| object to the environmental permit application in respect of the proposed incinerator at
the Belmont site.

Reference: $13/006

As per my email to community-safety@calderdale.gov.uk on Thursday 28 March 2024, |
have requested an extension to the objection deadline in respect of the above application
whilst | await a response to an EIR request | have submitted.

| am hereby submitting an interim objection within the published deadline. However
allowing me the opportunity to update the various statistics included in my objection to
incorporate the latest AQMA data would be relevant to a decision in respect of this
application. | will send in an updated objection once | have received and analysed the data
which | have requested in my EIR request.

| would like to bring the following points to your attention as | feel these are relevant to the
application. | expand on each of these points in the body of my objection:

Environmental team failure to notify interested parties of this application

Application is the same as the one the Inspectorate rejected and the applicant decided not
to challenge his decision by Judicial Review - the correct process for challenging the
Inspector’s decision has not been followed

Environmental team misleading the community with inconsistent messages regarding the
AQMA recorded data

Air Quality Management Area Monitoring Station — failings and lack of PM2.5 monitoring
Existing Air Quality Levels

Condition 5.9 of the draft environmental permit that was produced at the start of the earlier
appeal hearing should not have been removed

Weather and Monitoring - Air quality modelling in the application, Thermal Inversions,
Weather Modelling and Met Office Expert Opinion

Resource Capacity Issues, Budget Deficit, Spending Cuts and Lack of Expert Knowledge
within the Environmental and Planning Teams

Inaccurate data in application submission documents

Concerns in respect of the Calder Valley Skip Hire Environmental Management System for
the Small Waste Incineration Plant document provided by RPS

Council Officers failure to record complaints in respect of existing permit breaches

Other Relevant Points



Environmental team failure to notify interested parties of this
application

The Environmental Team have once again failed to notify all interested parties of an
application in respect of this site.

| have objected to every application whether it be: planning applications, environmental
permit, or decision appeals made by CVSH in respect of the incinerator and have not
received a notification of this latest application for an environmental permit by letter or by
email.

| am aware that some notifications have been sent to some individuals.

| question how the Environmental Team have selected who to notify and why have | not
received a notification?

Application is the same as the one the Inspectorate rejected and
the applicant decided not to challenge his decision by Judicial
Review - the correct process for challenging the Inspector’s decision
has not been followed

This application is for: the same operation, the same equipment, at the same location, the
stack height is unchanged, it is still in green belt and still closely surrounded by the same
trees which are taller than the stack height, it is still burning the same material and
operating the same hours as the previous application for an Environmental Permit which
was considered and rejected by Inspector Mr John Woolcock BNatRes(Hons) MURP DipLaw
MRTPI appointed by the Secretary of State.

The Operator’s previous application S13/005 was eventually considered by Inspector Mr
John Woolcock who was appointed by the Secretary of State resulting in his decision on 5th
July 2023 in which he states:

at 42. “I am not satisfied on the evidence adduced that the proposal complies with IED
Article 46 1., which requires that waste gases from waste incineration plants and waste co-
incineration plants shall be discharged in a controlled way by means of a stack the height of
which is calculated in such a way as to safeqguard human health and the environment.”

also at 42. “I am unable to find that the necessary measures have been taken to ensure that
waste management would be carried out without endangering human health, without
harming the environment and, in particular without risk to air, in compliance with Article 13
of the Waste Framework Directive 2008/98/EC.”



Inspector Mr John Woolcock then concluded that he was "unable to find that granting an
environmental permit for the SWIP would not have an unacceptable adverse effect on
human health and the environment".

By the Environmental Officers accepting this as a new application rather than throwing it
out on the basis that the applicant had not followed due procedure to challenge the
Inspector’s decision, they are belittling the Inspector’s: qualifications, background, wealth of
experience, the authority granted to him by the Secretary of State, as well as the amount of
time and effort he gave to the hearing and his consideration of the appeal before making his
decision.

Do the Environmental Officers really care so little about the communities’ health and
wellbeing?

According to the new application documents CVSH believes the Inspector’s decision was
"perverse as well as procedurally unfair" and that "it would have been open to CVSH to
challenge Inspector Woolcock’s Appeal Decision on judicial review" however they did not do
so believing another Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State may have had the same
doubts as to the information provided by the modelling and the adverse effect on human
health and the environment coming to the same conclusion and refusing to grant an
Environmental Permit.

According to Government guidelines an Inspector’s decision is final and the only course of
challenge is via a Judicial Review.

Gov.uk The Environmental permit - Guidance on the Appeal procedure Updated 6
November 2023 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permit-

appeal-form/environmental-permit-guidance-on-the-appeal-procedure includes:

4.5 Complaints about the decision

4.5.1. The decision on your appeal is final. After it has been issued, neither the Secretary of
State, nor the Inspector can consider further representations or make any comments on the
merits or otherwise of the case.

4.5.2. The decision can only be challenged in the courts by judicial review. If the appeal is
quashed following the proceedings before any court, the main parties will be notified and
asked to provide any further representations within 28 days. The Secretary of State may then
ask for a hearing to be held or re-opened and the appeal will be redetermined. An
application to seek permission for judicial review should be made to the Administrative Court
of the High Court of Justice. This should be done quickly and in any case not longer than 3
months after the date of the decision.

The applicant has not followed the correct process i.e. challenging the Inspector’s decision
by a Judicial Review therefore the Inspector’s decision is final.


https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permit-appeal-form/environmental-permit-guidance-on-the-appeal-procedure
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permit-appeal-form/environmental-permit-guidance-on-the-appeal-procedure

If the Council decide to approve and issue an Environmental Permit there is likely to be a
major scandal in the coming years when residents start to become ill and die from pollution
related illnesses. The council will then be held accountable for allowing an incinerator in
such an inappropriate location, the inspector could see the dangers and risk to human
health and in my opinion made the correct decision.

Environmental team misleading and inconsistent messages
regarding the AQMA recorded data

The Council’s published strategy for Clean Air for All in Calderdale (see link
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s13098/1tem%208%20-
%20Calderdale%20Air%20Quality%20Strategy.pdf states on page 4 “Air quality data
gathered at these sites is available on the Calderdale Council Air Quality Dashboard on the
Dataworks website”. This is incorrect - the Dataworks website has not been updated with
AQMA readings since June 2022.

Having contacted the Environmental Team asking why the above website has not been
updated since June 2022, | rev!y stated “This data is no longer available” see email
below.

Sent: 20 March 2024 09:41

To: I

Subject: RE: Air Quality Monitoring Station Data Request

Good Morning -

This data is no longer available. The figures produced were not ratified and were of limited use. The Council now has plans to

produce a mapping system which will allow residents to view data around air quality far more easily and meaningfully.
At the Climate Action Partnership meeting on Wednesday, 27th March 2024 at 6:00pm

Under Agenda Item 8 Calderdale’s Air Quality Strategy see webcast video link below

https://calderdale.public-i.tv/core/portal/webcast interactive/872727/start time/5230000

David Dunbar, Principal Environmental Health Officer, in answering a question put to him by
Councillor Hey about the availability and accuracy of data recorded at the AQMA Monitoring
Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge stated that “data was recorded and does give an
indication of what the quality is like in the area but however it cannot be relied upon”.

Given | \orks directly for |} I it is not too much to expect that their

stories would align.


https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s13098/Item%208%20-%20Calderdale%20Air%20Quality%20Strategy.pdf
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s13098/Item%208%20-%20Calderdale%20Air%20Quality%20Strategy.pdf
https://calderdale.public-i.tv/core/portal/webcast_interactive/872727/start_time/5230000

Air Quality Management Area Monitoring Station — failings and lack
of PM2.5 monitoring

I confirmed data from the AQMIA

cannot be relied upon
At the Climate Action Partnership meeting on Wednesday, 27th March 2024 at 6:00pm
Under Agenda Item 8 Calderdale’s Air Quality Strategy

https://calderdale.public-i.tv/core/portal/webcast interactive/872727/start time/5230000

I in answering a question put to him by

I :bout the availability and accuracy of data recorded at the AQMA Monitoring
Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge stated “data from the AQMA station cannot be
relied upon and is something we are conscious of and we are using modelling from various

air quality sources and consultants to base a decision on”.

It is concerning that data recorded by the AQMA Monitoring Station cannot be relied upon.
This indicates real-time monitoring and enforcement by use of the data recorded at the
AQMA Monitoring Station is not possible. Given the already high pollution levels in Sowerby
Bridge this is not acceptable.

| question how the Environmental Team plan to monitor air quality on a real-time basis to
protect the health of the local community. In the event of a major pollution incident the
Environmental Team, whose purpose includes safeguarding communities’ health, relying on
infrequent monitoring of Air Quality may be totally unaware of a major pollution issue for
days, weeks or even months, this is not acceptable.

Lack of adequate Air Quality Monitoring

Mentioned in more detail below Condition 5.9 required the operator to undertake ambient
monitoring of nitrogen dioxides by passive diffusion tubes. This condition was wrongly
removed from the draft environmental permit that was produced at the start of the earlier
appeal hearing.

Relying solely on monitoring taking place within the stack is not acceptable. Given the
height of the stack, which is lower than the adjacent A58 road surface, the important factor
is what happens to the particulates after they exit the stack not what the levels are in the
stack. The fire at the site on 4 January 2017 demonstrated how smoke and emissions from
the site will cling to the valley bottom. The picture below shows the plume of smoke from
the fire at the Belmont site going into the atmosphere but then falling back to blanket the
surrounding landscape and valley.


https://calderdale.public-i.tv/core/portal/webcast_interactive/872727/start_time/5230000

-~

This is why we need good continuous monitoring of air quality, including PM2.5, not
occasional monitoring by outsourced consultants which does not give a real-time picture of
actual pollution but only gives an out-of-date snapshot view of a short time period
potentially when weather conditions are optimal for recording better than the average air
quality in the vicinity.

In summary the Environmental Team have no means of monitoring the ambient air quality
in the local area in a real-time or frequent manner to be able to protect the health of the
local community through enforcement of conditions.

Lack of PM2.5 monitoring at the AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street Sowerby
Bridge

The Council’s published strategy for Clean Air for All in Calderdale (see link
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s13098/I1tem%208%20-
%20Calderdale%20Air%20Quality%20Strategy.pdf included as Appendix A Clean Air for All in
Calderdale) on page 4 states “Calderdale Council actively monitors three main pollutants:
NO2, PM10 and PM2.5. Monitoring takes place at three fixed Air Quality Monitoring
stations: Huddersfield Road, Halifax; Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge; and Market Street
Hebden Bridge”.

