Top 10 Myths About The Harrisburg Trash Incinerator





�
1) “THE INCINERATOR IS IN COMPLIANCE”





Since 1974, the incinerator has repeatedly violated air quality and solid waste laws and regulations.  The city has paid at least $150,000 in related fines and penalties.





2) “THE INCINERATOR IS NOT A HEALTH HAZARD”





Burning trash creates a wide range of health-damaging pollutants, including lead, mercury and acid gases.  The Harrisburg incinerator is the smallest in the state, but the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency claims it's possibly the nation's largest single source of dioxins - the most toxic chemicals known to science.  Dioxins cause cancer, learning disabilities, early puberty, endometriosis, sexual reproductive disorders, and impaired immune systems.





3) “$25 MILLION WAS SPENT BY THE CITY TO IMPROVE THE INCINERATOR”





No additional pollution controls were installed.  The existing pollution controls are outdated and actually create dioxin by keeping the exhaust gases within the temperature range for forming dioxin.  More than $20 million went strictly to refinance the debt on the plant.  About $4 million was used to cover financial shortfalls.  Some $300,000 was spent to install computer software and fans to limit the amount of trash burned at the facility so it can escape new federal emissions standards which went into effect on December 19th, 2000.  The incinerator releases 20-25 times more dioxin than what they would be allowed to if they didn’t get away with “downsizing” the plant.





4) “THE INCINERATOR IS A MONEYMAKER”





The incinerator has lost money 7 out of the last 8 years – increasing the debt by at least $13 million.  In October 2000, Harrisburg City Council approved Mayor Reed’s request for a $25 million bond to bail out the incinerator.  By 2003, Mayor Reed would have to have Council approve another $50-150 million to pay for rebuilding the incinerator.  The City undercharges for the trash being imported to appear competitive, while losing money at the expense of City taxpayers.





5) “THE INCINERATOR IS NOW TAKING LESS WASTE”





Harrisburg produces about 150 tons of trash a day.  The incinerator was permitted to burn 630 tons per day.  However, they only burned an average of 460 tons per day in 2000.  To escape the new air pollution laws for large incinerators, they installed equipment to ensure that they can’t burn more than 500 tons per day, making it a “small” incinerator.  On paper, the incinerator went from “large” to “small” to avoid cleaning up their air emissions.  In reality, they’re allowed to burn the same amount.





The $50-150 million “retrofit” would pay for the incinerator to be replaced with one which can burn up to 720 tons per day.  Even if the plant burns this much waste, they still won’t be able to make a profit or cover their debt.  The plant seeks trash from around Pennsylvania and from �out-of-state.�


�Mayor Reed has sought to bring in New York City waste to feed the incinerator.  Harrisburg is in the business of attracting other people’s waste and subjecting us to the environmental and economic consequences.





6) “THERE IS NO ALTERNATIVE TO INCINERATION”





Harrisburg has a new trash transfer station, capable of processing 500 tons per day.  It can handle all the City’s trash plus about 350 tons of trash from neighboring towns.  The City already has contracts with three area landfills for its waste.  It would be cheaper to ship waste to these landfills than to incinerate.  The best option would be to have a waste management program that encourages waste reduction, reuse, recycling, and composting.





7) “INCINERATORS ARE BETTER THAN LANDFILLS”





Landfills are much safer than incinerators.  Incinerators convert trash to toxic ash and toxic air emissions.  Incinerators require landfills for their toxic ash.  This ash is more dangerous than trash in a landfill because toxics more easily leach out of ash.  At the Harrisburg incinerator, this toxic ash is dumped on-site in what is known as  “Mount Ashmore” - a large hill made of the burned trash.





8) “WE HAVE A GOOD RECYCLING PROGRAM”





Harrisburg’s curbside program does not take newspaper, mixed office paper, glossy paper, cardboard or flatboard (which most store bought food is packaged in).  These items represent a tremendous amount of recyclable material, all of which is currently collected as trash and burned in the incinerator.  None of these items can even be deposited at the tiny recycling drop-off cart located at the incinerator. The state recycling law requires Harrisburg to have a program requiring businesses to recycle.  This would also yield a tremendous amount of paper and packaging, yet the City maintains no such program.  An aggressive recycling program would save a massive amount of recyclable trash from being burned at the incinerator or landfilled.  However, the incinerator needs trash to burn, discouraging reduction and recycling.





9) “60 JOBS WOULD BE LOST”





Mayor Reed has promised 60 layoffs.  However, Harrisburg would still have to deal effectively with its trash.  Operating a state-of-the-art transfer station and recycling center could easily make up for jobs lost from closing the incinerator and would even create new jobs.





10) “A SHUTDOWN WILL CAUSE HIGHER TAXES”





Harrisburg’s taxes will rise no matter what – it’s just a matter of when.  Mayor Reed has been putting the City into more and more debt using bonds to “pay the Mastercard interest with the Visa.”





Trying to keep the incinerator open will increase the taxpayer debt.  Mayor Reed – when you find yourself in a hole, stop digging!


�



To get involved, contact the Coalition Against the Incinerator at 717-564-6032 or visit www.stoptheburn.org


�



