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1. INTRODUCTION

This is the response by Nurendale Ltd, trading as PANDA Waste Services (PANDA),
Rathdrinagh, Beauparc, Navan, County Meath, to the Notice issued under Article 14(2)(b)(i1)
of the Waste Management Licensing Regulations, dated 10™ August 2011, in relation to
Application Register No. W0140-04 for the Materials Recovery Facility at Rathdrinagh,
Beauparc, Navan, County. Meath.

Section 2 contains the responses to the Agency’s requests. It also includes further
information on proposed changes to the design of the refuse derived fuel processing plant,
which were discussed at a meeting with the Agency on the 26" August.
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2. ARTICLE 14 REQUIREMENTS

1. Provide a revised Table B.7.1 and Table H.1 (A).

The revised Tables are in Appendix 1.

2. Provide information to address the requirements of article 12(1)(v) of the Waste
Management( Licensing) Regulations, 2004 as amended in relation to a description of
how the waste hierarchy in Section 21A of the amended Waste Management Act is applied

The Waste Hierarchy comprises

(a) Prevention

(b) Preparation for Reuse @\o&
N
(c) Recycling Ogﬁof\&@o
(d) Other recovery (including energy recover&\ﬁQgé‘@6
(e) Disposal. &Q’é\\@é
<<O \\q

The Hierarchy applies to both Wastqcﬁ%oducers and subsequent holders who provide waste
management facilities. The obli fion to prevent waste and to prepare for its reuse rests
primarily with the waste produgér. However, there are opportunities for PANDA to recover
certain waste types as part of the preparation for re-use, for example intact wooden pallets that
are removed from the incoming wastes and sent off-site for reuse.

The Beauparc facility is a non hazardous waste materials recycling and transfer operation.
Wastes are processed to recover materials suitable for recycling, and to minimise the quantity
of treated waste disposed to residual landfill. The objective of the proposed changes to the
licensed activities is to increase recycling rates and reduce to a minimum the amount of waste
disposed to landfill for disposal.
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3. FURTHER INFORMATION

Building 3 houses the source segregated recyclables and mixed municipal solid waste (MSW)
recovery activities, including the production of refuse derived fuel (RDF). It was initially
proposed to treat all the odorous air generated from the handling, and storage of the MSW and
the production of RDF in a regenerative thermal oxidiser (RTO).

The initial design of the odour treatment system was based on the RTO operating
independently of the biomass fired furnace that will supply heat to the dryer. This meant that
the RTO required a separate fuel source from the furnace and, if it malfunctioned, the
production of RDF would have to stop as the odour control system would not be operational.
The dryer cannot operate without the furnace as a heat source, thus the odorous air being
expelled from the dryer will always be heat treated in the furnace. This air is the main source
of combustion air in the furnace.

&.
N
&
Taking these into consideration, PANDA commissioned &dour Monitoring Ireland (OMI) to
reassess the design of the odour control system to ngﬁﬁﬁse both the risk of disruption to RDF
production and odour control measures in Bulld%gg?%\and improve energy efficiency.
S S
OQQ@\ &
OMI have identified a more robust alter, 0% odour treatment system, where the odorous air
from Building 3 will be collected ancbd%'{%d to the biomass furnace. The furnace combustion
zone is designed to operate at a temp@%%ure of between 800 and 850°C, with a residence time

of 2 seconds, which provides a hi 't level of treatment to the odorous air than the RTO. The
proposed layout of the furnace isShown on Drawing No 11_04_02.

As a back-up measure to deal with scheduled downtime of the furnace for maintenance, it is
proposed to install a negative air extraction system and carbon filter unit in Building 3.
Details of the proposed system, including operating efficiency, are included in the report
prepared by OMI, which is included in Appendix 2 and the layout is shown on Drawing No
11_04_02.

The design changes eliminate the risk of a failure of the odour treatment system that would
require RDF production to stop. It also significantly improves the energy efficiency of the
RDF process, as the biomass furnace now functions as both the dryer and the odorous air
treatment system. The air extraction fans in Building 3 will be powered by electricity
generated from the proposed AD plant.

An assessment of the impact of the emissions from the proposed changes has been completed
and the results are presented in the Odour Monitoring Ireland Report in Appendix 3. All of
the recommendations in the OMI report regarding odour management, minimisation and
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mitigation techniques and technologies will be incorporated into the facility operational

procedures.

The design changes have not resulted in any change to the number of air emission points, as
the stack from the carbon filter replaces the one from the RTO. The location of all emission

points, including the carbon filter stack, is shown on Drawing No 3 Rev C.

The proposed design change will not result in any impact on noise sensitive receptors. An
assessment on this prepared by Noise & Vibration Consultants Ltd is included in Appendix 4.

A revised process flow diagram for Building 3 is included in Appendix 5.
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4. NON TECHNICAL SUMMARY

Introduction

Nurendale Ltd., trading as Panda Waste Services Ltd. (PANDA) is applying to the
Environmental Protection Agency (Agency) for a review of the current Waste Licence (Reg.
No. W0140-03) for its waste processing facility at Beauparc, Navan, County Meath. The
objectives of the review are: -

e To extend the licence area to include a new building (Building 4), which will house a
biological treatment system. The system, which is a combination of anaerobic digestion
and composting, will treat organic waste to produce a compost. Gases produced during
the digestion stage will be used as a fuel to generate electricity and heat, which will be
used at the facility and sold to electricity supply companies;

e To allow the processing of household and commercial waste to recover materials, for
example paper and plastic, that are can be used a%@ﬁ“ fuel, for example in cement
manufacturing. These materials are called Refuse Deg"@ed Fuel (RDF);

S5&
e To amend Condition 1.5.3 of the current licsiﬁébto allow the continuous operation of the

biological treatment and RDF manufactu%n%@?stems;

2O

e To amend Condition 8.6 to allow®the continued operation of the construction and
.. . N O .
demolition waste processing planﬁ?&\ﬁ dedicated open area.
&
2
Nature of the Facility
The facility only accepts non-hazardous wastes, which are processed to recover wastes that
are suitable for recycling and to reduce the amount sent to landfill. At present there are two
main buildings (Building 1 and Building 2) used for waste processing. A third building,

Building 3, will accommodate the RDF system. It is proposed to construct a new building,
Building 4, to accommodate the biological treatment system.

Classes of Activity

It is not proposed to alter the classes of activity allowed under the existing licence. The
relevant activities as per the Third and Fourth Schedules of the Waste Management Acts 1996
—2011 as amended by the European Communities (Waste Directive Regulations) 2011.
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TABLE B.7.1 THIRD AND FOURTH SCHEDULES OF THE WASTE MANAGEMENT ACTS 1996 TO

2010
Waste Management Acts 1996 to 2010
Third Schedule Y/N Fourth Schedule Y/N
Waste Disposal Operations Waste Recovery Operations
D1 Deposit into or on to land (e.g. including R1 Use principally as a fuel or other means to generate
landfill, etc.). energy: This includes incineration facilities
dedicated to the processing of municipal solid
waste only where their energy efficiency is equal to
or above:
- 0.60 for installations in operation and
permitted in  accordance  with
applicable Community acts before 1
January 2009,
- 0.65 for installations permitted after
31 December 2008,
using the following formula, applied in accordance
with the reference document on Best Available
Techniques for Waste Incineration:
Energy efficiency = (Ep - (Ef + Ei)/ (0.97x(Ew+Ef)
where—
‘Ep’ means annual energy produced as
heat or electricity and is calculated with
energy in the form of electricity being
m@iplied by 2.6 and heat produced for
mercial use multiplied by
SS1.1(G/year),
NN |
3\0\ ‘Ef’ means annual energy input to the
Q&?i? system from fuels contributing to the
(\Q&\ é}\} production of steam (GJ/year),
Qg'}i&\é’\ ‘Ew’ means annual energy contained in
. (\& P the treated waste calculated using the net
NN i
& )Q\\'\\Q calorific value of the waste (GJ/year),
O
& I ‘Ei’ means annual energy imported
&y\\ excluding Ew and Bf(GJ/year),
2
‘0.97’ is a factor accounting for energy
losses due to bottom ash and radiation.

D2 Land treatment (e.g. biodegradation of liquid R2 Solvent reclamation/regeneration.
or sludgy discards in soils, etc.).

D3 Deep injection (e.g. injection of pumpable R3 Recycling /reclamation of organic substances | Y
discards into wells, salt domes or naturally which are not used as solvents (including (P)
occurring repositories, etc.). composting and other biological transformation

processes), which includes gasification and
pyrolisis using the components as chemicals.

D4 Surface impoundment (e.g. placement of R4 Recycling/reclamation  of metals and metal | Y
liquid or sludgy discards into pits, ponds or compounds.
lagoons, etc.).

Specially engineered landfill (e.g. placement RS Recycling/reclamation of other inorganic materials, | Y

D5 into lined discrete cells which are capped and which includes soil cleaning resulting in recovery
isolated from one another and the of the soil and recycling of inorganic construction
environment, etc.). materials.

D6 Release into a water body except seas/oceans. R6 Regeneration of acids or bases.

D7 Release to seas/oceans including sea-bed R7 Recovery of components used for pollution
insertion. abatement.

D8 Biological treatment not specified elsewhere R 8 Recovery of components from catalysts.
in this Schedule which results in final
compounds or mixtures which are discarded
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by means of any of the operations numbered
D1toD 12.

D9 Physico-chemical treatment not specified R9 Oil re-refining or other reuses of oil.
elsewhere in this Schedule which results in
final compounds or mixtures which are
discarded by means of any of the operations
numbered D 1 to D 12 (e.g. evaporation,
drying, calcinations, etc.).
D10 Incineration on land. R 10 Land treatment resulting in benefit to agriculture or
ecological improvement.
D11 Incineration at sea (this operation is R11 Use of waste obtained from any of the operations
prohibited by EU legislation and international numbered R 1 to R 10.
conventions).
D12 Permanent storage (e.g. emplacement of R 12 Exchange of waste for submission to any of the
containers in a mine, etc). operations numbered R 1 to R 11 (if there is no
other R code appropriate, this can include
preliminary operations prior to recovery including
pre-processing  such as, amongst others,
dismantling, sorting, crushing, compacting,
pelletising,  drying, shredding, conditioning,
repackaging, separating, blending or mixing prior
to submission to any of the operations numbered
R1 to R11).
D13 Blending or mixing prior to submission to | Y R 13 Storage of waste pending any of the operations
any of the operations numbered D 1 to D 12 numbered .1 to R 12 (excluding temporary
(if there is no other D code appropriate, this storage (%Ei% preliminary storage according to the
can include preliminary operations prior to definitigfi”of 'collection' in section 5(1)), pending
disposal including pre-processing such as, {Qll&g‘lon, on the site where the waste is produced).
amongst others, sorting, crushing, N &
compacting, pelletising, drying, shredding, Oo?? ZJS\
conditioning or separating prior to submission Q\Q @*
to any of the operations numbered D1 to (\Q \é}\
DI12). é}k@
R P
D14 Repackaging prior to submission to any of the X\Q\
i <<> D
operations numbered D 1 to D 13. R
A\ L
D15 Storage pending any of the oprigg\s Y
numbered D 1 to D 14 (excluding te ary
storage (being preliminary storage ac(dording
to the definition of 'collection' in section
5(1)), pending collection, on the site where
the waste is produced).
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Quantity and Nature of the Waste to be Recovered or Disposed

TABLE H.1(A). QUANTITIES OF WASTE IN RELATION TO EACH CLASS OF ACTIVITY

APPLIED FOR
Waste Management Acts 1996 to Waste Management Acts 1996 to
2010 2010
3rd Schedule (Disposal) Operations 4th Schedule (Recovery) Operations
Class of Quantity (tpa) Class of Quantity (tpa)
Activity Activity
Applied For Applied For
Class D 1 ClassR 1
Class D 2 ClassR 2
ClassD 3 ClassR 3 100000
Class D 4 ClassR 4 13000
ClassD 5 ClassR 5 75,000
Class D 6 ClassR 6
ClassD 7 ClassR 7
Class D 8 Class R 8
ClassD 9 ClassR 9
Class D 10 Class R 10
Class D 11 ClassR 11 1000 g
Class D 12 Class R 12 &
Class D 13 30000 ClassR 13 [ | 1d00
Class D 14 29000 RO >
Class D 15 1000 \}\Qoii s
RS
S
SN
Raw and Ancillary Materials, Sub\s;:%ionces, Preparations used on the Site
&

Diesel, lubricating oil and hgﬁoraulic oil are used in the waste processing equipment.
Electricity is used to power some of the processing equipment and also in the offices and yard
lighting. Drinking water is taken from the County Council mains. Groundwater from an on-
site well, which is stored in a tank, is used to damp down the yards during dry weather so as
to prevent dust.

Plant, Methods, Processes and Operating Procedures

The biological treatment system includes a series of fully enclosed tanks, called digesters, in
which the wastes will be initially treated. At the start of the process, the oxygen in the air in
the digesters will be used up by the microbes in the waste to produce anaerobic (no oxygen)
conditions.

The microbes will break down the waste and, in the process, produce a number of different
gases (biogas). The most common gas will be methane, which can be used as a fuel to
generate electricity. The biogas will be cleaned (scrubbed) to remove contamination and fed
into 3 gas powered electricity generators. The electricity from the generators will be supplied
to the national electricity grid.

8of 13
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The digesters will reduce the amount of organic material in the wastes. The waste will then
be moved to the composting area, where the wastes will be composted in fully enclosed
containers called tunnels. Air will be supplied to the tunnels to ensure that oxygen levels are
kept at the level needed to complete the composting.

When the composting process is complete, the material will pasteurised using a high heat to
ensure that all the microbes have been killed. This stage is required to meet the conditions set
by the Department of Agriculture Fisheries and Food for the treatment of wastes containing
meat and fish. The final product may be sold to farmers, market gardeners and landscape
contractors and the general public. PANDA will also investigate alternative uses for the
product.

Unprocessed household and commercial wastes contain water, in some cases up to 40% by
weight, which affects the quality of the materials for use as fuel. The most favourable
moisture content is around 15%, and therefore it is necessary to dry the wastes. It is proposed
to dry the processed wastes in an air dryer at Building 3. The waste will be placed inside a
drying drum and the drum heated using a biomass fired furnace and heat from the on-site gas

powered electricity generators. &
0@2&
S
S
Information Related to paragraphs (a) to (%L\‘Bi@%ction 40 (4) of the Waste Management
Acts 1996 2003. ‘\\OQ@\
G

The actual and potential emissions Q&ted with the new waste activities include noise,
dust, odour, trade effluent and rainwa@%\\run—off will not breach any applicable legal standard
or emission limit. Trade effluent, fich includes water from washing down the floors of the
buildings, is collected and storg(’/g}}f1 a tank before being taken to Meath County Council’s
Navan Wastewater Treatment PCI)ant.

The proposed site activities take into consideration the Best Available Technique (BAT)
Guidance Note for the Waste Sector: Waste Transfer Activities published by the Agency and
when carried out in accordance with the new Licence conditions, will not cause
environmental pollution. It is not proposed to amend the current Management Team.

