Statement against proposal for waste gasification plant at Binn Farm, for presentation to Development Control Committee on Wednesday 19 October, M. Gallagher

The arguments against this proposal fall into three categories – cost, health and the environment.

Cost

Back in 2006, the Head of Development Standards reported to this committee that without a new incinerator, the Council would incur annual fines of £5.7 million for breaching European landfill quotas.
 SITA’s representative gleefully repeated this. 

Of course we now know this was incorrect. The Council’s new Waste Plan says – “…there is no immediate economic imperative for the Council to procure a residual waste treatment facility.”
 

Municipal authorities across Europe and around the world are turning away from incineration, not only because it is harmful to people and the environment, but also because it is unbelievably expensive. That is why Lancashire County Council has completely rejected incineration in favour of intensive measures to reduce, reuse and recycle.
 

I use the term ‘incineration’ as it is used in European law to include gasification and pyrolysis.

Environment

The Council’s planning rules place great emphasis on protecting the environment. For example, the Perth Area Local Plan includes amongst its objectives:  “To apply principles of sustainable development and anticipate a future with increasing conservation of natural resources.”

Waste incineration, destroys natural resources and is fundamentally unsustainable, recovering a tenth of the energy used to make the products in our rubbish.
  

It also adds greatly to global warming. Burning one tonne of waste represents the emission of up to five tonnes of CO2 – 3 tonnes from making the products in our rubbish
 and a further 2 tonnes from the combustion process.
 

Of course SITA will claim that only non-recyclable waste will be burnt. What, though, will this consist of – Polythene bags? Crisp packets? The lids from plastic bottles? No-one seems to know. 

The point is that there are very few things that cannot be recycled, and the number is falling all the time. Tetrapak drinks cartons, second-hand timber – even disposable nappies can now be recycled. And recycling creates up to 39 times more jobs than incineration.

However if we build incinerators that need to be fed rubbish for 25 years, there will be no incentive to improve recycling. Dumfries and Galloway Council now turns plastics, wood, textiles, paper and cardboard into fuel for the new incinerator in Dumfries.
 

Health

On the subject of health, the proposed plant is not of a proven design. A similar plant in Dumfries has been an environmental catastrophe, driving local people mad with noise, and producing hundreds of emergency releases of toxic fumes. As a result the plant is nearly 3 years behind schedule and is yet to produce a single watt of electricity.
  

A report by Health Protection Scotland from 2009, co-published by SEPA, concludes that more research is needed to be sure about the safety of modern incinerators, and “rarer cancers, may occur in very small numbers.”
 This is not reassuring. 

Many harmful emissions, such as dioxins, are only measured twice a year. According to the United States Environment Protection Agency, even the tiniest amount of dioxins can cause cancer and harm the mental and sexual development of infants. In 2008 the Baldovie incinerator was found to be emitting over 100 times the legal limit for dioxins.  

Earlier this year I spoke to the SEPA officer in charge of monitoring the Baldovie incinerator. I asked her if she would be happy to live near an incinerator. She replied:

“I wouldn’t be happy, but I wouldn’t move. I’d make sure SEPA was doing its job properly. There is an increased risk – of course there is. There’s also amenity issues such as smell.”

The question is, if SEPA’s own expert wouldn’t be happy to live near an incinerator, would you – especially if you had a young family?
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