This is extremely misleading - PM2.5 is not recorded at the AQMA Monitoring Station at
Wharf Street, Sowerby Bridge.


https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s13098/Item%208%20-%20Calderdale%20Air%20Quality%20Strategy.pdf
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s13098/Item%208%20-%20Calderdale%20Air%20Quality%20Strategy.pdf

Given the already very poor air quality in Sowerby Bridge | question why PM2.5 is not being
recorded at the AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge when it is
monitored at the other AQMA Monitoring Stations within Calderdale.

At the Cabinet Meeting on 10 October 2022 - | 2iscd concerns about
how to address the community’s mistrust around Air Quality and also questioned the lack of
PM2.5 monitoring

https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s8973/I1tem%206b%20-
%202022%2010%2010%20Cabinet%20Minute%20N0.%2047.pdf

I -skcd “how the Council could remedy the mistrust in Sowerby
Bridge around air quality management. Community groups were committed to having clean

air and the Council needed to resolve issues and regain community engagement.”

At the same meeting || NN /5o raised a concern about the lack of PM2.5
monitoring at the AQMA and asked why PM2.5 was not being monitored.

N s ponded by stating “the

Strategy could be reviewed to consider monitoring 2.5 particulates”.

Sixteen months later and there is no evidence of any progress to address the concerns

raised by || N GG i October 2022.

Having looked at the historic AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge’s
data on the Council’s Dataworks website | can confirm there are no data files for PM2.5 so
assume PM2.5 has never been monitored by this AQMA station.

The AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge only records NO2 (nitrogen
dioxide) and PM10. Given the high potential health risks associated with PM2.5 | agree with
Councillor Smith that failing to monitor PM2.5 is extremely concerning, | would actually say
it is unacceptable.

Corrupt / Missing / false data results recorded by the AQMA station

As mentioned at the start of my objection | have raised a EIR and are awaiting a response.
The EIR includes a request for raw data from the AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street
Sowerby Bridge for the period from June 2022 to date. | have requested this data to be able
to calculate the percentage of time the station: did not record any data, recorded corrupt or
obviously false readings. This is absolutely relevant, if the AQMA station is not recording
data accurately it cannot be relied upon to monitor pollution levels meaning the Council are
not able to protect the community by real-time monitoring of the air we breathe.

AQMA historic data (up to June 2022) is available via the Council’s Dataworks website — link
https://dataworks.calderdale.gov.uk/dataset/ep45d/air-quality-monitoring-station-data-air-

quality-station-4-wharf-street-sowerby-bridge?platform=hootsuite



https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s8973/Item%206b%20-%202022%2010%2010%20Cabinet%20Minute%20No.%2047.pdf
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s8973/Item%206b%20-%202022%2010%2010%20Cabinet%20Minute%20No.%2047.pdf
https://dataworks.calderdale.gov.uk/dataset/ep45d/air-quality-monitoring-station-data-air-quality-station-4-wharf-street-sowerby-bridge?platform=hootsuite
https://dataworks.calderdale.gov.uk/dataset/ep45d/air-quality-monitoring-station-data-air-quality-station-4-wharf-street-sowerby-bridge?platform=hootsuite

It should be noted that the website last year included a Live Air Quality Dashboard which
never worked and has now been removed from the website.

The details and analysis below are based on the data files | have downloaded from the
Council’s Dataworks website. The AQMA data files are periodic (15 minutes) measurements
of the concentration of nitrogen dioxide and particulate matter in the air for the AQMA
Monitoring Station at Wharf Street, Sowerby Bridge. The units are measured in micrograms
per cubic metre.

Data sourced from the AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge is
ineffective with frequent missing and invalid data.

In terms of PM10 data there are frequent instances of data being recorded as invalid or false
values (i.e. negative results, zeros, 820.8, NA, Invld, #Ref!). Additionally in 2020 and 2021
there were a significant number of days when no data was recorded, not even the date.

Given the level of corrupt / missing / false data results recorded by the AQMA Monitoring
Station it would be irresponsible to assume data sourced from the AQMA Monitoring
Station to be accurate or complete or to be a reliable monitoring tool. If there are significant
data gaps and false readings any results or analysis produced based on data from the AQMA
Monitoring Station will be incomplete and misleading.

The table below is based on PM10 data sourced from the Council’s AQMA Dataworks
website. The table shows the scale of the invalid data, missing dates and the number of days
and percentage of the year this equates to.

Number of Records By Invalid Data Type |Invalid Data |No. Of Dates Invalid or Missing Data Recording
Months |Year <0 0| 820.8] NA|InVId|#REF!| Total|In No. Of Days |Missing Equivalent No. Days % of Yr| Frequency
Jan to Dec (2017 21| 10 0 0| 168 0] 199 8 0 8 2% [Hourly
Jan to Dec |2018 0 1 0| 151 0 0] 152 6 0 6 2%|Hourly
Jan to Dec |2019 0 4 0| 670 0 0| 674 7 0 7 2%|15 mins
Jan to Dec |2020 4 20 0| 260 0 56 340 4 47 51 14%|15 mins
Jan to Dec (2021 0| 119 3551 44 0 0| 3714 39 37 76 21%|15 mins
Jan to Jun (2022 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 3 2%|15 mins
Total 25| 155 3551|1125| 168 56( 5080 64 87 151

During 2021 21% of PM10 data was either missing or corrupt. This demonstrates that it
would be inappropriate to rely on the AQMA Monitoring Station to monitor the impact of
the incinerator on air quality.

During 2020 there were 47 days when no data was recorded and in 2021 the number of

missing days was 37.

How can we rely on the AQMA Monitoring Station’s data to protect the community when
there are huge gaps in the recorded data and significant errors in the data it does record?

The table below is based on nitrogen dioxide (NO2) data sourced from the Council’s AQMA
Dataworks website. The table shows the scale of the invalid / missing NO2 data.



No of 0 No of NA  |No of missing| Total Data Errors
readings readings readings * in Days **

Jan to Dec 2017 224 0 4 2
Jan to Dec 2018 4 2066 0 22
Jan to Dec 2019 0 4 0 0
Jan to Dec 2020 2 158 0 2
Jan to Dec 2021 130 0 868 10
Jan to Jun 2022 1 0 1365 14

* Calculated based on recordings every 15 minutes (4 recordings every hour, 24
hours per day, number of days per year) less the number of data rows in the source
datafile

** Total data errors / omissions divided by 96 (being 4 records every hour 24 hours in
aday)

How can we rely on the AQMA Monitoring Station as a monitoring source to protect the
community when there are huge gaps in the recorded data, significant errors in the data
that it does record and it does not monitor PM2.5?

Existing Air Quality Levels

As mentioned at the start of my objection | have raised an EIR and are awaiting a response.
The EIR | submitted includes a request for raw data from the AQMA Monitoring Station at
Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge for the period from June 2022 to date. | have requested this
data to be able to update my analysis below comparing the levels recorded to the
regulatory standard.

The PM10 levels for the first half of 2022 are very concerning. It should be noted that the
data available on the Council’s Dataworks website for 2022 only covers the period 1 January
to 26 June (6 months).

The Concentrations of particulate matter (PM10) - GOV.UK states that:

The Air Quality Standards Regulations 2010 require that concentrations of PM in the UK
must not exceed:

- Anannual average of 40 ug/m for PM10;
- A 24-hour average of 50 ug/m more than 35 times in a single year for PM10;

Based on the data downloaded from the AQMA Monitoring Station, which has had the NAs
and Os removed:

- For the half year to June 2022 the average was 40 pug/m which is the maximum
allowed by the Government standard

- Over the same period there were 49 instances when the 24 hour average exceeded
50 pg/m which massively exceeded the Government standard of 35 times in a full
year.



A table of Daily Averages of the PM10 data for Jan to Jun 2022 is included - Appendix B
Table of Daily Averages of the PM10 data for Jan to Jun 2022

It is very concerning that given the existing high levels of PM10 which are greater than the
standards set by the Government and the lack of monitoring of PM2.5 that an incinerator is
being considered at this location.

The AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge is approximately 0.6 mile
from the site of the incinerator. Even if the AMQA Monitoring Station was recording all
relevant pollutants and was 100 % accurate and reliable, for accurate monitoring of the
impact of the incinerator on air quality monitoring needs to be carried out within a much
closer proximity to the site.

I am happy to send the source data files | have downloaded from the Council’s Dataworks
website if required.

Weather and Monitoring - Air quality modelling in the application,
Thermal Inversions, Weather Modelling and Met Office Expert
Opinion

Air quality modelling in the application

Air quality modelling in the application is still based on Leeds Bradford Airport (LBA) and
Bingley, both of which are in totally different locations miles away from the Belmont site,
with totally different topography, different weather patterns, etc. | can guarantee that LBA
definitely is not surrounded by high trees in the same way the Belmont site is, if it was the
airport would not be able to operate as the trees would be in the way of the planes. | might
be persuaded to consider data from LBA as comparable if | were to see a 747 or Concorde
land at, or fly low through the Ryburn Valley. Both the 747 and Concorde have been regular
visitors to LBA in the past, flying into and out of the LBA.

Thermal Inversions, Weather Modelling and Met Office Expert Opinion

Local residents have been saying for the last eight years that thermal inversions occur in the
valley and that these would hold emissions from the incinerator in the bottom of the valley
and prevent them from dispersing

A local resident has contacted the Met Office regarding a service they offer where site
specific historical weather data can be provided.

The Met Office confirmed that they can provide “site specific historical datasets and
ongoing forecasts which we can support with by blending together several super computer
weather prediction models which incorporate real-life surface, satellite cloud and radar



rainfall observations. By combining the models we are able to cancel many errors and
produce more accurate forecasts and best estimates of actual considering the conditions for
the site location. We are only able to go back a maximum of 5 years using this process, but
this would provide data for the exact location which could be compared with the actual
observations for the weather stations being used and give a truer representation of the
actual site location conditions”.

On enquiring about this service for the location of the proposed incinerator the local
resident received the following reply.

