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Case r8for8rtm: PA25H.309770

Twnlands ofCamagh, Carl8nstown, Coo
MuHagh, Newm stIe and other townlands,

Proposed development of up to 15 wind turbInes with a tip height of up to 175 metres
and layIng of approxImately 26km of underground 8loctrkity cabIIng to facilitate the
oonnection to the national grid, and all associated site development works.

Submttters: ChrIsty MeDonneH

Address: Balllnameagh, Ca8tlapollanl, Co.Westmeath

I breed thoroughbred horses and due to this I am very concerned with the nature of
affect the wind turbInes will have on them as they are hIgh value assets and more
than that is part of my way of Rfe. If they are affected negatively this will have a major
impact on my inoome and life.

Thomughbnd9 are highly $en8ttiv8 - as any one in the industry will tell you - and will
no doubt be highly affected by the wind farms.

Chapter 3

1 ) in chapter 3 Stntkraft stnws that it has not oonsidered any alternatives to
industrial wind in Westmeath. There is no mention of micro. small and
medium scale wind energy altematives. No mention of solar, biomass, hydro
options, this is clearly stated in 3.1.1 and 3.10.

2) in 3.2 it is stated that they plan to allow aommercial peat harvesting to
continue onsite should Omle Wind Farm be bulK meaning there will be further
damage done to the bogs and the planl bird and anImal life dependant on
them hr survIval.

This means that there is no chance for the bog to tn fully rewetted, re8eeded,
ngeneratod and restored as a fully functioning art>on sink and eaologically
valuable wetland.

3) in 3.2 CWF also state that -Should peat extraction cease, a site rehabilitation
plan wIll be nqulnd whIch would be IIkely to enoouru90 ro vegetation of bare
peat areas, with targeted actIve management being used to onhanm
rovogetatkxr and the creation of small wetland areas.- is there such a sIte
rehabilitation plan anywhere in the planning application? I could not find one.

4) Throughout chapter 3 it is stated that the 13 turbine Ccxile Wind Farm is
permItted. ThIs is incorrect. We$bneath County Council denIed planning
permIssIon Rx Cook WInd Farm under PWIN 6. Cook WInd Farm then



brought the ptanning 8pplkntkxr to An Bold Pban61a. An Bold P+e8n4b
granted permIssion Rr tIn 13 turbIne hxfu strIal wInd hIm known @ Code
VUrxf Farm, TIn Ntxth Wegtmeath Turbine Adion Group $cxrght arxl was

given a Judidal Review on An Bad Pban61a'$ dedslon to grant planning
permissIon to C;tx>to Wnd Farm. The ase has been hard in the Commordal
High Courts and is yet undecided. Ccxib Wind Farm SID is well aware of this.

5) Statkmft and CcxHo WInd Farm are trying to drcumv8nt the plannIng pro088s
and tIn law by attemptiu to add Hw turbines to the faIled thirteen turbine
(Xx)Ie Wind Farm appIIcatIon to aeate the 15 turbIne Code WInd Farm SID.

6) in the oncoming Wwtmeath County Dw8k)pment Plan 2021-2027
CPC)10.132 replaces PWIN 6. Both clauses seek a set+ack distance often
times the height of the na08lle +om nearest rosidenoe8. PWIN 6 was in
operation when Cook Wind Farm first sought planning permission for their 13
turbine wind farm. Cook Wind Farm knew of this clause and applied for
planning permi=bn, knowing that their planning appliation did not adhere to
county guidelines. Code Wind Farm in either the 13 turbine or 15 turbine

state is in oomplete oontraventIon to local plannIng guIdeIInes.

7) in 3.2 it is claimed that should Ccxie VUnd Farm rut go ahead Hhe opportunIty
to capture an additional part ofWestm6ath’s valuable renewable energy
remurm would be lost-Westmeath is a low wind energy county. Industrial
wind is not the most efficient way to mptur8 renewable energy in this aounty.

8) A 35 age solar farm on Tultynally grounds has rewtvod full planning
permIssion from Wostmeath County Coundl with no obJec;tions from locals. It
has the capacity to power half of Castlepollard when operational. ThIs wIll
mntHbuto in a meaningful way to meeting Government and EU targets for the
pn>duction and oonsumptk>n of electricIty from renewable sourws and the
reduction of greenhouse emissions.

9) In no part of chapter 3 do Statkraft or Coole Wind Farm mention an off shore
wind farm as a viable attemative to Coole Wind Farm. The Ki sh Bank off the

Dublin Coast would in an excellent attemativo location for a highly effective
offshore wind farm situated close to a major city with need of renewable
energy.

10)Table 3.1 shows that the inaeased size industrial wind farm will have gre8br
Impact on the environment, landsape and vIsuals. habItat. subsurface
archaeology and cultural heritage, water, noi&e and vIbration, birds and
biodiversIty, population and human health than the smaller 13 turbine one.



11)CCXJIO Wind Farm claIm that they have mItIgated against most of the negative
effects of ttn larger wind farm.

In the visual impact on the landsmpa, they claim that the negative efects will
be mitigated against by good design. Cbes this mean that the turbines wII
enhanw the landscape? Or that they will be so well designed as to be
invisiblo, as it is impossible for175m high turbines to be hidden bohirH trees
and bushes.

How do they propose to mItigate against the addItional noIse of turbines with
considerably larger Hades and two extra turbInes? Do silent turbines exisf?

