Portarlington,

Co. Laoise.

25/9/2002.

To whom it may concern,

Mary Murphy is being treated by me for high
levels of stress, anxiety, and insomnia. Her mental health is in a poor state
due to having to cope night and day with the consequences of the presence
and operation of the waist management depot on Ballymorris road.

Yours sincerely,

Fr.Martin Spillane.
Psychotherapist / Counselor.







Dr. Laurence Fullam
Frenchchurch St.
Portarlington

- Co. Laois

TEL./FAX 0502 23333

TO WHCM IT MAY CONCERN
Date: 27 FEB 01

Re: MARY MURPHY, _
‘ DEERPARK, PORTARLINGTON.
Date of Birth: 3 AUG 1946 GMS No: 2091437A

Dear Ms/Sir,

This widowed lady has a number of medical complaints
going back over the years and at present is being
attended by ourselves and the Coombe Hospital in
Dublin. . :

She frequently presents as very distressed about her
physical situation in that she is afraid to ride a
bicycle along the road, has fallen several times
because of irregularities, pocr road surface etc. and
is disturbed at irregular hours by heavy traffic which
attends a local depot.

She feels her situation could be alleviated by re
housing and to this end is prepared to negotiate from
her present position with the Council. -

Yours sincerely,

Dr Laurence Fullam
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Oral Hearing Report Appendix I

- Papers No. 5. Ms. Lilly Champ

Member of the Public

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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- INDEPENDENT MICRO LAB LTD

Lismard Business Park,
Timahoe Road,
Portlaoise, Co. Laois

Phone (0502) 20819/625_50
Fax: (0502) 20878
E-mail: iml@esatclear.ie

Our Ref: : Your Ref
Form 1 No. 00000/00 i
- FINAL REPORT

Mrs. Lily Champ,

Ballymorris,
Portarlington,
Co. Lacis. B
Coliforms E.coli
cfu/100ml cfu/i00ml .
Ref Description Lot Man date Exp date Verified Lab No * * e
_Water Analysis Yes 202876 2 1
COMMENTS

Comments on sample 202876:
These. results do exceed the limits laid down in EV regulations covering water intended for human consumpticn for
the above tests. '

General comments
* Denotes test not ILAB accredited

Received on 11/02/02 by 8L
Pesting commenced on 11/02/02

Approved signatory: Qom &-T"\%’\ .
Senior Technician.
Date report issued: 15/02/02

Page 1 of 1

1. The results are only refevant to the samples tested. 2. This report shall not be produced except in fudl without the approval of the testing laboratory
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Environmental Protection
Agency, Reglenal Water
Laboratory., Kllkenny.

Report {o |Lsols Co. Co.

Water Supply IChamp [ Houae Pontariington. ! Sample No. [2201760 i
Samphng Location |Prwate well [Champs] Portatlington. . Sampling Date 0810412002 i!
S Descrption |LS -~ Miscellaneocus Sampling Time 11:25 !
g Sarmple Type [Drmkmg Water C1-C3 ; Sampled by |Angela Southey i
' _ iPrivate |
a f Parameter Uinits MAC*  Result i Perameler  Unlis MAC*  Result
ol Chemical, Physical + CGrganoleplic Paramelers Trace Metals
Colour : Hazen U i ' Alurrinium pgh Al 200 i i
Turbiddy NTU W LT ‘ Iran pgflFe 200 o !
Odour : {Diln. 1f203 201290} 1 ! ; Manganese  pgf Mn 50 I. 1
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Papers No. 6. Ms. Joyce Dempsey

Member of the Public

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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Dates of entry activity outside of agreed hours
These dates were observed by various residents and are random.

4/7/01
6:45 am lorry went onto site and picked up skip

4/7/01 _
7:35am tanker entered site and left at 7:50am

4/7/01 :
) 20:40 lorry and skip left site

5/7/01

6:05am lorry left site with 1/2 size container and went down la
Bergerie road

6/7/01
7-50 am lorry left site with skip

10/7/01

7:25am lorry on site. Tanker left site at 7:30am Guillefoyle
written on front.