Hi

"

Apologise for the delay here but | have been speaking this through with a
senior data scientist and he has said the below:

Unfortunately that is exactly the kind of application we cannot support.
That is a very narrow, deep valley (—S00m wide) that simply will not be
resolved by ocour analyses or NWP (Z2km). We could not meaningfully assess
conditions within that valley. Meteorological convention would suggest

that valley would be prone to inversions/cold air pooling, but | think you
would need CFD modelling and/or in-situ observations to be able to judge

Met Office

The Met Office would appear to be saying that the Ryburn Valley is a microclimate with
Meteorological convention suggesting a tendency for the valley to have thermal inversion,
or inversions/cold air pooling.

The Met Office with all their resources of super computers, real-life surface observations,
satellite cloud and radar rainfall observations are unable to produce a historical data set of



weather for the site’s location due to the very narrow, deep valley circa 500 metres wide.
The topography at the site simply cannot be resolved by their analysis even considering all
the resources at their disposal.

Given that the Met Office is unable to produce an historical data set of weather for the site’s
location this supports my argument above that using data from Leeds Bradford Airport and
Bingley is unrepresentative.

The modelling relies upon the weather data which is input to the model and as the Met
Office with all their resources of super computers, real-life surface observations, satellite
cloud and radar rainfall observations are unable to produce a specific historical data set for
the site’s location all other attempts must be fundamentally flawed. If the Met Office cannot
model weather at the site no-one can.

Limiting the number of Start-Ups and Monitoring Particulate Emissions during Start-Ups

A recent article “Long-awaited revamp of Industrial Emissions Directive improves dioxin
monitoring in incinerators” published by Zero Waste Europe link
https://zerowasteeurope.eu/press-release/long-awaited-revamp-of-industrial-emissions-

directive-improves-dioxin-monitoring-in-incinerators/ refers to IED revamping the industrial

emissions directive, stating that monitoring is now mandatory during start-ups and explains
why this is important. See extract from the article below.

Y sta'tes: “The Industrial

Emissions Directive has finally closed, at least partially, an important permitting and
monitoring loophole that relates to dioxins monitoring to be applied at the start-up and
shut-down phases, which is a critical phase for dioxin formation. There is now crystal clear
wording which says monitoring of PCDD/F and PCBs is mandatory during start-ups.”

Support for this development stems from insights carried out by the Joint Research Centre in
2019, which found that during a cold start-up, the surfaces of the furnace and boiler,
conducive to PCDD/F formation through de novo synthesis, are substantially larger than
during stable operating conditions. This disparity could potentially result in PCDD/F emission
loads equivalent to several months of normal operation being linked to a single cold start.
Today’s agreement addresses these concerns, emphasising a commitment to a more
sustainable and responsible waste management approach.

A recent study by ToxicoWatch on one of Europe’s largest waste incinerators, Ivry-Paris XllI,
revealed that the monitoring devices for dioxin emissions from the incinerator were inactive
for a total of 6,936 hours, equivalent to 289 days, throughout the years 2020 and 2021.

Given the extremely high dangerous emissions during start-ups repeated from above extract
“This disparity could potentially result in PCDD/F emission loads equivalent to several
months of normal operation being linked to a single cold start” the Environmental Officers


https://zerowasteeurope.eu/press-release/long-awaited-revamp-of-industrial-emissions-directive-improves-dioxin-monitoring-in-incinerators/
https://zerowasteeurope.eu/press-release/long-awaited-revamp-of-industrial-emissions-directive-improves-dioxin-monitoring-in-incinerators/

need to commit to monitoring more than just air quality. Monitoring needs to also include
the number of cold restarts and the number of times the emission monitoring is turned off
during a cold restart.

An Environmental Permit, should the application be approved, needs to limit the number of
cold restarts allowed.

If every time the Operator needs to: clean out the bottom ash, carry out maintenance
(whether routine or to fix a problem), performance other activities which require the
incinerator to be switched off for it to cool down the number of cold restarts in a week or
even a day could be significant, as exampled by the quote above repeated here
“ToxicoWatch on one of Europe’s largest waste incinerators, Ivry-Paris Xlll, revealed that the
monitoring devices for dioxin emissions from the incinerator were inactive for a total of
6,936 hours, equivalent to 289 days, throughout the years 2020 and 2021.“

This monitoring needs to be undertaken by experienced Environmental Officers who
understand Waste Incineration. Again, this needs to be real-time monitoring carried out by
the Environmental Officers. Failure to do so could be interpreted as negligent in their
responsibilities to the community they are employed to serve.

Condition 5.9 of the draft environmental permit that was produced
at the start of the earlier appeal hearing should not have been
removed

The original draft Environmental Permit included Condition 5.9 “The operator shall
undertake continuous monthly ambient monitoring of nitrogen dioxide (by passive diffusion
tubes) at locations listed in Table 3.13 of the application document 'Calder Valley Skip Hire
ES Addendum | Chapter 3: ES Addendum To 2017 ES Chapter 7: Air Quality | July 2019'. This
condition shall only apply in respect of a location so listed where the predicted
environmental concentration of nitrogen dioxide is at least 35ug/m3. The location of each
passive diffusion tube shall be such as to represent the facade of receptor property facing
the highest level of nitrogen dioxide. Monitoring at such a location shall continue until the
measured annual average level of nitrogen dioxide at that location falls below 35ug/m3 for
2 consecutive years.”

This condition was agreed to be removed from the proposed permit by CVSH’s
representatives and Calderdale Council on the second day of the Environmental Permit
Appeal Hearing with no representation to the local community.

Unless the condition is reinstated and testing is carried out in the local vicinity, as we believe
was the intention of Condition 5.9, how can the local community be confident that the



methodology relied upon by the applicant’s air quality experts to disperse the emissions
emitted from the chimney stack is working as expected and also how can the Local
Authority acting as the Regulator satisfy itself that Industrial Emissions Directive, article
46(1) “Waste gases from waste incineration plants and waste co-incineration plants shall be
discharged in a controlled way by means of a stack the height of which is calculated in such a
way as to safequard human health and the environment” is being complied with?

In addition, the number of locations listed in table 3.13 with a predicted environmental
concentration of nitrogen dioxide of at least 35ug/m3 is only one out of the 16 locations. If
taken on face value this means only one location would be tested, however it is also noted
that this location is the AQMA monitoring station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge, as
mentioned above the Environmental Officers have stated this data cannot be relied upon
and is not useable in its raw state so how do the Environmental Officers plan to monitor,
control and enforce emission pollutions in a timely real-time manner.

Please see the analysis below which is based on data sourced from the AQMA Monitoring
Station at Wharf Street Sowerby Bridge. This demonstrates the importance of monitoring in
the local community in addition to the AQMA station as the readings shown below are
repeatedly greater than 35ug/m3 and in some instances significantly higher.

The table below is based on nitrogen dioxide data sourced from the Council’s AQMA
Dataworks website. This shows that over the last reported 4.5 years all but one annual
average of nitrogen dioxide readings exceeded the 35ug/m3. Given the annual average level
of nitrogen dioxide currently exceeds the limit set out in condition 5.9 and stipulated in the
Government’s regulatory standard, it would be irresponsible to allow an incinerator in this
area given its impact would increase the already high levels of nitrogen dioxide.

Annual [No. of times Monthly [ Highest 1hr Ab‘solute

Highest
Average average >35 Average )

Reading
Jan to Dec| 2017 36 7 192 294
Jan to Dec| 2018 38 9 488 798
Jan to Dec| 2019 36 6 143 216
Jan to Dec| 2020 28 1 152 173
Jan to Dec| 2021 37 6 188 357
Jan to Jun | 2022 40 4 137 174

The table below shows the monthly average level of nitrogen dioxide based on data sourced
from the Council’s AQMA Dataworks website.



Monthly Average NO2 readings

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Jan 49.3 37.6 42.6 29.5 37.5 39.1
Feb 44.7 47.2 43.6 26.2 38.9 32.2
Mar 44.2 46.5 30.8 30.4 28.3 56.0
Apr 31.8 47.7 46.0 20.9 37.2 38.0
May 40.1 38.3 34.4 23.2 31.5 38.3
Jun 29.0 33.3 33.3 28.4 24.7 34.8
Jul 27.5 35.7 29.0 20.0 28.4 No Data
Aug 27.6 25.0 26.6 27.6 23.4 No Data
Sep 35.5 27.9 28.2 29.1 32.5 No Data
Oct 28.3 35.1 37.1 31.5 48.7 No Data
Nov 40.6 45.4 44.2 32.5 67.0 No Data
Dec 38.9 44.3 37.1 37.7 55.5 No Data
No. of Monthly 7 o 6 1 6 4
Average >35

The table below is based on nitrogen dioxide (NO2) data sourced from the Council’s AQMA
Dataworks website. The table shows the number of times 1 hour averages have been
greater than 100, the highest 1 hour average, and the highest reading in each of the most
recent years reported. Some of these results are high and very concerning.

No. of times 1lhr Highest 1hr  |Absolute Highest
average >100 Average Reading
Jan to Dec 2017 554 192 294
Jan to Dec 2018 619 488 798
Jan to Dec 2019 223 143 216
Jan to Dec 2020 78 152 173
Jan to Dec 2021 549 188 357
Jan toJun 2022 224 137 174

The Council have discussed concerns regarding the health of local children in respect of the
height at which vehicle exhaust gases emit from passing vehicles. The top of the incinerator
chimney stack is below the height of the adjacent main road which is less than 100 metres
from the chimney stack. The Council are concerned about the damage small particles from
exhaust gases cause to lungs, etc. Nitrogen oxides (NOx), mercury, dioxins, and ultra-fine
particles are some of the pollutants that are released by incineration. These are known to
cause cancer, respiratory diseases, and cardiovascular risks. Even small amounts of these
highly toxic substances are carcinogenic. Such ultra-fine particulates emitting from an
incinerator chimney stack at a level below the neighbouring road height should be of equal
concern if not a greater concern given the impact on health of any person using the road or
in the vicinity than vehicle exhaust gases. Remember the incinerator would run 24 hours a
day 5 days a week.



Resource Capacity Issues, Budget Deficit, Spending Cuts and Lack of
Expert Knowledge within the Environmental and Planning Teams

Resource Capacity Issues

The Council have previously confirmed that they have recruitment and capacity issues
within the Environmental Health and Planning teams.

Immediately following the Appeal Hearing there was a full Council meeting on the evening
of 30 November 2022.

