Epynt Action Group

Resource Centre, Old Station Master’s House, Sennybridge, Brecon LD3 8RS, Wales, UK

 Tel:  01874 636591  Fax: 01874 636838

A Report on the damage to the environment caused by water pollution, plus possible air pollution and risks to human health resulting from the disposal of animal carcasses at an unlicensed site at  Mynydd Eppynt (Epynt) in mid-Wales during the 2001 Foot and Mouth outbreak in the UK



We believe that MAFF (now DEFRA), the Environment Agency and the National Assembly for Wales were in breach of the following Directives when they chose the Epynt as a mass burial and burn site for sheep and cattle of unknown age. 



"The disposal of animal carcasses is covered by European Council Directive 90/667/EC that requires competent authorities to ensure that burial and burning are carried out in ways that prevent the contamination of water tables and any environmental nuisance”   

 

“Member states [of the EC] have to ensure the protection of groundwater against pollution caused by certain dangerous substances according to European Council Directive 80/68/EEC.   Disposal sites should be authorised only if the appropriate measures are taken to prevent such contamination.”



EC Directive 92/43/EEC covering conservation of natural habitats and of wild flora and fauna.  (Parts of the Epynt and the rivers Usk and Towy are Sites of Special Scientific Interest and Special Areas of Conservation.  The pollution from the fires and from the attempted burial are likely to have had an affect on wildlife in the whole area including those covered by SSSI and SAC.)



Council Directive 90/23 on the control of FMD includes a requirement to draw up a plan of warning.



Commission Decision 91/42 lays down the criteria for controlling FMD; this includes contingency planning and measures to control the disease. This includes stating proposed means of disposal of carcasses.  (There was a total lack of consultation with the local community and authorities in the area.)



In addition, Articles 8 and 1 of the Human Rights Act 1998, which came into force on 1 October 2000, may have been breached.



We set out below a summary to support the above, together with enclosures:



Summary



1.	Decision taking and the need for a contingency plan.

At the time of the outbreak of Foot and Mouth there was no effective contingency plan for Wales. See attached:

(1), “Minister Admits Plan was Useless”, Brecon and Radnor” 7 March 2002 

(2) Minutes of Meeting between Epynt Action Group (EAG) and National Assembly for Wales (NAW) of 17 April 2001 

(3) Follow up letter from solicitor Rory Hutchings, John Collins & Partners to Tony Joss, NAW Operations, dated 18 April 2001

�(4) Email response from Tony Joss, NAW Operations dated 19 April 2001.  

(5) Letter response from Tony Joss dated 12 April (must be incorrectly dated) received by Rory Hutchings on 30 April 2001.



Details of the contingency plans that should have been in place, as required by the EC, were never provided by Kirsty Kirk of NAW as requested at a meeting between EAG and NAW on 17 April (encl. 2 & 3).  In addition details which should have been kept (as recommended in the Northumberland Report) to highlight areas where disposal of the carcasses would be adverse to the water supply were also not supplied by NAW although these details were requested by EAG's solicitor, Mr Hutchings.



According to information that EAG was given, the decision to use mass burial and burn sites was taken at national (i.e. UK level) by MAFF (see enc. 6:  letter dated 4 April 2001 from Kirsty Williams, AM), and NAW was instructed to find a suitable site in Wales.  NAW asked Powys County Council to choose a site within Powys but Powys did not have a site to meet all the criteria given to them (Encl.7 News Release from EAG of 12 April. Also encl. 8: Community Information, Minutes of Meeting of 5 April 2001, page 2)  So the Epynt was chosen by NAW, advised by MAFF,  against the wishes of Powys County Council and local residents.



2.	No consultation with local authorities and communities

When the Epynt in Powys was chosen, a full meeting of Powys County Council (Powys covers approximately 25% of the total area of Wales) meeting on 5 April 2001 passed the following resolution (see encl. 9 attached: Resolution from Powys County Council dated 5 April 2001):



"RESOLVED



This Council deplores the decision by the National Assembly for Wales, advised by the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food to arrange for the mass burial and burning on the Eppynt range and calls for the National Assembly for Wales and MAFF to immediately cease operations on the Eppynt range nor to undertake mass burials and burning on any other site in Powys, and that disposal of culled livestock take place on the site of origin.”



There was a similar resolution passed by the adjacent County Council of Carmarthenshire.  These Resolutions were ignored by NAW and MAFF.



