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DATES FOR YOUR DIARY

ALL BAN WASTE MEMBERS ARE URGED TO
ATTEND NEWCASTLE CITY COUNCIL EXECUTIVE
CABINET ON
Wednesday JUNE 10th at the Civic Centre
WHERE THE WASTE STRATEGY WILL BE
DISCUSSED AND/OR CONTACT THE COUNCIL
LEADER CLLR JOHN SHIPLEY - See page 3 for

more information
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THE WORLDS FIRST

. 3
@WORM SUMMIT CONFERENCE %K?

at Ouseburn Farm , Byker
Thursday 11 June 2008, 4.15 - 6.45

This meeting is the culmination of BAN Waste’s EAGA Wormeries
project in Newcastle upon Tyne. The project set out to place 5
different wormeries from different sources into different settings;
to support their progress; and to compare the experiences.

. e
é‘%Walkergate/Walkerville %“?
Without Waste!

Free Local Food & £50 Prize Draw
Join us for a drop-in celebration event that showcases what the people of
Walkergate and Walkerville have said about waste and recycling, their good
ideas and comments and what can happen next!

You can simply come, have a look, and grab some delicious, local FREE
food. If you want to find out more, Frances and Phil, other local people and
BAN Waste workers will be on hand to discuss what we set out to do, what
we found and what «could be the next steps in making
Walkergate/Walkerville Waste free...

Venue: Upstairs at Walker Library, Welbeck Road, Walker,
Date: Monday the 15" of June 2009.

Time: drop in anytime between 3.30 pm and 6pm.

. 3
é‘% BAN WASTE STALL - JUNE 25th %K?

this is going to be held at Enviroschools event
at the Centre for Life — June 25"

HELP NEEDED!
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é‘%NEWCASTLE WASTE STRATEGY LATEST@%

Further to the BAN Waste Bulletin, the Environmental Management Scrutiny
Panel of the council met on May 26" to review with the Environmental Services
officers’ response to last months recommendations. The Scrutiny Panel
reiterated its support for its previous recommends:
1. Ensure procurement has flexibility to cover 30-50,000 Tonne range to
cope with unknowns
2. Exclude incineration
3. Include anaerobic digestion
4. Provide an action plan and budget for achieving waste minimisation
targets
BUT the Executive may still try to keep Incineration in the options.

(**for article on incineration bottom ash - see page 8)

Wendy Taylor, who is the Executive Portfolio holder for the environment was
asked what she intended to advice the Executive and replied; that in an ideal
world she would like to rule out incineration and that it was very unlikely that
an incinerator would be built in Newcastle (previously having stated this would
not be efficient), she will advice the Executive to keep incineration and not rule
out sending rubbish to the Teesside incinerator!.

So Not In My BackYard but happy to send to someone else’s nearby?

This goes against many of the statements she has made including the
following: “she thought that incineration should be ranked bottom regardless of
whether the incineration would be carried out in Newcastle”,? and the policy of
Newcastle Liberal Democrats that waste incineration should not be part of the

future waste strategy.>

! The Journal “Newcastle City Council set to reject Byker incinerator”, Jan 16™ 2009

2 From the minutes of the Executive meeting of March 07

® From 2007 Answers to written questions from councillors (see
http://www.newcastle.gov.uk/cab2007.nsf/allbykey/7585CEO0BF2899F17802572ED003C08CA/$FILE/AlI%20Question
s%20and%20replies.pdf)
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In addition the officers want to only include a set tonnage figure of “around

40,000 tonnes” in the procurement specification, rather than provide flexibility
to accommodate the potential range of 30,000 to 50,000T that could need
treating. As everyone agrees that it is impossible to judge accurately municipal
tonnages in future (the procurement will not be completed for another 2 years),
we cannot see why officers want to stick to only one figure other than it wants
a dedicated small scale treatment of 40,000 tonnes which rules out most

options but not its previously preferred technology of Gasification.