The recorded webcast can be found on Calderdale Council’s public website, link below.

https://calderdale.public-i.tv/core/portal/webcast interactive/723782

A full transcript of the question and the response is included in Appendix C — Transcript of
Capacity related questions and responses from full Council meeting on the evening of 30
November 2022. This was taken from the webcast.

Summarised Council Minutes can be found at
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/g2655/Printed%20minutes%2030th-Nov-
2022%2018.00%20Council.pdf?T=1

Concerns regarding the incinerator were mentioned a number of times during the meeting. |

would specifically like to draw your attention to a question raised by || GcNGNGNG
and | 1 <sponse (this can be found at 1hour 29minutes of the webcast).

There were a number of points in ||| | | | B3]l response which | find very alarming
when we are being asked to rely and trust the Environmental Team to protect the health of
the local community from the potential risks of an incinerator, including:

“it is hard to recruit”
“it would be extremely beneficial for this Authority were we in a better financial situation”
“to enable us to significantly increase the size of our environmental health team”

The above points tell me the Environmental Health Team are under resourced, there are
capacity issues to cover the vast wide range of functions which fall within their current remit
and there is no cash available to rectify the resourcing and capacity issues.

“issues about the sheer capacity of the Environmental Health workforce right across the
country, but as far as here in Calderdale is concerned environmental health functions which
are a statutory duty of this Authority are very wide ranging, everything from noise,
inspection of a food establishment, consideration of housing disrepair and of course the
monitoring of situations such as incinerator proposal”


https://calderdale.public-i.tv/core/portal/webcast_interactive/723782
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/g2655/Printed%20minutes%2030th-Nov-2022%2018.00%20Council.pdf?T=1
https://calderdale.moderngov.co.uk/documents/g2655/Printed%20minutes%2030th-Nov-2022%2018.00%20Council.pdf?T=1

The above statement stresses the sheer magnitude of the Environmental Team’s function.
I < fcrence to Calderdale compared to the rest of the country implies the
Environmental Team in Calderdale have a significantly larger workload than other areas of
the country.

“all | can say is that we will do our best be that in relation to incinerator permits, food
hygiene, noise monitoring and everything else we do”

“team of very high performing Officers who work extremely hard  they will do their level
best”

| am sorry but the last two statements are not good enough when you are talking about the
potential risk to human health possibly even human life.

Detailed later under the heading of “Council Officers failure to record complaints in respect
of existing permit breaches” you will find evidence that the team have failed to perform the
simple task of recording complaints made to the Council Officers in respect of breaches of

the existing planning permissions. A significant percentage of complaints were not included
in the list of complaints provided by the Council Officers during the two day appeal hearing.

Budget Deficit, Spending Cuts

It is common knowledge that the Council are struggling to balance their budget and have
mentioned reducing non critical services and job cuts.

Two Articles in the Halifax Courier on 16 January 2024,

https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/council-cash-crisis-calderdale-council-

leader-says-they-are-being-forced-to-make-some-very-unpalatable-decisions-as-it-considers-
selling-off-the-shay-shutting-a-tip-and-cutting-jobs-4480541 Includes “A budget deficit of
£7.5 million forecast for 2024-25, Cabinet is also proposing a 4.99 per cent Council Tax

increase” and “Coun Scullion said these were things they did not want to do but were forced
to do to ensure the council posts a balanced budget.”

https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/disposing-of-the-shay-cuts-to-youth-

services-and-possible-job-losses-proposed-by-calderdale-council-as-it-seeks-to-make-

savings-4479794 included “the local authority is now facing budget deficits of £7.5 million in

2024/5". Extracts from | R < -t et included:

“These are extremely challenging times and unfortunately, we are now faced with some very

difficult choices” and “inevitably we must now look at reducing services which we are not
legally required to provide” and “Like all councils Calderdale must by law provide certain
services such as social care and refuse collections, whereas many other services whilst
important, are optional. To protect our most critical services we have no choice but to make
some tough decisions”


https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/council-cash-crisis-calderdale-council-leader-says-they-are-being-forced-to-make-some-very-unpalatable-decisions-as-it-considers-selling-off-the-shay-shutting-a-tip-and-cutting-jobs-4480541
https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/council-cash-crisis-calderdale-council-leader-says-they-are-being-forced-to-make-some-very-unpalatable-decisions-as-it-considers-selling-off-the-shay-shutting-a-tip-and-cutting-jobs-4480541
https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/council-cash-crisis-calderdale-council-leader-says-they-are-being-forced-to-make-some-very-unpalatable-decisions-as-it-considers-selling-off-the-shay-shutting-a-tip-and-cutting-jobs-4480541
https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/disposing-of-the-shay-cuts-to-youth-services-and-possible-job-losses-proposed-by-calderdale-council-as-it-seeks-to-make-savings-4479794
https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/disposing-of-the-shay-cuts-to-youth-services-and-possible-job-losses-proposed-by-calderdale-council-as-it-seeks-to-make-savings-4479794
https://www.halifaxcourier.co.uk/news/politics/disposing-of-the-shay-cuts-to-youth-services-and-possible-job-losses-proposed-by-calderdale-council-as-it-seeks-to-make-savings-4479794

Lack of Expert Knowledge within the Environmental and Planning Teams

Whilst the Senior Environmental Officers are experienced in other aspects of environmental
genre, | don’t believe the team includes resources with expert experience of monitoring and
enforcing the complexities associated with Waste Incineration. | believe having a potentially
high pollution risk operating in the proposed unsuitable location warrants a dedicated
experienced specialist resource. It is not the type of operation that should be allowed to
self-regulate as the potential impact on human health is too great. You would not allow a
fast food establishment to monitor and award their own hygiene ratings.

Once again the applicant has provided inaccurate data in their application submission
documents which the Environmental Officers have failed to spot. The applicant is proposing
to burn 2 tonnes of waste per hour. However, on their application form they have stated 2
kilograms of waste per hour will be burnt. The difference between burning 2 kgs and 2
tonnes is huge. The application should be rejected. If someone applied for a music festival
permit and submitted an application form stating 0.2 decibels noise when they were
actually expecting 200 decibels of noise, the Environmental Officers would rightly throw the
application out without further consideration. A real-life comparable example is a recent

application by | /ho had his

application rejected due to errors on his application form.

It is shocking that the Environmental Officers have failed to spot such an obvious error, this
supports my statement that the Environmental Officers lack the necessary expert
knowledge and experience required when dealing with the complexities of Waste
Incineration.

Being an [ | know all too well how, what might be considered to be an immaterial
data input error or approximation, can lead to significantly inaccurate / misleading results
which in turn potentially lead to incorrect interpretation thereof and subsequently incorrect
decisions being made. The outputs of any model or formulae are only as accurate as the
data input into the models or calculations in the first place.

| believe the R1 calculation to be formula driven (and a complex one at that) and the air
guality modelling of the fumes dispersal results will be also based on data inputs and
formulas.

If the Environmental Officers don’t have the capacity or funding to recruit a suitable
specialist resource it would be imprudent to approve the incinerator environmental permit.
If the Environmental Officers don’t have the relevant specialist experience and capacity to
enforce an environmental permit, the environmental permit should not be approved as it
will go unenforced putting the local communities’ health at risk.

Given the £7.5m budget deficit for 2024/2025 and the Council’s need to limit spending in
non-critical areas. | very much doubt the recruitment of a specialist who has expert



knowledge of Waste Incinerator and the monitoring and enforcement thereof within the
Environmental team would get approval as it would be deemed as a non-critical cost.

How can the Environmental Officers monitor and enforce conditions in respect of the
proposed incinerator in real-time when the Officers have admitted that their only
independent Air Quality monitoring option (their AQMA Monitoring Station at Wharf Street,
Sowerby Bridge) cannot be relied upon and does not monitor the most dangerous
particulates PM2.5? The Officers have recently resorted to appointing Air Quality expert
consultants to carry out an adhoc Air Quality Monitoring and interpretation exercise.

Are the Council going to engage the expert consultants full time to monitor air pollution in
real-time given they have committed to regulating the operation of the incinerator if it is
approved but have obviously no means to do so in-house?

| have no confidence in the Council’s ability or commitment to protecting the health of local
residents through enforcing operating policy, monitoring and or policing what is being burnt
and what gases etc are emitting from the incinerator chimney stack should the incinerator
be approved. Due diligence and governance are key to the running of any organisation
especially when decisions made by civil servants impact the health of the public they are
supposed to protect and serve.

Inaccurate data in application submission documents

Being an | ' know all too well how, what might be considered to be an immaterial
data input error or approximation, can lead to significantly inaccurate / misleading results
which in turn potentially lead to incorrect interpretation thereof and subsequently incorrect
decisions being made. The outputs of any model or formulae are only as accurate as the
data input into the models or calculations in the first place. This makes me ponder how
many other errors have been made in the application and or the vast array of supporting
data or calculations.

The applicant is proposing to burn 2 tonnes of waste per hour. However, in the application
form they have stated 2 kilograms of waste per hour will be burnt. The difference between
burning 2kgs and 2 tonnes is huge. The application should be rejected.

| understand that the R1 calculation is based on 1 tonne of material being burnt per hour
instead of 2 tonnes per hour. | assume this will have a material impact on the results.

It is shocking that the Environmental Officers have not spotted these errors, this supports
my case that the Environmental Team are lacking specialist waste incineration experienced
resources.



Previously an incorrect postcode was used on the planning application documents leading
to flood reports being based on the incorrect location.

The postcode quoted on the planning documents was 12 meters higher than the incinerator
site and 100 meters further away from the River Ryburn which runs alongside the site.

Previously there have been statements that the River Ryburn has not flooded the site.
However, the site has flooded on a number of occasions in the recent years, with the flood
water running down and through the site, the source of the flooding has been land run off
and drainage from the Norland Moor direction.

There is photographic evidence of the site under water, see pictures below sourced from
the local community.

Calder ‘o
Valley
Waste Recyaing Centrs




The above photo shows water running out of the incinerator building into the River Ryburn.
There are no flood defences around the building. In the event of similar flooding ash which

has not been racked and stored in sealed bins would be washed into the river as would any
other contaminants below the flood water level.

The above photo was taken as recent as January 2023, you can see water pouring off the

hillside down through blocks of waste material in the rear yard of the site. Worth noting this
is the proposed location of the drying area.