20/7/01

9:30pm domestic refuse truck entered site red and yellow tow truck
left

24/7/01 |
7:55am big lorry container entered site

24/8/01
7:50am lorry went on site

28/10/01



Sunday 3:30 p.m. Lorry left site. Box type container with opening
on rear end.

9/5/02
00:35am lorry left site- driver was having difficulty closing gate.

9/5/02
7:40 lorry moving around site

9/10/11/05/02

Smells are very bad. New machine for loading waste in operation.
Very loud

12/03/02
7:45am lorry entered site

Sunday 2/6/02

3pm Box type container on site. \Joe jr. spoke to driver. He had the
code and was working for Erwin Cobbe he said. He stopped
talking when Joe jr. told him there was to be no work there on
Sundays. The driver then started saying he was just picking up a

pipe for himself, after already saying he was working for Erwin
Cobbe. |

8/8/02
7, 40 lorry went onto site with rubbish

19/8/02
11am black smoke and smuts coming from site




Do 22

G.1.

THE HIGH COURT
1999 No 75 MCA

Tuesday the 3rd day of July 2001
BEFORE MR JUSTICE HERBERT
IN THE MATTER OF SECTION 27 OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT
(PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT) ACT 1976 (AS AMENDED)
AND IN THE MATTER OF SECTION-58 OF THE WASTE
MANAGEMENT ACT 1996 .‘
BETWEEN
'MARIE CORCORAN PATRICK jjOSEPH HYLAND JOYCE HYLAND
MICHAEL J TURLEY ANNE TURLEY PATRICK LEWIS GREGORY
FOX DEBORAH FOX WESLEY DEMPSEY JOSEPH WHYTE DORA
HICKEY DERMOT HICKEY NELLIE WHYTE AND JOSEPH WHYTE
APPLICANTS
AND
ERWIN COBBE
RESPONDENT
The Applicants Motion pursuant to Notice of Motion dated the 29th
day of July 1999 and the Respondent’s Motion pursuant to Notice of Motion dated
the 7th day of December 1999 both having been listed for hearing before the Court

this day in the presence of Counsel for the Applicants and Counsel for the

‘Respondent

And on hearing said Counsel respectively

IT.IS ORDERED that Advanced Environmental Solutions (Irefand)

Limited be joined as a Respondent to these proceedings

And the Respondents for themselves and their successors and assigns

by the their Counse] undertake to the Court



G.1.

(i)

(iii)

iv)

THE HIGH COURT

not to use the silo and dissipater

to provide a hard surface to the entire site not already covered by

concrete

(a) until 3rd July-2003 (or earlier should they so decide) to use the

. site in accordance with its current use only between the hours of

8arn and 8pm and not on Sundays

, (b) ‘that durmg the said period there will be no 1nten31ﬁcat10n of use

to cease the current use of the site insofar as same consists of
récycling (or as categorised by the‘ Applicants Waste Recovery and
Storage) and to abandon reliance upon I;lanning Permission
131/1992 on 3rd July 2003 save that the Respondent shall not be

obliged to remove the buildings the subject of said permission

IT IS ORDERED that the proceedings be struck out of the List with no

Order as to costs

REGISTRAR ;
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Appendix J

Legal Submission No. 1 Mr. Michael O Brien

Representing AES

WL Application Reg. No.96-1



"



Do 20

AES Submission to Oral Hearing 15/10/02 (legal)

WASTE LICENCE REF NO 96-1

Facility: Ballymorris, Kilbride, i’ortarlington, County Laois.

