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Application for a review of Industrial Emissions Licence from Indaver Ireland 
Limited for the Carranstown Waste-to-Energy Facility, Duleek, Co. Meath. 

Licence Reg. 
0167-03. 

On behalf of the Louth And Meath Health Protection Group and the Droghecla 
Environmental Team I would like to make the f o l l o ~  ing objections in relation to 
the above Proposal 

We will preface our objections by stating that i n  our opinion the E.P.A. needs to be 
aware that they serve tlie people and must be iiioi-c meaningfill tbi- the ordinary 
citizen. I n  this geographical area public confidence in the EPA and planning 
authorities is ai1 issue and there is a quiet and critical anger of processes that time and 
again favour the applicant. For instance in  at least three separate applications before 
Bord Pleanala the Inspector found in part or in whole \n ith ob-jectors however on each 
occasion the Iiispectors decision was overturned by the Board. 

In the current application the EPA Inspectors report appears to  accept the statements of the 
applicant without critically questioning them. For instance a t  the Bord Pleanala hearing it 
was accepted that t  the plant had a number of unplanned shutdowns . Other 
instances of unquestioning acceptance of the applicant's arguments are 
detailed below. 

The first issue \ne wish to raise is coiicei-ii in the Louth/East Meath ai-ea ahout hcalth. 
Hcalth pattei-iis aiid local geography are an issue. Ovci- last number o f  years there 
seems to  be more mcdical problems within this area than ei'er before. including rising 
nunibci- of asthmatics, iieu and rising numbers o f  people sulycriiig 
soincthing that used to be on the decline. not anyiiiorc. 

ith Icukaciiiiii . 

New cases of it  all around north east ai-ea non., young and old. nobody safe or 
immune from it; Please note Ii-ish Tiiiics report 4th December 20  13 aiid the rcfereiice 
that Ireland is N o  4 in the European Cancer league. What role has tlie EPA in  this . 
F 1-0 i n  the E P A i n  i s si o i i  stat em en t 7 1 1  ( j  E1 i I >ii.o I I 11 I P I  i t ~i I PIY) tccf io1 I .4 gcri (11, i s  ci t th c>, f j . 0  I  I  t 
lit I ( 7  q f ' P I  I  1 3 i  I  *o 11 I 7 I  ct I tu I 11 I Y) te ct io I I L i I  I  11 p o lic , i I icy, I ti. (VIS I I I  YJ t 11 I i t 11- cl 1u I I  d 's c I  i I '  ir -o I I  17 i e I i t 
is prof cct c d ,  1117 tl 1 i 'c i  I T  i o  I I  it o I -  ('11 11 I  1gc~s ii I 1'1 I I ,isoil 1 7 1  ( 1  I  I f ci I t I Y] I  I r1.c to clot clc't (JII 1-11. 1 I U I - I I  ii ig 
.signs qf'iieglcct 01' ~lctci.ior.citioti. 

S o  where are the EPA 111 relation to the dctcnoratiiig health i n  the region. Do people 
not matter to the EPA? Fui-thct health concei-lis are tletailcd beloLv. We contend that 
this is an area with population Iicdtli sensitivity due to ui7kiiown pre-existing rcasoiis 
and it appears that i t  is not possible to get public adininirtrat~oii to engage with this 
perspeetike at all. The i3.P A. aiid HSE are caxs  111 point" 

Add to this mix the question of the sea-dumping of munitions since 1920. U p  to 
now authorities have treated this as being of no consequence. Many people talk about 
the impact of Sellarfield and indeed ha\ e campaigned hard against i t  i n  the p'ist. but 
sea-duinpiiig is a more important issue because there is mol-e human resilience to 
radiation than exposure to environmental TNT and break don 11 pioducts. The 

    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 06-01-2015:23:01:21



pathway o f  en~.ironmciital exposure to explosivic products is beach activities and air- 
born sea-spray. 
i i i  o \mi en t o t' d i s 13 I ac cd \v a t  ci-. 

Aggravating factors are sea currents tides, trawlers nets and the 

OcI o LIT Ab  at em en t : 
Tli e I nspec t o rs report s t a t e 4 that t he a pp 1 i cat 1 on t l i  a t M i t i gci t 1 o 11 i i i  ca s LI res 21 rc I 11 p 1 ace 
to ensure odoui-. nuisances arc minimised. This is not the case as the report clearly 
states that: 
* Incia\ er does not propose to  iii;iiiitaiii the o d o u r  abatcment unit  to extract ochrous ail- 
fi-oin the bunker. . 

The Inspectors report erroneously states that thei-e were no odour coiiiplaiiits i n  20 13 
and there has been only otic so far i n  2014. There have been several coiiiplaints t o  
Environiiiental Officers 111 Louth regarding odours from the Dulcek area. Tlie fact 
that these complaints have not been made to the EPA speaks volumes about their ( the 
EPA) lack of presence in one o f  the inost industrialised areas in the country . 

