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| Pleanala ABP-317265-23
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Planning Authority: Waterford City and County Council

Planning and Development Acts, 2000 to 2022 E@

Application for permission under section 37E of the,PI nd Development Act
2000, as amended, in accordance with plans angepartiquidys, including an
Environmental Impact Assessment Report a a pact Statement lodged with
An Bord Pleanala on the 6" day of June 20 ick Hill Wind Farm Limited care
of Jennings O’Donovan and Partners ited of Finiskiin Business Park, Finisklin,

Sligo.

Proposed development:&'Qﬁed development is for a fifteen-year permission

that comprises the follfwi
Z%r .0-7.2-megawatt wind turbines (Note* this is the current
bleyfo?turbines of this size. It is possible that with improvements in

output may increase at the time of construction.} with an overall

. Erection of

output avfila

eight of 185 metres. The candidate wind turbines will have a 162-

rotor diameter and a hub height of 104 metres;

. CaMstruction of Crane Hardstand areas and Turbine Foundations;

. Construction of new internal site access tracks and upgrade of existing site
roads, to include passing bays and all associated drainage;

. Construction of a new wind farm site entrance with access onto the R671
regional road in the townlands of Lickoran;

. Improvement of existing site entrances with access onto local roads in the

townlands of Broemountain:
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. Improvements and temporary modifications to existing public road infrastructure
to facilitate delivery of abnormal loads and turbine delivery,

) Construction of one temporary construction compound with associated
temporary site offices, parking area and security fencing;

. Development of on-site borrow pit;

o Instaliation of one Permanent Meteorological Mast with an overall height of 104

metres;
. Development of a site drainage network;

. Construction of one permanent 110 kilovolts Substation;

. All associated wind farm internal cabling connecting the wigld tURgine¥ to the
wind farm substation;

. All works associated with the connection of the wipd faffn tothe national
electricity grid, which will be via 110 kilovolts ugde cable connection

approximately 16 kilometres in length to thg{existigg®ungarvan 110 kilovolts

Substation;
. Upgrade works on the turbine delive Waterford Port; and

o Ancillary forestry felling to facilitatézconstruction and operation of the

Development,

all within the townland o @ ague North, Ballymacmague South,
Ballynaguilkee Lower, uvilkee Upper, Broemountain, Carrigaun (Mansfield),
0 , Colligan More, Colliganwood, Corradoon, Dyrick,

Castlequarter,
Farnane Low e Upper, Garryclone, Garryduff, Killadangan, Kilcooney,

anganoran, Lickoran, Lickoranmountain, Lisleagh,
in, Lyrattin, Mountaincastle South, Scartmountain, Sleadycastle in
Cou terford.

.
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Decision

Refuse permission under section 37G of the Planning and Development Act

2000, as amended, for the above proposed development.

Determine under section 37H(2)(c) the sum to be paid by the applicant ip
respect of costs associated with the application as set out in the Sc %

Costs below.

Reasons and Considerations

In coming to its decision, the Board had rega@ owing:

ils

Having regard to Policy Objed] 13 of the Waterford City and County
Development Plan 2022—h seeks to facilitate and encourage
proposals for renewabfyeagy/generation ...developed fully in accordance
with the Waterfor Reggwd¥le Energy Strategy (RES), the wind energy
designation ix 2 of the RES), the Waterford Landscape and
Seascape Charagteg? Assessment (LSCA) undertaken to inform this
Develgfite n and the National Wind Energy Guidelines, or any
subsedq¥enifipdate/review of these’, and given the proposed development site
hih an area identified as ‘Exclusion Zone' on the RES Wind Energy
Strapégy Maps for new wind energy developments, it is considered that,
notwithstanding broad policy support for the development of wind energy in the
county area, by reference to European, national, regional and iocal policy, the
specific policy context as set out in the Waterford City and County Development
Plan 2022-2028 has equally provided for defined locations where wind energy

projects may variously be supported, deemed open for consideration or

excluded. The proposed development is in an identified exclusion zone for

.
o
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wind energy. In this context, it is considered that the proposed development
would materially contravene Policy Objective UTL 13 of the Waterford City and
County Development Plan 2022-2028.