On 15™ September 2009 Nurendale Ltd. was convicted at Navan District Court of an offence
under the Waste Management Act for a breach of its previous Licence (W0140-02) relating to
taking in more waste than approved under the licence. The current Licence (W0140-03),
which was granted in March 2009, allows the acceptance of 250,000 tonnes per annum.

C:\09\138_Panda\06_LicReview\Article 14.Doc 9 Of 13 September 2011 (JOC/MP)

EPA Export 10-09-2011:03:47:43



Emissions
Surface Water

Rainwater run-off from the existing concrete yards is collected in an underground tank and
stored before being sent off-site for treatment. PANDA already has approval to change the
drainage system to channel the water to a new reed bed, which will be installed in 2012.
Rainwater from the roof of Building 4 will be collected in a tank and used at the site for
spraying the yards to keep dust down. This tank is topped up with rainwater run-off collected
in an underground storage tank. Rainfall on the new concrete yards will be collected and
passed through an oil interceptor and into a soakaway.

Sanitary Wastewater

Sanitary and canteen wastewater is collected and treated in an on-site sewerage treatment
plant. The treated wastewater goes to a percolation area. There will be no new sources of
sanitary wastewater and the treatment plant has the capacity to cope with the estimated 15
new people that will work in Buildings 3 and 4.

Process Wastewater
&
Floor washings from Buildings 1 and 2 and water from tlgs“‘dt\ruck wash and roadsweeper tank
is collected in an underground tank and sent to M%gﬂg@éounty Council’s Navan Wastewater
Treatment Plant. Additional wastewater will be ced in the biological treatment process.
Much of this can be reused in the process, but @%@urplus will be sent to the Navan treatment
<

Q
lant. R
P S
S
Qé \\'\\Q
Groundwater Ky

&

X
The only emissions to ground agéjf\he treated sanitary wastewater from the on-site treatment
plant and rainwater run-off from the new concrete yards. The rainwater will pass through silt
traps and an oil interceptor before it enters the soakaway.

Dust

The main source dust emissions with the potential to cause a nuisance are vehicle movements
over the concrete yards in dry weather and the Construction and Demolition Waste processing
area. The new waste activities are also sources of dust, but these will be carried out inside the
buildings, which will effectively prevent dust causing a nuisance.

Odours

A number of the different household and commercial wastes processed at the facility contain
materials (for example foodstuff) that are a source of strong odours. The biological treatment

and the manufacture of RDF are also sources of malodours. All odorous wastes are handled
inside the buildings and are not processed or stored in open areas.
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The existing composting tunnels are provided with an odour control system, which draws air
from the tunnels into what is called a biofilter, where the substances that form the odours are
removed. Building 3 and Building 4 will be provided with separate odour management
systems designed to ensure that odours from the buildings will not be a cause of nuisance.

Air

The electricity generators, biomass furnace and activated carbon filter will be new emissions
sources. The emissions will consist of combustion gases from the biogas and biomass fuels.

Noise

The noise sources include the Construction & Demolition waste processing, equipment
operating inside the buildings and truck and car movements and air extraction fans.

Assessment of the Effects of the Emissions

Surface Water &

@&

’\,
The proposed changes will not result in any new (éqlgﬁsmns from the site to adjoining or
nearby streams. Rainfall on the concrete yards cgh come contaminated with silt and small
quantities of oil that may leak from vehicle 0115 The rainwater run-off from the yards
will pass through silt traps and interce &S, Wthh will reduce the contamination to
acceptable levels, before it enters either t];;é’@w reed beds, or soakaway.

<L A*\Q
5\
O
X
o&é‘\
The existing on-site sanitary wastewater treatment plant has the capacity to handle has the
capacity to cope with the estimated 15 new people that will work in Buildings 3 and 4.

Sanitary Wastewater

Process Wastewater

The biological treatment plant will produce a wastewater. Much of this will be reused in the
process and any surplus will be collected and sent to the Meath County Councils Navan
Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Groundwater

There are no direct emissions to groundwater. Treated sanitary wastewater goes to a
percolation area. The treatment plant is operating satisfactorily and has the capacity to handle
the expected additional staff. Rainwater from the concrete yards will pass through silt traps

and an oil interceptor before entering the on-site soakaway or reed beds. This will minimise
the risk of groundwater contamination.
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Dust

There are water mist sprays in Building 1 and 2 which effectively control dust emissions. The
odour control systems that will be provided in Buildings 3 and 4 will also effectively control
dust. The open yard areas are and will continue to be dampened down during dry weather.
The dust monitoring carried out at the site has confirmed that current operations are not a
source of dust nuisance.

Odours

The odour control system in Building 3 will involve the collection of air from inside the
building and directing it to an activated carbon filter.

The control system in Building 4 will involve the collection of air inside the building and

directing it to a biofilter. A computer model assessment of the odour impacts has confirmed
that the emissions from Buildings 3 and 4 will not be a cause of odour nuisance.

Air

The emissions from the generators and the biomass furnace Wwill comply with the conditions
set in the Licence. A computer model assessment of the gmissions has shown that they will

not cause environmental pollution. SN
00\0\
&
QL
SO
Q
'\OQ ‘3‘\
A
Noise @(’&Q
L
Qé .\\q
Noise monitoring at the facility hasc,@%nsistently shown noise emissions measured at the

nearest noise sensitive locations b%@% the emission limit specified in the existing licence.
2

Nuisances

Birds can be attracted to sites where there is available foodstuff. The wastes accepted at the site
include some foodstuff. All wastes that have the potential to contain food stuff are and will be
processed and stored inside the building. This has already been found to eliminate bird
attraction.

Monitoring and Sampling Points

The construction on Building 4 means that one of the current noise monitoring and dust
monitoring points along the eastern boundary will be lost. It is proposed to replace these with
alternative monitoring points, which will be located further to the east.
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Prevention Reuse and Recovery of Waste

The aim of the Licence Review is to increase PANDA’s recycling rates and reduce the
amounts of waste sent to landfill for disposal

Off-site Treatment or Disposal of Solid or Liquid Wastes

The new waste activities will not result in any changes to the types or method of off-site
disposal of solid and liquid wastes. The Refuse Derived Fuel will be sent to off-site facilities
for use as a fuel and this is classified as a recovery activity. The materials from the
composting tunnels in Building 1 may be sent off-site for further treatment

Emergency Procedures to Prevent Unexpected Emissions

PANDA has prepared an Emergency Response Procedure for the facility, which sets out the
actions to be taken in an emergency.
&
@&
&
N
Closure, Restoration and Aftercare of the Siteoéz? eg\o
SO
The proposed changes to the current Lice@ﬁg%@ll not affect the measures for the closure,
remediation and aftercare of the facility.{\ @(f\o@
S
R
\0
\0

&

S
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Drainage legend

Surface Water Drainage to be
separated into two systems.

System 1 - Roof Runoff to be
reused on site.

System 2 - Hard Standing Runoff
to pass through Class 1 Bypass
interceptor and be discharged to a
soak away designed in
accordance with BRE 365.
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TABLE B.7.1 THIRD AND FOURTH SCHEDULES OF THE WASTE MANAGEMENT ACTS

1996 TO 2010
Waste Management Acts 1996 to 2010
Third Schedule Y/N Fourth Schedule Y/N
Waste Disposal Operations Waste Recovery Operations

D1 Deposit into or on to land (e.g. including R1 Use principally as a fuel or other means to generate

landfill, etc.). energy: This includes incineration facilities dedicated
to the processing of municipal solid waste only where
their energy efficiency is equal to or above:
- 0.60 for installations in operation and
permitted in  accordance  with
applicable Community acts before 1
January 2009,
- 0.65 for installations permitted after 31
December 2008,
using the following formula, applied in accordance
with the reference document on Best Available
Techniques for Waste Incineration:
Energy efficiency = (Ep - (Ef + Ei)/ (0.97x(Ew+Ef)
where—
‘Ep’ means annual energy produced as heat
or electricity and is calculated with energy
in the form of electricity being multiplied
by 2.6 and heat produced for commercial
%sgzmultiplied by 1.1(Gl/year),
o'\\ﬁ\é\‘Ef means annual energy input to the
Y ,@ system from fuels contributing to the
o?ﬁc \é production of steam (GJ/year),
& &
QQ\Q@\? ‘Ew’ means annual energy contained in the
IR :
& treated waste calculated using the net
é‘} @Q calorific value of the waste (GJ/year),
0& S
NN
9 \\\\Q ‘Ei’ means annual energy imported
\@Q excluding Ew and Bf(GJ/year),
O
f ‘097" is a factor accounting for energy
S losses due to bottom ash and radiation.

D2 Land treatment (e.g. biodegradation of Tiquid or R2 Solvent reclamation/regeneration.
sludgy discards in soils, etc.).

D3 Deep injection (e.g. injection of pumpable R3 Recycling /reclamation of organic substances which | Y
discards into wells, salt domes or naturally are not used as solvents (including composting and P
occurring repositories, etc.). other biological transformation processes), which ( )

includes gasification and pyrolisis using the
components as chemicals.

D4 Surface impoundment (e.g. placement of liquid R4 Recycling/reclamation ~ of metals and metal | Y
or sludgy discards into pits, ponds or lagoons, compounds.
etc.).

Specially engineered landfill (e.g. placement R5 Recycling/reclamation of other inorganic materials, | Y

D5 into lined discrete cells which are capped and which includes soil cleaning resulting in recovery of
isolated from one another and the environment, the soil and recycling of inorganic construction
etc.). materials.

D6 Release into a water body except seas/oceans. R6 Regeneration of acids or bases.

D7 Release to seas/oceans including sea-bed R7 Recovery of components used for pollution
insertion. abatement.

D8 Biological treatment not specified elsewhere in R8 Recovery of components from catalysts.

this Schedule which results in final compounds

or mixtures which are discarded by means of
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any of the operations numbered D 1 to D 12.

D9 Physico-chemical treatment not specified R9 Oil re-refining or other reuses of oil.
elsewhere in this Schedule which results in final
compounds or mixtures which are discarded by
means of any of the operations numbered D 1
to D 12 (e.g. evaporation, drying, calcinations,
etc.).

D10 Incineration on land. R 10 Land treatment resulting in benefit to agriculture or

ecological improvement.

D11 Incineration at sea (this operation is prohibited R 11 Use of waste obtained from any of the operations
by EU legislation and international numbered R 1 to R 10.
conventions).

D12 Permanent storage (e.g. emplacement of R 12 Exchange of waste for submission to any of the
containers in a mine, etc). operations numbered R 1 to R 11 (if there is no other

R code appropriate, this can include preliminary
operations prior to recovery including pre-processing
such as, amongst others, dismantling, sorting,
crushing, compacting, pelletising, drying, shredding,
conditioning, repackaging, separating, blending or
mixing prior to submission to any of the operations
numbered R1 to R11).

D13 Blending or mixing prior to submission to any | Y R13 Storage of waste pending any of the operations
of the operations numbered D 1 to D 12 (if numbered R 1 to R 12 (excluding temporary storage
there is no other D code appropriate, this can (being preligfinary storage according to the definition
include preliminary operations prior to disposal of 'colleggion’ in section 5(1)), pending collection, on
including pre-processing such as, amongst the sit&where the waste is produced).
others,  sorting, crushing, = compacting, Y >
pelletising, drying, shredding, conditioning or GSZ?C \O\
separating prior to submission to any of the QO . \\Qb
operations numbered D1 to D12). QOK é}‘?

& d‘r\

D 14 Repackaging prior to submission to any of the &é’ C$\

operations numbered D 1 to D 13. NN &‘\\
AL
D15 Storage DVY

pending any of the operationsc
numbered D 1 to D 14 (excluding tempoz@&

storage (being preliminary storage accordifig to
the definition of 'collection’' in sectiof" 5(1)),
pending collection, on the site where the waste
is produced).
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TABLE H.1(A). QUANTITIES OF WASTE IN RELATION TO EACH CLASS OF ACTIVITY

APPLIED FOR
Waste Management Acts 1996 to 2010 | Waste Management Acts 1996 to 2010
3rd Schedule (Disposal) Operations 4th Schedule (Recovery) Operations
Class of Quantity (tpa) Class of Quantity (tpa)
Activity Activity

Applied For Applied For

ClassD 1 ClassR 1

Class D 2 ClassR 2

Class D 3 ClassR 3 100000

Class D 4 ClassR 4 13000

ClassD 5 ClassR 5 75,000
Class D 6 ClassR 6

Class D 7 ClassR 7

Class D 8 ClassR 8

Class D 9 ClassR 9

Class D 10 Class R 10

Class D 11 ClassR 11 1000
Class D 12 ClassR 12

Class D 13 30000 ClassR 13 1690
Class D 14 29000 R
Class D 15 1000 &S

&5°
A
L
R
N
&
RN« O
N
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R
©
&
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IRELAND

ODOUR & ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS

Unit 32 De Granville Court, Dublin Rd, Trim, Co. Meath

Tel: +353 46 9437922

Mobile: +353 86 8550401
E-mail: info@odourireland.com
www.odourireland.com

Re: Panda Waste RDF Building General Ventilation Odour Design

Date: 28" August 2011
&

&

Dear Jim, &

)
| am writing this letter in response to our conve, \apﬁ\ referring specifically to odour and
control of same from the headspace air from DF manufacturing Building located in
Panda Waste, Navan, Co. Meath. Qo*é;\?
St
The Refuse derived fuel (Building 3) Wi||§é"\\5$ﬁ\|sed for RDF manufacturer and it is intended to
design this with an air tight building faQ{‘?c ith a maximum air leakage rate of 3 m*m?hr at 20

Pa which would be typical wind pres@ﬂo@\on such a building.
O

S\
All doors fitted on the materials r overy building will be installed on the basis of a maximum
leakage rate 10 m*/m%hr at 50 ga.

The internal building will be divided into subsections where the wet odourous waste will be
mechanical separated thereby providing a smaller area to negatively ventilate and therefore
allow for the provision of approximately 3 AC/hr within this enclosed space. This can be
observed in the attached drawing in Appendix .

Based on the total surface area and sub-building volume of the zone 1 wet materials process
area which is approximately 5,401 m? assuming 15 building height, this will equate to a total
air handling volume of approx. 50,000 m*hr (i.e. leakage rate of 3m*m?hr and 3 AC/hr) for
the zone 1 wet processing area. A total extraction volume rate of 60,000 m%hr will be
installed.

Referring to Appendix I, there will be one main extract points along the ventilation ductwork
for this zone 1 located within building 3 — RDF manufacturing building. Approximately 12
individual volume control dampers will be installed each controlling an extraction volume flow
of 5,000 m¥hr achieving a gas face velocity of approximately 3.5 m/s.

The odourous air will be extracted and passed through a self cleaning dust filter in order to
protect the carbon filtration media similar to other waste licensed handling operations located
in Ireland. The dust free air will then be passed through a carbon filtration system providing
approximately 2.5 seconds retention time. The odour control system will be fitted with a 14 m
exhaust stack to aid with dispersion of any residual odours from the system. The odour
control system will achieve less than or equal to 500 Oug/m® on the exhaust (as achieved on
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other waste licensed facilities) and this has been demonstrated through dispersion modelling
not to cause any odour impact in the vicinity of the facility (i.e. in accordance with AG4
Dispersion modelling guidance document and utilising AERMOD 11132 and 5 years of
screened hourly sequential meteorological data from Dublin 2002 to 2006 — see Document
2011A269(1)).