Concerns in respect of the Calder Valley Skip Hire Environmental

Management System for the Small Waste Incineration Plant

document provided by RPS

Document CVSH-220315-r-jer1902-th-ems-addendum-swip-v2-r0.pdf

Extracts below from Table 1 SWIP Risk Assessment Hazard Likelihood Score Consequence

Overall risk score Acceptability of risk Justification for acceptability (description of risk

management measures)

Hazard Likelihood

Score|Consequence

Overall risk
score

Acceptability
of risk

Justification for acceptability (description of risk management measures)

1.1 [Incorrect waste into the SWIP unit [Somewhat 4 [Minor1
resulting in adverse reaction or

environmental harm

unlikely

4

Acceptable

The SWIP only processes RDF that is produced from the residual, non-
recyclable fraction of the wastes treated at the adjacent WTS (of note
these wastes have also been subject to waste pre-acceptance and waste
acceptance checks as detailed in the WTS EMS). No other waste is
accepted at the SWIP. All waste transferred to the SWIP is subject to an
annual waste transfer note although not legally required. Front-end
loader drivers visually inspect the material during loading and unloading.
Should contraries be identified they are removed from the load and
returned to the WTS where it would either be quarantined or if suitable
for recovery placed with other segregated wastes for removal from the
WTS. As the production of RDF to be used as feedstock for the SWIP will
be managed by CVSH in the adjacent WTS it is not anticipated that there
will be non-conforming materials within the RDF. However, in the event
of there being any non-conforming materials within the RDF, details of
any such non-conforming materials are recorded in the SWIP diary and
will be reviewed to identify the need forimprovements.

Somewhat 4 [Minor1

unlikely

1.4 |[Transfer of substances - incorrect
filling or emptying of tanks
resulting in a major spillage.

Acceptable

All material transfer and storage operations associated with the SWIP
take place within the thermal treatment building.

Urea will be delivered in bunded drums and transferred into the bunded
storage tank. The tank bund is sized to contain 110% of the tank contents.
Hydrated lime and activated carbon are both solids and will be delivered
and stored in 25kg bags. Any damaged bags are double bagged and split
material cleaned up using dry techniques.

The filing of the diesel tank within the SWIP will be carried out by a fully
trained external contractor. The tank will be manually filled under
human supervision. The tank will be double bunded and on a sealed
drainage.

All bottom ash and APC residue handling will take place within the
thermal treatment building. Bottom ash will be manually raked by
trained staff directly into containers which will be sealed within the
building once full. APC residue will be handled separately from bottom
ash and will be loaded into fully enclosed skips using a vacuum which is
then loaded onto collection vehicles within the building.

1.17 |Pollution to river Calder (adjacent |Unlikely 3

to the site)

Noticeable 2

Acceptable

All raw materials, waste and residues are stored within the thermal
treatment building.

RDF is stored within the RDF bunker. The dimensions of the RDF bunker
are approximately 3.0 m high, 6.7 m wide and 5.5m long.

Diesel is stored within a bunded tank, bund is sized to contain 110% of
tank contents

Ureais stored within 25| drums which are bunded.

Activated carbon is stored within 25kg bags.

Hydrated lime is stored within 35kg bags.

Bottom ash is stored within sealed containers.

APC residues is stored within fully enclosed skips.

Any spillage is expected to be contained within the thermal treatment
building. Any spillages will be cleaned using site spill kits that are stored
within the thermal treatment building.

1.18 |Pests and Vermin Fairly 5 |Minor1l

probable

Acceptable

RDF delivered to the SWIP does not contain food wastes or a high degree
of putrescible waste that attract vermin. Storage of RDF within the SWIP
is limited to 20 tonnes and storage of waste for more than one day is not
expected.

The RDF burnt at the SWIP has been pre-treated within the adjacent
WTS. The RDF has been shredded. Therefore, fly eggs transportation to
the SWIP will be minimised. Should flies be detected then the area of
detection would be sprayed with insecticide and monitoring continued.
Pest control measures are applied within the SWIP via independent
contractor.

Risk 1.1 Incorrect waste into the SWIP unit resulting in adverse reaction or environmental

harm states “Front-end loader drivers visually inspect the material during loading and




unloading. Should contraries be identified they are removed from the load and returned to
the WTS where it would either be quarantined or if suitable for recovery placed with other
segregated wastes for removal from the WTS.”

Given the RDF has been shredded how is it possible for the loader driver to identify waste
which could produce hazardous emissions if it was to be burnt —i.e. shredded plastics,
rubber, tyres, asbestos or wood for example would all be difficult to identify in a load of
shredded waste.

Given one of the communities’ main concerns is what is likely to be burnt and given the RDF
is shredded waste (as confirmed in Risk 1.18) | recommend that the Environmental Officers
be tasked with taking ownership to undertake frequent random site visits to take
independent samples of waste and carry out tests to confirm conformity of what is being
burnt. This would alleviate some of the concerns and reassure residents within the local
community.

Risk 1.1 Incorrect waste into the SWIP unit resulting in adverse reaction or environmental
harm also states “in the event of there being any non-conforming materials within the RDF,
details of any such non-conforming materials are recorded in the SWIP diary and will be
reviewed to identify the need for improvements.”

| do not feel simply logging this in the SWIP diary is sufficient. This action should be stronger,
as a minimum any instances of non-conforming materials being found within the RDF should
be reported to the Environmental Officers.

Risk 1.4 Transfer of substances - incorrect filling or emptying of tanks resulting in a major
spillage also states “APC residue will be handled separately from bottom ash and will be
loaded into fully enclosed skips using a vacuum which is then loaded onto collection vehicles
within the building.”

Given the size of the building and everything else that is proposed to be situated within the
building | do not believe the building is large enough for the collection vehicle to be loaded
within the building.

Risk 1.17 Pollution to River Calder (adjacent to the site) This is incorrect - The River Calder is
not adjacent to the site, it is the River Ryburn which is adjacent to the site.

Risk 1.17 Pollution to River Calder (adjacent to the site) also states Activated carbon is
stored within 25kg bags and Hydrated lime is stored within 35kg bags.

How and where are these bags stored once they have been opened or are the full bags
injected into the SWIP in one injection?

Risk 1.17 Pollution to River Calder (adjacent to the site) also states “Any spillage is expected
to be contained within the thermal treatment building.”



This action needs to be stronger — “expected to” is not sufficient given the potential
consequences.

Section 2.4.6 Fire Prevention within the same document states “The following management
measures are in place to reduce the risk from common causes of fire and are based on
Guidance Fire prevention plans: environmental permits Published 29 July 2016.

® Arson - The SWIP sits within the thermal treatment building, which is located immediately
adjacent to the WTS and can only be accessed through the WTS. The WTS has controlled
access and security fencing around the boundary. The thermal treatment building is alarmed
with CCTV and smoke and heat detection. A potential arsonist would have to travel,
undetected, through the adjacent WTS and then break into the thermal treatment building
to cause a fire at the SWIP.”

There is a public footpath running through the site.
There is no security fencing around the boundary

The rear of the site backs onto open woodland

Council Officers failure to record complaints in respect of existing
permit breaches

During the two day appeal hearing the Council Officers provided a list of complaints
received in respect of Calder Valley Skip Hire. The Council Officers stated at the hearing that
they were unable to provide any details behind the complaints on the list they provided as
the data was from a system they struggle to access.

The below table relates to 54 complaints which | have had sight of, these complaints have
been made by the local community to Council Officers. The table shows how many of the 54
complaints had been included in the Council’s log of complaints over the same time period.

It is shocking that 49 (90%) of the 54 complaints have not been logged by the Council
Officers. Of the 49 complaints the Council Officers have failed to log 11 have replies from
the Officers evidencing that they received the compliant.

It should be noted that it is likely that some of the remaining 38 complaints categorised as
complaint only may have received a reply. Not being the complainant, | may have only seen
the original correspondence to the Officers and not had sight of any reply from the Officers.

| do not consider failure to record such a high percentage of complaints as the behaviour of
a very high performing team doing their best.



These stats questions how seriously the Council Officers take complaints made by the

community.

Correspondence Present on Calderdale Council Complaints List
Type Number of Yes Possibly No
complaint 41 1 2 38
complaint +reply 12 1 0 11
complaint + visit 1 1 0 0
Reply only 0 0 0 0
Total: 54 3 2 49
Percentage to all 6% 4% 90%

Detailed below is a summary of the 11 complaints which received a reply but are not on the
list Council Officers provided.

Date

Thu03Jul204 |

Thu 17-Dec-2015 [enforcement.planning@calderdale.gov.uk

Reported to Brief Details of Complaint

Working and noise on site passed 1830hrs

Working beyond permitted hours, gone 1900hrs & still
working
JCB working on top of a 6 metre high pile of waste

Thu 10-Mar-2016

Sat 28-May-2016

Jt has now passed 1430hrs and CVSH is still working

Thu 16-Feb-2017

Calderdale planning enforcement

Changing the use of the site.

Fri 22-Dec-2017

enforcement.planning@calderdale.gov.uk

This morning the noise was unbelievable.

Sun 12-May-2019

enforcement.planning@calderdale.gov.uk

8.53am Sunday large piece of machinery was started in yard
& moved to front of offices

Sat 29-Jun-2019

enforcement.planning@calderdale.gov.uk

Two articulated lorries parked on Rochdale Rd Both went
down into the site at 7:50

Sat 27-Jul-2019

enforcement.planning@calderdale.gov.uk

articulated lorry was parked on Rochdale Road at 7:04 and it
entered the site at 7:16.

Wed 18-Mar-2020

enforcement.planning@calderdale.gov.uk

5.30am staff working & noise from shed immense piles of
shredded material above 3m

Mon 04-May-2020

enforcement.planning@calderdale.gov.uk

Itis now past 8pm & CVSH are still operating. shredderin
main building is still running

A commitment that the Council Officers will do their best to discharge their responsibilities
in my opinion is woefully inadequate when you consider the potential high risks to public
health especially given the Council Officers cannot undertake the simple straight forward
task of logging complaints.

Given the potential risks associated with incinerators Environmental Officers must be able
to act immediately should issues arise, and should carry out regular unscheduled spot check
site visits which should include regular sampling and testing of material to be incinerated.



Other Relevant Points

Calderdale Council have a Clean Air Strategy. Sowerby Bridge, due the town’s topography,
road layout, volume of traffic and high pollution levels is already an AQMA with one of the
highest levels of air pollution in the region. | fully support Clean Air Initiatives but fail to
understand why a Council championing Clean Air would approve an incinerator at this
location where the topography is totally wrong, the incinerator being situated in the bottom
of a steep narrow valley.

