
 

Dear Sir, 

The IPC should refuse consent for the Proposed Rookery South Energy from Waste Generating Station 
(EfW) for the following reasons.  

The Covanta health assessment predicts that there will be no effect to human health. This does not take 
into account dioxin levels that are emitted from the stack top. Dioxins are a carcinogen as designated by 
the World Health Organisation.  

I live very close to the old A421, now replaced and designated as a C road. Already HGV traffic has 
started to use this road in preference to the new Duelled A421. There is no way a lorry destined for a road 
accessed a couple of hundred yards past the village would use the new road to head past the turning, then 
join the old road at the far end and travel the 2 miles back down it. This will mean that we have a very 
large number of waste carrying lorries passing within 100m of my house.  

I will also be affected by the empty lorries heading away and loosing small items of waste that have failed 
to remain in the proposed facility, bringing dirt, odours and pests to the area.  

I would suggest that the fly-ash that will also be transported out from the proposed site will also become a 
toxic hazard whilst being moved along the same road, additionally as an asthmatic, I believe my health 
will be affected by the increased pollutants levels caused by the lorries diesel engines passing so close to 
my house.  

House prices in the village are already affected by the threat of the EFW facility, if it goes through I 
believe we will all suffer from a further drastic drop in prices loosing thousands on our equity and 
pushing many people into negative equity. This will prevent most of us from moving away should the 
proposal go ahead.  

Typical for a valley, the area has a micro climate that has the unusual effect of trapping airborne 
pollutants. This was tested for and proven with the old brickwork chimneys. Additionally, when the wind 
does blow it is in a direction that would move the pollutants from the proposed facility towards the 
village.  

When there was an open inquiry about the health effects of this, the "party agnostic" man who chaired it 
treated us like idiots. He refused to accept findings from experts instead preferring to accept Covanta's 
findings as gospel, he was belittling and rude - hardly independent.  

Covanta have used many forms of disinformation and blocking tactics to try and improve their standing.  

         The energy created will not be enough for the number of houses Covanta state, unless they all only 
use 300W each, the average 3 bed, 2 story house uses over 3 times that - more disinformation. 

         Covanta now promote that fact that they will be setting up a fund of £50K annually for the forest 
centre in the vale. The forest centre trust have stated that they have no view on the proposal however the 
donation is now listed in the top 4 reasons to back the proposal. 

         Covanta state that there will be a maximum of X number of lorries – independent experts already 
picked their arguments to pieces only to be stonewalled. 

         Meetings have been poorly advertised, or organised at times when it is hard for the public to attend. 

         At meetings, Covanta have suggested that the public need not bring legal assistance then ensure they 
have a team of legal aids. 



  

Bedfordshire recycles, this furnace needs things to burn and will encourage that over recycling. This 
would be a backward step in altering peoples mindset and could cause the continued throw-away culture 
we are working so hard to end in our area.  

The site will also be lit up 24x7, causing upset to me and also wildlife. We are only now starting to 
remove light pollution from our country and here Covanta are planning on creating a small amount of 
energy – some of which will be wasted on light pollution around the proposed facility.  

There are so many unknowns that I fear for the health of my 8 year old son who will grow up so close to 
this beast. As will all of the other children in the village and surrounding area.  

No-one in their right mind wants this on their doorstep. I asked one of the Covanta employees to honestly 
state that he would be happy to live with his family within 5 miles of the proposed facility and he refused. 
I would suggest that no member of Covanta management lives anywhere near to any of their facilities.  

Covanta Energy, a U.S.-based waste incineration firm, has been cited by U.S. regulatory agencies forthe 
following violations of environmental and labour statutes (there are many others – these are but a select 
few):  

Environmental Violations 

In October 2008, the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection fined Covanta U.S. $45,600 
for excessive emissions of toxic nickel and related compounds at an incinerator the company operates 
near Philadelphia. Nickel emissions for a waste combustor at the plant were more than twice the 
permitted level, according to tests conducted in November 2006. Nickel compounds are known human 
carcinogens, according to the World Health Organization.  

In September 2008, the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection cited Covanta for 
exceeding the allowable emission rate for dioxins and furans at its incinerator in Pittsfield by nearly 350%, 
according to tests conducted in 2007. The agency also cited the facility for failing to report other 
violations of its operating permit during 2008, and fined Covanta U.S. $7,653. The World Health 
Organization also classifies dioxin as a known human carcinogen.  

The Florida Department of Environmental Protection fined Covanta U.S. $11,100 in July 2008 for 
excessive dioxin/furan emissions at the company’s incinerator in Okahumpka earlier that year.  

In September 2007, the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection cited Covanta for excessive 
dioxin/furan emissions at the company’s incinerator in Wallingford during July 2007.  

In March 2006, the Hawaii Department of Health found that an incinerator Covanta operates near 
Honolulu had exceeded the emission limits for dioxin/furan and lead during 2005, and fined the company 
U.S. $6,200.  

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection has repeatedly cited Covanta for air pollution at 
three incinerators the company operates in that state. During 2009, the agency has fined Covanta U.S. 
$26,900 for violations at a facility in Warren County from 2003 to 2007, and U.S. $20,000 for violations 
at a facility in Union County from 2007 to 2009. The violations at both incinerators included excessive 
emissions of sulphur dioxide and carbon monoxide.  

In August 2008, the New Jersey agency also fined Covanta U.S. $14,025 for air pollution violations at the 
company’s incinerator in Newark from 2006 to 2008, including for illegal carbon monoxide emissions 
and for exceeding the state’s “opacity” limits for visible emissions. 

  



The Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection has repeatedly cited an incinerator Covanta 
operates in rural Lancaster County for air pollution violations. Since 2005, the agency has issued ten 
“consent assessments” against Covanta at the facility, penalizing the company a total of U.S. $131,800. 
The violations have included excessive emissions of sulfur dioxide, carbon monoxide, hydrogen chloride, 
and nitrogen oxide from 2004 to 2008. 

 Labour Standards  

In June 2009, the U.S. Department of Labour cited Covanta for serious violations of safety rules at its 
incinerator in West Wareham, Massachusetts, and imposed penalties of U.S. $13,500. The violations 
included an accumulation of fly ash on energized 208-volt electrical equipment, flexible cords “hot-
wired” into electrical equipment as a substitute for fixed wiring, unguarded lamps exposing workers to 
burn hazards, and emergency lighting units missing or not functioning.  

The Department cited the same Covanta facility in April 2009 for safety violations found during an 
October 2008 inspection, and fined the company U.S. $6,375. The unsafe conditions included electrical 
equipment “maintained” with cardboard and duct tape, and improper storage of oxygen and acetylene 
cylinders side-by-side with no barrier between them.10 In addition, the safety agency had previously cited 
Covanta for failing to require employees fighting a fire inside the West Wareham plant in March 2007 to 
wear appropriate protective clothing.  

In May 2009, the U.S. National Labour Relations Board issued a complaint charging Covanta with 
maintaining illegal work rules at 46 Covanta facilities throughout the U.S. The government’s complaint is 
scheduled for a hearing in October 2009.  

In June 2009, the Board amended its complaint, charging Covanta with numerous other unfair labour 
practices at the West Wareham plant, including by illegally withholding bonuses and wage increases from 
employees at the facility because they had voted for union representation  

These arguments from the US demonstrate that the company has a track record of negligence which I 
wholly believe will continue in the UK.   

  

Kind regards 

 