Applicant: Advanced Environmental Solutions (Ireland) Ltd trading as
\ Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal

Legal Submission
1.1 ThlS application was for a licence for a pumber of waste disposal and
recovery activities i.e. Waste Management Act 1996, Third Schedule.
~ Class 11 and Class 13 & Waste Management Act 1996, Fourth Schedule
Classes 2, 3,4, 8,9, 11,12 and 13.

1.2 The inspector appointed recommended approval for activities Classes 11
& 13 of the Third Schedule and activities Classes 2,3,4,9,11,12,and
13 of the Fourth Schedule

1.3.The Technical Committee recommended approval for activities Class 13

of the Third Schedule and activities Classes 2, 3, 4, and 13 of the Fourth
Schedule

The proposed determination refused permission for all activities .

1.4 However, the proposed determination gave reasons for refusal for only

one activity i.e. Fourth Schedule, Class 9 i.e. use of any waste as a fuel



AES Submission to Oral Hearing 15/10/02 (legal)

or other means to generate energy. (This is express in reason I in the PD

and implied in reason 2 which deals with hazardous substances in the

briquetting process, a process which is for using waste as a fuel in Class
9)

1.5 The reason given relating to environmental nuisances is an operational
' reason which can be addressed by a condition attached to the waste

licence and which will be fully addressed by the appllcant at the oral
|
hearing, :

1.6 No reasons and no adequate reasons were given for the refusals for
all but one of the activities for which a waste licence was required.
This is a clear violation of the principles of natural justice and of the
EPA's obligation to give reasons for their declswns particularly

when the inspector recommended granting the licence for some

activities. This is ultra vires the EPA.

In Ni H-Eili v Environmental Protection Agency and Roche Ireland,
Supreme Court 30 July 1999 the plaintiff, inter alia, alleged, that the
Agency had breached it statutory duty under article 28 of the Environmental
Protection Agency Act (Licensing) Regulations 1995"‘P to provide reasons for
its decision. In dealing with this argument, the Supreme Court drew a

distinction, between the adequacy of reasons given for a proposed

determination and the adequacy of reasons given for the final decision made

imposed constitute intrusions on his industrial enterpnse. Applying O'Keeffe



AES Submission to Oral Hearing 15/10/02 (legal)

v An Bord Pleanala [} 993] 1 IR 39, the court held that the EPA could rely
on the entire document constituting the proposed determination which
includes a combination of reasons given for its decision and the conditions
and the reasons given for those conditions. It is submitted that the same |
applies with respect to a Proposed Determination.
_ On the extent of the duty to give reasons, the Supreme Court held that
the degrée of partlcularlty with which reasons should be stated depends on

} the circumstahces of each case. It implied that in that case, which wasa
complicated one involving many objections, the EPA was required to
identify "serious” objections made. The EPA's actual decision on the licence

did not set out reasons for accepting or rejecting submissions but the court

inferred that the EPA ,tzranted the licence because it accepted the inspector's

recommendations. It suggested that it might have been "more appropriate”

for the EPA to state (and for the secretary to record in the minutes of its
decisions), that the Board accepted not merely the inspector's
recommendations but also his findings and conclusions but concluded that

the acceptance of the recommendations necessarily implied acceptance of

-

the conclusions on which they were based. Having thus decided, the court
held that the reasons for the Agency's decision were contained in the
inspectors report and that it was not necessary on grounds of practicability
"in the circumstances of this case" (a complex and contentious one) to repeat
those reasons in the minutes of the EPA's Board meeting. Accordingly, in

 this particular case, the court held that there was sufficient compliance with

the statutory requirement to give reasons for the EPA Board to accept the

1nspector s report.



AES Submission to Oral Hearing 15/10/02 (legal)

The Court did not sanction this méthod of giving reasons for decisions
in all cases because it held that the Environmental Pfotection Agency Act
(Licensing) Regulations 1995 anticipated that the record of the Agency's
decision would itself explain "shortly and simply" why objections were
rejected. It stated that reasons for a decision should be readily available

without the need for excessive research or inquiry.