We are calliizg.fi)r tlw odour ubatcvirerzt iiriit to extract odoroiis air,fi.oni the hiiizker 
to remuiii in place arid that tltr Liceiice shoiilcl coiituirz that coizciitioii. 

Best Available Technologies: 

The Inspcctors rcport references \wious Bref Reports but omits to reference 
WI BREF (08..2006) Reference Document on the Best Available Techniques for 
Waste I n ci 11 era t i o 11 A ug u s t 2 006 TI1 i s doc u i i i  cii t ma k es scv el-al i iii port ant ti n d i 11 g s 
i n  relation to ha/arcloLis \\ aste streams ancl the most appropriate technology. It clearly 
statcs tha t  the BAT h i -  lin/ar(lous \\ aste is a 1-otnry kiln incinerator. 

Thc Inspectors report states that the Ekokcm Incinerator refci-cnced by Indaver in  their 
application burns hazardous waste with 1 
incorrect . The Mo\.ii 
streams exceed the 1 ' 
in the Rotary Kiln incinerators. 

than 1 (%, chlorine content. This is 
Grate Incinci-ator burns MSW waste only. If MSW waste 

chlorine they ai-e consiclcrccl hazardous waste and arc burned 

F urt 11 cnno re t h c I n s p cc t o r stat cs t 11 at . t 11 e app 11 cant li as selected the proposed 11 CM 

waste streams based on the succcssful treatment of such wastes 111 similar grate 
furnace technology in Europe. e.g. . .Ekokem in Finland 

Tlie waste streams burned in line 4 in  Ekokem arc different than that wliich is 

proposed by Indavcr. For example : 

    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 06-01-2015:23:01:21



Indaver is suggesting that these Li'astes arc dealt n.ith on a moving grate incinerator 
so to suggest there is a direct comparison is incorrect. 

It is incumbent on the EPA to conduct its o n n  research into the facilities and 
waste s t r e a m  incinerated in Line 4 a t  Ekokeni as it is presented as an example 
for this country to follow. I t  IS not good enough for the EI'A to blindly accept what 
the applicant is stating. 

Bottom Ash; 

As the proposal is to burn ha/ardous Lvaste the bottom ash itself should also be 
considered Hazardous as i n  otlierjurisdictions. Has thc EPA a policy on this issue? 

Would i t  not be prudent prior to a license being given to have a number of'test 
bums so that sampling and analysis of the bottom ash would take place. 

The requirement that Indaver should use accredited laboratories should re reinstated 
in tlie Licence for tcsting bottom Ash . I t  is unacceptable that the Inspectors 
recommendation of using ' accredited laboratory wlzere possible would be even 
considered given that this is , i n  Irish terms. a novcl process. 

The applicant slioirld be reyirircrl to liuve CI iriiiiiber of test hirriis wit11 tlie I I Y W  1iii-v 
oj'wii.ste streants to ascertain tlie corripositiori of tlir bottom asli prior to aiiy 
liceirsiiig decision rcrtlier thein srrbseyirriit to it. ,4 ccrrtlited Icrboratories o i i  I$ sliould 
he ircceptecl, jiw testing all waste strennis. 

Increase in Waste Accepted: 
The rcason given to increase the amount of n astc rccci\ ed by Incla\ er is t o  increase 
the cdorific \ d u e  of\vliat is being incineiated. Inda\ ei IS seehing to process inore 
waste in  order to ache \  e the design tliei-m,il output. This is the onl) conyideration 
that should be considered b j  the EPA and the) have failed to do $0. AAdditional 
aqueous waste will onl) serve to loner  the calorific \ d u e .  Whj is it necessar) to 
burn additional oil? 

A mLijJor question was asked by thc Bord Pleanala (PM0004) and i t  IS this : Arc 
Indaver currently accepting 220.000 tpa and are they licensed to accept this amount? 
It' not what sanctions have they faced from the EPA? 

Medical Waste; Why is Medical Waste being Iicesened. Throughout the Bord 
Pleanala process tlie company indicated that they would not proceed with this type of 
waste. Indeed the extremely dubious rcpoi-t that the increase i n  waste would decrease 
traffic in  the area was based on the fict that medical waste would not be accepted. 
We would wfkreiice tlie Borrl Plerrricrlu Iiispectors report : Here I must obsen e that. 
as I read the current alteration proposal by Indaver. there is no formal proposal to An 
Bord Pleaiiala to withdraw proposals for certain healthcare \ \ a t e  acceptance 
as perm i t t ed u nder PA 002 6. 
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However Indaver has signalled its up-to-date intention not to pursue the 
acceptance of such jvaste, and the acceptance of such waste may be excluded 
from any EPA licence issued. Traffic geiiei-ation arising fi-om healthcare waste 
acceptance was raised as a signi ticant issue at the oi-a1 hearing on PA0026. 
Who are we to believe? 
‘The applicant Iias continuously . played I tlie various regulatory authorities. chmging 
their story to suit the circumstances . Another example being its original applications 
to An Board Pleanala and EI’A, promising it u.ould never bui-n hazardous Lvastc 
within this plant. saying that the plant did not 1ia1.c tlie capacity to deal with such 
waste, what’s changed now, nothing is the aiis\ver. same plant, nothing new added, 
So why is the EPA I’roposing to issue a licence to this company to b u m  ham-dous 
waste there, when the companv theniselves are clearly on record on many occasions 
as saying i t  was * N o t  designed to  burn such waste., how can the EPA even think 
about granting a licence at this stage. 