Furthermore, having regard to the totality of the documentation on file, including
submissions received, the Board determined that no evidence has been
provided which would support a material contravention of the Waterford City
and County Development Plan 2022-2028 in this case. In reaching thi
conclusion, the Board considered relevant renewable energy polic

policy and guidance, and determined that a refusal of permigsiofp t#is case,
would not militate against the wider ability for planning e secured
for wind energy proposals in County Waterford, subject0 thgl principles of
proper planning and sustainable development gnd nt with applicable
development plan policy and objectives, aq@n g for European, national

and regional policy and guidance, inclug
Climate Action Plan. In this regard it ~% syed that the proposed

@lency with the national

development would, therefore, b ntrary to the proper planning and

sustainable development of the\grea.

2. The subject site ig %ithin and adjacent to an upland area designhated

‘Most Sensitivagin aterford Landscape and Seascape Character
Assessm %en to inform the development plan, in an area of scenic
value opgsed development by virtue of its layout and scale would
adve ipterfere with the intrinsic character, integrity and distinctive qualities
lafdscape setting which it is considered necessary to preserve under the
ord City and County Development Plan 2022-2028. The proposed
development would be contrary to Policy Objective LO2 ‘To protect the
landscape and natural assets of the County by ensuring that proposed
developments do not detrimentally impact on the character, integrity,
distinctiveness or scenic value of their area and ensuring that such proposals

are not unduly visually obtrusive in the landscape, in particular, in or adjacent to

the uplands, along river corridars, coastal or other distinctive landscape

o
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character units’. The proposed development would, therefore, be contrary to

the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

3. The proposed development would result in the direct loss of 3.5 hectares of dry
heath (4030) habitat, which is included in Annex | of the European Union
Habitats Directive of 1992. This area of dry heath located on Broemountain
forms part of a wider habitat area across the commonage area of Broemountain

and across the Knockmealdown Mountains which supports nationally g

species, including Annex 1 species protected under the EU Birds
hen harrier and golden plover, as well as other bird species of alg
conservation concern. Having regard to the direct loss of
Heath habitat and the lack of interrogation of the impligatidns Mgihe hen harrier

Mlacgment caused by
the proposed turbines to hen harrier and goldeg plo his area, the Board is

recorded in the area, in addition to associated risk of di

not satisfied that the proposed developme ill Nyt r&sult in a significant loss of

biodiversity. It is considered that the pr elopment would be contrary

to objectives ENV01, BD01 and BD02
x [ of the Habitats Directive, protect

rative development plan which

seek to protect habitats listed in

birds. The prop pment would, therefore, be contrary to the proper

planning andysu®gi e development of the area.
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Schedule of Costs

In accordance with the provisions of section 37H(2)(c) of the Planning and
Development Act 2000, as amended, the amount due to be refunded to the applicant

is €49,146

A breakdown of the Board’s costs is set out in the attached Appendix 1.

" Chris McGarry
Member of Bocd

&
is21" day of | || 2024
) |
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= ’/‘) Bord
LN/ _L| Pleanala ABP-317265-23
i bl SRR S S = e T S e P 5 T SR T U
Strategic Infrastructure Development
Costs of determining the Application
Case Number: ABP-317265-23
Proposed Development:
Construction of Dyrick Hill Windfarm comprising 12 no. wind tyfbi related works.
Townlands of Ballymacmague North, Ballymacmague South, ynauilkee Lower,
Ballynaguiikee Upper, Broemountain, Carrigaun (Mansfiel ers, Co. Waterford.
Board Costs k '
(1) | Cost (calculated based on Inspector’s ti \j
Inspector 1 (pre-application consultatio 6
nspector 2 (application) €53,058‘( £€56,404
(2) | Costs invoiced to Board N/A
Total chargeable costs €56,404
Board Fees
(3) | Application Fee - €1Q0, €104,500
Pre-applicaticn Cdhs i Fee- €4,500
(4) | Observer fees Myd €1,050
Total €105,550
Net am €49,146 |
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DUR JiE
Chris McGarry S e

Member of An Bord Pleanala
duly authorised to authenticate
the seal of the\Board.

il_
Dated thisj]@‘day o)
e
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