1.7 By requiring administrative authorities to give proper reasons for their
decisions, the courts are carrying out a quality control function on
administrative decision-making - a function that js particularly important in
view of deference to decisions taken by specialist administrative tribunals
like the EPA. The scope of the O'Keeffe test is such that if this function is

not taken seriously, the rule of law may be undermined in administrative
decision-making.

1.8In Ni h-Eile the Supreme Court drew a distinction, between the adequacy

of reasons given for a proposed determination ‘and the adequacy of

reasons given for the final decision made after dealing with objections to

the proposed determination. Tt considered that the former was primarily

relevant to the applicant smce conditions imposed constitute "intrusions

on his industrial enterprise". Since the inspector's report is relevant in

determining what the PD is, and since the PD differs from the inspector's

report in material respects, the applicant does not know the reasons for
the PD.

1.9 In this case, the applicant is entitled to know why the EPA differed from

the recommendations of its inspector in refusing permission for Activities



AES Submission to Oral Hearing 15/10/02 (legal)

Classes 11 & 13 of the Third Schedule and activities Classes 2, 3,4,11,
12, and 13 of the Fourth Schedule and the recommendations of the
Technical Committee in refusing permission for Activities Class 13 of
the Third Schedule and activities Classes 2, 3, 4, and 13 of the Fourth
Schedule. The applicant bas been given no reasons whatsoever (apart
from an operational reason which probably applies to the burner only) for
the proposed refusal in respect of most of the activities in respect of

) which the 1i<_:eﬁce application was made and does not know what case it

has to make at this oral hearing.

1.10 Ttis accepted that there is no express statutory obligation on the EPA
to give reasons for its refusal in a PD but it is submitted that there is an
implied obligation because this is a decision which affects the property
and other constitutional rights of the applicant. It is submitted that this
was recognised in Ni h-Eili where the Supreme Court drew a distinction,
between the adequacy of reasons given for a proposed determination and
the adequacy of reasons given for the final decision made after dealing

with objections to the proposed determination. Tt considered that the

former was primarily relevant to the applicant since conditions imposed

constitute intrusions on his industrial enterprise. It is submitted that this

duty applies particularly in the current situation where:

(a) reasons for refusal were given for only one activity

(b) the EPA decision on the Proposed Determination differs from that of
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(c) the applicant does not know the reasons for the proposed refusal of a
licence of the activities applied for because the inspector

recommended granting a licence for some activities,

1.11  The applicant in this case has no indication of what case he has to
make in order to obtain a licence for activities, Third Schedule Classes 11
& 13 and Fourth Schedule activities Classes 2, 3, 4, 11, 12, 13 when the
internal EPA Inspector’s reports overwhelmingly support its case for the
licence for the following Activities, Third Schedule Classes 11 & 13 and
Fourth Schedule activities Classes 2,3,4,11, 12, 13 and while the
subsequent Technical Committee’s report recommended granting a
licence for Class 13 of the Third Schedule and activities Classes 2,3,4,
and 13 of the Fourth Schedule. It should also be noted that in the
Technical Committee’s Proposed Decision when specific reasons were
given for refusing Class 11 of the Third Schedule and Classes 11 & 12 of
the Forth Schedule, those reasons were based on relating these classes of
activities exclusively to the briquetting unit. However in the Non- |
Technical Summary attached to the original application it was stated in
response to Article 12 (I) i Plant, Method and Process that “4/ waste
arriving on site is weighed and recorded before being tipped in the
segregation area. A mechanical grab transfers the waste material to a
Rotary screen that allows the Jines to drop through to a loading area.
The coirse material is conveyed to a waiting trailer unit that is

transported to landfill. Paper and good quality cardboard are

The activities descrlbed n 1tallcs encompass Class 11 of the Thlrd ScheduIe

and Classes 11 & 12 of the Fourth Schedule. Therefore the assessment of



—

AES Submission to Oral Hearing 15/10/02 (legal)

the Technical Committee’s Proposed Decision to refuse Class 11 of the
Third Schedule and Classes 11 & 12 of the Forth Schedule, based solely on
briquetting related processes fails to take into consideration other recovery

and disposal procedures which are encompassed by these classes.