Most of the materials currently disposed of in incinerators, can be reused, recycled or
composted. Incinerators simply legitimise the generation of waste since more waste is
required to keep the incinerator functioning.

The disused railway line, adjacent to the site, offers fantastic walks with lots of wildlife and
also lots of interesting historic railway related engineering, attracting visiting walkers etc.
We should protect this green space in the interests of the community's health and
encourage people to stay fit and healthy.

Incinerators can have serious detrimental impact on the local community’s health and well-
being if they are not strictly managed. | have no faith in the enforcement team enforcing
any operating conditions. They have proved, as demonstrated by their management of the
previous appeal and lack of scrutiny of the current application, that they are incapable of
doing their role’s responsibly.

Once waste materials are shredded the original material components will be difficult to
identify without detailed investigation and analysis. Who is responsible for controlling what
is being incinerated?

| believe this is the wrong location, the wrong topography and wrong operator for an
incinerator.

| would like to know who will be liable for future health compensation claims relating to
ilinesses and deaths caused by the exposure to dangerous incinerator produced toxins. |
strongly believe there is a presidency set by asbestos claims. | assume such a claim could be
made against yourselves as well as the applicant should you approve this application, given
you have access to pertinent information on the dangers associated with incinerations
especial given the topography of the location. The Inspector’s decision to reject the
applicants appeal on the basis of potential risk to human health will add weight to any
future compensation case brought against the Council should you choose to approval the
application for an Environmental Permit.



APPENDIX A - Clean Air for All in Calderdale

Clean Air for All in Calderdale

Introduction

The gualily of the sir we brealbe has an important influence on the welbeing of people,
communilies, the borough, and the whole planel. Good air quality and the things ihat
are needed for clean ar will belp us achieve our Vision 2024, This is our aspiration o
be a place where everyone can realise their poleniial; a place of laleni and =nterpriss;
kindress and resiliences; and is disiinctive; a place o live 3 anger Be_ A gualily is also
an important conbribulor 0 our three organsational priorities: coking the climade
emegency, educng inegualilies and sbrong and resili=nt ioans.

The pumpose ol this documenl is o el oul, al a shralegic level, the Calderdale Council's
aspirabions for air quality and the aclions thal need 1o be ak=n o ersure dean air for
all in Calderdale.

Key polutanis in ouldoor air are reguialesd by the Air Gualily Standards Regulafons
2010 The=s= Regulations sesk b conbrol human exposure o pollutants in ouldoor air
o praless human healih and the emvironment by requinng concenbrations io be within
specified imil value=s. Inthe pvent of excesdances, the Regulstions require the Counci
o publish Air Cualily Plans sefling oul appropriate measures thal will ersure thal the
exceedance period is kepl as shorl as passible.

The Council has a number af wider responsibiities for and coninbulions 1o make o,
air qualty, including ®rough funclions delivered by Emironmental Health, Publc
Heallh, Highwways, Planning and Community Engagemenl. Theses combine in our rale
as place l=ader, working with communities and other local pafners o maximise qualiby
af life in local neighbourthoods.

This sirabegy desoibes out why air quality is so imporianl in Calderdale, #he local
sibuation in relation fo air quality and the key comtributors (o poor ar quality in the
borough. It alsa sets oul our air quality goals and the sirategic actions that we will take
and whal parinens and communilies can do o confribule Lo air qualily.

Calderdale Council B required o produce and publish an Ar Quality Annual Slatus
Feport under I of the Envimonment Act 1985 Local A Cuality Management. The mast
rescand skalus reporl was developed m Oclober 2031 and = conbenls bave infarmed
fhe development of this sirategy.

Why Is Alr Quality Important?

The air we breathe is made up of a complex combination of gases and Sny parlicles.
Some of these are hamiul. Ar pollution has a significant effect on public health, and
poor air guality is the rpest emdronmental risk (o public healih in the UK.



Health effects of air pollution

Studies have shoawn hat long-term exposure to air poliuion (over years or lifetimes)
reduces ife expectancy, manly due lo cardiovascular and respiratory diseases and
lung cancer. Short-lerm exposure (over hours or days) o elevaled levels of ar
pollution can also cause a range of health impacts, including effects on lung function,
exacerbation of asthma, increases in respiratory and cardovascular hospitsl
admissions and death.
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Pollutant= #hal affect our air guality come from both nalural and manmade sources.
There are 2 groups of poliutanis thal ans of particular concern in Calderdale: nitrogen

axides and parficulale matier.

Hilrogen Oxides [MWOx) are made up mainly of bso poliulanis rivic oxide {WNO] and
nitrogen dioxide (KOZ) which come from the combustion of fossil fuels. High levels of
nitragen diaxide cause inflammation ol the ansays and long-lerm exposire can aflect
lung funclion and respiralory symploms. Il can also increase asthma sympbores.

Paricul sle malter [PM) is a complex miklure of particles of various dhemicals and s
calegorised by the size of the particles. PM10 is partides with a dameler of less than
10 micrors and PME2 S is partickes wilh a diameter of less than 2.5 micons. Most PW
emissions are cawsed by road fraffic with engine emissions and tyre and break wear
e main souces. Parliculale maller exacerbates respiratory and cardiovascular
conditions. 1 & also associated with lung cancer and particles with a diameter of 10
micons or less are likely ba be inhaled desp inlo e lungs.

Air pollution and climate change

Climale Change & concemed wilh a reduclion in gresnhouse gasses in bhe
almosphens o slow the warming of the plansd, whersas in air guality the concenlrafion
al pollutants al e surface and ther impacl on buman and animal health is e mast
impafan issue.

Alhough there are diflerences in the focus of ar guality and climale change, they can
be addressed through smilar measures. Improving ar quality can also belp address
dimais change. Orone, which is formed by pollutanis including nitrogen coddes
reaciing in sunlighl is a powerful greenhouse gas thal conirbubes o giobal warming
direcily and by reducing carbon uptake by vegeiation. Black carbon which s pari of
parliculaie matier emitted by diesel engines through incomplele combusion,
conlribules io dimate change by absorbing heal

The measures Thal mos! dearly benefil bath dimale changs and ar qualty are those
which resull in $he reduclion in the demand for fossl fuels, such as by making homes
and workplaces mane energy efficent and by using petral and disss] vehides less.
Therefore, this siralegy will al=o coniribuie o Calderdals’s climaie dhange goal of net
Ferg by 703H, and progress lowands our ned fero ambilion will conlribute o improved
air quality.

The effects ol climale change will also have an imporlanl impact on ar guality. Langer,
holler summers could inorease the frequency and severity of summer smogs though
weller winters may reduce emission concentralions.



Inequalities in the impacts of air quality

Although air pollution can be harmiul o everyone, some people are more affected
because they e in a polluled ansa, amre exposed (o higher bevels of air pollution in
fher daydo-day lives or are more susceplible 1o healih problems caused by ai
pollution. The mosi vulinerabls Bace all of ibese disadvantages.

Groups 1hal are more affecisd by ar polluion incude:

= alder people

= childran

=  irdividuals with head dissase or respiratory dsease

=  pregnanl women

= communilies in areas of higher pollution, such as dose o busy roads
«  [ow-income communilies

Children are more vulnerable o breathing in polluted air than adulis because their
airways ane smaller and siill develaping. They also breathe more rapidly than adulis,
which means thal ibey will fake in more poliuled air.

Siudes have Tound links bebyesn living near busy roads and dementia, and that
improwing air qualty reduces demeniia risk

There is also an important sacial justice challenge as evidence suggests thal these
wulnerahle groups are responsible for less air pollulion emssions bul are impacted
more by theme

Alr Quality in Calderdale

Calderdals Council actively manilars three main pollutants: HOZ, PM10 and P2 5.
Moniloring akes place al fhree fixed Air Cualily Monilonng siatiors: Huddemfeld
Foad, Halifax; Wharl Sireet Sowerby Bridge; and Marksl Sireet Habden Bridge.

Air quality data gathered al these sies s avalable on the Calderdale Coundgl Air
Cuality Dashboard on the dalasoiks websile. Delalded analysis of ar gualilty and in

fhe borowgh is available in the 2021 Ar Quality Stalus Anoual Repor published on
Calderdale Coundl's webmte,

Passive moniboring of NO2 is also camied oul using difusion bubes which iake air
qualty samples for a fixed perfod of Bme. In 2020, passive NOZ monilonng was
underiaken at 54 sites across the braugh.



in Calderdale, the air quality is generally good due 1o the larges amound of rural land in
e borough. However, ibere are some arsas whers vehicle emissions are trapped in
e small space aeated by bulldings near roads, resulling in &levaled concentrafons
al pollution.

Dwring 2030 and 3021, air quality improved across the barouwgh, a5 a resull of reduced
fraflic because of the lododowres, working from home and school closunes associabed
with the COVID-19 pandemic.

There are a range of ways pariners in Calderdale are aleady lackling air gualily.
These indude §he coundl working wilh schools and local communilies: o implement
school streets, which involve sireet closures al school drop oflf and pick up mes when
raffic in the wvicinily i oflen a1 its heaviest. We know that the ‘school un’, s a key
cantribulor io traffic-based ar pollution. A Safe and Active Trawvel to School project s
planned to gather insight from children, parents, schools and residenis 1o infarm locally
specific measures (o inaease aclive ravel, address oad safely, improwe air gualiby
and reduce cangesfion

& communily engagemenl praject in Sowerby Bridge called “Samething in the A’ is a
parinership betwesn Calderdale Library service, the Sowerby Bridge Commursty and
e University of Manchesier, funded by the Camegie LK rust. The aim s fo sngage
people in ressarch and evidence aboul air quality and its relationship with healih

Calderdale’s Green and Heallhy Sireeis Policy, guides Council decisions aboul the
urbian environment s thal they contribute o our dimale action, bealth and wellb=ing
air quakty and anvironmental goals.

Consultalion with residents and businesses iz faking place in Sircoal Gresn, o
explone ways thal the environmenl can be designed =0 thal cars don’l dominale pubbc
space, while giving space for those who nead a car, 1o park.

