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Dear Sir

Ref: Planning Appeal Case Number PL 03.239378: Coor West, Shanavogh, Co. Clare.
(11/360) VlcNEahon Fin Wind Acq. Ltd.

We are writing with reference to the above planning application 11360 considered and denied by
Clare County Council. We objected to this development at every stage and are adamant that this
decisior sh 3::d no: be ap;ealtd in favour of the applicant by yourselves. We enclose a cheque for
€50, tb :he fee for this obser','&:ion )r_ :1-,is appeal.

We usderstan ci that the aF.::cant \\ as due to reply to An Bord Pleanala with further information as
the information included in their apr)eal was not sufficient for the Board to make a decision. We
note t:'. it, tv:’.:: the d:v:::,-,e.- ::p.:ed [o the Board, the information requested did not relate back
to the or_gIn=11)' ref_.iiI =ppii:at:cc, but formed a wholly new proposed development.

Our firs: 3bser'/ati3n is t:rat this r.eu’ application should be treated as such and that all previous
inform,at:on su’omitted be :.isr3£a:::d and a new Environmental Impact Assesment be produced
which s :ricE:y relare£ io JIis :eb,’ ;;op,)saI.

Having read the previous and new application and their associated information we are somewhat
surpri£ec, as :: hop.’ :i:1: ICt',_:: illf cl'-nacion has been supplied. The application confirms to us just
how ::::e :or_:er_-_ CI res ;,e=t === !,e\'elopers have for the people who are directly impacted by the
applica:ici, anC ale I'scI. i__ tIIE) S:L: :Lr =.'.ose of us affected by these industrial turbines being
proposed next to our houses.

With reg: I, Ib :3 :U,-all,; _., Ec ,3.3. 1. i,, 'Lire CUI air.e type proposed for the deveiopn'lent site remains
the salt.: &s t:-,t irig:,-_zl cIIr_ci:g 3,',;,icati3n_." “the exact make and model of the turbine will be
dictaieC ;} a c:n',pitlcIv: ::n:=; pr:c css. The turbines will be white or off-white”.

We recall from, the previous application that they were to be painted green at some point to make
them !,:s :b:r=sive ::: ,:_los; !='.'!,ib131 The author of the EIS also goes to great lengths using
mrif=inTacTIIn :== == :„_'bines will have no negative affect on us, but does so
wittlo_c ally specific,'.tic.-_£ if a_c :._'-LI:es :hat will be used?

With : eia:is :o grill co,-_ I.t=t:OII L:.3.7) -a'!'.en referring to the cable leaving the site, the applicant
says t.-.iE " it is :ati:i?t:e:_ =ha: a _a: Ie ’//ill be laid under the road in an easterly direction". At this
stage of :a applica:_31:, sh_'=:y it _s :c = good enough to anticipate or guess where cables will go as
the aFP Ii::.',t : lsc : i.tes ::13t cl'.e) Jc:; I Rna tv where they will in fact connect to the grid.

Wit:’. : :::: is :: se:tion f 3.3.9: El,v:r:.rr,lenta! Management, the applicant states that “All proposed
site ac :! \'ity \\'ill be pro '.'! __c: :3: ,= == en r:ronnrentaI management plan which will be prepared
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prior to the commencement of any operations on site" We understood that the Board had asked
for further information, not a vague statement to do something as and when it might happen?

With regard to the hen harrier and wildlife management plans, we would ask the Board to gain
further information regarding this report as the data presented is not at all representative of the
area in which we IIte. I-: paIn is a picture of an area devoid of any important flora and fauna, which
simply is not the case. We -.A'OUld t!-ler'efore urge the Board to seriously consider any conclusions or
any prescribed management plans provided by the applicant.

Having lived in and su died cl-_is area, and as a qualified ecologist, I can only assume that any
monitoring methodology and ex::ution cf this monitoring was flawed as those involved certainly
aren’t seeing ,A/hat I’'n seeing.

For instance, has another bat survey been carried out, as requested by the Board? The previous
survey in the EIS was tot=!!) ,lav' ei given that it was carried out in November, when bats
hibern:Le. All irIsh bacs dr: pro::::d and all are red listed in the Red Data Book of Irish
Verteb rI:.: s T: Ie sur\’ey £.-li'.tld be carried out in conjunction with the National Parks & Wildlife
Service (N PWS) or a trained bat worker. It is an offence under the Wildlife Act (1976 & 2000) to
intentionally discurb, ki!! o.- ir:j ure a bit or its resting place, so any work must be carried out with
advice and _rider licence !rar_'_ J:e !'qPV,FS.

Given :i-_: l’,ukrber of :_rE :'_-t: nt and in some cases endangered species known to live on, in or in
close pr3>im ity to the site, iE is essential a genuinely thorough ecological survey be carried out of
the whole area by a gba; if,cJ, independent ecological team to provide full and proper information
about che site before anj' ;lans al : e y&I made about siting of the turbines, let alone planning
mitigation works during the build or remediation works following the build.

