
Eko krog, Slovenia 

Barletta, 8. 11. 2014 

First ten years of fighting 
against Lafarge Cement Trbovlje 
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Temperature	
  inversion	
  in	
  Zasavje	
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We	
  have	
  the	
  right	
  and	
  obliga0on	
  to	
  our	
  children,	
  
to	
  ensure	
  healthy	
  living	
  environment!	
  

CAPITAL 

CITIZENS 

§ 
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Beginning	
  war	
  on	
  waste	
  
incinera;on	
  in	
  Zasavje	
  

•  2003	
  –	
  Lafarge	
  buys	
  cement	
  
factory	
  and	
  starts	
  using	
  
petroleum	
  coke	
  

•  2004	
  –	
  plans	
  for	
  waste	
  
incinera;on,	
  pe;;on	
  in	
  
Trbovlje	
  (11.794	
  signatures)	
  

•  2005	
  –	
  Eko	
  krog	
  is	
  formally	
  
established	
  

•  2005	
  –	
  environmental	
  minister	
  
in	
  Zagorje,	
  big	
  event	
  is	
  
organized	
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What’s	
  the	
  problem	
  in	
  Zasavje?	
  

•  Control	
  is	
  a	
  farce	
  
•  Special	
  excep;ons	
  for	
  cement	
  industry	
  
•  Lobbying	
  on	
  all	
  levels	
  
•  Capital	
  writes	
  its	
  own	
  laws	
  and	
  measures	
  
•  Privileged	
  IPPC	
  permit	
  procedure	
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Faults	
  in	
  the	
  System	
  –	
  all	
  for	
  the	
  
polluter’s	
  benefit	
  

•  Announced control measurements 

•  Polluter pays the measurements 

•  Self-limiting of polluters is a myth 

• Numerous times over allowed imission 
values – nothing happens 
•  Inspection inactivity, bad legal framework, 
bad execution 
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Ridiculous	
  maximum	
  allowed	
  
values	
  

•  If	
  everything	
  is	
  
allowed	
  to	
  you,	
  
you	
  never	
  
break	
  the	
  law!	
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Compared	
  to	
  incinerator	
  
 - for SO2 and TOC 
after 1. 1. 2011 also 
compared to EU cement 
factory with waste 
incineration! 
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Suggested	
  impact	
  area	
  

Source: Study of EIMV for Lafarge Cement, 2012 

All public 
would be 
excluded 
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Imission	
  PM10	
  sources	
  studies	
  
Study in 2007 Study in 2012 

❄: 20 days / 49 
 ☼ : 62 days / 62 

❄: 14 days / 118 
 ☼ : 50 days / 129 

Operation of LC: Operation of LC: 

PM10 
on AMS Trbovlje 

ARSO: Opredelitev virov delcev 
PM10 v Sloveniji, november 2007 ARSO: Opredelitev virov PM10 

delcev v Trbovljah, 2012 

Resuspention, road salination 

Traffic 

Mixed remote transit, traffic 

Cement plant 

Other 

Resuspention 

Solid biomass burning 

Secondary particles 

Industry 

Traffic 
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Metodological	
  error	
  in	
  IPPC	
  permit	
  
issuing	
  

House in the middle is formally 
in none of the impact areas, 
although it is under influence of three factories, 
from each 95% of maximal allowed imission ⇒ all together 285% 

Out of formal impact 
area: 95 % maximal 
imission value 

Formal impact ares of 
one factory: pollution 
from other sources is not 
taken into account 
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What	
  was	
  allowed	
  to	
  be	
  burnt	
  for	
  
two	
  years	
  in	
  Trbovlje	
  cement	
  kiln?	
  

Classifica0on	
  
number	
   Naziv	
  odpadka	
   Yearly	
  

ammount	
  
19	
  12	
  10	
  	
   Combus0ble	
  waste	
  –	
  waste	
  plas0cs	
   15.000	
  ton	
  
13	
  01	
  10*	
   Mineral-­‐based	
  non-­‐chlorinated	
  hydraulic	
  oils	
   3.000	
  ton	
  
13	
  01	
  11*	
   Synthe0c	
  hydraulic	
  oils	
   300	
  ton	
  
13	
  01	
  13*	
   Other	
  hydraulic	
  oils	
   300	
  ton	
  

13	
  02	
  05*	
   Mineral-­‐based	
  non-­‐chlorinated	
  engine,	
  gear	
  and	
  lubrica0ng	
  
oils	
   5.000	
  ton	
  

13	
  02	
  06*	
   Synthe0c	
  engine,	
  gear	
  and	
  lubrica0ng	
  oils	
   300	
  ton	
  

13	
  03	
  07*	
   Mineral-­‐based	
  non-­‐chlorinated	
  insula0ng	
  and	
  heat	
  
transmission	
  oils	
   400	
  ton	
  

13	
  03	
  08*	
   Synthe0c	
  insula0ng	
  and	
  heat	
  transmission	
  oils	
   300	
  ton	
  
13	
  03	
  10*	
   Other	
  insula0ng	
  and	
  heat	
  transmission	
  oils	
   100	
  ton	
  
13	
  04	
  01*	
   Bilge	
  oils	
  from	
  inland	
  naviga0on	
   100	
  ton	
  
13	
  04	
  02*	
   Bilge	
  oils	
  from	
  jeVy	
  sewers	
   100	
  ton	
  
13	
  04	
  03*	
   Bilge	
  oils	
  from	
  other	
  naviga0on	
   500	
  ton	
  
13	
  05	
  06*	
   Oil	
  from	
  oil/water	
  separators	
   1.000	
  ton	
  
13	
  08	
  02*	
   Other	
  emulsions	
   300	
  ton	
  
16	
  01	
  03	
   End-­‐of-­‐life	
  tyres	
   6.000	
  ton	
  

From EU and other countries! * ... hazardeous waste 
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Waste	
  incinera;on	
  period	
  
(2009-­‐2011)	
  

•  Unbearable	
  smell	
  
•  Inspec;on	
  does	
  not	
  react	
  ...	
  