Pariners are working fowards an Age-friendly Calderdale, o enable older people o
live a karger life. This includes: ersuiring thal the environmenl enables older people o
be actively imeolved in the local community and be healthy and independent for as long
a5 possible. Breathing clean air is an imporiant =lement of this.

iCalderdale also has =ight Adr Cualily Managemenl Areas (AOMAS), all of which hanee
bes=n declared alongsade major roads: in response o axcesdances of the annual mean
objective for HOZ being exceeded.
iCalderdale’s Air Quality Annual Slatus report for 2021, == out the Counal's plans for
improwing air quality in the coming year.

s« Promoling allernatives 1o privale vebede use, primarily Shrough developing

cyoling infrastuciure and encouraging car shanng.
s Providing accessihile information b the public o influence behavioural change



s Fadlilating e use of low emission trarsport by improving the netwaork of
eleciric rechanging poinls, bidding for ULEY funding, and placing conditions an
planning pemissions requinng the installation of electric wehicle rechange

paints.

*  Improving infrasiructure o increass the inerconnectivity of the transport hub o
conitrol Fraffic congeslion and priaritising pubkc transport

What Causes Alr Pollution?

The main drivers af air pollution have been ideniiied by Public Health England. The
table below shows Ihe percentage of each pollulant emifled by each cause.

Thi= =hows that road fransporl, ressdential §f small businesses and ind usines make the
largest contribulions bo air pallulion.

Cause of air pollution Mitrogen Particulate
Oxides Matter
Read Transpar 4% 12%
Energy Indusing 25 iy
Manufachring indusiries and consirucion 1% 1%
Residaniial and small-scale commensial combustion 10Pe 3%
(including gas boilerss cookers and solid fued burning
appliances)
fugriculiure 4% 155
Men road ranspar 4% 17%
Indusinal processes Less than 1% 13%

Calderdale’s Emission reduction pathway study looked at the sources ol emssions in
Calderdale. |l found that the major emissions sources in Calderdale are from road
ranspori (primarly private vehicles) and from energy use n buildings and industry

{primarily gas boiers) |

Figure 1).
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Figere 1 Caldardale’s curmest o mcsions profia (o Bed amssions for 2020

The range ol drivvers of air pollution indicates thal a combmation of actions s neaded
o improwve air quality and iis mpacis on health, wellbeing, and the environment. The
greatesi impact will be achieved by co-ondinaied padcages of inlerventions, so a
shralegic approach invalving a combinaltion af legisialive, policy, behavioural and
lechnological inlerventions is reguired in order o achieve the greales] benefils.

Calderdale’s Air Quality Aspiration
Our everall aim is 1o ensure Clean Air for All in Calderdale.

To do this, we need a clear understanding of how we can use e resoiurces under the
Coundl’'s conirol, such as Highways, Public Heallth, Planning and Environmenial
Healih o improwve e Bomough's air quality, bul we also need a dear and consisient
refationship with our many pariners = from the Combined Authodty fo local
cammunilies - io tackle this important agenda.

Impraving A Cluality reguires coordinated action across a number of areas and needs
o comprise a combinafan of moniloring and analysis, specific projecs or programmes
afl work, and a range of measures o enable and, where necessary. enforce,

We wan! o achieve an improvement in air quality through everylhing we do, aligning
aur palicies and enabling air quality improvemen! o be everyone’s business, so
Calderdale is a place whers residenis ane healiby, businesses can Noursh, and
wisilors enjoy hemeeives and wanl to retum.



Clean air

for all in
Calderdale

We want everybody (o feel safe in the knowledge that the air thal they are breathing
in Calderdale is clean. We know that improving air quality will lead to a wide range of
benefits for the place and its people. The diagram above, summarises what Calderdale
will be Ece when we have dean air for all.

How We Will Achieve Clean Alir for All

Our Strategic Objectives

1. To have a good understanding of air quality issues in Calderdale so that we can
take an inteligence lad apperoach

To ensure air quality is considerad in everything we do

To raise awareness and understanding of air quality in Calderdale

To design the physical and natural environment 1o improve air quakity

To reduce pallution from vehide joumeys

To protect the health of those most vuinerable 1o the harmful effects of ai
pollution

e eLN

Principles

Work to achieve our objectives will be guided by some important princples:

o We will provide leadership, by advocating for clean air, by influencing and
enabling others to lead ar qualty improvement



We will work in parinership across the Counci, with pariner organisations and
with |ocal communilies and residents. Mo single organisation can improwe air
guality alone

We will engage with communities aboul & guality and emposwer lhem o take
aclion io mprove air quakty

We wil target air quality action lo areas and groups at greatesi risk of ham
from air polluion

Wle will use our regulsbory and enforcement powers when pecessary fo
impnove air gualily



What We Can All Do to Improve Alr Quality

What Calderdale Council will do What partner organisations can do

Underake air guality monfonng, publish the | Look ad and understand air quakty montonng | = data about the impacis of poor air quakby

results, and halp the public understand wihal | data Jor pour neighibourhocd on peaple’s health and welbeing

the: dafta means

Engages with peaple and communites o Get invaked in community air quakty Engage with communitiss o enabke TEm o

enabie Hvemn 50 have a beter understanding | monitoring projects and share your views have @ betier understanding of air quality, how

of air quality, how fhey can contribute & about air guality ey can coninibuge fo monilonng and improving
and air qua A qualty

Caorsider e mpact of all Council polcies: Consider how the chososs we make nfuence | Consider the impact of your organisaton's

and decisions on air quaklty. Understand and | air quakby poloes, decisions, and equipment on ar
infhusnoe Waest Yorkshine Combined Authornty quakty

contibution bo ckzan air in Calderdalke

Apply for funding and provide grants and Derveliop and gel moived in ar qualty Contnbute % local ar quality Improvement
oihes support B0 enable ar quality mmprovemnent iniblatees, induding community | projects and enoourage pour cusiomers and
improwement measures, induding community | ked projects and check whether you are emphryess o ged insohed in communiy bsd air
led air guality improvemnent projects and gas | aigible for a gramt 1o help cover the costs of | | quality projects

baoiker replacemend schemes a boiler replacernent or low emission sehick

!p:ﬂdﬂw:r“ﬂr Imummmmmuxm !mmm:w:,mm:
communications campaigns bnked o the campaigns and think about how you can gef | and oushomess about the: harm that air polution
achons in this stalegy and support nationial | nvobved and support them causes people and how people can help
campaigns (e.g-, clean air dary) Impeove it

'i'l'h at Calderdale Council will do isations can do
. alk o peoplkes and Qrowuss in the: commurity acthve travel Jor the
plm:t:qulywruﬂmmmlbmng bl air qualfy and e main conirnblors. o m:rqtulty:ﬂmmm“lhugh
air poution in the local ansa CUSIOMErs ard SeniCeE LUSErs
ﬁm:mﬂ:dmmmmpﬂmng Limil use of poliang domesic applances ﬁaﬂe:ﬂmdﬂtlmpﬂﬂnfpﬂum
dome=shic applances on air gualry such as solid Tuel bumers and gas domesic appliances on air qually
apoliances

Wiork vath commuribes 10 mproee o Iimprosemenis that can b made n ake opporfunies io plant rsss and ncnsse
increase gresn spaces, bindiversity and tree | local neghibourhoods that will maks # sasier | green space on your estals

cover and make spaces jeel mone welcoming | o reduce car use and increase acine el
for oycisis and pedesiians, bulding onor | such as (e.g.. street kghting, road orossings)
Green and Healthy Streets policy

-Enm-clxqu:ng,l IMpIoSEmant MEIsUreEs in hlmmﬂlnmmwmu Include air quality Impeovement Mesunes in
new iranspor, housing, and business Improne @ir quakty in your nelghbourhood mew developments and refurbishments
developmenis

Creabe a usable borough wide active fravel Consider how your famiy can increass active | Put in place actie raved plans, making it easier
network 1o make [l easier lor peopls o walk, | o h:ﬂpqm.m:.andmmmmm
run and cycle ansurd the bonough use e actve travel infrasinesctuns

Iderity ways fo design T amiranment so Eﬂnﬂtfm'mmn]m Eﬂmﬂrhm;ﬂjuntﬂm}mrmmh
that cars don't dominase pubic space, whie | neghbourhood Ccowld be changed o reduce reduce the dominance of e car

giving space for those who need a car 1o fhe dominainos of the car

park, buiding on our Geeen and Healfy
Sireeis Policy




What Calderdale Council will do

nable residents io ravel short distances o
esseniial local serdoes, such as shops,
soioois and commarsty health and care
serdoes; on foot, by bike or by public
Iransport instead of by car

onsider the way we rasel. Whesne [oumsys
are lexs than a mile, consider walling or
cyoiing raSher than driving. Consider
Increasing the number of jourmeys you taks
using public rainsport

e how Seroes can be prowided doser
o people's. homes, (including digital meetings
and service deltrery]. Whers Sis =0t possible
idenafy ways o encourage employees and
SErvice users jouse public ramsport.

Derwedop serice delivery models hat reduce
|oumeys for emplojess and serdos Users

Consider abemalive ways of Using Seraoes
whene there is an alemative to face 1o faos

Emummmmm:tmﬂum
journeys for employess and senice USErs

Improve the eleciic vehide changing
infrastnucture in the Council's estale and
across the borough, especilly in areas
where it is moee difficult for indaviduals 1o
instal chargers

Consider whether your car can b replaped
by @ lower emission vehicke (e.g., fybed,
wlectic vehick). Even using a petrol car
rather Tan a diessl can make a big
difference, especialy in urban areas where
Oy lerveds ane highesst

Irestall edeciric wehicle changing points on your
esikate and consider making Tem available 1o

pariner onganisalions

De-carbonise Calderdale Gounal lieet by
20340 in e with our el zeeo @nget and
encourage supplers. io decarbonise Tough
proourEment policies

Sef @ faget for decarbonising your feet

Influence public ranspart providers so there
are mons clean buses and rains in
Calderdale

