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Central Piedmont Sierra Club Calls on Governor Perdue and Elected to Officials to
Reevaluate Position on ReVenture Park Incinerator

Charlotte, NC. September 20, 2010. The Central Piedmont Group of the North Carolina Chapter of the Sierra Club

today called upon Governor Bev Perdue and local elected officials to reconsider their position on and support of the

proposed ReVenture garbage incinerator. Local elected officials receiving a request were:

 NC Senators Clodfelter, Dannelly, Goodall, Graham and Rucho,

 NC Representatives Martha Alexander, Carney, Cotham, Earle, Gulley, Killian, Mackey, Samuelson, and

Tillis,

 Mecklenburg County Manager Jones and Mecklenburg County Commissioners,

 Mint Hill Town Manager Welch, Mayor Biggers and Town of Mint Hill Board of Commissioners,

 Cornelius Town Manager Roberts, Mayor Tarte and Cornelius Town  Board of Commissioners,

 Pineville Town Administrator Rose, Mayor Fowler and Pineville Town Council,

 Huntersville Town Manager Ferguson, Mayor Swain and Town of Huntersville Commissioners,

 Davidson Town Manger Brice, Mayor Woods and Town of Davidson Board of Commissioner,

 Matthews Town Manager Blodgett, Mayor Taylor and Town of Matthews Board of Commissioners,

 City of Charlotte Mayor Foxx, Mr. Walton and Charlotte City Council Members

A meeting with the Central Piedmont Sierra Club, the ReVenture Park Team, and representatives from LUESA,

Citizens for a Healthy Environment, and Clean Air Carolina was facilitated last week by Mecklenburg Board of

County Commissioner Chair Jennifer Roberts. In that meeting representatives from ReVenture acknowledged that

(1) they are planning to build an incinerator to burn municipal solid waste and yard waste via a refuse derived fuel

process; and, (2)  they are fully aware of their requirement to receive an approved Title V (major source) operating air

quality permit. The developer had previously stated on numerous occasions that “they were not proposing an

incinerator” and they would be “a minor source” facility.

Speaking for the Central Piedmont Sierra Club, Group Chair Bill Gupton, indicated that, “We support several

elements of the ReVenture project and we’re pleased that the developer has finally acknowledged the fact that are

indeed building an incinerator that will require a Title V, major source air quality permit. Our elected officials, and the

public, deserve to know all the facts when making an important decision such as this.”



The Central Piedmont Sierra Club and other community organizations have been concerned that the media, elected

officials and others have stated that they were told by ReVenture that “they were not proposing an incinerator” and

that the incinerator would be “a minor source” facility. The Environmental Protection Agency is very clear that

commercial and municipal solid waste combustors/incinerators, regardless of size, are required to have a Title V

(major pollutant source) permit.

Even the most technologically advanced waste incinerators produce hundreds of distinct hazardous byproducts

including dioxins, heavy metals, halogenated organic compounds and the newly discovered threat, nanoparticles.

These occur both in toxic air emissions and in ash residuals. Incinerators also produce more global warming pollution

(mainly carbon dioxide) per unit electricity generated than most other kinds of power including coal, gas and

hydroelectric.

Catherine Mitchell, Chair for the Citizens for a Healthy Environment, who attended the meeting noted that “We have

been extremely concerned that ReVenture was proposing another major pollutant, waste incinerator in a non-

attainment air quality area when we already have excessive toxic pollution with an incinerator in Matthews.” Citizens

for a Healthy Environment has been advocating for stricter regulation of incinerators like the BMWNC Medical Waste

incinerator in Matthews.

Representatives from various local nonprofit organizations with missions to protect the public interest and concerned

citizens have launched an “Incinerator Free Mecklenburg” Campaign. The goal of the group is to heighten awareness

and bring about a public discussion about our solid waste policy and various options. Information about the campaign

along with the science behind incinerators and adopting a Zero Waste policy is available on Facebook at

http://www.facebook.com/pages/Incinerator-Free-Mecklenburg-County/136070243092962?ref=ts or the Incinerator

Free Mecklenburg website at http://incineratorfreemecklenburg.wordpress.com/ .

Attachments which follow:

Email to Governor Perdue

Central Piedmont Sierra Club / ReVenture Park Meeting Follow Up to Commissioner Roberts



September 20, 2010
Re: ReVenture Incinerator and Title V Air Quality Permit

Governor Perdue,

I have attached an important document regarding the proposed ReVenture Park development and would request that
you review it as soon as possible.