Please attend on Wednesday June 10" (4pm Newcastle Civic

Centre) or contact Clir John Shipley.
Ask him/the council to support the following:-
e Incineration should be excluded
e Anaerobic Digestion should be included
e Procurement process should ask for options that would treat varying
levels including 30,000 tonnes, 40,000 tonnes & 50,000 tonnes, to allow
for changes in waste growth and recycling measures etc
e Officers should develop an action plan setting out waste minimisation
measures which should be adequately costed and funded.
You might also suggest further measure’s such as excluding all waste
burning processes which include Gasification and Solid Refuse Fuel SRF.
CONTACT DETAILS BELOW

é‘%NEWCASTLE WASTE STRATEGY LATEST@%

Councillor John Shipley OBE

Leader of the Council's Office
Civic Centre

Newcastle Upon Tyne

NE9S9 2BN

john.shipley@newcastle.gov.uk,



mailto:john.shipley@newcastle.gov.uk
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BAN WASTE FUNDING & PARTNERSHIP NEWS

BAN Waste has been given an interim payment from Newcastle City
Council only for 3 months (April 15t - June 30'" 2009). They stated that
all future funding from them will come via project based work aimed at
waste minimisation that could be funded through the Local Strategic
Partnership (LSP), rather than a grant to support the BAN Waste core
project and BAN Waste/Newcastle City Council Partnership.

We know BAN Waste members will support our greater emphasis on
waste minimisation projects, and the promotion of recycling. However
the LSP funding pot does not yet exist and it is unlikely that we will be
able to get enough funding to cover all of our core work. Some core
activities such as producing newsletters and lobbying the council etc
will have to rely more on support from volunteers.

HELP NEEDED!

With the above in mind we would be pleased if you could fill in the
Membership/ Volunteers Questionnaire on the rear page, so that we
can plan for the months ahead.

A Champion Of Her Environment - Community
Champion Donna Mear, North Tyneside

BAN Waste Member Donna Mear is an Every Action Counts
Community Champion. She has been volunteering on

community and environmental projects in Tyneside for more

than 7 years and has recently signed up for the Government
initiative to raise awareness of climate change amongst
community groups. Currently volunteering with at least five different charities, the
environment is her passion.

Well done Donnal!

NEW PAPER & TETRAPAK RECYCLING BANKS

BAN Waste recently circulated a bulletin to 60 plus community groups in
Newcastle, promoting recycling such as paper banks, cash for cans and
recycling credits. In co-operation with ABITIBI Bowater we are promoting the
placing of their paper banks. The first 2 are to go in place at St Anthony’s
Church Walker and St Vincent De Pauls New Bridge Street.

Well done to Chris Gelder who has introduced an Abitibi Bowater
paper-bank and a new Tetrapak Bank at Ozanam House in Dunholme
Road in Elswick. These banks are for use by the public as well as staff
and residents.
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:
# Y
SU PACYCLE kicks co-mingled systems into the
‘museum of rubbish ideas’!

You might remember that in 2007 BAN Waste argued the case to keep the
Newcastle City Recycling collection ‘source-segregated’ rather than ‘co-
mingled” which is what the City Council have introduced. One of the
problems at that time was a lack of suitable systems to collect sorted
recyclates.

Well now there is one, designed by none other than BAN Waste member
Giles Sergant. The SUPACYCLE will blow the outdated box and co-mingled
systems into the museum of ‘rubbish ideas’.

The system uses a new wheelie bin with 4 compartments and a compatible
lorry design. The bin compartments are emptied in turn into separate
openings on the roof of the vehicle.

Dennis Eagle have supported SUPACYCLE by supplying a vehicle as a
platform for the development of the system.

To get more information on SUPACYCLE go to the website. It's well worth a
look! www.supacycle.co.uk

TOP TIPS

Don't let rainwater go down the drain

Rainwater can easily be collected in water butts and you can save it for
watering plants when the weather warms up - plants prefer it to tap water.
In the meantime, use it to water indoor plants, wash the car and for other
outdoor jobs. Water butts (and diverters to redirect the water from
downpipes) are available from DIY stores.

Best Wishes, Rita @ Friends of the Earth

ALSO TRY - http://www.waterbuttsdirect.co.uk/viewall.htm



http://www.supacycle.co.uk/
http://www.waterbuttsdirect.co.uk/viewall.htm
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No need to constantly buy

new toys, use your nearest -
TOY LIBRARY

Toy Loan is in essence a green activity. It shares community resources and
reduces consumption. There are 6 toy libraries in Newcastle, to find out your
nearest, you can contact The National Association of Toy and Leisure Libraries
Helpline.

tel: 020 7428 2286  fax:020 7428 2281 email: helpline@playmatters.co.uk

Open Monday Tuesday & Thursday 9.00am - 4.30pm

www.natll.org.uk

The helpline also provides information, advice and support via telephone, email,
fax or letter to anyone planning, setting up and running toy/leisure library
services. It also has a helpsheet ‘Going Green in Toy Libraries’

Translation of Whale song sent out into space

This is recent breaking news from an oceanographic

institute which has succeeded in translating the whale

song which was sent out into deep space, along with

human voice messages (- might have been a mistake - o
sending out stuff you don't know the meaning of), in

order to try and make contact with others on other

resourceful or should that be resource-full, planets.....