There is a Icc\vu cc:or_) Jf the _'ei listed species of bee, Bombus sylvarum, in the area proposed for
the tUI’:i..cs. TIles: a_': c,'_'c,''er_-. i!), i': re a cd endangered bumblebees that require undisturbed
habita=. They also n=s: an: hi-=err, a:e dnderground, so disturbance of the ground by machinery and
peopl= n'::1 destroy Che habitat they currently survive in, potentially destroying a colony of an
endangered species. Detailed surveys of the site need to be carried out to determine the extent of
this bee be,'cr: any ,\'3_-k is :ven p,-cposed in the region.

A maj :: cc ,',cc:r. o_-- Lot:-_ cu_-selv e: alla Cl:re Councty Council is the proximity of the proposed
turbi=h 13 : v,’ate.-course vhi:: feeds int3 an important trout and salmon stream. The bases of
the tur isil-.es are vast, cc::r==e iiicc 9liths, and given the proposed sites for these, the watercourse
is like!) t: :e Cambs: J &,_= p= =:1-_ daIly destroyed, with a massive impact not just on local wildlife,
but on w:,a life dowr,strean such as whiie clawed crayfish, salmon and trout.

Watercc-,__-ses in the Icc:_ a,'ea lla ,'e been sF,cws to contain freshwater pearl mussels, another red
listed Ind angered spec lei. Sc:h =_is:Is require the sort of habitat provided by the stream running
through : I'.e site, incl Jai:i t.-OdI on UL-Iron the mussel larvae live. It is imperative that a full
riparian survey sho_.c L, carried 3u', by an independent third party to ascertain whether

(3.4.2.13: Sil: Fences, i : ,,FP Ii:to : s :a::s thai “Silt fences will be installed as an additional water
prote:: lol'_ measure b.:'o _.:: e:<is-:: hi #a: er courses in certain locations, particularly where works
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are carried out within the 50m buffer zone”. Either there is a buffer zone or there is not a buffer
zone

With regard to (3.4.2) Detailed Preliminary Drainage Design, the applicant states “Detailed
Preliminary Drainage Designs are included in the site layout drawings of the proposed
devel3p_„lents”. This refers back :o :he drainage drawings and their drainage design notes (1-14).
Having read the 14 drainage design notes, it would appear that, once permission is granted, the
applicant wiI simply dig holes and see what happens. There are no prescriptive elements to the
drainage n Ian, it’s very =-,ucl a suck iE and see attitude.

The na,-r:. iv: of t:". : dr==II age plan is vague at best and uses language such as “envisaged” and “not
anticipated” when re_'er_'i:_g to ,'e:y important pollution avoidance and structural measures.
Agai=, are Board asked for further information and it seems that nothing prescriptive or factual is
actually for:hcomi.lg.

Sectic=s [3.4.2.6: Vdje!& iii:-, Fi,:ers, (3.4.2.8) Siltbuster, (3.4.2.9) Culverts, (3.4.2.10) Silt Fences
are a:: eq_- all)- . agIle. ';he: : are 1-.i s;ef'ifications, no actual hard data referred to. Having read it, it
is a very amateur app_-ca:n Eu a development of this size.

Coupled with the statement in (3.4.5.1) Preparative Site Drainage IVlanagement, that “An adequate
amount of s Ira\,’ bale!, clc;._-, sto lie, terran stakes etc. will be kept on site at all times to implement
the drai=age design n-,eas__-es as .-.ecessary”, we are actually concerned that any professional
advice has been SOL:gLC :: all. If :tIC 'pla.-,’ is to sort out every bit of drainage when it arises, (as
opposed :o carrying out a proper site survey beforehand and coming up with an actual drainage
plan) hav.’ can :hey !;no\v t\t_it is an adequate amount of mitigation material, and what is included
in the ill er_c:J„,)ais::g - ==.: :

With re3:_'d c3 :hap::r i, Syd_-o!:'gy Ind Hydrogeology, we are very sceptical about any
concl iSiOIIS and informalion ,v':[hill. Given the cavalier approach to basic drainage on the site, we
would be de£p ly col,ce::ed v.'it!-, this developer being in charge of such an important engineering
exercise. ,\’e are ci:cern: : t,-_at the effect of the ill informed, poorly considered drainage
management plan will have on any existing hydrology and hydrogeology. One can quote Darcy’s
Law fJ: t ;e::Etc disc_',arse tII c , Ie ,.'ants , but it doesn’t mean a thing if basic drainage is not
attende 3

Chap cc' 8 lea is :,vi::1 s:'akc'/\,’ fl.ck!:. Tye live in house number 48. The applicant, using modelling
based on & gel'.e,-ic tur-D:_-I=, cc n_;irm, d,at cur house will be affected by shadow flicker should this
deve Icp=_ 3.It be aFp:c'/:- J. The =u_nul=tive affect of this development and the approved Slieve
Callan jcy:jc,pment would ensure that shadow flicker will be an issue at this property.