This document deals with a September 13th meeting facilitated by Mecklenburg County Commissioner Chair Jennifer
Roberts with the Central Piedmont Sierra Club, the ReVenture Park Team, and representatives from LUESA,
Citizens for a Healthy Environment, and Clean Air Carolina. At this meeting, two critical elements related to the
proposed ReVenture waste incinerator came to light:

1. ReVenture publicly acknowledged that they are planning to build an incinerator to burn municipal solid waste
and yard waste via a Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF) process. We have been extremely concerned that the
media, elected officials and others have stated that they were told by ReVenture that “they were not
proposing an incinerator”. Having ReVenture acknowledge that the facility they are proposing will be defined
as and regulated as a solid waste incinerator is critical fact that should have been made clear at the outset of
discussion with elected officials and government staff so they could make informed decisions as to whether
to support the project. We are disappointed in the ReVenture Team explanation that “they didn’t like using
the term because of bad connotations” and find this explanation unacceptable. One might view this as
misleading the media, elected officials and the public in an attempt to green wash the proposal and hide
important information related to public safety and the health of our environment.

2. ReVenture publicly acknowledged that they will have to apply for and receive a Title V air quality permit
(required of all major pollutant source emitters) prior to the operation of the incinerator. ReVenture has told
the Sierra Club, other community organizations, elected officials, the public and the media that they will be “a
minor source” facility. The Environmental Protection Agency is very clear that commercial and municipal
solid waste combustors/incinerators, regardless of size, are required to have a Title V (major pollutant
source) permit. ReVenture stated in the meeting that the comments that they have repeatedly made were in
reference to their intent to “apply for their construction permit” and that they are fully aware of their
requirement to receive an approved Title V (major source) operating air quality permit. We find this
explanation unacceptable. Again, one might view this as misleading the Sierra Club, other community
organizations, elected officials, the public and the media in an attempt to green wash the proposal and hide
important information related to public safety and the health of our environment.

Based upon this new information, we believe that it would be in your best interest and that of your constituents to
reevaluate your support of this portion of the proposed ReVenture project. If your decisions and position on this
project were based on the incorrect information that ReVenture was not planning to build an incinerator and that it
would be a minor source for air pollutants, we believe that you should reevaluate your position, request additional
information and full disclosure from the developer of all potential environmental impacts of their proposal based on
expected emissions, and take the necessary steps to correct these decisions with ReVenture and Mecklenburg
County.

If I can answer any questions or provide you with any additional information, please feel free to contact me.

Bill

Bill Gupton
Chair
Central Piedmont Group of the NC Chapter of the Sierra Club
Incinerator Free Mecklenburg
Representing 2,300 members in Anson, Cabarrus, Cleveland, Gaston, Iredell, Lincoln, Mecklenburg, Rowan, Stanly & Union counties
704-367-0068
Save Trees. Print Only When Necessary.



September 20, 2010

Re: Central Piedmont Sierra Club / ReVenture Park Meeting

Commissioner Roberts,

Thank you for facilitating the September 13th meeting with the Central Piedmont Sierra Club, the ReVenture Park

Team, and representatives from LUESA, Citizens for a Healthy Environment, and Clean Air Carolina. We believe that

the meeting was very productive and several important items came out of the meeting.

We greatly appreciated the opportunity to reconfirm our entire position on the ReVenture Park project, explain our

vetting process regarding the pros and cons of the incineration of our municipal solid waste (MSW) and yard waste

(YW), and to share some of our concerns about certain portions of the proposed redevelopment project.

We are very pleased that ReVenture has publicly acknowledged that they are planning to build an incinerator to burn

MSW and YW via a Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF) process. We have been extremely concerned that the media, elected

officials and others have stated that they were told by ReVenture that “they were not proposing an incinerator”.

Having ReVenture acknowledge that the facility they are proposing will be defined as and regulated as a solid waste

incinerator is critical fact that should have been made clear at the outset of discussion with elected officials and

government staff so they could make informed decisions as to whether to support the project. We are disappointed in

the ReVenture Team explanation that “they didn’t like using the term because of bad connotations” and find this

explanation unacceptable. One might view this as misleading the media, elected officials and the public in an attempt

to green wash the proposal and hide important information related to public safety and the health of our environment.