The odour control system incorporating carbon filtration media will be of ISO container design
and contain approximately 13 tonnes of media. Two fans will be installed on the ventilation
system providing 100% duty and 50% standby capacity. These will be VSD controlled. Inline
pressure sensors will be connected into the facility SCADA system in order to monitor its
performance in terms of air flow rate measurement and throughput. The dimensions of the
carbon filtration container will be 12 m long by 2.3 m wide by 2.4 m high. A general overview
of the proposed location and process flow for the odour control system is contained in
Appendix | of this letter.

Based on the fact that we have a high efficiency building fabric, self contained processes,
including the application of negative pressure providing 3 AC/hr ventilation, we are confident
that this will adequately ensure no odour impact beyond the boundary of the facility in line
with those requirements contained in AG 4 guidance document.

Following detailed design, specific information on the odour control system will be submitted
to the EPA for review and acceptance.

If you have any queries in relation to this correspondence, pIeﬁSe do not hesitate to contact

me on the details above. 0@
g
&
Yours sincerely, o??
R ©
OQQ@\
N
o’
D0
Qé \\\\q
N
Brian Sheridan Ph.D Eng O

For and on behalf of Odour M@iﬂ?oring Ireland
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Appendix | — Process flow drawing for proposed odour control system
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Appendix Il — Schematic overview of RDF Building 3 Odour control
system and extraction ducting layout.
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ODOUR & Environmental Engineering Consultants
Unit 32 De Granville Court, Dublin Rd, Trim, Co. Meath

Tel: +353 46 9437922

Mobile: +353 86 8550401
E-mail: info@odourireland.com
www.odourireland.com

ODOUR IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND APPRAlSA&%’F ODOUR CONTROL
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5\
&
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Odour Monitoring Ireland was commissioned by Panda Waste Ltd to carry out an odour impact
assessment and design of the odour control techniques to be implemented on the proposed
Dry fermentation and Refuse derived fuel facility to be located in Bauparc Business Park,
Navan, Co. Meath. The purpose of this assessment was to design odour minimisation,
management and mitigation techniques for the proposed facilities and to ascertain compliance
of such a design with internationally recognised odour impact criteria.

Emission point guarantees for odours were established within the appraisal in order to allow for
assessment of compliance of the overall designs with such odour impact criterion in order to
eliminate odour risks associated with the facilities.

AERMOD Prime (11103) was used to construct the basis of the odour impact assessment in
accordance with national and international odour impact criterion. Five years of hourly
sequential meteorological data (Dublin airport 2002 to 2006 inclusive) was screened in the
dispersion model with worst case year Dublin 2004 utilised for presentation of results.

Each aspect of the odour control equipment and management procedures were examined
and used to construct the basis of an odour management plan for the site. Specific key stress
points in the overall odour control system were identified and included into the overall process
verification procedure to ensure the installation of effective containment and end of pipe
control technologies. The overall structure of an odour management plan was developed for
the facility operations to allow for efficient management and corlgol of the odour management
system.
o®®

Each odour control management system will be f{@e%&wnh a SCADA system to ensure
continuous monitoring of key parameters such gs.demperature, pH, liquid flow rate, %
consumables remaining, static and differential e, operation hours, etc. This integrated
SCADA system will facilitate the assessmenb\h@&\' control of the overall odour management
system to ensure effective operation. Al é\taggmg of process specific values such as
differential pressure, pH and flow rate, eﬁ' ensure the overall odour management system
operates at optimal capacity to ensurg Q@dour impact in the vicinity of the facility.

The overall design of the odour cong;&? and management system for the Dry fermentation and
Refuse derived fuel facility con%ﬁered containment, minimisation and treatment of odours
generated within the facility. cility operations including reception, handling, processing
and treatment of material will be carried out indoors. The facility buildings will be fitted with a
building fabric in order to provide near 100% odour containment within the facility buildings.
The cladding techniques including joint taping and double skin clad will provide excellent
odour containment techniques to ensure the efficient capture of odours within the enclosed
facilities. Rapid roller doors where necessary will be fitted to the access doors of the facilities.
Double containment and zoned ventilation will be incorporated where required into the overall
design so as to ensure efficient capture and extraction of odours to the treatment system.

For the Dry fermentation facility, all high load odours are self-contained within enclosed
composting tunnels. Extraction air from these composting tunnels will receive two stages of
odour treatment. First stage treatment will consist of acid scrubbing for the removal of
biofiltration system poisons Ammonia and Amines. This Ammonia and Amine free airstream
will then be directed to a biotrickling filtration system providing approximately 50 seconds
empty bed retention time. Following this acid scrubbing treatment this air stream will be mixed
with general low odour load ventilation air from the waste reception hall, mixing and
screenings hall and processing hall of the dry fermentation facility. All treated air will be
directed to a single emission stack for dispersion with a finished height of 15 m above ground
level. As part of the overall odour treatment system, an integrated CEMS and SCADA
monitoring system will be incorporated into the design to allow for continuous monitoring of
physical performance of the odour control equipment.

The overall design of the facility odour control system incorporates proven design elements
on other reference facilities. The design considered contingency for media changeout and

www.odourireland.com iv
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preventative maintenance so as to ensure optimal performance. The inlet air distribution
plenum floor chosen will provide homogenous airflow throughout the biofilter bed medium.
The biotrickling bed medium chosen is inorganic based and of uniform particle size. The bed
medium is lightweight, will not degrade, is free draining, has excellent structural integrity and
low headloss. The design life of the bed medium is in excess of 10 years therefore reducing
downtime associated with changeout. The medium can be sucked out and blown in to the
biotrickling filter. The operation of the biotrickling filter with a continuous moving liquid film will
ensure contaminant build up within the media will be minimised within the biotrickling bed and
allow for the continuous control and addition of nutrients, minerals, pH and biofilm
development. The exhaust stack of the biotrickling filter will achieve an odour threshold
concentration less than 700 Oug/m® as a stack guarantee.

For the Refuse derived fuel facility, the exhaust air from the thermal drier will be directed to a
cyclone for the removal of large particulate load. Following this treatment step, the air stream
will be directed to the biomass boiler. The biomass boiler combustion zone will be operated at
a temperature of between 800 and 850 deg C. A total retention time of approximately 2
seconds will be achieved within the combustion zone to ensure complete odour removal. All
treated air will be directed to a single emission stack for dispersion with a finished height of 17
m above ground level. The exhaust gas will be treated to an odour level of less than or equal
to 1,000 Oug/m® as a stack guarantee. The Refuse derived fuel facility building will be
maintained under negative pressure using a combined dust filtration and carbon filter. A total
extraction volume of up to 60,000 m*hr will be extracted from the building where odour
material will be handled. The exhaust gas will be treated to an odour level of less than 500
Ooug/m’. .

&

Following completion of the odour impact assessment, it \Qzﬁ‘s concluded and demonstrated

that the overall Dry fermentation and Refuse derive({\(u %cility design will not cause odour

impacts on the surrounding area. These key design efements and conclusions included:

_ _ g&

1. This document provides the structur &%@P\methodologles for the development of an
overall odour management, minimisation and mitigation procedure for the relevant

operating entities at the PandzgQ e Dry fermentation and Refuse derived fuel
facility. {&,@6‘
L

2. The overall proposed odourﬁ?ﬁtigation techniques are based on sound engineering
principles and proven %ign. All such technologies are in operation for the
management of odourggmany facilities throughout the world (references included
with documentation).c’l'he overall incorporation of robust preventative maintenance
procedures, containment measures, focused extraction, zoned ventilation, SCADA
control, monitoring, trending and data-logging and multiple stages of treatment will
ensure that odours will not cause impact on the surrounding area and that the odour
control systems (biotrickling filter and Regenerative thermal oxidiser) will operate at
optimal capacity.

3. The Dry fermentation and RDF facility design will ensure that all ground level
concentration of odours at the nearest sensitive receptors will be less than 1.50
Oug/m® at the 98" percentile of hourly averages for five years of screened hourly
sequential meteorological data in the vicinity of the facility. The implementation of
odour management, minimisation and mitigation techniques and technologies
outlined in the overall facilities operation will achieve the specified odour impact
criterion to prevent nuisance odours at nearest residential and business neighbours
(see Figures 8.2).

4. This overall document provides a strategy and engineering design for the
implementation of odour minimisation, mitigation and control of odour emissions from
the facility operations and provides the backbone development of an odour
management and preventative maintenance plan for the processes. The guaranteed
emission rates of odours from the overall facility operations will provide compliance
with the odour impact criterion contained in Section 5 of this document.

www.odourireland.com Vv
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1. Introduction and scope

This section will describe in brief the overall assessment and the scope of the works.

1.1 Introduction

Panda Waste Ltd commissioned Odour Monitoring Ireland to perform odour control system
design and dispersion modelling assessment, odour minimisation, management and mitigation
strategies for the proposed Dry fermentation (DF) and Refuse derived fuel (RDF) facility design
to be located in Bauparc Business Park, Navan, Co. Meath. An independent odour impact
assessment and overall appraisal was performed for facility odour control system designs in
order to determine the potential risks of odour in the vicinity of the facility. Since the proposed
facility will be fully enclosed, only scheduled emission(s) from odour control system exhaust
point will occur. Realistic specific odour emission limit guarantees were developed from library-
based data and through extensive experience in such technologies.

This odour emission data including source characteristics was utilised in conjunction with
dispersion-modelling techniques (i.e. AERMOD Prime 11103) to assess any odour impact on
the surrounding area in accordance with international and national odour impact criteria (see
Section 5). Odour dispersion modelling was performed in accordance with the
recommendations contained within the Irish and UK EPA guidance documents “Odour
impacts and odour emission control measures for intensive agriculture, EPA, 2001, AG4 - Air
Dispersion Modelling from Industrial Installations Guidance Ngte (AG4) and H Horizontal
Guidance notes Parts 1 and 2, UK Environment Agency sAERMOD Prime was used to
perform dispersion modelling assessment due to the signifi€ant probability of on site building
wake effects (i.e. large buildings and low stack@%‘&ERMOD Prime will provide more
conservative dispersion estimates and thereby vide even more conservative predicted
ground level concentrations of odour thereby pr@?l g greater protection for the local area. In
addition, AERMOD Prime is the model me Qﬁm preferred by the Environmental Agency
and USEPA. Five years of consecutive @@rological data (Dublin Airport 2002 to Dublin
Airport 2006 inclusive) was screened ‘Q( ithe dispersion modelling assessment to provide
statistically significant prediction ove&&‘x\ rs.

Various scenarios as specified wnﬁm Section 5 of this document were examined. These
overall odour emission rates andé&)ecmed source characteristics were inputted into AERMOD
Prime in order to determine aruﬁverall impact in the vicinity of the facility.

This document provides on overview of the odour management system to be implemented

within the facility design and provides assurance for the regulator that the facility will not result
in any odour impact in the vicinity of the facility.
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1.2 Scope of the works
The main aims of this assessment include:

e Development and design of odour control management and mitigation techniques for
the proposed Dry fermentation and RDF facility.

e Ascertain the average and maximum ground level concentration of odours at the 98"
percentile of hourly averages based on 5 years of screened meteorological.

e Ascertain whether the proposed facility will be in compliance with the 1-hour og™
percentile limit values of 1.50 Oug/m?® for 5 years of hourly sequential meteorological
data at the nearest sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the facility.

e Ascertain whether the proposed odour management, minimisation and mitigation
techniques for the facility are robust and sufficiently design to eliminate associated
odours with these operations.

e Provide an overview of the overall odour management and mitigation strategies to be
implemented at the facility.

e Provide assurance and guarantees to the regulator that such the assessment was
performed in accordance with Irish and UK EPA guidance documents “Odour impacts
and odour emission control measures for intensive agriculture, EPA, 2001, AG4 - Air
Dispersion Modelling from Industrial Installations Guidance Note (AG4) and H
Horizontal Guidance notes Parts 1 and 2, UK Environment Agency.

1.3 Key assessment criteria used in this repogtfg’
N
The approach adopted in this assessment is considergd %/)vorst—case investigation in respect
of emissions to the atmosphere from proposed i§sion points A2-2 and A2-6. These
predictions are therefore most likely to over es Qﬁ the GLC's that may actually occur for
each modelled scenario. These assumptions @Q;sﬁmmarlsed and include:
00

e Emissions to the atmosphere J@'@?he emission points — A2-2 to A2-6 process
operation were assumed to @8@\ 24 hours each day / 7 days per week over a
standard year at 100% outp(t. Q\\

e Five years of hourly seque@%l meteorological data from Dublin Airport 2002 to 2006
inclusive was screened assess worst case dispersion year which will provide
statistical significant rgjs‘ﬂ ts in terms of the short and long term assessment. This is in
keeping with current national and international recommendations. The worst case
year Dublin 2004 for used for data presentation.

e All emissions were assumed to occur at maximum potential emission concentration
and mass emission rates for each scenario.

¢ AERMOD Prime (11103) dispersion modelling was utilised throughout the
assessment in order to provide the most conservative dispersion estimates.

e Five years of hourly sequential meteorological data from Dublin 2002 to 2006
inclusive was used in the modelling screen which will provide statistical significant
results in terms of the short and long term assessment. The worst case year for
Dublin met station was 2004 and was used for contour plot presentation. This is in
keeping with current national and international recommendations (EPA Guidance
AG4 and EA Guidance H4). In addition, AERMOD incorporates a meteorological pre-
processor AERMET PRO. The AERMET PRO meteorological preprocessor requires
the input of surface characteristics, including surface roughness (z0), Bowen Ratio
and Albedo by sector and season, as well as hourly observations of wind speed, wind
direction, cloud cover, and temperature. The values of Albedo, Bowen Ratio and
surface roughness depend on land-use type (e.g., urban, cultivated land etc) and vary
with seasons and wind direction. The assessment of appropriate land-use type was
carried out to a distance of 10km from the meteorological station for Bowen Ratio and
Albedo and to a distance of 1km for surface roughness in line with USEPA
recommendations.
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¢ All building wake effects on all applicable emission points were assessed within the
dispersion model using the building prime algorithm (e.g. all buildings / structures /
tanks were included).