•  State	
  environment	
  agency	
  (ARSO)	
  does	
  not	
  react	
  ...	
  
•  Ministry	
  for	
  the	
  environment	
  (MOP)	
  does	
  not	
  
react	
  ...	
  

•  Poli;cians	
  do	
  not	
  react	
  ...	
  
•  Eko	
  krog	
  tries	
  to	
  react	
  by	
  legal	
  means	
  
•  People	
  are	
  complaining,	
  protests	
  arise	
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Local	
  poli;cians	
  help	
  greenwashing	
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Local	
  
poli;cians	
  

•  Municipality	
  of	
  
Trbovlje	
  is	
  
formally	
  
involved	
  in	
  the	
  
procedure	
  

•  In	
  reality	
  totally	
  
inac;ve	
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Ba^les	
  won	
  

•  Administra0ve	
  court	
  revokes	
  permit	
  for	
  
waste	
  incinera0on	
  (in	
  2011)	
  

•  ARSO	
  respects	
  this	
  decision	
  
•  MOP	
  respects	
  this	
  decision	
  
•  New	
  ba^le	
  starts	
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Government	
  prepares	
  terrain	
  for	
  
Lafarge!	
  

•  “Decree	
  on	
  the	
  emission	
  of	
  substances	
  into	
  the	
  
atmosphere	
  from	
  sta2onary	
  sources	
  of	
  
pollu2on”,	
  UL	
  RS,	
  nr.	
  50/2013:	
  
–  In	
  public	
  debate	
  (according	
  to	
  Aarhus	
  conven;on)	
  
completely	
  different	
  text	
  

– Ar;cles	
  wri^en	
  in	
  a	
  way	
  to	
  enable	
  issuing	
  IPPC	
  
permit	
  to	
  severe	
  polluters	
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Example:	
  new	
  folder	
  from	
  Oct2013	
  

•  ARSO	
  sends	
  us	
  500	
  pages	
  of	
  Lafarge’s	
  new	
  
legal	
  manouver	
  

•  Deadline	
  for	
  comments:	
  14	
  days	
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Ba^les	
  won	
  

•  ARSO	
  issued	
  new	
  IPPC	
  permit	
  in	
  January	
  2014	
  
•  Eko	
  krog	
  disproves	
  this	
  on	
  ARSO,	
  Ministry	
  for	
  
environment	
  (MKO)	
  and	
  finally	
  in	
  court	
  

•  Administra0ve	
  court	
  revokes	
  permit	
  for	
  
petroleum	
  coke	
  (in	
  August	
  2014)	
  

•  Inspec0on	
  does	
  not	
  react!	
  
•  Ba^le	
  con;nues	
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YOU‘RE 
OVERREACTING AGAIN! HERE 
IS AN EXPENSIVE STUDY OF 

ACREDITED INSTITUTE 
PROVING THAT SMOKE STOPS 
ON THIS WALL. YOU MUST BE 

ALLERGIC TO POLLEN! 
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Why	
  burning	
  waste	
  in	
  cement	
  kilns	
  
is	
  a	
  problem?	
  

•  Lobbying	
  of	
  cement	
  industry	
  on	
  EU	
  level	
  
•  Tailor-­‐made	
  legisla0on	
  in	
  favour	
  of	
  cement	
  
industry	
  (excep;ons	
  to	
  general	
  rules)	
  

•  Disposal	
  of	
  what	
  is	
  le_	
  of	
  “zero-­‐waste”	
  
•  Lowering	
  cost	
  of	
  cement	
  is	
  unfair	
  compe00on	
  
against	
  sustainable	
  building	
  materials	
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What	
  should	
  be	
  done?	
  

•  Take	
  advantage	
  from	
  cement	
  kilns	
  
•  “Zero-­‐waste”	
  should	
  enforce	
  the	
  path	
  of	
  the	
  
residue	
  waste	
  it	
  cannot	
  reduce	
  or	
  reuse	
  

•  If	
  we	
  can	
  follow	
  the	
  chain	
  of	
  food	
  sources	
  from	
  
the	
  cow	
  up	
  to	
  the	
  store,	
  surely	
  we	
  can	
  follow	
  the	
  
chain	
  of	
  waste	
  to	
  its	
  final	
  des;na;on!	
  

•  Having	
  non-­‐recyclable	
  waste	
  should	
  be	
  a	
  
problem	
  to	
  producers	
  and	
  consumers	
  (also	
  
expensive!)	
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Eko krog 
Barletta, 8. 11. 2014 

Questions and thoughts. 
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