*rg.l and use b emission pulblic Fanspon
ard tans

Encourage supplers and corfracions o use o
emission vehicies and reduce car use through

procurermenl polcies

[ Ferviow Calderdale Councll Parking Stralegy

and consider ofer panking reated policees

(=.g. workplace parking levy) fo ncendvise:

aciree fravel and publc trarspor, while

ensunng e s adsquale parking whiens i
Halders

Consider using active ravel or public
franspot whien visfing local toens

Consider how car parking provision for
CLUSIDMErs, SErdos USETs and employess can
incentvise acive ravel and public Fanspod
use

is meeded for Blue Badge
NpkorE introoucing a chean air 2one n

Caiderdales, engaging with communities. ard
busnesses

Fartipaie In debate ard engage in
mm:pﬂrﬂmxm
in Calderdaks

What Calderdale Council will do

Farticipate in debabe and Sngage in
consutator mt:mw cheaini i Zone N
Caldermale

12

ngags win children, parents, schools and
Commimnities aboul how o incresse safe and
actrye ravel o and from school and iImprosee:
air quality arcund schools

ansder what can be done 10 make & saser
fior safe and actrve fravel to school in your
area and how ar guality around local schools:
cani be improvesd. H you have a school aged
child, enoourage then o walk, oyoe of use
puic Fransport o gel io school

o7 whad you can oo 40 make it easher i
e children of Wour CUSAOMETs, SEMVIon ISErs.
and employsss o walk, cycle of uss public
ransport i gl 1o sohool

[ Wicnk vath partners oo deraly peopie at nsk
from poor air qualfy so they can recene
imormation aboul profeciing themsetwes

Thase thal hawe a health conciton thal can
b exacerbaled by poor air quakby can join a
[Pt SUpPON group and shane expenences ol
v 1o neduos exposune 1o poor 3 qualiy

Increass understanding of the healh efiects of
Poor air qualkty, how exposurs o air poliuSon
can b reduced and suppor employess,
cusiomers and senice users manage haalh
condtions affected by poor air qualty

Derveiop and pr an alerl sysiem for
those most vulnerable b harmful efiects of
pood ar qualfty so they can necetve
information aboul when air quality nsks ars
high andl adwics about wihat o do 1o reduos
their risk of exposune

| you haree a condition that puts you at high
risk of poor air quality, sign up o the alert
system when i is awailable, o get usedul
informiation about reducing your risk

= the alert sysiem o employees,

cusiomers, and seice uSers




How We Will Oversee Air Quality Improvement

Govermance = provided by two separaie but inbemslaled Air Cuality Management

groups = one focussing on the siralegic dimension and one conceniraling on defiverny
al an aperational lewel.

The respecive role of each group is set oul below.

Strategic Group Operational group

Purpose Purpose

& To betler undersiand air pollution in Calderdals |+ Ta identily ibe aclion already
(acro=s the barough and when benchmarked being underaken o improve
withi ather ar=as) and the challanges and air gualily in Calderdale
oppariunites in improving air quality #  To co-ordinaie the defvery of

s Todevelop, review and oversee the Calderdale Counci funchons
implemeniation of an air quality wision and and programmes thal

for Calderdale, including e coribulbe o improsing air

development of oulcomes and performance aquality
measured the oubcomes saf out in

s To provwide overall governance and accountability Calderdal='s air quality
fiar the Council's action b improve air qualily sirabegy

s Toengage with pariners thal can influence air # To develop and monilor
guality, in local communities, the borough, sub- succeEss cribemna for the Air
regionally, regionally, and nalionally Cluabity sirabegy

s Tosupport political leadership for air quakty # To reporl on progress with e
improvement dedivery af air quality acon o

& Toersure affective inks and influence with West the Cabine Member for
Yorushine Combined Authonty Climabe Change and lhe A

«  To ersure hal engagement is undertaken with Chuakty Strategic group
communities impacied by poar air qualily sa that |+ To develap and deliver a
community views influence stralegic priorilies programme of air guality

«  To deploy Councdl I address air projects and initialives
quality improvemean sirabagic prorities « To mobiise and support

s To erable crganisation-wide and Calderdale- community action bo improve
wide action to achieve air quality outcomes and air guality, e.g., coordinaling
wunblock bamiss ard supporling local activily

s To idenlify, sscalste and recommend resoluons for Clean Air Day
b policy conflicts across the council in relation o |+ To deliver Calderdale’s
air qualily Improvement statulory air quality action plan

Membership of both groups indudes (he Cabinel Member with responsibility Tor
Climale Change in order fo reflsci ibe need for clear polilical leadership and
imvalvement, and the Stralegic Group will repot 1o the Council's Cabinetl an a regular
basis.



Appendix B Table of Daily Averages of the PM10 data for Jan to Jun
2022

The table below shows the Daily Averages of the PM10 data for Jan to Jun 2022
Daily Average

Date PM10 Date PM10 Date PM10 Date PM10
01/01/2022 22.7 19/02/2022 54.9 09/04/2022 30.3 31/05/2022 55.8
02/01/2022 21.3 20/02/2022 12.8 10/04/2022 42.3 01/06/2022 56.8

03/01/2022 25.6 21/02/2022 23.3 11/04/2022 44.4 02/06/2022 61.1
04/01/2022 42.6 22/02/2022 22.8 12/04/2022 59.0 03/06/2022 50.0
05/01/2022 54.7 23/02/2022 22.2 13/04/2022 29.8 04/06/2022 40.7
06/01/2022 50.9 24/02/2022 21.4 14/04/2022 41.5 05/06/2022 44.9

07/01/2022 35.8 25/02/2022 44.3 15/04/2022 42.4 06/06/2022 59.8
08/01/2022 38.4 26/02/2022 76.7 16/04/2022 43.1 07/06/2022 38.4
09/01/2022 21.6 27/02/2022 79.5 17/04/2022 36.4 08/06/2022 29.2
10/01/2022 59.2 28/02/2022 75.3 18/04/2022 23.5 09/06/2022 25.5
11/01/2022 61.9 01/03/2022 75.1 20/04/2022 34.4 10/06/2022 22.3

12/01/2022 50.9 02/03/2022 56.2 21/04/2022 43.2 11/06/2022 16.0
13/01/2022 41.2 03/03/2022 73.0 22/04/2022 33.6 12/06/2022 9.4
14/01/2022 50.9 04/03/2022 65.9 23/04/2022 30.0 13/06/2022 22.7
15/01/2022 62.2 05/03/2022 41.9 24/04/2022 21.8 14/06/2022 36.9

16/01/2022 39.4 06/03/2022 50.8 25/04/2022 47.3 15/06/2022 44.6
17/01/2022 37.7 07/03/2022 59.4 26/04/2022 52.0 16/06/2022  49.5
18/01/2022 56.1 08/03/2022 58.6 27/04/2022 49.6 17/06/2022 34.9
19/01/2022 30.3 09/03/2022 58.5 28/04/2022 65.4 18/06/2022 19.9
20/01/2022 54.9 10/03/2022 60.2 29/04/2022 58.0 19/06/2022 20.8

21/01/2022 36.0 11/03/2022 59.7 02/05/2022 24.8 20/06/2022 27.9
22/01/2022 21.0 12/03/2022 45.2 03/05/2022 58.8 21/06/2022 31.4
23/01/2022 27.4 13/03/2022 41.7 04/05/2022 28.2 22/06/2022 25.1
24/01/2022 49.5 14/03/2022 41.3 05/05/2022 30.8 23/06/2022 54.1

25/01/2022 48.4 15/03/2022 65.0 06/05/2022 35.4 24/06/2022 44.4
26/01/2022 39.7 16/03/2022 62.1 07/05/2022 36.4 25/06/2022 23.9
27/01/2022 24.6 17/03/2022 38.4 08/05/2022 34.7 26/06/2022 18.6
28/01/2022 44.1 18/03/2022 63.6 09/05/2022 43.7

29/01/2022 10.8 19/03/2022 40.4 10/05/2022 289
30/01/2022 27.9 20/03/2022 43.6 11/05/2022 29.9
31/01/2022 24.3 21/03/2022 65.6 12/05/2022 29.1
01/02/2022 11.7 22/03/2022 68.3 13/05/2022 25.4

02/02/2022 20.1 23/03/2022 75.5 14/05/2022 46.3
03/02/2022 29.8 24/03/2022 35.6 15/05/2022 48.2
04/02/2022 28.8 25/03/2022 71.4 16/05/2022 57.8
05/02/2022 14.7 26/03/2022 56.4 17/05/2022  50.0
06/02/2022 8.2 27/03/2022 46.0 18/05/2022 52.9

07/02/2022 41.1 28/03/2022 56.8 19/05/2022 43.3
08/02/2022 18.0 29/03/2022 59.2 20/05/2022 44.1
09/02/2022 23.6 30/03/2022 49.2 21/05/2022 32.2
10/02/2022 14.8 31/03/2022 30.8 22/05/2022 30.8

11/02/2022 56.4 01/04/2022 43.7 23/05/2022 37.2
12/02/2022 18.3 02/04/2022 52.4 24/05/2022 30.4
13/02/2022 27.1 03/04/2022 23.3 25/05/2022 26.5
14/02/2022 28.2 04/04/2022 14.1 26/05/2022 23.6
15/02/2022 44.6 05/04/2022 15.0 27/05/2022 21.0

16/02/2022 19.7 06/04/2022 17.4 28/05/2022 46.0
17/02/2022 53.0 07/04/2022 22.9 29/05/2022 37.6
18/02/2022 30.5 08/04/2022 43.4 30/05/2022 46.4



Appendix C — Transcript of Capacity related questions and
responses from full Council meeting on the evening of 30
November 2022

A transcript of the question and the response is below.

I Cuestion

“What capacity is there within the Environmental Health team to manage the additional
workload that the Environmental permit would necessarily produce by way of monitoring of
that site?”

I <sponse

“I would make similar comments made by ||} BNEEEEE just now about planning
Officers. Environmental Health Officers also remain a discipline where sometimes it is hard
to recruit it isn’t necessarily a career that people think of as one that they will go into
straight away. So there are issues about the sheer capacity of the Environmental Health
workforce right across the country really but as far as here in Calderdale is concerned,
people will be aware that the environmental health functions which are a statutory duty of
this Authority are very wide ranging, it is everything from noise, from the inspection of a
food establishment, from the consideration of housing disrepair and we’ve got the memory
of what’s just been happening in Rochdale to remind us of that and of course the monitoring
of situations such as incinerator proposal which is currently being considered by the
government inspector. What | would say is that | think that my own view is that it would be
extremely beneficial for this Authority were we in a better financial situation in relation to
the amount of money we get from central government to enable us to significantly increase
the size of our environmental health team but | have absolutely no particular confidence that
we’re going to be given a lot of extra money so all | can say is that we will do our best to
discharge our statutory functions, be that in relation to incinerator permits, food hygiene,
noise monitoring and everything else we do. The team | have to say we’ve got a team of very
high performing Officers who work extremely hard and | know that they will do their level
best to discharge their responsibilities whatever is put onto them.”



