
April 2022 – Email to Dorset Planning from Paula Klaentschi (SPWI) 
 
Subject: WP/20/00692/DCC Portland Port, Castletown, Portland DT5 1P 31.03.22 
as ever more detailed scrutiny has been undertaken of the facts it is clear that this location is 
unsuitable for a waste incineration plant.  Fundamental concerns with the soundness of the 
applicants submission have been identified.   
 
Given that Portland and Weymouth is amongst the ten per cent most deprived places in the UK with 
this situation continuing to decline, the Petitioners 6,739 and the individual 3,362 Objections thus 
far would have preferred Dorset Council Waste and Minerals Planning department to have 
commissioned and paid for these essential reports.  Dorset Council states: “Deprivation has a 
significant impact on health and wellbeing. The Dorset Council areas of deprivation are largely 
located in the most urban areas - in particular the former borough of Weymouth & Portland”.  
Deprivation also reduces the ability of a community to speak out. The stress on our deprived 
community caused by this application is significant.  This could have been avoided and we contend 
that the planning process miscalculated in the pre-application process in encouraging this 
application. 
 
The wellbeing of people living and working nearby and immediately above the chimney should not 
sacrificed for the profit of a merchant facility. The prison officers and staff at the prison are 
confident that The Ministry of Justice repeated objections will safe guard them. 
 
Clearly as seen from the dates of the responses the Natural England judgements published have 
been based on air quality information that has since been found flawed.   
 
What is unacceptable through habitats assessments, where the precautionary principle reigns, must 
truly be applied to the protection of people.  The Climate and Ecological Emergency is about 
responding to the consequences of contamination already present and fighting to improve and 
remove pollution – not add to it. 
Today Cllr David Walsh https://www.dorsetecho.co.uk/news/20032753.dorset-one-best-areas-
renewable-energy-generation/ is speak to this issue underlining that Dorset Council’s Climate and 
Ecological Emergency Strategy sets out a commitment to support the county to be carbon neutral.  
To allow a plant that will emit four times more carbon than the current decarbonising national grid, 
locking the valuable site in to the wrong use for 30+ years, to provide the Port with the same 15MW 
power that could come from the national grid from one offshore wind turbine is obviously not 
acceptable.  This merchant applicant has no benefit to the wider public and has really significant 
negative impacts and is definitely contrary to the 2019 Dorset Waste Plan. 
 
We therefore underline the conclusions of the expert consultants Freeths submitted today and seek 
protection for us all from this proposal. 
 
 
and our email to the Environment Agency which also went to the Committee are the last I shall be 
doing I would think prior to the Committee and it sums things up: 
 
Subject: Environmental Permit application no: EPR/AP3304SZ/A001 Portland Waste Incinerator 
01.04.22 
 
we, in conjunction with The Portland Association, wish you to include the attached information 
prepared by Freeths in your assessment. This is a critique of the applicants latest amended 
information and sets out the significant concerns arising from inadequate Air Quality Assessments 
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which being woefully inadequate render the ecological impact and habitat assessment 
unacceptable.  We trust and expect that you will include this work in your consideration of the 
Environmental Permit application EPR/AP3304SZ/A001.   
 
Indeed what is unacceptable through habitats assessments, where the precautionary principle 
reigns, must truly be applied to the protection of people. This application location so close and 
below where people live and work is surely not acceptable. 
The reality is that the  Governments Public Health confidence is only based on research into 
municipal waste incinerators, not merchant ones as proposed in this environmental permit 
application. https://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/CDP-2020-0014/CDP-2020-
0014.pdf.  The studies cited focused only on infant mortality and other birth outcomes not the 
cumulative outcome on a population over the 30+ years of such a process running.  This is an 
example of selective and curtailed research.  Such narrow assessments cannot give full confidence to 
the often repeated statement: “are not a significant risk to public health.” Even this advice to MPs 
includes the caveat that “PHE will continue to review its advice in light of new substantial research 
on the health effects of incinerators published in peer-reviewed journals.”  Now Public Health 
England has been replaced by UK Health Security Agency and Office for Health Improvement and 
Disparities; is the data more likely to be relevant and reviewed?  Honestly we think not, do you 
agree? The Parliamentary report https://appgaq.files.wordpress.com/2021/12/211208-waste-
incineration-and-public-health-appg-air-pollution-report.pdf  and 
https://zerowasteeurope.eu/library/the-true-toxic-toll-biomonitoring-of-incineration-emissions/ set 
out why we are very concerned that the EA only grants permits where the proposal is truly safe.   
 