1.12 In this case, it appears that the EPA took into account matters in
respect of which there was noor no sufficient evidence before it in
refusing a licence becaﬁse the 'inspector's.report and the Technical
Committee recommended granting the licence for some activities. It also
failed to take account of the fact that the site is now operated by a waste
company with a good environmental record which has implemented
substantial improvements on the site. Since acquiring the site in
Ballymorris the applicant has appointed a team of three scientifically
qualified members to its staff. The applicant has also dismantled and
made inoperable the burner, removed the briquetﬁng unit, installed a
waste quaranfine area, improved guttering and drainage on site,
commenced daily litter patrols, purchased odour abatement equipment,
improved site security with new fencing, employed external contractor
for vermin control, resurfaced sections of the yard, and meet with
concerned local residents. Daily operational procedures have also been
revised to eliminate the possibility of nuisances, all of which will be

Jisted in the applicant submission during the oral hearing.

1.13 The EPA has therefore has denied the applicant an opportunity of

submissions because the applicant does not know what reasons justify the

proposed determination. This is a breach of the applicant's natural and
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constitutional rights to know why a decision affecting his rights has been
taken. |

1.14  Accordingly, the applicant requires that:

(a) the EPA gives it an opportknity to know why its appiication for
- Activities Classes 11 & 13 of the Third Schedule and Classes 2,3,4,
11,12 and 13 of the Fourth Schedule has been refused,
~(b)that the EPA provide reasons why it différs from the
recommendations of its inspector and
(c) having been informed as to the reasons why its application is being
refused, the applicant be entitled to an opportunity to make submissions
with respect to these reasons. The EPA can give this opportunity by
providing the required reasons and adjourning, resuming or re-opening
the oral hearing and allowing the applicant to address the reasons for the
proposed refusals and allowing the other objector to comment on the
applicant's submissions re same.
However, please note that the applicant only requires reasons to be given for
the refusal of a licence for activities Classes 11 & 13 of the Third Schedule
and Classes 2, 3,4, 11, 12 and 13 of the Fourth Schedule because it accepts
the refusal of the licence for all other activities and does not intend to carry

out these other activities on its site now or at any future time and hereby

withdraws its application in respect of these activities.
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The following are Environmentél Action Alliance-reland (EAA-l) legal reasons why the EPA
should refuse Advanced Environmental Solutions a license for the waste facility at the
Ballymorris. Portarlington Co Laois.

Agency 1% Reason for Proposed Decision

The -Agency considers that the proposal to burn 6,000 tonnes per annum of wood, paper, and
cardboard. wdste by using an integrated burner and heat-exchange unit, the Talbott C9,
does not meet the requirements of the EU Incineration of Waste Directive (2000/76/EC).

EAA-I does not believe that AES can make significant changes to. the license application
after the proposed decision. Especially as AES have not identified how they intend to deal
with the 6,000 tonnes of wood paper, and cardboard waste. Accordingly, the Agency’s reason
for the proposed decision is applicable to the license application in which it was requested to
assess.

Agency 2"1 Reason for Proposed Decision

The Applicant has not demonstrated that the raw materials proposed for the briquette
process do not contain hazardous substances, which would render the subsequent product
unsuitable for use as a fuel.

Again AES decided after the EPA proposed decision not to produce briquettes, but have not
established whether the waste materials, namely, the wood, paper, and cardboard contain
hazardous materials. AES informed the Oral hearing that the timber is presently being
shredded at the Ballymorris site. EAA-I understands that the shredder was part of the
Talbot C 9 waste activity.