1.4 Key decision-making processes in designing the odour
management system

The following key decision making process was used in the design of the odour control and
management systems for the proposed facility designs. These included:

1.4.1 Dry fermentation and RDF facility

1. The prevention of generation and release of odours from the process is key to ensure
no odour impact in the vicinity of the facility. These include the implementation of
odour management procedures, which will take account of daily operations to reduce
the overall generation of odours from the facility. These include:

e Responsible operation and handling of waste.

e Closed-door management strategy and interlocks on door access.

e Facility management and cleaning procedures for surfaces in contact with
waste.

e Waste acceptance procedures to include enforcement of acceptance of
enclosed waste loads, type of waste acceg&d into the facility and the
procedures in handling waste within the fac'LL'@' (100% organic only).

e Other elements include the impleme Iatl@ of an odour management plan
and operation and maintenance mgnggement plans for the odour control

systems. P
2. Containment of odours within the facilitySuiidings is essential to effective capture and
treatment. Proposed containment n es to be use within this Odour Management
system design include: S

e The installation of a‘\lﬁa‘{:qntegrity building fabric. This will eliminate the
leakage of odoursq%qﬁ\ he building skins. The absence of such a high
integrity fabric coul @%d to positive leakage of odours from the facility even
with high volumegfegative ventilation as a result of wind pressure. The
inclusion of a hig# integrity fabric in this design will prevent this occurrence.

e Within this design, high risk and high load odour processes are double
contained which is in keeping with best practice and BAT (DF Facility only).
By doubly containing the high risk high odour load processes, the release
and build up of such odours in the headspace of the building is prevented.
This will ensure that the specification of compliance to all relevant legislative
requirements of odour management are achieved. These high risk high
strength odours will then received two stages of treatment while building
ventilation air (i.e. low risk low odour load) will receive one stage of treatment
(DF Facility only). For the RDF facility, general building air will be used as
make up air for the thermal dryer and a combined dust / carbon filter will be
utilised to provide negative pressure within the operations building.

e The Facility buildings access doors will be fitted with rapid roller doors where
necessary to prevent the release of odours through the access doors of the
facilities.

e The facility will be fitted with self-closing louvers, which will open and close
depending on door opening. This ensures fresh air entry into the building is
controlled so that when doors are closed the fresh air will enter the building
through the louvers and when doors open the fresh air will enter through the
open doors (i.e. DF facility only).

e The facility building will be divided into dedicated independent zones of
extraction to include the waste reception hall, screening and processing
areas, in vessel composting tunnels and the access corridor through the
facility (i.e. DF facility only).

www.odourireland.com 3

EPA Export 10-09-2011:03:47:44



Document No. 2011A269(1) Panda Waste Ltd

3. Treatment of odours using end of pipe technologies is essential to ensure no odour
impact in the vicinity of the facility. For these two separate processes, three
technologies will be used for end of pipe treatment. For the DF facility, acid scrubbing
will be utilised to remove Ammonia and Amines from the high risk high strength
odours from the in vessel tunnels and secondary cleaning using a biotrickling filter of
low strength odours from the acid scrubber and building ventilation headspace. This
will significantly reduce the risk of escape of untreated odours and also significantly
reduce any associated risk of odour control failure through air stream preparation and
the removal of ammonia. Ammonia will poison traditional biofilters and biofilter
medium and lead to acidification through the production of nitric acid. Subsequent
nitrate build up within the bed medium leads to Oxygen transfer difficulties within the
biofilm of the biofilter. Acid scrubbers are in operation in many facilities to include:

e One composting facilities, New Earth Solutions, UK.

Ringsend Waste water treatment plant, Ringsend, Dublin 3.

Sutton Pumping Station, Sutton Cross, Dublin.

Carrickgrehan Waste water treatment plant, Cork.

Portlaw Composting facility, Waterford.

For the RDF facility, all process air will be dedusted using high efficiency cyclones
and deodorised using a biomass thermal oxidiser operated on biomass. The system
will achieve approx between 800 to 850 degC and approx. 2 seconds retention time
within the combustion zone. In addition, further negative pressure will be applied to
the facility building utilising a combined dust / carbon filter.

4. For the DF facility biotrickling filter, the proposedaggjesign incorporates a self-
supporting air distribution plenum, which is proven Q@the area of large biofiltration
systems such as the one proposed in this desigh. The design ensures that the
pressure distribution of air under the floor wij fa@litate homogenous flow throughout
the biofilter bed. In addition, the design of gHesifilet air distribution system will facilitate
operation of individual zones within the"piofiltration bed. This is a very important
design parameter in order to ensure(\@i@l?air distribution throughout the biofilter bed
and also to ensure equal empty b r{@tention time for maximum biofiltration capacity
gas treatment. Frequently, such srﬁn elements are overlooked and this can lead to
significant heterogeneity with@% biofilter bed medium and the release of untreated
gases. In addition, the pIenﬁ‘n&,@an be driven upon which facilitates easy emptying of
the bed if required. The bicgiffers are positioned at the edge of the first floor level of

the dry fermentation tupgel, which during biofilter bed emptying will allow for the
pushing of the biofilteb&ed medium over the edge of the first floor to the ground floor
below.

5. For the DF facility biotrickling filter, the proposed design includes a proven inorganic
bed medium for incorporation into the biofiltration system. We have chosen this
medium for the following reasons:

e Proven in the treatment of odours at many facilities (see reference list) to
include use in biofilters in Ireland, UK, France and Norway.

e Inorganic based and hence will not breakdown or rot like woodchip/root
based medium.

e Engineered uniform particle size, which is essential for homogenous flow
through the bed. This will not be achieved using wood chip based medium.

e Excellent pore porosity of up to 83%, which ensures sufficient surface area
for microbial consortium habitation.

¢ Excellent surface roughness for microbial surface attachment.

e Excellent structural integrity, which will prevent the biofiltration bed medium
from compacting and minimising pressure loss throughout the bed medium
over its lifetime, and ensures homogenous airflow throughout the biofilter bed
medium.

e Long lifetime of up to 10 to 15 years. Wood chip based medium will only
achieve 2 to 4 years lifetime before full changeout is required.

e Light weight which allows the bed medium to be blown and sucked out of
position.
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e Excellent free draining characteristics, which will allow the biofiltration system
to be operated in biotrickling mode. This will allow for the delivery of essential
vitamins and nutrients to the microbial consortium to ensure high activity. It
ensures that no dry zones will form within the biofilter bed medium. This can
also be used to supplement food stock to the microbial consortium during
periods of shut down so thereby eliminating any start-up lag period (i.e.
glucose dosing). In addition, acid derivatives and salts will be easily washed
from the bed in this mode ensuring excellent Oxygen transfer into the
microbial consortium and the washing away of poisons from the bed, which
would result in odour treatment failure. Automated pH adjustment and
biomass control can be achieved easily in this mode.

e Inert and non hazardous.

e Easy to handle.

6. The selected Continuous emission monitoring (CEMS) and SCADA system for the
monitoring of the odour control systems is based on key design elements and
requirements which include:

e Static differential pressure and temperature monitoring, trending, alarming

and reporting.

Combustion fuel consumption rate

Liquid flow rate monitoring, trending, alarming and reporting

pH monitoring, trending, alarming and reporting,

Automated dosing for pH and nutrients,

VSD controlled pump sets and fanset to ensure sufficient volume extraction

and liquid addition. &

N

&

&

2. General overview of formation an@“gd%ur emissions at Biological

treatment and Refuse derived fuel facikfigs

SO
Unlike a mechanical process, the breakdo@%bq?\organic materials is very difficult to stop.

N : . .
When the necessary components for § {tticular biological process are not present in

adequate amounts, the microbial populat will develop to favour micro organisms capable of
capitalizing on the existing conditi&ﬁ%\\\ or example, when adequate oxygen is available,
aerobic micro organisms will doming@ the population. However a lack of oxygen will cause
organisms that do not require 9gen (anaerobic micro organisms) to take over as the
dominant group. These differe icro organism types use alternative processes to degrade
organic material. This diversit§’of options is very healthy for our planet as it ensures that most
nutrients will be recycled through some biological pathway.

From a facility operation point of view, some of the microbial degradation processes are
definitely preferable to others particularly because of the associated odours generated.
Microbes utilizing odour-producing processes commonly take over when conditions are:

Anaerobic: processes occurring without adequate oxygen often release strong-smelling
gases that many people find objectionable. Many of these odourous compounds are
pervasive and likely to be noticed off-site. Within this facility all anaerobic gases will be
contained within gas tight vessels and directed to the existing site for the production of
electricity.

Low carbon/nitrogen ratio (C:N): a composting mixture that has a low C:N ratio will often
release ammonia as part of the degradation process. Ammonia is not a pervasive odour and
disperses easily, and so is more likely to be noticed on-site than by neighbours. It is, however,
a signal that nitrogen is being lost from your mixture, which will lower the nutritive value of the
final composted product.

There are two main stages at which material in a Facility may be exposed to these odour-
producing conditions: before entering the facility, and/or when in the active composting phase.
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For the RDF facility, the input waste material will be mechanically separated. The resulting
waste plastic / paper will be separated further using various separation and shredding
equipment where it will enter the thermal dryer for the evaporation of water vapour. The
resulting finished product will be shredded further to the suitable fraction size before been bulk
stored or baled for transport for use as a fuel. Through the installation of a high efficient
building fabric (near 100%) and negative pressure in and around the organic separation
section of the process the release of odours will be prevented. The stored finished product will
be less than 10% moisture content and therefore will not be odourous in nature as experience
demonstrates.

2.1 Characterisation of odour.

The sense of smell plays an important role in human comfort. The sensation of smell is unique
to each human, varies with the physical condition of the person, the odour emission conditions
and the individual's odourous education or memory. The smell reaction is the result of a
stimulus created by the olfactory bulb located in the upper nasal passage. When the nasal
passage comes in contact with odourous molecules, signals are sent via the nerve fibres in the
olfactory bulb in the brain where the odour impressions are created and compared subjectively
with stored memories which help form an individual's perceptions and social values. Since the
smell is subjective some people will be hypersensitive and some will be less sensitive
(anosmia). Therefore, the sense of smell is the most useful detection technique available as it
specialises in synthesising complex gas mixtures sensation to the human nose rather than
analysing the individual chemical compound (Sheridan, 2000).

4
&
&
2.2 Odour qualities ﬁof\o‘ﬁ%
: . O : : :
An odour sensation, which may lead to a coffplaint, consists of a number of inter-linked
factors. These include: S
N
&
. Odourthreshold/concentratiorl.s\f%&0
e Odour intensity. QOQ\\\\
e Hedonic tone. 6\00
e Quality/Characteristics. &
e Component character'@i@ég\.

The odour threshold concentration dictates the concentration of the odour in Oug m™. The
odour intensity dictates the strength of the odour. The Hedonic quality refer to the
determination of pleasantness/unpleasantness. Odour quality/characteristics indicated
similarity to of the odour to a known smell (such as turnip, like dead fish, flowers, etc.).
Individual chemical component identity determines the individual chemical components that
constitute the odour (i.e. hydrogen sulphide, methyl mercaptan, carbon disulphide, etc.). Once
odour qualities are determined, the overall odour impact can be assessed. Odour impact
assessment can then be used to determine if an odour minimisation strategy is to be required
and if so, the most suitable technology. Furthermore, by suitably characterising the odour
through complaint logs, the most likely source of the odour can be determined, enabling the
implementation of immediate odour mitigation techniques to prevent such emission in the
future.
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2.3  Perception of emitted odours.

Complaints are the primary indicators that odours are a problem in the vicinity of any facility.
Perceptions of odours vary from person to person, with several conditions governing a
person’s perception of odour:

Control: A person is better able to cope with an odour if they feel it can be controlled.
Understanding: A person can better tolerate an odour impact if they understand its source.

Context: A person reacts to the context of an odour much as they do to the odour itself (i.e.
waste odour source).

Exposure: When a person is constantly exposed to an odour: They may lose their ability to
detect that odour. For example, a plant operator who works in the facility may grow immune to
the odour or their tolerance to the odour reduces and they complain more frequently.

Based on these criteria, we can predict that odour complaints are more likely to occur when:
o A new facility is located areas where people are unfamiliar with facility’s purposes;
e The establishment of a new process within a facility (i.e. composting plant, etc.);
e Or when an urban population encroaches on an existing facility.

The ability to characterise odours emitted from a facility will help to develop a better
understanding of the impact of the odour on the surrounding,.vicinity. It will also help to
implement and develop better techniques to minimise/abate odours using available
technologies and engineering design. The correct recordingSof odour complaints data is very

important to resolving any odour impact. o@\\;@
\O
G
. WO
2.4  Characteristics of Waste an%o@;ﬁﬁrpostlng odours
SN

Odours from dry fermentation and RDF f&cilities arise mainly from the following sources:

e The uncontrolled anaerobic hiodégradation of proteins and carbohydrates to produce
unstable intermediates in the graste inlet stream,

e Directly from the accepg\@j materials and bad material handling/management
practices, &

e Incorrect processing SPwaste and composting material,

e Positive wind pressure on buildings, open doors and temperature increases will
increase positive pressure within biological treatment facilities and may cause the
fugitive release of odour from such facilities. Incorporating efficient air extraction
systems maintaining negative ventilation and appropriate treatment of extracted air
within an odour control system will reduce/eliminate odour impact.

Odours are generated by a number of different components, the most significant being the
sulphur containing compounds (thiols, Mercaptans, hydrogen sulphide), volatile fatty acids
(butyric acid, valeric acid), amines (methylamine, Dimethylamine), phenols (4-methylphenol),
chlorinated hydrocarbons (trichloroethylene, etc), etc. (Dawson et al. 1997). Most of these
compounds have very low odour threshold concentrations as illustrated in Table 2.1.

Most of these compounds have hedonically offensive characters as illustrated in Table 2.1.
Different concentrations and mixtures of these compounds can intensify or reduce odour
threshold concentration, determined as synergism and antagonism respectively. Hobbs et al.,
(2002) performed studies on various odours commonly found in pig odour. This study
concluded that 4-methyl phenol had a negative effective (reduced the overall odour threshold
concentration) on perceived odour concentration when mixed with other odourants.
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Table 2.1. Commonly encountered odour precursors in air stream from

Chemical component Odour character
Ammonia Pungent, sharp, irritating
Methylamine Fishy, Putrid Fishy
Trimethylamine Fishy, Pungent fishy
Dimethylamine Putrid fishy
Ethylamine Ammonia like
Triethylamine Fishy
Pyridine Sour, putrid fishy
Indole Faecal, nauseating
Skatole Faecal, nauseating
Hydrogen Sulphide Rotten eggs
Methyl mercaptan Rotten cabbage
Ethyl mercaptan Decaying cabbage/flesh
Propyl mercaptan Intense rotten vegetables, Unpleasant
Allyl mercaptan Garlic, coffee
Benzyl mercaptan Skunk, unpleasant
Thiocresol Skunk
Dimethyl disulphide Rotten vegetables
Carbon disulphide Rubber, intense sulphide
Acetic acid Vinegar
Butyric acid Rancid
Valeric acid Sweaty, rancid
Propionic acid Rancid, pungent .
Hexanoic acid sharp, sour, rancidddour, goat-like odour
Formaldehyde Pungent, med@‘fal
Acetone Pungen{,\fr;&tw, sweet
Butanone SweetSseiventy
Acetophenone %ﬁg&ungent odour of orange blossom or
Limonene P latense orange/lemons
Alpha Pinene & Nintense pine, fresh
THN Tetrahydronaphthalene T & Meat

O'Neill & Phillips et al. (1992) and Swﬁ\%@\t’ al., 2004.
c)0

Although gases are only indicator: s\f odour emission from various processes within a facility,
knowing which compound pre ors are responsible for odour is useful in designing control
techniques to minimise and abate any potential odours. Technologies such as carbon filtration
rely on the binding efficiency of the carbon (Van der Waals forces and molecular sieving) and
knowing the gas constituents will help determine the best form of carbon to perform the task.
For example, Hydrogen sulphide, because of its molecular size will not bind efficiently to
activated carbon. By impregnating the carbon with potassium/sodium hydroxide,
chemisorption can be used to efficiently bind and hold on to the Hydrogen sulphide. The
technology chemical scrubbers are good for low concentration VOC steady stream processes
while high VOC concentration non-steady stream processes, as encountered in composting
will not be as affectively treated with chemical scrubbers although many stages of treatment
can be provided to buffer out the cyclic loading (but at greater expense). In addition, non
water-soluble compounds such as Aldehydes, Ketone and Terpenes which are always
present in composting odour air streams are not effectively removed by oxidant based
chemical scrubbers. Such chemical scrubbers will not attain the strict stack emission levels
required in this facility. The roughing of the main gaseous components using an acid
scrubber can lead to more efficient overall treatment of emissions in terms of Operational
expenditure. Roughing out the main emission constituents, the more expensive polishing
stage media can be protected to ensure long-term operation with minimal media changeout.