We also send this information to Defra water services, as directed by Cefas and the MMO, because 
what goes into the air and falls on the land and sea also washes into the sea. Our Dorset 
conservation inshore waters are vital to our local economy. We draw attention to 
https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning/WaterBody/GB680805270000?cycle=2 . 
Portland Harbour already has a diminishing ecological classification.  Data for hazardous substances 
are a “fail” for mercury and its compounds and a “fail” for the flame retardant chemical 
Polybrominated diphenyl ethers.   Proper cumulative and in-combination assessment of the impact 
of all “forever chemicals” on our health and habitats is essential. 
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https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning/v/c3-draft-
plan/WaterBody/GB680805070000  Weymouth Bay data shows the same failings. Adding to the 
existing pollution must be unconscionable.  We expect the EA to take all this into account in their 
consideration of the permit application. 
 
Scrutiny of the National Pollution Inventory 2020_Pollution_Inventory_Dataset_Version_2  shows 
that the collecting of pollution data from waste incinerators is incomplete with missing data from 9 
operating waste incinerators. See attached our tally file UK_EfW_Incinerators.xlsx  . There is also an 
inconsistent range of pollutants recorded, some submit only 8 some 64 identified pollutants.  The 
Inventory also shows that thresholds of reporting are breached consistently.  The EA Permit required 
Annual Performance Reports of each operating waste incinerator show that abnormal working 
conditions, when continuous sampling does not occur, happens all too frequently. Periodic sampling 
is taken at times of the operators choice when the plant is running sweetly.  Since the EA does not 
scrutinise the content of the fuel inputs leaving RDF residual derived fuel as a confidential contract 
between supplier and incinerator it is conceivable that imported waste from overseas may have very 
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challenging chemical composition. This permit application is for a plant located in the Port with no 
constraint on the origins of the RDF.  
The most recent EA permit  EPR/UP3708SB for Bridgwater Resource Recovery Limited sets no limit 
on emissions to air for Dioxins / furans / PCBs /  (WHO-TEQ Humans / Mammals, Fish, Birds) 
Polybrominated dibenzo-dioxins / Specific individual poly-cyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) as 
specified.  Thus the public is aware of “forever pollutants” not being controlled with the BAT 
protocols and EA Permit regulation.  BAT, best available technology, is not the best possible it is only 
that which has commercially been agreed with the industry. 
 
Another example of aversion of looking and recording necessary information is the issue of lack of 
refreshed relevant pollution data.  The latest Defra survey of industrial pollution on soils and 
herbage included upwind and downwind from waste incinerators was completed in 2007 and 
nothing has been assessed since. 
https://www.whatdotheyknow.com/request/uk_soil_and_herbage_pollutant_su?nocache=incoming
-1989594#incoming-1989594  This lack of attentiveness adds to the awareness that authorities are 
purposely “looking the other way” . Appendix4MetalsIndustrialSoil.xls makes revisiting and updating 
the data problematic with hidden locations. In 2007 only 8 waste incinerator locations were tested, 
today 59 are operating with 35 approved and under construction. 
 
The EA is failing to protect our environment from sewerage discharge. We consider it is reasonable 
to question whether the EA is adequately equipped to safe guard us from waste incineration 
pollution? 
 
The Climate and Ecological Emergency is about responding to the consequences of contamination 
already present and fighting to improve and remove pollution – not add to it. 
 
This submission concludes our commissioning of expert reports. 
Please confirm that the Permit Assessment Team is able to accept this submission at this date 
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