Agency 3" Reason for Proposed Decision

There is insufficient information in the application to satisfy the Agency that environmental

nuisance from the facility can be controlled, given the proximity of residents to the
boundary.

EAA-I agrees with the Agency on the grounds that size of the site is inadequate to deal with
93,000 tonnes of waste, which AES confirmed at the Oral hearing is being disposed of on

ground_in_an _open area.. This_activity 18 _causing ongoing environmental nmsance -an«
environmental pollution as defined in the Waste Management Act of 1996

Contact: David Malone 62, $t. Joseph's Terrace portarlington Co. Offaly Ph 0502.23567 E-matidavymalone@eircon.net
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“Environmental Pollution” means, in relation to waste, the holding, transport, recovery or

disposal of waste in a manner, which would. to g significant extent, endanger human health
or harm the environment, and in particular-

(a) create a risk to waters, the atmosphere, land, seil, plants or animals,
(b) create a nuisance through noise, odours or litter, or

(c) adversely affect the countryside or places of special interest.

In this regard, The EPA inspectors report (page 4) states that the Agency inspection of the
Ballymorris site on 5t October 2001 (unannounced) was a cause for concern with regard to

disposed of at a licensed facility. This is hazardous waste m which requires planning
permission and a license from the EPA to be removed and disposed.

In conclusion, EAA-I is requesting the EPA to refuse the license for the Ballymorris site
because AES have not supplied relevant, credible or sufficient information pertaining to any
of the waste activities in the license application.
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¥ EUROPEAN COMMISSION
* ¥ DIRECTORATE-GENERAL
% " ENVIRONMENT . : :
T, g Directorate B - Integration policy and instruments : '
* ENV.B.3 - Legal affairs, activities related to legislation and enforcement of Community faw

Brussels, 12 April 2000
D(0) 431008 =

Mr. David Malone,
EAA-L

60 St. Joseph's Terrace,
Portarlington, '
County Offaly,
IRELAND

’ Dear Mr. Malone,

I refer to previous correspondence in relation to your complaint P99/5122 relating fo
possible lack of compliance with waste legislation in County Laois, in particular at sites
at Lea and Ballymorris. '

The complaint would appear to raise the following core issues: the apparent failure to
effectively implement the permit system of Article 9 of Directive 75/442/EEC as
amended by Directive 91/156/EEC (framework waste), and application- of Directive
85/337/EEC (impact assessment) to landfills. .

In the light of this, the Commission has asked the Irish authorities for detailed comments

on the claims made, with an indication of the up-to-date position on the condition of the

two waste facilities and their permiiting, as well as full details of the measures being .
X taken to ensure compliance with Directive 85/337/EEC. )

" The response of the Irish authorities is currently awaited, and I will keep you informed of
developments. : '

Rue de ta Loi 200, B-1049 Bruxelles/Wetsiraat 200, B-1049 Brussel - Bglgium - Office: BU-S 1/185.
Telephone: direct line {+32-2)296.65.26, switchboard 299.11.11. Fax: 299.10.70. ’
Telexx COMEU B 21877. Telegraphic address: COMEUR Brussels.
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Doc 2

Oral Hearing for Waste Licence application by Advanced

Environmental Solutions (Ireland) L.td for a facility at Ballymorris,

Portarlington

Closing Statement from Laois County Council (16" October, 2002)

I
~ contamination on the site and request that an assessment and

, IL
Il

IV.

EURUN

We emphasise our concern in relation to the risk of groundwater
remedial plan be put in place.

The current operations (transfer station and materials recovery
facility) are unauthorized. ' '

Laois County Council has taken legal action against the owners in
order to stop unauthorised development on the site.

Laois County Council is not satisfied with the current level of
environmental management on the sife.

Laois County Council does not support the continuing operation of
current activities on the site.

