AnBord Pleanala

Board Direction

07.SU0035

The submissions on this file and the Inspector's report were considered at a
Board meeting held on July 6™ 2016.

The Board decided to grant substitute consent generally in accordance with
the Inspector's recommendation, for the reasons and considerations, and
subject to the conditions, set out below.

Reasons and Considerations.

In coming to its decision, the Board had regard to the following:

o the provisions of the Planning and Development Acts, 2000 to 2015,
and in particular Part XA,

o the ‘Quarries and Ancillary Activities, Guidelines for Planning
Authorities’, issued by the Department of the Environment, Heritage
and Local Government, in April 2004,

o the provisions of the current Mayo County Development Plan,

o the remedial Environmental Impact Statement with the application for
substitute consent, and documentation on file generally,

o the submissions made in accordance with regulations made under
section 177N of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended,

o the report and the opinion of the planning authority under section 1771
of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended

o the planning history of the site and the pattern of development in the
area,

o the separation distance from the site to sensitive receptors, including
dwellings, and from European sites,



o the proximity of the site to the R329 Regional Road and to the N17
National Road,

o the historic working of the quarry above the water table and the
consequent absence of the need for dewatering , and

o the report of the Board’s Inspector, including in relation to potential
significant effects on the environment.

Appropriate Assessment Screening

The Board noted the fact that the Planning Authority, in requiring that an
application for substitute consent be made, did not require that a remedial
Natura Impact Statement be submitted in respect of this quarry. In
conducting a screening exercise for appropriate assessment in relation to
this application, the Board considered the nature, scale and location of the
development, the documentation on file generally, the historic working of the
guarry above the water table and the consequent absence of the need for
dewatering, and the absence of washing, and the content of the Inspector’s
report. The Board concurred with the conclusions of the Inspector in
relation to the potential for impacts on European sites, which it adopted.
The Board was therefore satisfied, having regard to the separation of the
site from the nearest European Site (the River Moy Special Area of
Conservation (site code 002298), that by itself and in combination with other
development in the vicinity, the subject development did not have and would
not be likely to have significant effects on this European Site, or on other
European Sites, in the light of the conservation interests/qualifying interests
of such sites.

Environmental Impact Assessment

The Board considered the nature, scale and location of the development,
the remedial environmental impact statement submitted by the applicant, the
documentation submitted with the application generally, the submissions on
file, the history of the subject site, and the Inspector’s report. The Board
completed an Environmental Impact Assessment in relation to the
development in question and concluded that the remedial Environmental
Impact Statement submitted identified and described adequately the direct
and indirect effects on the environment of the development that had taken
place. The Board considered that the Inspector’s report was satisfactory in
addressing the environmental effects of the development, and adopted his
analysis and conclusions in this regard. The Board was therefore satisfied
that the subject development would not be likely to have had or have a
significant effect on the environment.



Conclusion

Having regard to the acceptability of the environmental impacts, as set out
above, it is considered that the subject development would not be likely to
have had or have significant effects on the environment. The subject
development would, therefore, not be contrary to the proper planning and
sustainable development of the area.

Conditions

1. (a) This grant of substitute consent shall be in accordance with the
plans and particulars submitted to An Bord Pleanala with the
application for substitute consent, except as may otherwise be
required in order to comply with the following conditions.

(b) This grant of substitute consent relates only to development that
had taken place up to the date of lodgement of the application for
substitute consent, as described in the application, and does not
authorise any future development, including any further quarrying
or any further excavation on the site outlined in red on submitted
drawings, and in particular does not authorise any quarrying on
that part of the site shaded in green and marked ‘A’ on drawing
Number 12-376-202/P.01, submitted with the application on the
7" day of May 2013.

Reason: In the interest of clarity.

COSTS

The Board determined the costs required to be paid under section 177 (k)
(2) in accordance with the Board’s standard policy in this regard, as follows:

To be paid to An Bord Pleanéla as €1,553
a contribution towards the costs of
consideration of the application.

To be paid to the Planning Authority nil
as a contribution towards the costs
of consideration of the application.

Board Member: Date: 2" August 2016
Philip Jones