Local residents, farmers and businesses were not consulted and were given minimal notice of the decision to use the Epynt (encl 6 above).  The Epynt Action Group was formed in response to local reaction and in a desperate effort to persuade the authorities to reverse the decision to use the Epynt. (Encl. 10: Email from angry local resident dated 4 April 2001.) 



�Demonstrations and meetings were arranged to try and prevent the contamination that was inevitable.  (Local residents talk of two previous army "dumps" on the Epynt which had to be closed due to leachate.)  However, the first convoy of carcasses arrived on the Epynt on 5 April despite very strong local feeling against the use of this site.  (See encl 11 showing police escorting first convoy of carcasses through Trecastle village on 5 April 2001, public meeting that night and a peaceful demonstration earlier that day with police escorts).  The police bill for the Epynt was in excess of £600,000. Even hauliers were worried about water contamination. (Enc 12: newspaper article "Dead sheep fear for lorry drivers")



3.	Environmental and public health risks ignored

The time scales were such that the driving element was convenience – the emphasis being on land ownership, infrastructure and logistics.  See encl 13: Preliminary Assessment of Carcass Disposal Sites at Mynydd Eppynt prepared by the Environment Agency Version 2 dated 5 April 2001 -  Environment and public health appears to have been of secondary importance as it only appears in the second paragraph in the Introduction on page 3).  It must also be noted that no mention whatsoever is made of the dangers of BSE prions outlined in MAFF's own report (encl.19 below)



The following “Caution” included in the draft (Encl. 14) Site Assessment shows that this was rushed through in spite of environmental and health risks:



Caution:  Given the limited time available (a few hours) to carry out this assessment, many assumptions have been made in the modelling.  Caution should be exercised in interpreting the predictions in view of these assumptions, large uncertainties in emission rates of pollutants and weather forecast data, accuracy of modelling and the actual make up of the pyres.



(After the burial pit had leached, EAG's solicitor commissioned environment consultants, Wardell Armstrong, to produce a critique of the predictions mentioned above (enc 15).  As you will see, it is highly critical of the methodology. In addition, from Dr Lawson's report (encl 20 below) the plume from the fire was based on statistics from incineration using a high chimney whereas of course the fire was at ground level on the top of a hill.)  

The recommended "caution" was ignored and the decision to use the Epynt MOD site went ahead notwithstanding its unsuitability and the potential pollution of two major rivers - the Usk and the Towy.  See encl 16: The Geology of the Mynydd  Eppynt Carcass Disposal Sites" which mentions that the rocks are dissected by a fracture cleavage and potentially by a series of vertical north west striking faults.  "The presence of these structures is likely to have an important bearing on the pattern of local water movements within the rocks."  It goes on to say:



"The correct identification and characterization of these structures are central to the successful modeling of local groundwater movements.  Any transmission of water is likely to occur parallel to the strike of bedding and cleavage and also along the more densely jointed fault zones."



"Whilst the general characteristics of Mid-Wales are known, detailed geological mapping of the proposed disposal areas has not yet been carried out.  CCW (Countryside Council for Wales) supports the early completion of the thematic mapping program to be undertaken by the British Geological Survey."



4.	Contamination of water tables and environmental nuisance

�The sheep carcasses were placed in an unlined pit on 6 April and pollution was spotted on 10 April 2001 by Chris Waterhouse, who was monitoring the site on behalf of the Epynt Action Group (encl.17: 2nd report on visit to Burial and Burn Site at Sennybridge 10 April 2001)  The Environment Agency admitted it was indeed due to a fracture in the rock which they had been warned about.  In response to a threatened injunction the burial then ceased (with 7,000 sheep in the burial pit) but pollution had already occurred in the Gwydderig which is a tributary of the Towy which supplies drinking water to Swansea and Carmarthen.  The Usk, whose tributary runs close to the burn site, provides water, through artesian wells below the water course, for the inhabitants of Brecon - a country town. (encl 18: newspaper report, Fearing for a way of life in 'death valley')



However, after the pollution occurred a further 14,000 carcasses were allowed onto the Epynt to be added to the 7,000 already in the burial pit which was then covered with soil in an attempt to mask the smell of the rotting carcasses and to stop wild animals from interfering with the carcasses.  An attempt was made to line the pit but when this failed an attempt was then made to burn the carcasses in the burial pit. This also failed.  The carcasses in their deteriorated state, mixed with mud and stones, were moved from the burial site to the burn site where using huge amounts of coal and sleepers, they took five months to burn. (The Environment Agency's original feasibility report only allowed for 2-3 days of burning of 900 cattle using 525 tons of coal in total, whereas by 24th April an estimated 4,000 tons of coal had been used generating 120 tons of sulphur dioxide, 10 tons of nitrogen oxide and 60 tons of small particles.  The fire continued to burn with more coal added trying to burn the rotting carcasses, mud and stones from the burial pit, until it was finally extinguished in August.



5.	Pyre temperature too low for safe burning

The pyre itself was built on the flat with no trench to create the draft usually necessary to ensure high temperatures for burning.  The pyre was in fact over 400 metres long (whereas according to the EA's report it should have been 250 metres long) and was so wide that the machines used to stoke up the fire could not reach the centre which left much of the carcasses only partly burnt. Also there were fire hydrants alongside the pyres to dowse down burning machines which caught on fire as they tried to stoke up the fire.  20 men working on site had to be treated in hospital for smoke inhalation.  Proper protection was not provided until much later on when the ash was being removed by professional contractors, Sir William Halcrow, who issued masks with fans and charcoal filters.

  

The EAG, meeting with Rural Affairs Minister, Carwyn Jones, tried to persuade him against such reckless actions.  They first of all pointed out that the carcasses had deteriorated to such a state that they would not burn in the pit without a proper draught underneath.  EAG tried to persuade him to take the carcasses off site to be safely disposed of, particularly since if they were burnt on site the ash, in any case, would have to be removed and taken to a licensed site. Some 20,000 tons of ash was removed after the many months of burning.  A Sennybridge resident and small business, Just Fish, emailed the Prime Minister asking him to intervene but they received no response (encl. 19)



�The burn site area is riddled with water courses and given that the site is on top of a hill the smoke, instead of rising, rolled down the valleys according to the prevailing wind of the day, engulfing houses and grazing animals.  MAFF's own report stressed the BSE risk of burning near water courses (encl. 20:  Assessment of Risk due to BSE, Infectivity from Burning Cattle dated March 2001, "The results show that the main pathway for exposure would be from ground water contaminated by particles dispersed away from the fire and deposited on the ground").  This was conveniently superseded by a report in April 2001 which did not include the damning paragraph.) (See also encl 21 Risk due to BSE Infectivity from Burning Cattle by Dr Richard Lawson, Green Party, which includes a critique of MAFF's report & encl 22: Newspaper report,"Major health risk as farm crisis grows",Observer 15 July 2001) 



6.	No need for mass burial and burn in Wales

It was noticeable that when the burial of new carcasses ceased, partly because of the threatened legal action and partly because the pollution and health risks became manifestly obvious, some 40,000 carcasses in total - sheep and cattle - had been taken to the Epynt whereas the final tally of animals killed in Wales was 330,000. From this it is quite obvious that had a contingency plan been available at the outset there would have been no need for either a mass burial or mass burning site. Apart from the saving of £100s of Millions of £s paid for by the UK government and the EC, the environmental and health risks would have been avoided. It is understood that EC law requires a contingency plan.



7.	A conflict of interest

The conflicts of interest in the decision taking process contributed to the mistakes that were made. With the benefit of hindsight the decision taking process which led to the choice of the Epynt as a mass burial and burning site was disastrous. There appears to be two main reasons for this:



i)	A decision was taken by the UK government and imposed on Wales for the requirement of a mass burial and burning site. It may be that Wales might have chosen a different method of disposal. There also appeared to be problems with certain types of disposal,  where the facilities were available in England but were not available to Wales - this problem was subsequently overcome but in the early stages of Foot and Mouth this led to the claim there was no alternative to the Epynt.



ii)	The  responsibility was given to an inexperienced minister in the National Assembly for Wales who appeared to use his power to force through the decision to use the Epynt by coercing the Environment Agency to produce a report in ridiculously short time with the right recommendation - ignoring information from other sources.  In fact the report was proved wrong in 4 days! 



The conflict within the Environment Agency was obvious in that they were responsible for recommending the site under duress and then responsible for monitoring the site thereafter. However their "Summary of the water quality monitoring undertaken at the Epynt Burial and Burn sites from 1st April to 31st August (available on the EA website), although it admits serious contamination, does not monitor for BSE prions, which according to MAFF's report (encl.17 above) should have been done.  Also there is no monitoring for zoonoses (encl 23: Veterinary report). 