The Midlands Regional Waste Management Plan proposed a civic
amenity site in the environs of Portarlington. (The residents may
have visited similar facilities in Navan and Dundalk). Laois County
Council, having adopted the plan, supports in principle the
establishment of a properly regulated civic amenity facility in the
environs of Portarlington, subject to the necessary statutory
approvals such as planning permission.

Frank Heslin
Senior Engineer
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“The Willows”
, Moorefield Drive
- Newbridge
: Co. Kildare
Treland

Tel: (045) 432287
Ms. M. Keegan
Waste Licensing Section .
Environmental Protection Agency
Johnstown Castle Estate
Co. Wexford

Date: 31 March 1999
Refer; Erwin Cobbe Waste Licence Application
Dear Ms. Keegan

Attached please find definitions of the Waste Activities, listed for the Deerpark Cross
Facility. This relates to the Third and Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act
1996.

Hope this information will help you advance the application.

: Environmental Protection
Agency
Waste Licensing

Receivell 08 APR 1399

nitials _ 06







THIRD SCHEDULE

WASTE DISPOSAL ACTIVITIES

1. There is no permanent deposit of any waste at the Deerpark Cross facility.
However scrap metal, glass and aluminium can remain on site for a few
months, while waiting for a commercial volume to be generated prior to

shipment.
2. There is no land treatment at the Deerpark Cross Facility.
However sludge is spread in Laois and adjoining counties. The

land spreading application will provide more detailed information.

11. Blending and mixing of : (a) Metals

i

] Glass

—Environmental Protection ®) ' N

' Agency (¢) Drink Cans (Aluminium)
Waste Licensing (d) Drink cans (Steel)

peceived 08 APR 1999 (¢) Cardboard

' : Paper
tnitia\S,glé__d—-—-—-— _} ® .p

L_____, ' ) (2) Fines (Compost)

13. Refers to Domestic, Commercial and Industrial Waste being handled in the
following way:

% Weight of incoming waste recorded on Weighbridge.

< Deposited in segregation area.

¥ Primary separation by Hand.

% Secondary separation by Tramel i.e. Rotating Screen.

% Temporary storage provided for all segregated waste.

< End of line Waste recorded on Weighbridge and taken to landfill at
Kyletalesha.



FOURTH SCHEDULE

WASTE ACTIVITIES

2. Production of Fines for Composting from Mechanical Rotating Screen.

3. Reélhmatio__n of Metals
4. Glass.

8. Engine oil for Space Heating.

9. Shredding of Timber, Wood off cuts, Cardboard, Paper and Forestry Waste

fo_r Waste heat burner,

10. Landspreading nor at Deerpark Cross Facility. Spreading Agriculture Waste

for recovery.
11. Recycling, Metal, Glass, Wood, Cardboard a
12. Waste for recycling.

Waste for Composting

Waste for Energy Generation.

Waste for Re-Use (Oil)

Environmenta! Protection
Agency

Waste Licensing

; Received 08 APR 1999

initiats __ b

13. Storage of End Line Waste and subsequent disposal at landfill site at

Kyletalesha, as stated in the principle activity of the Third Schedule.
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DECISION

On the basis of the information available to it, the Agency, pursuant to its powers under
Section 40(1) of the Waste Management Act, 1996, refuse to grant a waste licence to
Advanced Environmental Solutions (Treland) Ltd trading as Erwin Cobbe Waste Disposal
to carry on the waste activities that are the subject of waste licence application register
number 96-1 at Ballymorris, Kilbride, Portarlington, Co. Laois

ACTIVITIES REFUSED & REASONS FOR THE DECISION

The Agency is not satisfied, on the basis of the information available that the continued
operation of the facility would comply with and not contravene the requirements of
Section 40(4) of the Waste Management Act, 1996:

The classes of activity applied for by the applicant and reasons for refusal

Waste Disposal Activities, Third Schedule of the Waste Management Act 1996

Class 11 Blending or mixture prior to sabmission to any activity referred toin a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as blending and mixing of metals, glass, drink
cans, cardboard, paper and fines (compost) (sce Appendix L for the
description as given in the application) and described by the applicant at the
Oral Hearing, as the bulking up of waste to be transported to landfill.