2.5 Odourous compound formation in Dry fermentation plants

Material coming onto a site may already have developed a strong odour due to the nature of
the material itself or to the way it has been stored. For example:
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Material stored under anaerobic conditions: fresh organic material stored in plastic bags
or insufficiently ventilated containers. The potential for odour increases if the organic material
has high moisture content, has been kept in an anaerobic state for a number of days, and/or
has been subjected to high temperature and direct sunlight. (e.g. grass clippings, fresh plant
material, wet leaves, food waste, etc).

Material that has a low C:N ratio: this can be a particular problem if the material also has

high moisture content. (e.g. sewage sludge or other high nitrogen sludge’s, fish processing or
slaughterhouse residuals, food waste, etc).

MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES

Such feedstock is often invaluable because of the nitrogen and moisture they provide to the
composting recipe. Proactive management strategies can help you to capitalize on the
benefits moist low C:N ratio material offer while minimising the potential for offensive odour
release, the following strategy should be considered at minimum:

o Knowledge of delivery schedule or pattern: Knowing when a potentially odorous load
is likely to arrive facilitates readiness to deal with the material immediately, minimising
the likelihood for potential odours to escape off-site.

e Animplementable plan in place for dealing with materials likely to be offensive.

Such a plan should include the following:

e Incorporate the material quickly. Have ock of porous, high-carbon
material on hand, which can be mlxe%@nmedmely with the incoming
material. Examples, currently being useeh with success include wood chips,
wood shavings, or sawdust, dry legves and straw. This helps to balance the
C:N ratio, absorb the moisture @ materials and add porosity so that the
mixture can remain aerobic. QO &x

e Handle loads of potentiall @?I\énswe feedstock inside an enclosed work area
ventilated by an odour cﬁ ol system.

e |f the material must k@\%\&ed before blending/handling, add a blanket of saw
dust or overs to cov@r&ﬁe material to minimise potential odourous emissions.

e Ensure the faC|I|ty Qan process the organic material as soon as or within a
short time frameo@ g. 24 hrs) it enters the facility.

Q
OPTIMISING THE COMPOSTING PROCESS

The following basic elements:

1. Check your carbon to nitrogen ratio (C:N) when preparing the composting mix:
recipes with a C:N ratio of less than 25 are likely to lose nitrogen in the form of
ammonia. A ratio of 25-40 is better, with 30 being considered ideal for most materials.

2. Check the moisture content of the composting recipe: while too little moisture will
slow the composting process, too much moisture will cause anaerobic conditions—as
all of the small spaces in the material will be filled with water and not enough space is
available for the air required by aerobic micro organisms. Moisture content between
40 and 60% is considered a good air/moisture balance to support aerobic processes.

3. Above neutral pH recipe. Basic mixtures above pH 8.50 will release nitrogen as
ammonia.

4. Porosity is important in formulating the composting mix: a mixture consisting of
nothing but fine textured materials will likely become compacted as the composting
process develops, preventing air from penetrating the pile. To maintain porosity when
composting include some coarser material (such as wood shavings or chips) so that
air can continue to move freely through the material as it breaks down. This is
particularly important in systems where the material will not be turned during active
composting.
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5. Ensure that material is aerated to maintain aerobic conditions. The continuous
monitoring of interstitial Oxygen within the composting mix will help ensure
maintenance of appropriate Oxygen levels within the material.

6. Appropriate pile size, which is not too deep: air will not be able to infiltrate the
compost pile homogenously. If the pile is too deep, this results in various maturation
rates for the composting process.

www.odourireland.com 10

EPA Export 10-09-2011:03:47:44



Document No. 2011A269(1) Panda Waste Ltd

3. Materials and methods

This section describes the materials and methods use for the odour dispersion modelling
assessment and appraisal of odour mitigation measures. This section will also include the
backbone odour management methodology to be used at Panda Waste to ensure no odour
impact occurs during operation in the vicinity of the facility buildings.

3.1 Odour management plan

The Odour Management Plan (OMP) is a core document detailing operational and control
measures appropriate to management and control of odour at a site. The format of the OMP
provides sufficient detail to allow operators and maintenance staff to clearly understand the
odour management operational procedures for both normal and abnormal conditions.

The OMP includes sufficient feedback data to enable site management (and local authority
inspectors) to audit site operations on odour management. An example of some of the issues
to be considered are summarised as follows.

e A summary of the site , odour sources and the location of receptors,

e Details of site management responsibilities and procedures for reporting faults,
identifying maintenance needs, replenishing consumables and complaints procedure,

e Odour management equipment operation procedures (e.g. correct use of equipment,
process, materials, checks on equipment performancg;#maintenance and inspection
(see Section 3.4), @é

; - 3
e Operative tr_amlng, & Q@
e Housekeeping, SN
e Maintenance and inspection of plant (bo@f@sﬁne and emergency response),
e Spillage/contaminated surface mana \} procedures,
e Record keeping — format, responsigtﬁ‘t r completion and location ,
e Emergency breakdown and incigéngresponse planning including responsibilities and
mechanisms for liaison with tmﬂc\@il authority.
 Public relations. QZOQ\\\
s\

The Odour Management Plan \/wobe regularly reviewed and upgraded. It should form the
basis of a document Environg)@ntal and Odour Management system for the operating site.
The Odour Management System (OMS) documentation defines the roles of the Plant
Operator and staff and sets out templates in relation to the operating of the facility and
reporting procedures to be employed. Requirements for the Odour management plan should
be implemented thought-out the site with a branched management system implemented in
order to share responsibility around the site. The site manager will ensure all works are
performed in accordance with the OMP. The OMP will be integrated in the overall
Environmental Management/Performance System for the site.

Panda Waste will develop in agreement with the authority / regulator and implement a

detailed odour management plan for the actual as built plant before commencement of
treatment of waste at either facility building.
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3.2 General rules for reduction of odour emissions during the
operation of the each facility.

The following minimum design features for the control of odours will be provided. These
include:

3.2.1 Dry fermentation Facility

e The Dry Fermentation Facility will be fitted with a high integrity building skin to ensure
near 100% building skin integrity.

e The access doors of the facility will be fitted with rigid rapid roller doors with an
opening speed of approx. 2.60 m/s minimum. Each door will also be fitted with a high
efficiency air curtain where deemed necessary. Computational fluid dynamic modelling
performed on a similar facility has demonstrated greater than 90% containment
efficiency on open doors. Coupled with the negative air extractions system, it is
anticipated that no odours will escape through door openings.

e The proposed facility odour management system will allow for gas extraction from
individual zones within the dry fermentation and composting process. Independent
negative air extraction will be provided to the composting tunnels, waste reception hall
and finished compost and screening and processing hall. The overall ventilation and
odour treatment system will have 2 individual fanset feeding air into the odour
treatment system. This will provide 100% duty and 50% standby.

e The significant odourous processes within the Facilitygwill be doubly contained and
negatively ventilated to two stages of odour contro@ﬁe composting tunnels will be
enclosed within their own enclosed structures within the sealed building. This will
prevent the release of high strength odours g}“t\l@ eadspace of the building and also
ensure no odour impact at nearest sensitigiesfeceptors. Furthermore, this significantly
reduces the risk of odour escape from \;@%& ilding and provides significant comfort in
terms of odour minimisation and managefnent.

e The odour control system will co@?% f acid scrubbing of ammonia and amines and
second stage polishing biofiltr@é%\aoof all odours. This will ensure preparation and
sufficient treatment of this h@‘] strength and high-risk odourous air stream. The main
aim of acid scrubbing will Qﬂ%ure that ammonia poisoning of the biofiltration bed
medium will not occur. addition the biofiltration bed medium will operate in
biotrickling mode whichgwill ensure all contaminants that could build up within a
traditional fixed phas@obiofiltration system will be minimal as contaminants will be
washed from the biofiltration bed media. This is only possible through the use of the
high efficiency, free draining inorganic medium proposed in this design. In addition, the
use of the inorganic medium will ensure no increases in headloss through settlement
and the medium will maintain its structural integrity. Wood chip based medium will
settle, rot over time (2 to 4 years) which will lead to heterogeneous (i.e. unequal) air
flow through the bed and inefficient treatment (Sheridan, 2002).

e The proposed air introduction plenum for the biofiltration system is based on proven air
introduction techniques. The air introduction plenum will be divided into 4 separate
cells to allow for the zoned treatment of odours within the second stage polishing
biofiltration system.

e The recirculation system for the biofiltration system will allow for the focused addition
of essential nutrients and minerals to ensure high microbial activity within the
biofiltration bed medium. As wood chip bed medium is not free draining, nutrient
addition to this bed medium will result in build up at the upper application surface and
therefore result in poor distribution within the biofilter bed. Therefore frequent bed
medium turning is required to ensure homogenous nutrient addition for wood chip and
root based biofilter beds.

e The bed medium proposed will ensure trouble free operation over 10 to 15 years. The
bed medium is light weight and can be easily blown and sucked from the biofiltration
beds. In addition, the use of the plenum floor will allow for small diggers/bobcats to
enter the biofilter to remove the bed medium in emergency conditions. Since the
biofilter bed is divided into 4 zones, each individual zone can be cleaned out
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separately therefore allowing biofiltration bed operation during partial biofilter bed
medium cleanout. Wood chip/root based bed medium will require cleanout every 2 to 4
years possibly (i.e. cleanout occurs when the bed medium settles to a point where
heterogeneity in flow occurs and back pressure becomes excessive). The use of this
proven medium will reduce the downtime associated with bed medium clean out from
2.5 to 5 times based on a conservative 10 year clean out cycle. The proposed plenum
floor is designed with equal air distribution in mind to ensure homogenous flow through
the biofilter bed.

e The odour control system will be fitted with sensors and monitoring analysers to allow
for preventative maintenance and alarm tagging through the SCADA system. In
addition, hours of operation will be recorded and preventative maintenance will be
scheduled on a runtime basis as recommended by the equipment manufacturers.

e All rough debris and organic matter will be cleaned from the surface of the waste
reception hall floor at the end of each day’s operation. This will be recorded into a
check sheet and incorporated into the overall odour management plan.

e All surfaces contaminated with odourous material will be washed down as required as
part of the clean up schedule for the waste reception hall and finished compost
screenings hall. This will be recorded into a check sheet and incorporated into the
overall odour management plan.

e No putricable waste will be stored outdoors at any time. All operations will be
carried out indoors.

e Training and pre planned maintenance works will be organised using a check sheet
approach. All staff will be trained in the execution of the Odour management plan. An
annual check sheet will be used to ensure preventat%e maintenance is performed

upon the odour management system for the Facility. é\)
N

3.2.2 Refuse derived fuel Facility & 1S

e ) . & - )

e The RDF Facility will be fitted with aom\q@\'ntegnty building skin to ensure near 100%
building skin integrity. 2O

e The access doors of the facility@#lld?e fitted with rapid roller doors. Coupled with the
negative air extractions sys}(@;h\é\§ is anticipated that no odours will escape through
door openings. S

e All process air from the thérmal dryer will be dedusted and deodorised using high
efficiency cyclones and gbiomass boiler. The exhaust odour threshold concentration
will be less than 1,000 Sug/m’,

e A negative air pressure system incorporating dust and carbon filtration will be installed.
The system will be capable of treating 60,000 m*/hr and achieve an odour threshold
concentration of less than 500 Oug/m?®.

e The finished RDF material will contain less than or equal to 10% moisture content and
therefore will not have any potential to cause odours inside or outside the facility
building.

¢ All waste material will be stored indoor at all times.
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4, Dispersion modelling of odours for the overall facilities design —
DF and RDF facilities.

Any material discharged into the atmosphere is carried along by the wind and diluted by wind
turbulence, which is always present in the atmosphere. This process has the effect of
producing a plume of air that is roughly cone shaped with the apex towards the source and
can be mathematically described by the Gaussian equation. Atmospheric dispersion
modelling has been applied to the assessment and control of odours for many years,
originally using Gaussian form ISCST 3 and more recently utilising advanced boundary-layer
physics models such as ADMS and AERMOD (Keddie et al. 1992). Once the odour emission
rate from the source is known, (Oue s?, g/s), the impact on the vicinity can be estimated.
These models can effectively be used in three different ways:

o Firstly, to assess the dispersion of odours and to correlate with complaints

e Secondly, in a “reverse” mode, to estimate the maximum odour emissions which can
be permitted from a site in order to prevent odour complaints occurring

e Thirdly, to determine which process is contributing greatest to the odour impact and
estimate the amount of required abatement to reduce this impact to acceptable levels
(Mclintyre et al. 2000).

In this latter mode, models have been employed for imposing emission limits on industrial
processes, odour control systems and composting processes (Sheridan et al., 2002).

Any dispersion modelling approach will exhibit variability betwgen the predicted values and
the measured or observed values due to the natural r@]‘aomness of the atmospheric
environment. A model prediction can, at best, represent 0§ﬁy the most likely outcome given
the apparent environmental conditions at the time. %@;eﬁéinty depends on the completeness
of the information used as input to the model asgweii-as the knowledge of the atmospheric
environment and the ability to represent that p\g@?g‘s mathematically. Good input information
(emission rates, source parameters, metq&ojﬁgical data and land use characteristics)
entered into a dispersion model that tre 'O@‘e atmospheric environment simplistically will
produce equally uncertain results as thformation entered into a dispersion model that
seeks to simulate the atmospheric er¥irgfment in a robust manner. It is assumed that odour
emission rates are representative o Cg:i?\étximum odour events, source parameters accurately
define the point of release and Sl,@ounding structures, meteorological conditions define the
local atmospheric environment land use characteristics describe the surrounding natural
environment. These condition$ are employed within the dispersion modelling assessment
therefore providing good confidence in the generated predicted exposure concentration
values.

4.1 AERMOD Prime

The AERMOD model (07026) was developed through a formal collaboration between the
American Meteorological Society (AMS) and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.
EPA). AERMOD is a Gaussian plume model and replaced the ISC3 model in demonstrating
compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (Porter et al., 2003) AERMIC
(USEPA and AMS working group) is emphasizing development of a platform that includes air
turbulence structure, scaling and concepts; treatment of both surface and elevated sources,
simple and complex terrain. The modelling platform system has three main components:
AERMOD, which is the air dispersion model; AERMET, a meteorological data pre-processor;
and AERMAP, a terrain data pre-processor (Cora and Hung, 2003).