The public health responsibility appears to have been split between the Local Authorities and the Health Authority. There was no effective monitoring of the smoke pollution until the end of April except for one fixed station on the Epynt run by the Environment agency. (encl. 24: pins on map show incidents of smoke reported to EAG.  As the map covers an area of 36K, it shows that the smoke carried a very long way.  Also encl 25: photographs of  air monitoring equipment installed 30 April, smoke from the pyre and the site of the burial)



8.		Too little monitoring too late 		

�		Outside the Epynt MOD area, Local Authorities were responsible but were not provided with the resources to monitor the smoke except between 30 April and 15 May.  They were told that the fires had been put out on 15 May so they took the equipment away.  Even during the short monitoring period they were unable to monitor in certain areas because of lack of communications.  



Because of discolouration of a stream and a tributary of the Towy (encl. 26: photos of discoloration of Nant y Dresglen and Gwydderig (tributary of River Towy)) independent water monitoring was undertaken by the Epynt Action Group - but such monitoring could only be done to cover certain elements - since they could not obtain tests for such items as BSE prions. Higher than normal iron content was found over a limited period but it was never discovered why. There was a suspicion that the water was being treated.  Oxygenation certainly took place in Gwyderrig (photograph available on our website: www.epynt-disaster.co.uk) Also, there were limited funds available to the Action Group, unlike government who appeared to have an unlimited budget. The fires burnt for 5 months - they were still dowsing the pyres down in August - and up to 120 tons of coal per day were used to burn the carcasses, mud and stones plus railway sleepers (which may have had arsenic in them), Vircon disinfectant canisters, plastic sheets etc. During April and May, depending on the direction of the wind, it was not possible to remain out-of-doors within 10 Kilometers of the burn site without choking.  Llandovery, with a population of about 2,000 people, was engulfed in smoke at certain times. (encl 27: letter from EAG solicitor dated 19 April about reports of smoke and fumes from Llandovery)



9.		The right to quiet enjoyment of their dwellings

Foot and Mouth is not a dangerous disease for humans therefore whatever action is taken there should be no risk to humans - not minimal risk as the National Assembly for Wales said at the beginning - and not the least hazardous option as they said frequently when the problems caused by their actions started to emerge. The whole population, including farmers and their families, should not have their health put at risk.  Residents have the right to quiet enjoyment of their dwellings and those who are not involved in farming should have the right to carry on their businesses without interruption.



10.		Operational Management Problems

MAFF, and its successor DEFRA, do not have experienced managers in the field nor do they have staff within the Environment Agency able to manage and control sites effectively. The consequence of this was that people and companies were employed and not properly managed and this resulted in excessive costs on a huge scale and activities which were in breach of the bio-security measures which MAFF themselves were imposing on farmers. There are numerous examples of this which have been logged by EAG. Also, see site monitor reports on www.epynt-disaster.co.uk



11.		No future monitoring in place

If the health of people has been damaged by the Foot and Mouth activities, as some experts are saying it could have been, this may not emerge for a number of years and as yet there does not appear to be a system in place to monitor any changes in public health in the areas affected. As mentioned, the Environment Agency website only shows water monitoring up to August and does not include testing for BSE which is not something we can test for independently.



� 		The greatest risks to individuals will be to those who worked on the burn site. No proper masks were used - in many cases no masks were worn at all.  It was noted than when professional constructional engineers, Sir William Halcrow, came on site towards the end, operatives were issued with full masks with charcoal filters and fans. The health of all operatives and any soldiers who were close to the site should be monitored for some years. If claims are made in later years it is important to know who will be responsible for meeting the cost of the claims - if it is the contractor it is important that proper insurance cover is in place or that the companies will be in a financial position to cover the claims.  Greyhound was the main contractor on site and were largely unsupervised until the civil engineering company, Sir William Halcrow took over.  EAG received emails to the website from operatives who were unhappy with the way the site was managed and there were reports from operatives of plastic liners, disinfectant etc being disposed of in the pyres.  We were also informed that old tyres from vehicles being used on site were disposed of on site. This may have explained the smell of rubber of which residents complained.



On 10 July 2001 Environment Minister at the National Assembly for Wales, Sue Essex, was asked questions about future monitoring and cleaning and restoring the site (encl 28: Written Assembly Question for Answer by the Minister for Environment and EAG's response)  It should be noted that the Minister mentions site reinstatement rather than remediation.