‘Stay away, stay away they live in brick caves here, burn valuable resources
from their planet, dump the ash and argue about it I could say more but they're
making that cut-off sign for the tape. There are a few nice views’

TOP TIPS

Uses for old carpet

Carpets have a huge environmental impact so make yours last as long as
possible. Even when they are no longer suitable for the floor, there are a
number of ways to re-use small pieces. Line bottoms of cupboards, boot of the
car, pet's baskets, or use as doormats or for lagging pipes. Small pieces are
also great to put underneath plant pots on windowsills or shelves, so they don't
damage the surface.



mailto:helpline@playmatters.co.uk
file://www.natll.org.uk
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Confusion over status of incinerator bottom ash

(NOTE This is transcribed from an ENDS report www.endsreport.com — | have left other ENDS
references in so that you can research if you wish)

Incinerator operators could have to treat bottom ash as hazardous waste because of doubts over its
ecotoxicity. This could substantially increase the costs of incineration.

The Environment Agency has admitted it does not "have 100% confidence™ in its classification of
incinerator bottom ash (IBA) as non-hazardous waste.

Martin Bigg, the Agency’s head of industry regulation, told ENDS he had "mixed feelings" about
whether current tests of ash provide "anything of... value".

Over 710,000 tonnes of IBA was produced by incinerators in England and Wales in 2007. About
55% was sent to non-hazardous landfills, with the rest being ‘weathered’, through exposure to air
and rain, before being used as an aggregate.

If tests show that some IBA is ecotoxic, it could all have to be treated to make aggregate, thereby
increasing incineration costs. It would also call into question the classification of IBA as ‘inactive
waste’ by the Treasury. Inactive wastes only pay £2.50 landfill tax per tonne, compared with
£40/tonne for ‘active’ materials.

IBA has been a controversial issue since 2000, when it made front-page news. It was discovered that
mixed IBA and fly ash was contaminated with dioxins and heavy metals from an incinerator in
Byker, Newcastle, which had been spread on local allotments (ENDS Report 304, pp 17-18 P).

Concern over its ecotoxicity dates from October 2005 when the Health and Safety Executive
reclassified zinc oxide, a potential compound in ash, as ecotoxic, joining zinc chloride and all lead
compounds. At the same time, the Agency drafted new guidelines for testing ecotoxicity. These said
ecotoxic compounds could not make up more than 0.25% of wastes. If a laboratory cannot determine
what compounds are present or it is unclear from scientific literature, the "worst case" should be
assumed.

The guidelines presented a problem for waste companies because it is difficult to identify the zinc
and lead compounds in ash. Veolia wrote to the Agency saying "around 40%" of its IBA would
become ecotoxic.

The Agency did not publish its final guidelines until May 2008. ENDS reported that ash would now
likely be classed as hazardous due to the presence of zinc oxide (ENDS Report 401, p 19 ). But the
Agency said this was wrong and asked for a correction. "Although work undertaken has found that
zinc may be present in IBA... this is likely to be in the form of a benign complex mineral rather than
as ecotoxic zinc oxide," it said (ENDS Report 402, p 19 »).

Following complaints from groups including the UK Without Incineration Network, ENDS asked
the Agency for the evidence behind its view. This appears to be shaky. The Agency’s primary
reference document, a World Health Organization book on zinc, contains no mention of IBA. And
its other references do not provide conclusive evidence that zinc oxide and chloride are not present
in IBA.

Other evidence appears against the Agency. An international team of scientists led by Germany’s
environment agency will soon publish a book on aquatic and terrestrial tests to ascertain the
ecotoxicity of wastes.! The group tested IBA from a Dutch municipal waste incinerator and found it
to be ecotoxic.


http://www.endsreport.com/
http://www.endsreport.com/article.cfm?ArticleRef=304022
http://www.endsreport.com/article.cfm?ArticleRef=401025
http://www.endsreport.com/article.cfm?ArticleRef=402026
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When asked about this paper, the Environment Agency said "composition of ash does depend on
feedstock". But the evidence it supplied to ENDS does not relate to UK incinerators either.

UK waste industry trade body, the Environmental Services Association (ESA), said it has done
direct testing work which shows IBA is non-hazardous. But the Agency disagreed with the
methodology used.