AERMOD is a Gaussian steady-state model which was developed with the main intention of
superseding ISCST3 (NZME, 2002). The AERMOD modelling system is a significant
departure from ISCST3 in that it is based on a theoretical understanding of the atmosphere
rather than depend on empirical derived values. The dispersion environment is characterized
by turbulence theory that defines convective (daytime) and stable (nocturnal) boundary layers
instead of the stability categories in ISCST3. Dispersion coefficients derived from turbulence
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theories are not based on sampling data or a specific averaging period. AERMOD was
designed to support the U.S. EPA'’s regulatory modelling programs (Porter at al., 2003)

Special features of AERMOD include its ability to treat the vertical in-homogeneity of the
planetary boundary layer, special treatment of surface releases, irregularly-shaped area
sources, a three plume model for the convective boundary layer, limitation of vertical mixing in
the stable boundary layer, and fixing the reflecting surface at the stack base (Curran et al.,
2006). A treatment of dispersion in the presence of intermediate and complex terrain is used
that improves on that currently in use in ISCST3 and other models, but without the complexity
of the Complex Terrain Dispersion Model-Plus (CTDMPLUS) (Diosey et al., 2002).

4.2  Brief comparison between previously used ISCST3 and AERMOD
predicted values from other research studies

Many comparisons have been made between dispersion models. A comparison of the
ISCST3, AERMOD, and CALPUFF models has shown that maximum predicted impact from a
typical process was similar for ISCST3 and CALPUFF run in the refined mode (Diosey, Hess,
and Farrell, 2002). Predicted impacts for AERMOD were a factor of 24 lower than ISCST3
and a factor of 2 lower for CALPUFF run in the screening model. Sheridan et al., (2002)
(2005) performed a comparison between ISC ST3 and AERMOD Prime for a typical emission
process. It was concluded that AERMOD Prime predicted a higher 1-hour ground level
concentration and impact area (approx. 2 times area) in comparison to ISCST3 but when
percentile exceedence were applied to the 1 hour concentratiogzyalue, the plume spread was
similar with both dispersion models predicting similar impgc‘t areas. Porter et al., (2004)
reported that predicted ground level concentrations from AERMOD (i.e. not Prime version)
are lower than those of ISCST3 for point sources a@‘b@ﬁher than ISCST3 for area sources.
Although the magnitude of the difference is n olé?ge, the result for an odour control
perspective is that impacts from area sources\@l %ppear greater than those from process
vents or stacks using AERMOD instead of I%@é\ (Porter et al., 2004). The advanced model
AERMOD provides improvements in the wéayéhe pollutant dispersion is characterised. The
benefits derived are partly due to di sion algorithms and partly due to improved
characterisation of the atmospheri «éQ\ ronment. Keeping in mind that under proposed
operations in the facility, all odour so O@és will be contained and only residual odours from the
end of pipe technique will be emitied through an elevated stack with high efflux velocity.
Therefore in order to conserva;&ly assess the ground level impacts from the proposed
processes, AERMOD Prime @é\opposed to AERMOD was used in order to accurately take
account of building wake effects (updates in the BPIP algorithmic through the use of Prime
Ver. 11103).
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4.3 General design of extraction volumes for treatment at Panda
Waste Dry fermentation and RDF facility.

4.3.1 Proposed Dry Fermentation and RDF Facility treatment volumes

Table 4.1 illustrates the proposed extraction volume for the proposed facility buildings and
from specified processes. In terms of treatment, the proposed DF facility building will be
divided into five distinct extraction zones. This methodology is used as it provides greatest
control over the application of effective extraction within the facility building.

For the RDF building, process air will be collected and ducted directly to the biomass burner
for treatment. In addition a combined dust / carbon filtration system will be directly ducted
from the stage 1 section of the mechanical separation process.

For the Dry fermentation processes, the design has enclosed those processes considered
most odourous and capable of causing significant odour emissions. This will ensure meeting
the requirements of legislative limits of odourous compounds within the workspace. Double
containment is provided on high-risk odour sources (i.e. in vessel composting tunnels). Lower
risk odour sources (in terms of odour threshold concentration and emissions) such as the
waste reception hall and finished compost screenings and storage hall will have individual
localised extraction. The building can be assumed to be near 100% leak free as the design
allows for the installation of a high integrity building fabric. This will also be the case for the
RDF building fabric. &

As can be observed for the DF facility, 2 AC/hr negative e&gction will be provided within the
main processing building and processes. The overa@ﬁeﬁgn has taken account of the risk of
odour sources within the process through double tethment and treatment design.
. : VO . .

All odours from the in vessel composting prg??gé% (where most the odour is generated) will
receive two stages of treatment to ensure gopspliance with the strict odour emission rate and
ground level concentration requiremergg.,\ odourous air from the in vessel composting
tunnels will be first passed through zga\@&j scrubber for the removal of basic ammonia and
amines (see Section 4.7.2 for desi @Q\hotes). Other alkaline-based odourants will also be
removed. This ammonia and aminesfree odourous air stream will then be mixed with general
ventilation air and passed throuﬁ a biofiltration system whereby the majority of odourous
compounds will be oxidised @}B&i removed. This biofiltration system will be operated at an
empty bed retention time of approx. 50 seconds. The outlet air from the biofilter will then be
directed to the exhaust stack. The total treatment volume will be approx. 104,000 m*hr with a
total odour threshold concentration of less than 700 Oug/m®. This specified odour threshold
concentration is achievable due to the biofilter media proposed biofilter inlet plenum design
allows for equal air distribution and the nutrient and contaminant control mechanism proposed
(i.e. operated in biotrickling mode). Biotrickling mode of operation is only achievable, as a
direct result of the biofilter medium proposed which is inorganic, does not break down (i.e.
inert), free draining and has engineered equal particle size range distribution. Biotrickling
filtration is not achievable in a wood chip based medium. In addition, the inorganic medium
will minimise the development of anaerobic zones, and has low residual odour (unlike
woodchip). The overall changeout frequency of this media is approximately every 10 to 15 yrs
while a wood chip based medium will require changeout every 2 to 4 years. The use of
innovative medium and the utilisation of spent activated carbon will ensure compliance with
the limits.
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Table 4.1. Treatment volume characteristics from proposed DF and RDF facility buildings and
processes.

Extraction volume characteristics from proposed facility buildings / processes
. Required Total treatment
. Void Volume X

Collection zones (m?) extraction rate | volume Fs)er zone

(AC/hr) (Am>/hr)

Dry fermentation building Stack 1
\Z/\éisete reception hall and mixing 12.320 > 24.640
Ranking, screening, mixing zone 27,032 2 54,064
][El—l\)/essel composting tunnels (half 4.257 3t 13,000
Pasteurisation tunnels (dump air + 1 4000 m*/hr dump +
AC/hr at half full) (cump 1060 L ACHE 5,060
Finished composting screening and See Ranking,
storage hall (Intake directed from - 2 screening and
this building to the main building) mixing zone volume
Total extraction volume (m*/hr) - - 96,764
Design treatment capacity - - 104,000
Spare capacity - - 7,263
RDE facility building stack .
Three canister RTO system - &> 35,523
Design treatment capacity - .. 40& - 40,824
Spare capacity - s - 5,300
&
N

Notes: ' denotes that 3AC/hr air dump v %:%\ will be performed upon the in vessel
composting tunnels. 3 AC/hr recir,gnﬂ%ﬁbn volume will be performed in each of the
composting tunnels. Each tunn Q@V&ﬁ e approx. half filled with composting material.
This provides the 3 AC/hr treéi@%nt volume thereby maintaining these high odour
load processes under negativegiressure.

RS
N
&

S
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4.4  Pollutant emission rate guarantees, stack characteristics and
proposed location for the Dry Fermentation and Refuse Derived Fuel
processes

The specific emission point characteristics to include location, stack height, stack tip efflux
velocity, temperature, proposed ground level (AOD), and proposed finish level height (AOD)
are presented in Table 4.2 for observation. This data formed the basis for emission point
characteristics and source characteristics used within the dispersion model.

Table 4.2. Emission exhaust point characteristics used within Aermod Prime (USEPA 07026)

dispersion model for contaminant dispersion modelling.

Proposed RDF| Proposed RDF Proposed Dry
. . - emission point|emission point fermentation
Emission point characteristics . : o .
—Biomass |- Carbon filter Emission point —
boiler A2-2 A2-6 BTF A2-1
X coordinate ING (m) 297519.963 297435.3 297551.50
Y coordinate ING (m) 269092.271 269109.9 269250.70
Proposed ground level AOD (m) 56 56 61.50
Proposed finish level AOD (m) 73 70 71.50
Stack height from ground level 17 J(\éf) 15
(m) X
Stack tip diameter (m) 0.95 & £1.20 1.40
Efflux velocity in stack tip (m/s) 16.27 Qo‘?fz@ 14.73 18.76
S
Temperature (K) . & 293 293
S

DES

$
. . . o & . .
In conjunction with the total volumetffc@(tractlon flow rates presented in Table 4.1, the overall

odour emission rates were calcula@a

used to ascertain the maximu
point. The overall odour emissi

and therefore achievable in this context.
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4.4.1 Proposed Dry Fermentation and Refuse Derived Fuel facility odour emission
rate

Table 4.3 illustrates the odour emission rate for the proposed Dry fermentation and RDF
facility exhaust points. As can be observed the overall design treatment volume proposed for
the DF facility is up to 28.88 m®s and 28.20 m®/s for the RDF facility. The overall design
exhaust odour threshold concentration will be 700 OuE/m3 for the DF facility and 1,000 and
500 Ou/m? for the biomass boiler and dust/carbon filter to be located in the RDF facility, which
will result in an overall odour emission rate from the three emission points of 40,079 Oug/s.

This emission data and source characteristics were used in conjunction with dispersion
modelling to assess compliance with the odour impact criterion contained in Section 5. The
results of the dispersion modelling assessment are presented in Section 6.1.

Table 4.3. Guaranteed odour emission data from emission points within the proposed Dry
fermentation and Refuse derived fuel Facility processes

Guaranteed odour emission data from emission points within the proposed Dry
fermentation and RDF Facility

Odour source Volumetric airflow Guaranteed Odour Total odour emission
identity rate (Am?/s) threshold %onc. rate (Oug/s)

(OUE/m ) E
Proposed Dry &
fermentation process 28.88 700 4~ 20,216
OCU A2-1 &
Proposed Refuse NS
Derived Fuel process 11.53 eb‘@L,OOO 11,530
OCU A2-2 &
Proposed negative air IS
RDF system A2-6 16.67 o;,;\\o@@\ 500 8,333
Total odour emission i &‘\@’é&o ) 40.079
rate (Oug/s) EC '

(&
O
&

4.4.2 Overview of input d%g\

Data presented in Section 4.4 and 4.4.1 was used to form the basis of the dispersion
modelling scenarios in order to determine the ground level impact of the facility emission
point. This allows for the transparent transfer of information in order to allow verification of
overall design. Since all processes will be indoors with good building fabric (near 100%
efficiency for the Facility buildings), rapid roller doors where necessary, certain processes
doubly contained (i.e. high odour load processes such as the in vessel tunnels) and focused
negative ventilation, no fugitive odour emission will occur. In addition, the design of the odour
control systems will ensure treatment can continue during routine maintenance. The overall
management and control system is designed with odour mitigation as one of the primary
elements of the waste treatment and dry fermentation composting process (i.e. holistic
approach for design through to CEMS and spot check monitoring during operation).

45 End of pipe treatment technologies for the proposed Dry
fermentation and Refuse Derived Fuel Facility designs.

This section discusses and evaluates the main technologies that will be used to treat odourous
air emanating from processes within the facility. There are many different technologies
available for the treatment of odours within such processes, each with varying degrees of
effectiveness. By selecting the appropriate combination of technologies and implementing
them in the most suitable environment within the facility, the full effectiveness of the technology
can be realised. Just as important is the life cycle operational costs for maintaining such odour
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control effectiveness. The cost of ownership of an odour control technology can be affected
significantly through its implementation and where/how it is implemented (i.e. installing carbon
filtration technology on high VOC concentration odourous airstreams will incur significant
operation costs and also lead to increased frequency of shutdown for carbon replacement, the
installation of chemical scrubbers utilising oxidising solutions such as Hypo chloride will lead to
excessive waste water production that cannot be used in the composting process because of
free chlorine). A thorough review of lifetime costs contributes considerably to making sound
decisions on overall cost effectiveness of abatement options.

4.5.1 Hierarchy of odour controls

The preferred hierarchy of odour control measures comprises:
e Prevention
e Containment
e Collection and treatment (DEFRA, 2004).

Operational and financial restrictions mean this hierarchy cannot be applied rigidly to every
application and a cost-benefit analysis will determine the most appropriate measures for any
given situation. The following control options are proposed: The following strategy should be
adapted where possible:

Good housekeeping: Inappropriate housekeeping practices can lead to significant emissions
of odours from processes that should be relatively odour free. T@e maintenance of quality and
documented management systems for preventative odour release will be implemented as
good housekeeping. A closed doors policy will be implemented through out the Dry
fermentation and RDF Facility. In addition, schedul@‘sﬁﬁtdown of plant and equipment will
be controlled to minimise odour release. Organic %Ibe? debris will be prevented from building
up on surfaces and equipment will be organise@% low for easy cleaning of organic matter
build-up. Liquid ponding will be prevented g>drains/galleys will be designed to prevent
blockage and retention of liquid leadi \QQ\%dours. All yard space will be kept clean.
Emergency spill cleanup procedure will }éxzﬁailable and the cleaning of odourous equipment

e
; XNARY " : :
outdoors will be prevented. Met gr‘oj\@cal conditions will be coordinated when any
unscheduled odour emission pro re occurs to provide maximum potential odour
dispersion before commencement@\procedure.

Process control: Will some@tﬁes be the next most cost effective control depending on
process flows and process characteristics.

Process modification: Changing process procedures, waste handling procedures, retention
time of waste on the floor, Compost handling procedures, etc.

Containment and negative _extraction: Odours from waste handling, dry fermentation and
RDF cannot often be controlled by total containment and it is more common use with negative
extraction to odour control units. This will prevent the release of fugitive odours from the
contained process. Enclosing highly odourous processes such as first stage and second
stage composting ensures no significant contamination of building headspace and enables
better control of odours. In addition, the negative extraction of odours from around the
mechanical separation process will also aid in the efficient capture of odours in the RDF
process. Generally, the odorous air will be extracted and treated using end-of-pipe odour
abatement system. Also dispersion is usually incorporated into the end of pipe technology to
improve dispersion and reduce the risk of odour detection.

4.6 End-of-pipe odour abatement systems to be utilised in the
proposed Dry fermentation and Refuse Derived Fuel Facility design

This section describes in detail the overall operation of the proposed odour management,
minimization and mitigation techniques to be implemented into the design upgrade of the
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proposed Dry fermentation and RDF Facility to ensure odours do not result in odour
impairment beyond the facility boundary.