 

12.		Legal costs 

The Epynt Action group prepared to take legal action on two occasions - the first was to stop the burial. The day the injunction was to be sought, with the massive pollution that occurred at that time, the National Assembly for Wales obviously realised that the injunction would be upheld in the courts and agreed to stop the burial (although they still placed carcasses in the trench for a few days - a nice distinction from burial).  (see encl.29 Letter from solicitor, Rory Hutchings, to Environment Agency for Wales dated 11 April.)  The second legal action was to seek a judicial review to stop the burning - again the day before proceedings were to start it was announced by the National Assembly for Wales that they would stop burning - this in fact suddenly happened on all mass burn sites in the UK - it was thought that the UK government had discovered how dangerous the Pyres were but this was never announced.  However, the pyres on Epynt were so large that, although no more carcasses were added to the pyres, they continued to burn until August. 



There were other legal letters written on behalf of the Epynt Action Group to deal with subsidiary problems. The problem faced by the EAG along with other Action Groups is that there is no machinery to provide funds for legal action from legal aid, whereas the government can spend our tax money on legal matters as they wish. This leads to a very unlevel playing field and needs to be addressed.



13.		Lessons to be learnt

Lessons from the last outbreak of Foot and Mouth were ignored, as were the recommendations.  How can we ensure that what happened on the Epynt will not happen again?  



Contingency Plan

There must be a plan in place to deal with any future outbreak of Foot and Mouth - this would have to cover action for a small outbreak quickly brought under control as well as a large outbreak - it may well be that different action is required depending on the size of the outbreak.

		

			Framework for the plan should include the following items



a. 	It must be recognised that, however large the outbreak, the Foot and Mouth virus is not dangerous to humans and therefore no action within the plan should be dangerous to the environment or to Public Health. From the information the EAG obtained from scientists this effectively rules out mass burning and mass burial.  See encl 30: page 3 of a report dated 27 April from Public Interest Consultants outlines the dangers from the pyres which had by that time burnt for only 20 days on the Epynt.) The Environment Agency's own assessment dated the day the carcasses actually arrived on site said "Further investigation, assessment and monitoring will however be important to ensure the assumptions and conclusions drawn in this report are correct". Why did they ignore their own recommendation?  



b.	The plan should be subject to full consultation with the local authorities and populations involved. During the recent outbreak there was a reluctance to use licensed landfill sites to begin with - this may have been the result of political considerations - the location of such sites as much as by public health considerations. (Encl 31: newspaper article on landfills & Epynt protest)



c. 	If the plan is to be national - i.e. UK wide - then all UK facilities must be available - there appeared to be a problem using rendering plants in England to deal with Welsh carcasses until the pressures on disposals in England eased.



d.	Without the possibility of mass burial sites and mass burning the possibility of vaccination - even just to buy time for an orderly disposal - must be re-examined together with the possibility of taking alternative action to contiguous culls.



e. 	There was clearly a lack of operational management ability in government departments and the Environment Agency to control the actions undertaken during the recent Foot and mouth outbreak. The EAG, had the benefit of the advice of a retired senior RAF officer who had been responsible for the environmental protection policy for strike command reporting to the Commander in Chief.  His area of responsibility had involved all strike command air bases, ammunition dumps, etc.  In addition, many experienced farmers, were able to give advice.  Had EAG's advice been followed, (even after the attempted burial had commenced and had to be stopped) it would have greatly reduced the cost and the risk to public health. The plan should recognise the lack of operational management ability available within government departments and agencies.



ii)		Conflict of Interest.

There is clearly a conflict between the role of the Environment Agency as advisor to government and in its monitoring role. The EA cannot be responsible for both roles.  It would seem sensible that they concentrate on their monitoring role.



�The local Authorities should retain their responsibilities and not delegate them to the EA. This dual role of the Environment Agency put the agency itself under pressure and also led to a loss of credibility in the eyes of the population.



iii) 	A level playing field for legal action and scientific advice

There needs to be machinery to provide funds to support legal action and independent scientific advice to the community feeling threatened.



iv) 		Respect for Law

It is important to ensure that government, at all levels, respects the law, both UK law and EC law. If this does not happen there is a risk that parties acting for government will ignore the law and also those members of the public involved will turn away from the law. Throughout the campaign run by the EAG every effort was made to keep within the law but their task was made difficult by the perception that government agencies on occasion did not think it necessary to do so themselves. 



v) 		Censure

In order to deter government action which is negligent or reckless it is necessary to examine the actions taken by politicians and civil servants with a view to censure. Unless this is done the pressure to act with due care and within the law will not exist.



vi) 		No contingency plan as a defence.