Another major issue that we are pleased has been clarified deals with statements made by ReVenture regarding their

permitting process. ReVenture has told the Sierra Club, other community organizations, elected officials, the public

and the media that they will be “a minor source” facility. The Environmental Protection Agency is very clear that

commercial and municipal solid waste combustors/incinerators, regardless of size, are required to have a Title V

(major pollutant source) permit. ReVenture stated in the meeting that the comments that they have repeatedly made

were in reference to their intent to “apply for their construction permit” and that they are fully aware of their

requirement to receive an approved Title V (major source) operating air quality permit. We find this explanation

unacceptable. Again, one might view this as misleading the Sierra Club, other community organizations, elected

officials, the public and the media in an attempt to green wash the proposal and hide important information related to

public safety and the health of our environment.



Another of the elements of the ReVenture Park development that we believe that should be thoroughly reviewed and

discussed relates to the proposed plan to burn sewage sludge biosolids in the incinerator. The May 25, 2010 agenda

of the City of Charlotte Economic Development Council Committee describes an agreement between the City of

Charlotte and ReVenture. We have attached a copy of the Central Piedmont Sierra Club comments to this proposal

for your reference (CPSC Comments Concept Framework for City Forsite ReVenture Project.PDF). We’ve indicated

below our concerns (in blue) with this issue related to sewer sludge biosolids:

6. Subject to a mutually acceptable technology and pricing structure, CMU agrees to provide biosolids and

Developer agrees to guarantee the acceptance of CMU’s biosolids that would be used as fuel for the

proposed biomass plant.

The decision to burn CMU’s biosolids as fuel for the proposed waste incinerator generates many questions and

concerns, especially given the greater Mecklenburg region’s Nonattainment Status for air quality. In a letter to

NCDENR Division of Air Quality regarding North Carolina Proposed Nonattainment Ozone Boundaries, the Blue

Ridge Environmental Defense League (BREDL) raises many issues related to the need for special concern,

monitoring and enforcement to improve our air quality. We urge you review this document to identify any issues

that may apply to our situation (http://www.bredl.org/pdf2/nonattainment_comments020609.pdf ).

We would also urge you to review the following resources for additional information:

Frequently Asked Questions About Sewage Sludge

Over 60,000 toxic substances and chemical compounds can be found in sewage sludge.

http://www.bredl.org/pdf/FAQ-sludge.pdf

North Carolina Air Quality rules for sewage sludge and sludge incinerators

Report deals with Particulate Matter, Visible Emissions, Sulfur Dioxide, Odorous Emissions, Hydrogen Chloride,

Mercury Emissions, Beryllium Emissions, Lead Emissions, Other Metal Emissions and Toxic Emissions from

burning sewage sludge.

15A NCAC 02D .1204 SEWAGE SLUDGE AND SLUDGE INCINERATORS

http://daq.state.nc.us/rules/rules/D1204.pdf

Are BIOSOLIDS safe for our farmlands and FOOD?

The Federal Clean Water Act defines sewage sludge as a “pollutant” [33USC 1462]. Additional information on

http://www.bredl.org/pdf2/Biosolids_Factsheet.pdf

Given the undetermined economic, public health and environmental impact from a decision to burn biosolids

using a yet to be identified technology, we request that the Economic Development Council Committee make no

additional decisions supporting the use of or recommendation to burn CMU biosolids.

We were pleased to hear from Mecklenburg Air Quality that they would be responsible for reviewing the ReVenture

air quality permit, that all regulations and requirements would have to be met by ReVenture, and that their Title V

permit would “probably be the most thoroughly reviewed air quality permit ever reviewed in Mecklenburg County”.

We have great respect for and confidence in the work of Mecklenburg Air Quality and the work that they do to

improve our air quality.



We were also pleased to hear a number of very positive and reassuring comments made by Mecklenburg Solid

Waste. It was reassuring to hear that the two memorandum of understanding (MOUs) are “not a done deal” and that

a special Council is being formed to review the economic, public safety, environmental and technology issues related

to the proposed change in the Mecklenburg County 10-Year Solid Waste Plan. We have great respect for and

confidence in the work of Mecklenburg Solid Waste and the work that they do to manage our County waste

materials.

Your comments and those of several others in the meeting regarding the concept of a Zero Waste policy were very

encouraging. With a reported 12% recycling rate for Mecklenburg County in 2009, the Central Piedmont Sierra Club

would like to recommend that Mecklenburg County form a stakeholder group to investigate this and to see how other

cities in the US have achieved a 72-76% recycling rate. We would offer our assistance in such a project.

