
February 21, 2011

Re: School Health Risks Associated With Incinerators

Chairman Davis and Members of the School Board, Dr. Gorman, President Trobich and Members of the

Mecklenburg PTA Council Executive Board,

In our earlier communication we requested that you begin an investigation of the health risks associated with the

proposed garbage-to-energy gasification incinerator and to notify the students, faculty and staff of schools in a 4 mile

radius of the proposed gasification incinerator and the Recycled Fuel Facility and Transfer Station. We would like to

follow up on our request of February 11, 2011 with some additional information.

My individuals point to the European experience with incinerator technology. Great Britain has the unfortunate

experience of having lived with all types of incinerators for many years. The British Society for Ecological
Medicine has done an extensive review of the data and research on “The Health Effects of Waste Incinerators“.

In their 71 page report containing 329 references, their 10 Conclusions describe why they have determined that

incinerators, even newer technologies, represent a danger to public health. Their final recommendation leaves

little doubt:

“We recommend that no further waste incinerators be built.”

You can download their Preface, Conclusions and Final Recommendation at The Health Effects of Waste

Incinerators Conclusions. If you would like to review the full report, it is available at

The Health Effects of Waste Incinerator, Second Edition .

A decision to build a garbage-to-energy gasification incinerator in western Mecklenburg County is a decision that

should not be taken lightly. It needs a full and complete public health and safety impact analysis. And we need it

before the Mecklenburg Board of County Commissioners votes to approve the agreement to burn our garbage for at

least the next twenty years.

The UK Health Research group looked at official figures from the Office of National Statistics (ONS) and found an

increased infant mortality rate and a higher adult date rate in Coventry, England wards downwind of their

incinerator versus wards upwind of the incinerator (see below).

http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/the-health-effects-of-waste-incinerators-conclusions.pdf
http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/the-health-effects-of-waste-incinerators-conclusions.pdf
http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/health-effects-incinerator-report_v3-2008.pdf


The authors note:

“For every report that says incinerators are safe, there seems to be a dozen more that question this. One of the most

well known and respected is ‘The Health Effects of Waste Incinerators‘, published by the British Society for

Ecological Medicine.  This examines hundreds of scientific studies from around the world.  Collectively, these studies

paint a disturbing picture of a multitude of health problems that cannot be simply dismissed.”

“Independent researcher Michael Ryan has found that figures from the Office of National Statistics (ONS) show that

infant mortality rates (i.e. deaths below one year) in areas upwind of incinerators are significantly lower than in

downwind areas. For example areas upwind of Coventry incinerator recorded an average infant mortality rate

of 3.2 per 1,000 live births between 2003 and 2005, while in downwind areas the average was 8.2″

“ONS figures show that New Cross ward, which is largely downwind of the Debtford incinerator, has the highest

Standardised Mortality Ratio out of all 625 council wards in London with a figure of 161 for 1999-2003. This

translates as 61% more deaths than would be expected.”

You can read the summary and report here Infant Mortality Rates and Incinerator Location

Finally, the developer of this project is attempting to convince the public and elected officials that they are not

building an incinerator. We would like to provide documentation that they are in fact proposing an incinerator.

http://www.ecomed.org.uk/publications/reports/the-health-effects-of-waste-incinerators
http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/infant-mortality-rates-and-incinerator-location.pdf


In June of 2009 seven organizations released a 40-page report with 216 citations and references illustrating the

negative impacts of new waste incineration technologies. “An Industry Blowing Smoke” concludes that new
incineration technologies, like older-style burners, are expensive, inefficient and contribute to both climate

change and serious public health impacts. In their announcement, the authors remarked that:

“Trash incineration is more carbon-intensive than coal power and a leading source of dioxins in the
United States,” stated Sylvia Broude Lead Organizer for the Toxics Action Center in Boston, an

environmental and public health non-profit. “Coming up with new ways to burn garbage is just another

assault on public health and the climate” and that “the waste industry, which relies heavily on government

subsidies and tax credits, is misleadingly marketing a new generation of incinerator technologies as green

technologies. The new report debunks industry efforts to greenwash gasification, pyrolysis and plasma

incineration, pointing to more sensible directions that should be considered by decision makers.”

In their introduction, they address the issue of greewashing the term “incinerator”:

“A new generation of waste incinerators called gasification, pyrolysis and plasma (or plasma arc) are being

proposed in communities around the world. Companies promoting these technologies claim that they can

safely, cost effectively and sustainably turn many different types of municipal, medical, industrial and other

waste materials into electricity and fuels. Many companies go so far as to claim that their technology is

“green,” “pollution-free,” produces “renewable energy” and is not, in fact, incineration at all.

However, these technologies are classified as incinerators by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and

the European Union. The term “staged incineration” referenced by Fichtner Consulting Engineers (2004) is

used in this report to refer to gasification, pyrolysis and plasma incineration. All of these technologies utilize a

multi-step process that combines high heat followed by combustion. Staged incinerators processing

municipal solid waste (MSW) release dioxins, heavy metals, carbon dioxide, and other harmful pollutants into

the air, soil and water.”

We hope that you will download the Introduction and Executive Summary at Blowing Smoke Report – Intro and Exec
Summary Only and/or download the Full Report with References at An Industry Blowing Smoke Full Report .

We would welcome the opportunity to assist in your evaluation of this issue in any way that we can. Please advise us

as to your next actions on these requests as soon as possible.

Thank you.

Bill

Bill Gupton
Chair
Central Piedmont Group of the NC Chapter of the Sierra Club
Representing 2,300 members in Anson, Cabarrus, Cleveland, Gaston, Iredell, Lincoln, Mecklenburg, Stanly & Union counties.
704-367-0068

http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/blowing-smoke-report-inro-and-exec-summary-only.pdf
http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/blowing-smoke-report-inro-and-exec-summary-only.pdf
http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.files.wordpress.com/2011/02/blowingsmokereport.pdf
http://charlottesierraclub.org/
http://nc.sierraclub.org/
http://www.sierraclub.org/