4.6.1 Dry fermentation Facility design

The following key infrastructure will be incorporated into the overall design of the facility
design in terms of odour management and control. These include:

1. Installation of a high integrity building fabric providing near 100% leak free integrity. In
this proposed design, no leakage will occur from the building skin as the building
fabric will prevent any odour leakage and protect the building skin from corrosive
gases.

2. Installation of high speed rigid rapid roller doors will provide added protection from
odour release through the access doors of the facility.

3. Installation of fresh air intake louvers on each end of the building. These louvers will
be designed to allow fresh air into the building on a head loss of 20 to 40 Pa, thereby
ensuring that the building is always maintained under negative pressure. In addition,
these self closing louvers will close when the facility doors are opened for access to
the facility resulting in air been drawn through the facility doors and hence prevent the
release of odours through the open door. The air curtains will automatically start
operation when the door opens. Air curtains have been shown to be 90% effective in
reducing odour leakage through open doorways. Coupl€d with negative air extraction,
we are confident this design will prevent odou(r)@ ill leaking from the building
doorways when opened. o&\\; Q@

4. The building ventilation system will be zogff@%oto distinct extraction zones which are:

e General ventilation air from t Ste reception hall

e General ventilation from th@a@king, mixing and screening hall

e General ventilation air frgj#f@@e finished compost screening and loading hall

e Focused extraction fr ‘rﬁ@ﬁ\e enclosed in vessel composting tunnels
This will enable the focusell extraction of odours for treatment. High-risk odour air
streams are separated frona;\frbw load odour sources for treatment minimises the risk
of untreated/partially tre%e‘d odours passing through the exhaust point.

N

S
5. Enclosure of high—ris% odour processes through double containment of emission
sources includes:
e Invessel composting tunnels,
e Access corridor to the in vessel composting tunnels and dry fermentation
facility.
Ensuring that high strength odourous do not result in contamination of the
building headspace and thereby further reduces the risk of odour release.

6. High risk high odour load air streams will receive two stages of treatment to ensure
sufficient odour removal. In vessel composting tunnel airstreams will be directed to a
acid scrubber for the removal of Ammonia and Amines which could cause issues with
the biofiltration system by poisoning the media the medium proposed in this design
can be flushed since it has excellent structural integrity, free draining and will not
compact). All blow down liquor can be incorporated back into the compost process to
improve the overall nitrogen content of the composting material (i.e. acid scrubbing
will produce liquid fertilizer Ammonium sulphate). This minimises the amount of
wastewater produced by the site and is in keeping with the principle of efficient
operation. The high odour load air stream will then be passed through the biofiltration
system for second stage treatment. This system will be operated on a 50 second
empty bed retention time and provide sufficient treatment of the airstream. This air
stream will also be mixed with general building ventilation air to ensure consistent
odour load and to minimise cyclic loads on the biofiltration system.
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7. Installation of SCADA system control and monitoring to ensure successful operation.
In addition, differential pressure sensors will be installed upon the building envelope
to ensure monitoring of effective negative pressure on the building at all times.

8. Development of an overall odour management plan and preventative maintenance
strategy based on the methodologies contained within this document.

The odour abatement techniques proposed in this document have been designed to minimise
maintenance, commissioning, start-up and shutdown activities. The cost effectiveness of the
chosen technology will be influenced by the following parameters:

Capital costs: site work, modifications to existing buildings, ventilation systems, ductwork,
chemical storage and dosing systems, installation, control interfaces, engineering,
commissioning and performance monitoring.

Operation and maintenance costs: chemicals, media replacement, electrical running costs,
maintenance, component replacement, and maintenance materials.

Other factors: life expectancy, performance, reliability, ease of operation, and effects on
WWTP operations.

All such factors have been taken account of within the design of the Odour control equipment
for the facility.

4.6.2 RDF Facility design @0&

&
The following key infrastructure will be incorporate@ﬁ‘i@ the overall design of the facility
design in terms of odour management and control e include:

O~

. o KRS o
1. |Installation of a high integrity bqumQ\fﬁQﬁt providing near 100% leak free integrity. In
this proposed design, no leakag ‘\%@occur from the building skin as the building
fabric will prevent any odour qu@§9§
NN,

S &
2. Installation of high speed riéﬁc%?\apid roller doors where necessary will provide added
protection from odour releg\@ through the access doors of the facility.

3. The building ventilatiqﬁystem will be zoned into one extraction zones which is:
e General ventilation air from in and around the first stage mechanical
separation process.

4. The thermal drying process will be maintained under slight negative pressure and all
process air generated will be ducted to high efficiency cyclones and a biomass boiler.

5. Installation of negative air combined dust / carbon filtration system.

6. Installation of SCADA system control and monitoring to ensure successful operation
of the odour control system.

7. Development of an overall odour management plan and preventative maintenance
strategy based on the methodologies contained within this document.
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4.7
4.7.1

4.7.1.1 Acid scrubber

Odour control system design specifications

Panda Waste Ltd

Design calculations for the Dry fermentation odour control system

The following minimum design performance and specification will be attainable on the acid
scrubbing plant to be fitted into the odour control unit for the treatment of odours from the in
vessel composting tunnels (see Table 4.4).

Table 4.4. Acid scrubber process characteristics for Ammonia and Amines Stripping of in
vessel composting tunnel air.

Inputs Values Results Values
Air Flow rate 13,000 Am3/h (NH4),S0O, in Blow down 3.10%
Inlet NH3 400 ppmv (304 . 0
Concentration mg/Nm?) NH4sHSO, in Blow down 2.20%
Dduid Recireulation 56 mh H,SO4 in Blow down 0.10%
Blow down Rate 0.20 m#/h gg\t;‘r']AmmO”'a InBlow 1 g 564 mg/L (as N)
Liquid Temperature 55 °C TDS in Blow down 5.40%
pH in Sump 2.0 HTU & 171 mm
Make-up H,SO, Conc. 7% Inlet Static Pr@g&ﬁre 0.0 mbar
Packing Height 1400 mm Expecte&q‘lg;a 8.66
Packing Width 1400 mm Calcyiateil NTU 8.66
. . S . 0.10ppmv
Packing Height 2000 mm c@ﬁ?@ NH; Concentration (0.10 mg/Nm?)
Safety Factor 1.35 o;‘,\\om@@emoval Efficiency 99.90%
Packing Volume 3.9 m3l;\@f\\° Pressure Gradient 1.50 mbar/m
Packing Type Q—PA‘(?,\Q\\\ Packing Pressure Drop 3.0 mbar
Liquid Hold up 3.29&6(’ Theoretical Fan Power 1.90 kW
- : . . 16.40 kg/h
Liquid Residence Time Qg&?gec H,SO, Consumption (9.63 Lih)

4.7.1.2 Biofiltration system (biotrickling mode)

The following minimum design performance and specification will be attainable on the
biofiltration system to be fitted into the odour control unit for the treatment of odours from the
dry fermentation and composting plant (see Table 4.5). The design parameters for the
biofiltration system is included in Table 4.5 in order to enable independent auditing of the
overall design.
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Table 4.5. Biofiltration system process characteristics.

Biotrickling filter characteristics - Biotrickling filter bed 1 to 4
Design characteristics Area (m?) Bed height (m) Bed volume (m°) Typical requirements
Bed dimensions 480 3.0 1,440 -
LECA Filterlite 10
to 20 mm particle
Media type si;e+ Exhausted i i i
activated general
purpose carbon 4
mm pellet size."

83% pore space providing
excellent structure for biomassi™
attachment. The mediay d
designed to be free draifiing to
minimise  the pre @ of
anaerobic zones WWOUM be
common in wood ghipsbased beds
due to high mojsfure'content

\Void volume (following settlement)

Design Treatment volume 28.88 m°/s 104069 m*/hr - -
T
. . K Usually greater than 36 seconds (100
; S L
Empty bed residences time (sec) \6\ 50 m¥m[media]/hr
. o
True Retention time (sec) ) O{éa‘ i 4150 Depe.ndent pf media used - 83% void volume
@) for this media.
Surface loading rate
(m°[air)/m?[media]/hr) - - 216 -
\Volumetric airflow rate ) ) 72 Usually less than 100

(m®[air)/m®[media]/hr
Reference: Devinny, J.S., Deshusses, M.A., & Webster, T.S., (1999). Biofiltration for air pollution control. CRH Press.
Sheridan, B.A., Curran, T.P., Deshusses, M.A., Dodd, V.A., Bidfiltration of air: current operational and technological advances. In review.
Reviews in Environmental Technology.
Notes: ! denotes that spent activated carbon from existing carbon filtration systems treating odourous air from waste transfer stations will be utilised
at a 5 to 10% mix throughout the biofiltration system. This will be used for two primary reasons:

www.odourireland.com 24

EPA Export 10-09-2011:03:47:44



Document No. 2011A269(1) Panda Waste Ltd

A) The spent activated carbon will be rich in odourous compounds typical of the waste reception and compost screening halls. This will
significantly speed up the acclimatisation period of the biofiltration system to treating such odours (i.e. typically within 24 hours).

B) In addition, the activated carbon will minimise any cyclic load effects upon the biofiltration system. By incorporating activated carbon
high odour loads, which would typically be generated throughout the day, will be sorbed by the activated carbon. At night-times when
operations are low, the microbial consortium within the biofiltration system bed will feed on the excess available compounds within the
activated carbon (thereby cleaning it from the next morning high loading). This will ensure that sustained biomass is available within the
biofilter bed when loads are high. Without this technique, it is common to encounter cyclic load effects on the outlet due to diffusion limiting
effects as a result of insufficient biomass during cyclic high loads as biomass will die and grow depending on load but as a result of lag time in
growth, cyclic peaks pass through the biofilter bed untreated. The activated carbon keeps the feedstock concentrations sustained within the
bed so that when load is low, the microbial consortium strip the feedstock from the carbon thereby keeping biomass concentrations high
within the bed medium for periods of high loads. This has been used successfg}ly within biofiltration systems in the past but not extensively
used due to the cost of activated carbon. In this case, the tenderer has a su of activated carbon from waste transfer station odour control
units. The Dublin office of the Irish EPA has facilitated the used of this metq&gcffogy on another waste licensed composting site.

S
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4.7.2 Design calculations for the RDF odour control system

The odour control system for the RDF facility is currently in final design and as such no
design information is available for review. As part of the SEW process with the EPA, all such
information will be provided in confidence.

4.7.3 Contingency arrangement for removal of biofilter media

In terms of contingency for removal of the biofiltration system bed medium, the following
elements have been incorporated into the design:
e The bed medium chosen will last a minimum of 10 to 15 years. The actual bed
medium itself will not breakdown.
e The bed medium can be blown into the biofilter and sucked out of the biofilter using
conventional blowers,
e The biofilter plenum floor provides sufficient structural integrity to allow the operation
of a bobcat and mini digger if required.
e The biofilter end walls have been positioned so as to allow bed medium to be directly
dumped to the lower floor allowing for quick removal and handling to occur indoors.
e The biofiltration system has been designed so as to deliver air into specific quadrants
(4 off). This allows for the operation of the odour control system at reduced capacity
when bed changeout is in operation.

In terms of removal, it is anticipated that the bed will be sucked qut of position over a period of
2 days using three blowers. When removed the overall bed be refilled easily within one
day using three blowing systems and wheel machineryi®Reduced treatment capacity is
provided within the design and the utilising of an ki rpb)uilding integrity and management
techniques will ensure no release of odours from t &@ility.

P
As part of the contingency arrangement, the { \Q;g@}rary addition of CLO; to the first stage acid
scrubber will ensure that the odours rele ﬁgﬁrom the biofilter treatment of odours from the
in-vessel composting vessels will meet ea%pecifications. A Two bed systems will also be
installed so as to allow one bed to }3\ te while the other is out of commission. Bypass
temporary ductwork will facilitate the%@assing of either system to ensure standby capacity.
&

The wetting of the biofiltration m m will occur during the blowing process. When filling has
been completed, the sprinklingsSystem will be reinstalled (easily removable and connectable)
and continuous recirculation of liquid and nutrients through out the bed will ensure equal and
sufficient moistening of the bed medium. The overall seeding process will occur through
recirculation of laboratory concentrated biomass delivered through the sprinkling system
specifically grown on the air stream to be treated thereby ensuring minimisation of
acclimatisation period and reduced full treatment lag times of approximately 24 hour. During
the fill phase suspended activate sludge (SAS) from the local wastewater treatment plant will
also be applied to the bed medium. This third generation biofiltration system facilitates optimal
design in terms of inlet air distribution, bed medium, process control and standby treatment
capabilities.

4.8 Brief overview of control philosophy of proposed SCADA system
for Odour Control systems to be located in Panda Waste Dry
Fermentation and RDF Facility.

The SCADA system for the odour control unit will be based on Invensys InTouch software,
which is an open and extensible HMI with cutting-edge graphical capabilities providing
incredible power and flexibility for application design.

InTouch software offers connectivity to the broadest range of automation devices in the

industry. In terms of the 1/O server and drivers the Woodhead Direct-Link™ SW1000
communication drivers will be used which provides data acquisition between Windows based
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applications (i.e. InTouch software) and industrial devices connected to Ethernet TCP/IP and
Serial networks. The Data Access server will be the Woodhead DAServer .

The 1/0 server will communicate with Advantech ADAM 4000/5000 modules. The ADAM-
4000/5000 series modules use the RS-485 communication protocol, the industry's most
widely used bi-directional, balanced transmission line standard. RS485 lets the ADAM-4000
series modules transmit and receive data at high rates over long distances (i.e. up to 4
kilometres).

A SCADA system will be installed upon both the odour control system upgrade to be installed
on the proposed Facility odour control system. The SCADA system will be installed on a PC
located within both the Facility control room building and main offices.

The SCADA system will be primarily used for the control, acquisition and trending of data
collected from each odour control system.

The use of the SCADA system will allow the following generic control and monitoring of the
odour control system. This includes:

e Extract flow rates will be automatically controlled through the on screen
tag but in addition these can also be set manually via the inverter drives.

e Logging of process data to include static pressure, flow, temperature, fan
speed, Power consumed, pH, liquid flow, Osg}atic pressures and hours of

operation. N
&
&

e This will allow for historical graphingsand trending of overall equipment
operation both continuously chistorically. All data collected will be
dumped to Excel type (*.CS)YTites for secure storage.