It is a:i,os: ::_g:'.ab_3 th: _ t.',e app_i=act would suggest that Local Mitigation (9.5.1) would involve
the iI'.trod I:' lion of ’:::1'_ds ir. :=_- hulls, or the planting of tall trees to obscure our view of the
turbine: based on J.dir __,se3sr_lin: oF our r'.icker. By their proposed actions, they are admitting
that the) are '#iiling ts dinli,-, is:'_ our amenity to such an extent that they have to carry out works at
our property to make it habitable so they can buil©a Wls@1 ppgration®se to our home
mIn)rib-i=g us of :I: lara! !:gIll.

Noise. \JJ itn I':garj == =n = data ::,::ct:d ani the assumptions made by the applicant, we will be
unaf:’'ec: jl by .-.3is: at cu.’ :'_ c_-_le. IIavi:g worked in this field as a Noise Pollution Technical Officer
for a local aut.'.o_'it? in lhs JK, I t,'cull strongly disagree with
ass:_r_pt_ _is :_ Id:, it)cci_- i_'&liy .\’::h regard to property HC)4

location for our property (H48). The only location that is
proper:/.

Lookini at the :ata as it i, &:3ser', C== , you would be forgiven
(unspecIfied at :1',iS :inle J .:' iII IIa’''e no negative impact on our
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No account vv hatsoever is made for the nature of this noise and its associated nuisance value.
At no point is there any mention made of noise made at times when the windspeed is greater than
9m/s. This is somewhat laughable given that the whole point of putting turbines at this location is
to avail of the higher than average winds, that is, averaging higher than 9m/s.

We '#guId dra'# your atten::on to some of the many reasons the reasons that Clare County
Councils’ planners refused per=ission for the original application 11/360.

1. Threats :o no.-a IIl fauna including many rare species and habitats that form and occupy
our immediate environment and land included within the development area.

2. Loss cf an-1::i'D’ :uc :3 tF_3£5 structures would have a negative affect on house prices in our
aar

Furt:’'.erlr_cre, in Clar! ::cu'-.t)’ == _ncil’s letter refusing planning permission, they stated that
“"Havin£ regard tc t:’.e scal: of :he proposed development, the location of the site on relatively
open lancs ir. p:oxinri'=y '.c :;:is sIng residential properties, the noise generated from the proposed
wind tu_-b_r.es and fro.'n the cor.strdcticn of the proposed development, the proposed development
may seriously injure the amenities of residential property in the vicinity by reason of impact of
noise and visual ov:r se:: i.’lg, and t:'' =s depreciate the value of property in the vicinity.

The)’ ::sc In:i:a lea :is a PFI':::l3: ::: 'inadequate habitat mapping submitted" and "non specific
mitiga'ci3r. nleasures i_-oposed", chat ulre appii£ation had "the potential to impact on Annex 1
species" and "the lack of : eg3rd to the potential cumulative impact of existing/permitted wind
farr_s == t:’.e v= = init);''.

This lis: pa:agrI)?_ re:ei->: c: c:_: it.cc : I-.at An Bo.'d Pleanala has granted permission for 29 Turbines
at Ccc:: last/l’:31:: Ca:_== i=d t_'_: nearby v/ind turbine development at Booltiagh has expanded
from 13 :: 18 turbines. Tb : :'__r!_.I::ire affect of these developments and this proposed one will
mean :.'_at our :'.ouse is effe=-Jvely vrithir, one huge wind turbine development, making our lives
unbearable.

In F::_-_,1..') 2C l:, An E: :i F::anala requested detailed further information from McMahon Finn
Wind ::,,uis Lions LId, beca:se t:re :iS and other supporting documents in Planning Appeal Case
Nur,',3er ;'L C3.239:7E: =c Jr \’, est, Shanat'ogh, Co. Clare. (11/360) were shown to be too vague
and i:suf£'i,=ient. Instead of this, McMahon Finn Wind Acquisitions Ltd have returned a new
application to An Bora Plia,la la v,’.-,ich is even more lacking in detail, more obfuscating and more
slap lasll ==-_all 3:_=c , e. _.ic..lal-. : : ::_in ’,Vir.d Acquisitions Ltd are treating An Bord Pleanala with the
sal== ==1_ ter:pt c IIb: :he;' ='', , sl.cb in throughout this whole planning process to the people of
Coore in_ S:',rn:v =gII.

We would is Ii )’:u tc _ IPOI Id =.are Coun:)' Council’s decision on the previous application (11/360),
refusing E_===ing ;irc-.i=s.cr, for ally v'ind developments in the Coore West and Shanavogh area,
and =c :_,: _:-_e,' ;e;.'__I J :I :a, :n= : al’_ J. in Coc:e East, Coore West and Shanavogh be exempted from
Clare Ca _ Lacy CC’J===:'S ''.C.:cepta oIe in Principle for Wind Turbine Developments”, having
established that it is no: acceptable cn any principle to site turbines this close to housing and in
e=-,’rro,laens:: IV = area.

Yours !:_’_==rely
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Sallyann & Michael Marron