As we stated in the meeting, we would request that you take the following actions to assure that the financial, public

health and environmental interests for Mecklenburg County are protected:

1. We recommend and request that the Mecklenburg Board of County Commissioners undertake a study of

the gasification process and the ReVenture specific proposal to determine the level of public health and

environmental risk for the citizens of Mecklenburg and surrounding areas.

2. We recommend and request that the Mecklenburg Board of County Commissioners secure an air quality

impact analysis to determine potential toxins and their levels from the proposed incinerator and to

determine if this proposed Title V facility would add to our non-attainment status.

3. We recommend and request that the Mecklenburg Board of County Commissioners secure a water

impact analysis to gauge the potential water demands and any adverse water quality issues in the area

adjacent to the proposed site.

4. We recommend and request that the Mecklenburg Board of County Commissioners convene a series of

public hearings on the issue of waste-to-energy as an option for Municipal Solid Waste and Yard Waste in

Mecklenburg County.

5. We recommend and request that the Mecklenburg Board of County Commissioners form a citizen

stakeholder committee to identify viable options for decreasing residential and commercial waste that

reuses and recycles our valuable resources.

We would further recommend and request that no additional commitment to the incinerator portion of the ReVenture

Park development project be made by Mecklenburg County on behalf of its citizens until this due diligence process is

completed.

Finally, we would like to thank Tom McKittrick and the other members of the ReVenture Park Team for their

willingness to meet with us and to provide us with an update and clarification on several aspects of the development.

We look forward to receiving additional information and scientific data as it is available.



On behalf of the Central Piedmont Executive Committee and our Sierra Club members, we wish to thank you for

facilitating this important first meeting. We consider you, the other members of the Board of County Commissioners

and Mecklenburg County staff critical partners in working to preserve and protect our environment.

Sincerely,

Bill

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

Enclosure: CPSC Comments Concept Framework for City Forsite ReVenture Project.PDF

Cc Meeting Attendees:

June Blotnick, Clean Air Carolina

Alan Burns, Citizens for a Healthy Environment

Rich Deming, ReVenture Park Team

Ollie Frazier, ReVenture Park Team

Bruce Gledhill, Mecklenburg Solid Waste

Bill Gupton, Central Piedmont Sierra Club

Helene Hilger, ReVenture Park Team

Jim Laughlin, ReVenture Park Team

Tom McKittrick, ReVenture Park Team

Catherine Mitchell, Citizens for a Healthy Environment

Lisa Lee Morgan, ReVenture Park Team

Heidi Pruess, LUESA Environmental Policy Administrator

Jennifer Roberts, Mecklenburg Board of County Commissioners

Cary Saul, LUESA Director

Bobby Shields, Mecklenburg County General Manager

Jennifer White, Central Piedmont Sierra Club

Don Willard, Mecklenburg Air Quality

About the Central Piedmont Group. The Central Piedmont Group of the NC Chapter of the Sierra Club is one of the largest
groups in North Carolina, representing the environmental communities for Anson, Cabarrus, Cleveland, Gaston, Iredell Lincoln,
Mecklenburg, Stanly, Rowan and Union counties.

The group is active in providing environmental educational programs and influencing local policy issues related to the
environment. Unless otherwise noted on the website ( http://charlottesierraclub.org/ ), monthly meetings take place the fourth
Wednesday of the month beginning at 7:00 PM at the Mahlon Adams Pavilion at Freedom Park, 1900 East Boulevard, Charlotte,
NC.



About the Sierra Club. Since 1892, the Sierra Club has been working to protect communities, wild places, and the planet
itself. With a membership of 1.3 million, the Sierra Club is the oldest, largest, and most influential grassroots environmental
organization in the United States.

The Mission of the Sierra Club is: To explore, enjoy, and protect the wild places of the earth; To practice and promote the
responsible use of the earth's ecosystems and resources; To educate and enlist humanity to protect and restore the quality of the
natural and human environment; and to use all lawful means to carry out these objectives.

Through participation in national, state chapter and local groups, Sierra Club members program are active in developing a safe
and healthy community in which to live, smart energy solutions to combat global warming and an enduring legacy for America's
wild places. To learn more about the Sierra Club go to http://www.sierraclub.org/ .
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