S
L&
. O & .
4.8.1 Dry fermentation and RDF Odé\ﬁl&)htrol systems monitoring and control
T

It is proposed to install the following %%Q&\ pressure sensors within the odour control system to
be located in the Facility. These inc@&e:

o Differential pressure segsor across the building envelope in order to ascertain
effective level of nega&i&é pressure applied to the building.

e Static pressure sensor on outlet duct work from in vessel composting tunnels. This
will allow for automatic adjustment of the biofilter and Acid scrubber fans to ensure
negative pressure upon the extraction line at all times. This will ensure minimization
of odour leakage from composting tunnels.

e Static pressure measurement between outlet of Acid scrubber and inlet to biofilter. In
conjunction with the static pressure reading before the acid scrubber, this will allow
for the display of differential pressure head loss across the acid scrubber. This will be
used to estimate wash down self-clean cycle time upon the acid scrubber.

e Temperature and Static pressure measurements throughout the RTO system
including inlet air plenum, each ceramic canister and within the combustion chamber.

e Static pressure monitoring across each high efficiency cyclone to ensure optimal
operation capacity.

e Static pressure measurement upon the ductwork run extracting odourous air from the
in vessel tunnels and general building ventilation air for each process.

e Static pressure sensors upon the inlet to all biofilters quadrants (between fan and
biofilter). This will allow for the measurement of pressure head loss across the
biofilter medium continuously and will be used as an alert mechanism for particulate
build-up and wash down sequence. The control of biomass and particulate can be
achieved through the use of the plenum floor and bed flushing.

e Static pressure sensor in the headspace of the biofilter. This will be used to control
the bifurcated fan extraction capacity to ensure a slight negative pressure in the
headspace of the biofilters. It will also aid equal air distribution within the bed medium
through equalization of pressure in the headspace of the bed. The VSD controlled
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bifurcated fans will automatically increase or decrease in speed depending on
headspace static pressure. In addition, in conjunction with static pressure readings on
the inlet of the biofilter bed mediums, overall differential pressure across the bed
medium can be displayed.

In addition the following additional sensors will be included within the design. These include:

e Liquid pressure sensor across the multistage gauze strainer system on biofiltration
irrigation line. This will be used to alarm when the gauze strainer requires cleaning
and also to display any significant changes in liquid backpressure as a result of
nozzle blockage.

e Continuous pH monitoring of recirculation liquid in the acid scrubber. This will be used
to control the dosing of H,SO, to ensure effective and efficient scrubbing of Ammonia
and amines from the highly contaminated primary and secondary composting tunnels.

e Continuous monitoring of liquid recirculation flow rate to ensure liquid delivery within
the acid scrubber and also to control the speed of the recirculation pump. This is a
more energy efficient method of controlling pump speed as opposed to using a
control valve. Using a gate or globe type control valve results in wastage of energy to
pump at full speed against a semi-closed valve.

e Continuous monitoring of acid storage tank high, high and low, low levels to ensure
acid availability for scrubbing at all times. This will be linked into an alarm whereby
early warning of acid depletion will be alarmed. In addition, the acid storage tank
bund will also be monitored for tank failure.

e Continuous monitoring of water storage tank high, highégmd low, low levels to ensure
water availability for biofiltration system. é\)

e Continuous monitoring of temperature and pressurein biomass boiler system.

e Continuous monitoring of pressure and te@p@%ture on combined dust / carbon

filtration system. SO
G

. : : : S : :
All monitoring equipment will have estabhsheg@a@gn values and alarm tags incorporated into
the SCADA to ensure optimal control an \‘?r@@bleshooting of the odour control system (i.e.
established and balanced set points f‘r@%ﬁﬁial commissioning). All alarms will be recorded
and logged and if any odour compla%@ég& recorded, then the specific operation of the odour
control system at the time of the ¢ C@Iaint can be verified through the review of historical
data. &
X

The following general controkﬁechanisms will be utilised for the control of the BTF odour
control system. These include:

e The exhaust airflow rates from the composting tunnels to be varied dependent on
process stage.

e The overall flowrate of gases fed to the acid scrubber and biofilter to be varied in
conjunction with the flow being fed from the composting tunnels.

e The makeup cooling air from the composting building to be fed post acid scrubber via
mechanically actuated damper.

e The exhaust rate from biofilter to be varied in response to the static pressure
measured above the biofilter bed.

e The extraction rate from the general composting building to be varied in line with
operation of the equipment within the composting building (excluding the operation of
the composting tunnels). The ability for the system to go into night/weekend setback
automatically but with the proviso of manual override in the event of changed working
practices.

e The irrigation system will be set to operate on an automatic period, however the
SCADA system is capable of allowing irrigation periods to be varied in response to
flow and humidity parameters if required.

e For the operation of the ammonia scrubber both scrubber liquor flowrate and pH of
the scrubbing liquor will be monitored and will be both, automatically and manually
variable.

e Provision for control of ventilation airflow rate dependent on effective negative
pressure application upon the composting building.

www.odourireland.com 28

EPA Export 10-09-2011:03:47:44



Document No. 2011A269(1) Panda Waste Ltd

The PC's running the SCADA software will be password protected to prevent unauthorized
alterations to the operation of the odour control systems.

As with other parameters manual override of the systems will be built into the programming
including trending, alarm set points and historical data recording.
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5. Results of odour dispersion modelling for Panda Waste Dry
Fermentation and RDF Facility operation.

AERMOD Prime (USEPA ver. 11103) and Aermap was used to determine the overall odour
impact of:
e The Dry Fermentation and RDF Facility design,

Impacts from individual stacks processes and combined are assessed in accordance with the
following requirements. These include:

1. EPA guidance documents “Odour impacts and odour emission control measures for
intensive agriculture, EPA, 2001,

2. AG4 - Air Dispersion Modelling from Industrial Installations Guidance Note (AG4) and
3. H Horizontal Guidance notes Parts 1 and 2, UK Environment Agency

Based on these publications, a value of less than 1.50 Oug/m?® at the 98" percentile of hourly
averages for 5 years of screened hourly sequential meteorological data was examined.

5.1 Odour dispersion modelling results for Scenarios 1 and 2.

. & .
AERMOD Prime (USEPA ver. 11103) was used to determln@\‘t’he overall odour impact of the
proposed Panda Waste Dry Fermentation and RDF Facilitxﬁesign.
N
The output data was analysed to calculate the follwzg@\.
SE
L&
Ref Scenario 1: 65\0 &
e Predicted odour emission contti Q@% of overall proposed dry fermentation and RDF
facility design operation to s¢t§r ding population (see Tables 4.2 and 4.3), to odour
plume dispersal at the og™ pgb% ntile for a ground level concentration of less than or

equal to 1.50 Oug m* (see\l%‘igure 8.2).

N
c®
All dispersion-modelling computations give the odour concentration at each 50-meter x y

Cartesian grid receptor location that is predicted to be exceeded for 2% (175 hours) and
0.50% (44 hours) of hourly sequential meteorological data over seven years.

This will allow for the predictive analysis of any potential impact on the neighbouring sensitive
locations while either the facility is in operation. It will also allow the operators of the facility to
assess the effectiveness of their suggested odour abatement/minimisation strategies. The
intensity of the odour from the two or more sources of the facility operation within the Recycling
facility will depend on the strength of the initial odour threshold concentration from the sources
and the distance downwind at which the prediction and/or measurement is being made. Where
the odour emission plumes from a number of sources combine downwind, then the predicted
odour concentrations may be higher than that resulting from an individual emission source. It is
important to note that various odour sources have different odour characters. This is important
when assessing those odour sources to minimise and/or abate. Although an odour source may
have a high odour emission rate, the corresponding odour intensity (strength) may be low and
therefore is easily diluted.

5.1 Meteorological data

Dublin airport meteorological station Year 2002 to 2006 inclusive was used for input to
Aermod Prime. This allowed for the determination of overall odour impact from the proposed
facility design on the surrounding population over the 5 years. The analysis of 5 years of
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meteorological data is preferred over a single year as it provides more statistical significant
estimates of predicted worst case ground level concentrations. In addition, it is recommended
in many regulatory documents (UK and Irish EPA) that at least 5 years be assessed.

The wind rose plot and statistical aspects of the meteorological file are contained in Section 9.
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6. Discussion of results from dispersion modelling study

This section provides discussion on the results obtained during the study.

6.1 Predicted odour impact assessment of proposed Panda Waste Dry
Fermentation and Composting Facility (ref: Scenario 1)

The plotted odour concentrations of < 1.50 Oug m™ for the 98" for the proposed Panda Waste
Dry Fermentation and RDF Facility operation is illustrated in Figure 8.2.

As can be observed in Figure 8.2, it is predicted that odour plume spread is in a easterly
direction of approximately 40 metres from the boundary of the facility with no sensitive
receptors impacted by the plume. All resident locations in the vicinity of the proposed facility
operations will perceive an odour concentration less than 1.50 Oug/m® at the 98" percentile of
hourly averages for 5 years of screened hourly sequential meteorological data. In accordance
with odour impact criterion in Sections 5, and in keeping with currently recommended odour
impact criterion in this country, no long-term odour impacts will be generated by receptors in
the vicinity of the proposed facility operations.

It is therefore concluded that following the implementation of key odour minimisation,
mitigation and management techniques, that all residential and business receptors in the
vicinity of the proposed facility will not experience nuisance odours with all receptors
perceiving an odour concentration less than 1.50 Oug/m® for the 98" percentile of hourly
averages for 5 years of screened hourly sequential meteor% ical data (see Table 6.1 and
Figure 8.2). &
QY
The implementation of an odour management sc?%\d\ and plan for the operating site will
ensure that this is maintained throughout the Iif\%@&t\% facility.

Q&
Table 6.1. Predicted ground level concentr@ﬂi@ of odour at the 98" percentile of hourly
averages for worst case meteorological yﬁbﬁublin 2004.

Receptor identity X COQ?%\@Q ¥ coord Prgg(i)cutfgsf:eairact?g;iIe
(m)< (m) 3
3 (Oug/m™)
R1 297498.3 269436.6 0.78
R2 c2)97573.5 269493.2 0.57
R3 297654.7 269498.3 0.63
R4 297395.3 269510.8 0.52
R5 297355.4 269515 0.50
R7 297281.2 269519.7 0.42
R8 297299.3 269380.5 0.51
R9 297744.7 269499.2 0.58
R10 297629.6 268891.5 0.49
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7. General conclusions
The following general conclusions were drawn from the study:

1. This document provides the structure and methodologies for the development of an
overall odour management, minimisation and mitigation procedure for the relevant
operating entities at the Panda Waste Dry fermentation and Refuse derived fuel
facility.

2. The overall proposed odour mitigation techniques are based on sound engineering
principles and proven design. All such technologies are in operation for the
management of odours at many facilities throughout the world (references included
with documentation). The overall incorporation of robust preventative maintenance
procedures, containment measures, focused extraction, zoned ventilation, SCADA
control, monitoring, trending and data-logging and multiple stages of treatment will
ensure that odours will not cause impact on the surrounding area and that the odour
control systems (biotrickling filter and Regenerative thermal oxidiser) will operate at
optimal capacity.

3. The Dry fermentation and RDF facility design will ensure that all ground level
concentratlon of odours at the nearest sensitive receptors will be less than 1.50
Oug/m® at the 98" percentile of hourly averages for five years of screened hourly
sequential meteorological data in the vicinity of the facility. The implementation of
odour management, minimisation and mitigation techniques and technologies
outlined in the overall facilities operation will achi the specified odour impact
criterion to prevent nuisance odours at nearest reééential and business neighbours
(see Figures 8.2). o{\\\d@

4. This overall document provides a q@gy and engineering design for the
implementation of odour minimisationgiy n jation and control of odour emissions from
the facility operations and prov\@@\ the backbone development of an odour
management and preventative m@irfenance plan for the processes. The guaranteed
emission rates of odours from\‘f@\overall facility operations will provide compliance
with the odour impact cnten&noQ}smtamed in Section 5 of this document.

&
&

S
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8. Odour contour plots from dispersion modelling assessment using AERMOD Prime dispersion modelling software
and 5 years of screened meteorological data for Panda Waste Dry Fermentation and RDF facility operation - Location

layout map

Figure 8.1. Aerial diagram of proposed Panda Waste Dry Fermentation and RDF Facility design and proposed boundary (===)

www.odourireland.com
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R10

Figure 8.2. Predicted odour emission contribution of proposed overall Panda Waste Dry Fermentation and RDF Facility operation to odour plume dispersal
for the 98" percentile for an odour concentration of <1.50 Oug m™ ( === for worst case meteorological year Dublin 2004.
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9. Meteorological

modelling exercise

data examined and used

in

Panda Waste Ltd

the dispersion

Table 9.1. Tabular illustration of Dublin Airport meteorological files for Years 2002 to 2006

inclusive (5 years).

5 year Meteorological file for Dublin Airport 2002 to 2006 inclusive
Dir\speed | 70 | U 0t | e | s | mis. | Tow
0.0 0.67 0.50 0.99 0.44 0.07 0.02 2.70
22.5 0.15 0.48 1.04 0.48 0.16 0.00 2.31
45.0 0.11 0.31 1.27 0.67 0.21 0.01 2.57
67.5 0.07 0.24 1.55 0.86 0.38 0.05 3.15
90.0 0.13 0.44 2.28 0.95 0.31 0.11 4.22
112.5 0.17 0.68 2.62 0.80 0.16 0.04 4.48
135.0 0.22 0.79 4.10 2.61 0.76 0.14 8.63
157.5 0.22 0.70 2.39 1.61 0.58 0.08 5.58
180.0 0.20 0.45 1.30 0.77 0.32 0.05 3.09
202.5 0.17 0.42 2.26 2.14 0.93 0.23 6.15
225.0 0.19 0.62 4.21 453 2.18 0.61 12.34
2475 0.20 0.64 4.91 5.29 2.73 0.87 14.63
270.0 0.19 0.73 5.39 4.27 2450 0.63 13.20
2925 0.19 0.68 4.23 213 |%0.66 0.13 8.03
315.0 0.26 0.53 2.77 1335 0.26 0.04 5.20
3375 0.23 037 | 151 |£0F8 | 015 | 0.04 3.07
Total 3.39 858 | 42.825}.99.66 | 11.86 | 3.04 99.36
Calms - - Sl - - - 0.56
Missing - - | &L - - - 0.08
Total - pERE - - - 100.00
S
RS
&
QO
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Wind Speed
(m/s)
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Figure 9.1. Windrose illustration of meteorolog@\@@s Dublin Airport 2002 to 2006 inclusive.
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Brendan OReilly Phone: 046-29008
Simonstown Lane Mobile 087-819901 0
Proudstown E-mail: boreilyl@eircom.net

N&V
Co. Meath

Noise & Vibration Consultants Ltd

Reg No: IE 8298170M
Principal: Brendan O’Reilly MSc (Noise & Vibration) ISEE SFA EAA

Noise Impact Associated with Change to Furnace Option including Activated
Carbon Filter.

I have assessed the noise impacts from the phase 4 recycling facility for Panda Waste
at Rathdrimagh, Beauparc, Navan, Co. Meath. I have assg§sed the noise impact of the
proposed change to introduce a Biomass furnacgc')&c\lnd Activated Carbon Filter

o
including an exhaust fans instead of an RTO. éz? oS

) e

N
The furnace fan is rated externally a&eﬁﬁsﬁ%A and is predicted to be inaudible at the

boundary of the Panda Waste s1tQ0*]1§\8’ Activated Carbon Filter extraction fan is rated
at 45 dBA and is also predlcteQ&o be inaudible at the boundary of the Panda Waste
Site. QOQ

There will be a negligible noise impact associated to the proposed changes.

Report Prepared by: ~~ Brendan O’Reilly, Noise & Vibration Consultants Ltd
(August 2011)

Noise & Vibration Consultants Ltd 1
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APPENDIX 5
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