Reasons

e The carrying on of the waste activity outdoors is not considered
BATNEEC (best available technology not entailing excessive cost).

o The drainage at the facility is not adequate and the existing building 1s in
a poor state of repair. No proposals were put forward by the applicant in
relation to these matters.

¢ Waste blending and mixing as carried on at the facility has given rise to
environmental nuisances and the proposed activity has the potential to
continue to give rise to environmental nuisances.

e There is a risk of environmental pollution from the carrying on of waste
activities outdoors without proper infrastructure.

Class 13 Storage prior to submission to any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage, pending
collection, on the premises where the waste concerned is produced

Described in the application as the principal activity and refers to the
handling of domestic, commercial and industrial waste (see Appendix L for
further details) and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the
storage of bulked waste prior to the submission to authorised landfill.

Reasons

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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o As per the reasons given for Class 11 above.

Waste Recovery Activities, Fourth Schedule of the Waste Management Act 1996

Class 2

Class 3

Class 4

Class 8

Recycling or reclamation of organic substances which are not used as
solvents (including composting and other biological transformation
processes)

Described in the application as the production of fines for composting from
the trommel and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the
recovery of cardboard.

Reasons

e This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Recyeling or reclamation of metals and metal compounds

Described in the application as the reclamation of metals and described by
the applicant at the Oral Hearing, as the recovery of metals and compounds
(a magnet takes out the ferrous material).

Reasons

e TInsufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

e This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Recycling or reclamation of other inorganic materials

Described in the application as the recovery of ‘glass’ and described by Dr.
Mc Namara at the Oral Hearing, as the recovery of construction and
demolition waste including glass.

Reasons

e Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity

e This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Oil re-refining or other re-uses of oil

Described in the application as ‘engine oil for space heating ' and for which
the applicant stated there was 1o description given in the application and that
they did not wish to carry on the activity.

Reason

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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e The applicant has withdrawn this activity.
Class 9  Use of any waste principally as a fuel or other means to generate energy

Described in the application as ‘shredding of timber, wood off cuts,
cardboard, paper and forestry waste for waste heat burner’ and described
by the applicant at the Oral Hearing as related to the burner and that they did
not wish to carry on the activity.

Reason
e The applicant has withdrawn this activity.

Class 11 Use of waste obtained from any activity referred to in a preceding
paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as the recycling of metal, glass, wood,
cardboard and paper and described by the applicant at the Oral Hearing as
the use of waste involving the recovery of cardboard.

Reasons

e Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

e This activity is related to the processing of mixed waste accepted at the
facility outdoors. The activity cannot be carried on due to the refusal of
Class 11 of the Third Schedule.

Class 12 Exchange of waste for submission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule

Described in the application as waste for recycling, waste for composting,
waste for energy generation, waste for re-use (0il) and described by the
applicant at the Oral Hearing as the exchange of waste from one activity to
another.

Reasons

e Al the classes of waste activities referred in the proceeding paragraphs
have been recommended for refusal.

e Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

Class 13 Storage of waste intended for submission to any activity referred to in a
preceding paragraph of this Schedule, other than temporary storage,
pending collection, on the premises where such waste is produced

Described in the application as the *storage of end line waste and subsequent
disposal at landfill site at Kyletalesha’ and described by the applicant at the
Oral Hearing as the storage of waste prior to submission to another waste
recovery activity.

WL Application Reg. No.96-1
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Reasons

e The description of this waste activity given in the application relates to
waste disposal and hence it cannot be licensed under the Fourth Schedule

of the Waste Management Act.

e Insufficient information has been submitted in the application to allow an
assessment of this waste activity.

WL Application Reg. No.96-1