The NAW appears to be starting to use the fact that there was no contingency plan as a defence for its actions. The fact that there was no plan does not remove the duty of care to put the environment and public health first in all their actions in dealing with Foot and Mouth. 



vii)		Long Term Monitoring

Long term monitoring of the environment in and around burn and burial sites needs to be undertaken by an independent organisation since the Environment Agency's position appears to have been compromised.  In addition, public health should be monitored by the relevant authorities. A primary school in nearby Trecastle was closed by Powys County Council for a period during the carcass disposal. What exposure did these children have when the school re-opened whilst the fires continued to burn? (Encl 32: Carcinogenic sleepers seized, The Times,29 April)



viii)	Action now to prevent spread of future outbreaks of FMD

Government needs to look now at practical measures to control the spread of future outbreaks so that carcass disposal on a large scale is not necessary and therefore human lives and the environment are not put at risk.  It was said that the virus 

could have been, initially, spread by animals being transported long distances to abattoirs and then by carcass disposal methods such as the pyres - particularly when they were not up to the correct temperature; by operatives moving from one site to another; from carcass lorry spills.  Also the system in place made it very lucrative for contractors, hauliers and operatives and some of the less scrupulous may not have strictly adhered to bio-security requirements. Others simply were not aware of the importance of the bio-security measures. All this should be looked at very carefully and perhaps the reinstatement of local abattoirs, supported as they are in many other countries within the EC, would help to keep FMD localised in such 

outbreaks. 	14 March 2002

�Epynt Action Group Report dd. 14 March 2002



Enclosures:

1.	"Minister Admits Plan was Useless", Brecon & Radnor, 7 March 2002

2.	Minutes of Meeting between Epynt Action Group (EAG) and National Assembly for Wales (NAW) of 17 April 2001.

3.	Follow-up letter from EAG solicitor,  R Hutchings, John Collins & Partners, to Tony Joss, NAW Operations dated 18 April 2001

4.	Email response from Tony Joss dated 19 April 2001

5.	Letter response from Tony Joss dated ?12 April 2001 received on 30 April 2001

6.	Letter from Kirsty Williams, AM, dated 4 April 2001

7.	Press Release from EAG dated 12 April listing criteria for carcass disposal site as given to Powys County Council.

8.	Minutes of Meeting of 5 April 2001 between EAG and the NAW, Environment Agency and the Army.

9.	Resolution from Powys County Council dated 5 April 2001

10.	Email from angry resident dated 4 April 2001

11.	Photographs of first convoy of carcasses, public meeting and demonstration 5 April 2001.

12.	Newspaper article "Dead sheep fear for lorry drivers"

13.	Preliminary Assessment of Carcass Disposal Sites at Mynydd Eppynt prepared by the Environment Agency, Version 2, dated 5 April 2001.

14.	"Caution" included in Draft version of above.

15.	Environmental Consultants Preliminary Report on Air Quality made available to EAG on 25 April 2001

16.	The Geology of the Mynydd Eppynt Carcass Disposal Sites

17.	Report on EAG Monitor's second visit to burial and burn site on Epynt dated 10 April 2001 when serious pollution was discovered in borehole 2.

18.	Newspaper report, "Fearing for a way of life in 'Death Valley'

19.	Email to Prime Minister Blair

20.	Assessment of Risk due to BSE Infectivity from Burning Cattle dated March 2001.

21.	Risk due to BSE Infectivity from Burning Cattle by Dr Richard Lawson, Green Party

22.	Newspaper report, "Major health risk as farm crisis grows", Observer 15 July 2001

23.	Veterinary Report listing diseases to be monitored from animal carcasses

24.	Map showing spread of smoke from pyres

25.	Photographs of air monitoring equipment installed 30 April - 15 May, smoke from the pyres and the burial site on Epynt.

26.	Photographs of discolouration of streams 

27.	Letter from EAG solicitor, Rory Hutchings of John Collins & Partners to Martin Gregory, Brecknock and Radnorshire Environmental Health Officer regarding smoke nuisance in Llandovery.

28.	Written question to Sue Essex, Minister for the Environment at NAW, by Kirsty Williams, AM, and EAG's response.

29.	Letter dated 11 April 2001 from EAG's solicitor, threatening injunction that day.

30.	Page 2 of report from Public Interest Consultants of Swansea          	 	

31.	Newspaper article on landfills and Epynt protest, week commencing 16 April 2001.

32.	Carcinogenic sleepers seized, The Times, 29 April 2001



Additional information



More information up to September 2001 can be found on the Epynt Action Group website including most of the reports of our monitor's site visits.  See www.epynt-disaster. co.uk. 

In addition, there are numerous papers which are available on request.
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