The Agency now appears to have made a u-turn. Martin Bigg said he would shortly meet the ESA to
discuss how ash can be tested to ensure evidence of its hazardous status is robust and transparent. If

there is significant doubt over what compounds are present, the ash should be defined as hazardous,

he said.

"We have to realise there may be cost implications,” he said. "The operators of incinerators [may]
have to go to councils and ask where these hazardous components are coming from. Where is the
zinc coming from? Where is the lead coming from? Let’s get the feedstock right so we don’t have
this problem."

There are other ways to deal with IBA than removing all metals before incineration. Companies such
as Ballast Phoenix already leave the ash outside to undergo weathering. But Greenpeace UK’s chief
scientist David Santillo said it should not be assumed that weathered ash is non-hazardous and it
should be tested for ecotoxicity before being used as an aggregate.

However, even if the Agency does change its view, it does not appear to be in a position to decide
whether companies are actually misconsigning IBA as non-hazardous waste. ENDS asked to see ash
sampling data from LondonWaste for its Edmonton incinerator. But the Agency said the data could
not be used to ascertain whether ash exceeded ecotoxicity thresholds.

It is not clear whether the data needs to be adjusted for moisture content, a spokesman said. It is also
impossible to tell what form the lead is in. "Although almost all lead compounds are classified as
ecotoxic, lead metal is not," they said. "This information cannot be obtained from an elemental
analysis."

"For the Agency to leave [classification] to operators is shocking," said Alan Watson of Public
Interest Consultants, a body that has worked extensively on this issue. "If the Agency does not take
control and do its own independent sampling, operators are likely to carry on consigning ash as non-
hazardous. At the moment, the Agency is not putting its eye to the telescope.”

The Agency is developing a protocol for IBA to define the point at which it is can be classed as a
product and so outside waste controls (ENDS Report 389, p 17_P). A technical working group is
assessing IBA’s impacts on water and health when used as aggregate, but is not assessing whether
the material is ecotoxic.

1) Ecotoxilogical classification of waste, available at www.springer.com

ENDS does not hold any responsibility for the content of external sites


http://www.endsreport.com/article.cfm?ArticleRef=389018
http://www.springer.com/
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Membership/ Volunteers Questionnaire

If you have an email version, please amend, cut & paste as necessary

and return to banwaste@googlemail.com.
If you have a paper version please fill in and return to:-

MEMBERS SURVEY
Do you still want to receive BAN Waste Newsletters YES/NO
Do you still want to be a member (which is free)? YES/NO

What activities/ issues do you think BAN Waste should focus on?

Waste minimisation projects & activities YES/NO

Zero Waste Challenge (to encourage households/communities to reduce YES/NO
their waste to a minimum)

‘Which Wormery’ (promoting and giving advice on wormeries) YES/NO

Food Waste Composting (Promoting and helping set up composting YES/NO
schemes with community groups and other orgs)

Website and A - Z Directory(Keep an up to date website with directory to | YES/NO
give info on all materials & aspects of recycling)

Recycling in Community Groups (train/support volunteers in promoting YES/NO
recycling in the community and/or organisations)
Consulting with local councils on waste and recycling strategies YES/NO

Campaigning and lobbying councillors and MP’s against incineration and YES/NO
unsustainable practices.

Other - if you have any ideas or suggestions, please write them here:-

Could you volunteer for BAN Waste in the following activities?

Helping promote Zero Waste Challenge YES/NO
Promoting recycling in community groups YES/NO
Promoting Wormeries YES/NO
Running stalls or events YES/NO
Updating Website YES/NO
Compiling newsletters YES/NO
Campaigning and lobbying councillors YES/NO
Fundraising. YES/NO
Research YES/NO
Other - please state YES/NO

Your contact details-



mailto:banwaste@googlemail.com
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BAN Waste 1| s..

& A community-based organisation working towards practical
implementation of a zero waste strategy in Newcastle.

@ BAN Waste has its roots in the campaign that opposed the Byker
Incinerator and helped to close it.

& We are opposed to incineration and landfill on the grounds that they are
a waste of resources, uneconomic, and damaging to our health and
environment.

€ Since the closure of the Byker Incinerator we have been active in
promoting waste reduction, composting, recycling and opposing landfill.

BAN WASTE

C/O Newcastle Healthy City

14 Great North Road
Newcastle upon Tyne NE2 4PS

Telephone 0191 211 3593 email banwaste@googlemail.com
Check our website at www.banwaste.org.uk



mailto:banwaste@googlemail.com
http://www.banwaste.org.uk/