Wa.st~streatns.f~nn? healtlicare , hosyitcrls irniversities i r r t i l  veti~riiinrians rtiiist not 
be liceii.seil. 

C h r o mi u m 
Anyone with chemistry experience \ \ i l l  tell you that Chromium 15 tlie most acutely 
dangerous chemical and where i t  IS  to  be found there must be extra vigilance and tha t  
is why our  colleague James Rounti-ee lias made a special point of raising i t .  I do not 
like the total Cr idea because the 6 valency C‘r compuiicls on the \vliolc are so iiiucli 
more dangerous. The incineration process pi-oduccs both ~ i n d  v, c can cupect the Cr 1V 
and Cr Vi to be appoi-tioned on a 40/60 basis 01- a ci-utle rule of tliuinb 50%. 
Decaying Chi-omates ~ ~ 1 1 1  produce frec Chromic Acid in the a i l  o r  i n  a n y  moisture 
SI t uat 1011. 

(Please refer to James submission at tlie Indaver Roi-d Pleanala Oral Hearing 20 12. If 
CrVlI is outside Irish industrial policy (in contradistinction to total Cr). remember we 
arc inti-oducing i t  to an  ;ire;i that is alrcady possibly sensitised as lias been outlined. I n  
tlie list of heavy metals emitted C r  \vi11 be the greatest by \vlui i ic .  

Specific Health problem 
Also a new health problem we have iicvcr seen before, one that is very rare, a 
syndrome called Gullian ~ Barre, whicli attacks tlie immune system, can cripple and 
or  kill people, and even if recovering leaves that person Lwy vulnerable health 11 1st‘ 

go I ng for \v ard . 
In most countries this is seen at 1 i n  100,000 people. but here in the Duleek village 
alone, with only mine 6.000 of a population, we  ha^^ 4 confiriiied cases, and t w o  
others been investigated as we speak. 
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We don't know what is causing this yet. but 
investigation by all tlie medical experts ancl go~~ei-niiient health agencies as soon as 
possible. and outlines why n'c slioulcl not be doing anything tiirtlier that u.oiiIc1 
CO in p ro in i se our  Iiea I t 11 and o U r cii v i ro mi en t . Tlz rryfi)rr tli r urrlrlitioiz a1 waste streuiii s 
i d  toii i iqe slioirlcl iiot he Iicriiseil iriitil tlir cuirso of'this clirstcr.ing is i1eteririiiic.d. 

believe i t  ncccls urgent attention and 

What ever tlie outcome of this proposal . the EPA. gi\ en all tlie industrial cliallcngcs 
tliat exist within this region. must open a regional EPA office as soon as possible. 
inoii i t o ri ng t 11 es e 131 a i i  t s fi-o i n  a f i  r i s s 1 i n  13 1 y n () t good en o ii  gh. 

They iiectl on site management and regular clay and Liii;iiiiiouiicecI nightly visits to 
bi-ing any sort of confidence that they are coinplying with there licence conditions, 
self regulation as ~ v e  have now. is equal to no regulation, and is simply not good 
enough, especially if tlie company is goiiig to be allowed move into hazardous ivaste 
disposal, and also increase there tonnage anytime they like, without even the local 
coin i n  uii it y groups been i i i  forin ed 13 roper1 y re s alii e. 

What e \ w  the outcome of this proposal . the EPA, given all tlie industrial challenges 
that exist within this region. must open a regional EPA office as soon as possible, 
monitoring these plants from afar is simply not good enough, 

And who will take the responsibility \vlien something goes wrong at this plant, one 
thing is for sure. The EPA cannot say they \vcre iiot told, or ~varned of this situation, 
and possible health implications and Dangers tliat may come with i t .  

All the various coininunity groups and individuals opposing this licence have and 
continue to make scire that all rcle\ ant authorities including the EPA are anare of 
these very important facts before making final decision re this particular licence: 

Michael O'Do\vd 
78 Chord Iioad Di-ogheda 
CO Louth 

    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 06-01-2015:23:01:21



    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 06-01-2015:23:01:21