There are no mttigations referred to in regards to anh800logy. nIk is an
anheok>gially rich area_ Pro+xBed Turbine no.2 b $ttrratod right Inskle a
crannog. What will be done to protect this crannog? There is an
archaeologiml ridge situated right beside Turbine no 15. No mitigations
mentk)nd to proM this either. If this was a dcxrwstic build a full
anhaeologial dig would tn insisted upon prior to any building wtxk, at
consideralSe expense_ Why not here?

12) in 3.3.1 C:cx>Ie mnd Farm claim to have chosen this site because of low
population density, reasonable ams to the Grid network, the wailability of
unconstraIned land. the lack of visual amenity and that the site is kxnted
outside areas designated for the protection of ecological sp6ci8s and habitats.
Answers

If there is IIttle to no Impact on resIdents as CWF claim then why is low
pofx4atkx1 densIty imrxxtant?

Just because this area has low population density does not mean that the
people living here should be disreganbd. We are protected in lam planning
thrwgh PWIN 6 and row CPO 10.132 wMI txith prwide Rx a un h ten
8etback distance (of the naoello) for kx;al residences.
CcxHe Wind Farm has to connect to the grid through Mullingar substation
26.9km away wMI tIny claim is a viabb di8tanm. I mukl fvxl rn ntkxta le
scientific or otherwise for what constitutes a viable distan@ to the national

grid for a gIRI mlnectkxr.
There is a pNHA onsIte on tho ncxthem end (Lough Bane) and several SPAs
and SNAs in ck>so proxImity to the site and dan to the grid connection route.
Ccx>le Wlrxl Fnm dIsmIss<! tIn effects theIr dwek>pment will have on those
sites.

The$8turt#nsvdlde6trtVanyvInd ananity that IM& haw. dwOrg our
rural laxlscap8 hb an Irxlustridisod otu.



73Jln 3.6.1,one of the mnstralnts rofers tn separation dIstances from sensItive
re@ptors, this Includes homes. Two homes close to the proposed Cale Wind
Farm SID are situated less than 7CXimetres away from turbine no 15 at (638m
and 67911). Thb is less than the setback di$tann af four times the tip heIght
away from a nsidential buikling as recommended in the Draft Revised
GuIdeIInes 2019.

14)Goole Wind Farm claim that the owners of these homes which are less than
the recommended distance away from turbine no 15 are involved in the
proposed dOvekJ+xnont is thIs legal?

15)in 3.6.1 it is stated that the constraints map in fig. 3.2 was produced from a
desk study not an actual vIsIt to the site and the surrounding area. The
distanm kntween turbines, their assodated infrastructure and sensitive

receptors is not enough. SensItIve receptors mentIoned are Nature 2CX)0 sItes
which are protected under European Law. homes, telemmmunications IInks,
wateroourses and an#raecWcal stbs.

16)in fig. 3.2 it appears that turbines 2.6„9 and 13 are in the path of the buffer
arte fu Tbreo InlaId. Three Imt8nd has the bost mobile phone mnneciion irl
thIs area. It is not good, but is the only viable one locally. This now is to be
destroyed by the turbinw.

17)Remote waking will be impossible in this area if the currently fair internet
ctwerage is degraded by bkxkage from the turbines.

18)Turbine no 11 b jW within the buffer zone of at least one r%klenoe.

19)Tbis Constraints Map fIg 3.2 has Clonsura bog completely under forestry
whkih tt is rICE it is adjamnt toCoiltt8 fowstry.

20)in 3.6.1 it states that The prolx)sod turbine layout was also informed by wind
data and the results of noise and shadow flicker modelling as they became
avaIlable-.

Ccxilo Wind Farm proposes to build a larger industrial wind farm with larger
turbine blades than in their earlier failed planning appliation. It will prr)duao
more 8halaw flicker and more noise
Tbe Wind Data states that this is a low wirxl area. It is unsuitable for industrial
turbines

21)in 3.6.2 Turbine Layout Cc>ole mnd Farm claim that -TtIO chvek>pmont of the
final Pn)posed Devok>pment layout has resulted fo#owing feedback from the



vark>us studIes and as$ownonts carried out as well as ottgdng nogcxtiatkins
and dlwlsskins wIth lanck>wners and the kx:al mrnmunity,-
The only inftxmation anyone let>eivod from CcxSe Wirxl Farm SID wu a

confidential beer sent out to Iwidon08$ within 1.7km ofa turbine stating that
Ccxle VUrxJ Fnm planned to apply as a SID and that there wu Id be a
website coming on line in Novomtnr 2020. This website continually brought
me back to the Statkraft site. There was no $odalty distan@s meeting aHend.
The last community open night was for the thirteen turbine wind faIntand was
held in 201#14 (check wIth CaroIIne)

22)in 3.6.2.4 the turbine size and structure is disalssed. The turbines in CWF
and CWF SID vary hugely. They may be the same height but are not the
same width. The diameter of the proposed turbines in CWF is 140m tho
diameter of the proposed turbInes in CWF SID is 155m. The output is
dIfferent The environmental Impact is different. Each Individual ftx>tprint is

more than 10% bigger. There are 2 new turbinos as well. These new, bigger,
wider, turbInes should be the $ubjecl of a new EIAR.

23)in 3.6.2.4 it is claimed that with the increased turbine blade size and the
addition of two now turbines Goole Wind Farm will increase its output to over
50MW bringing it to SID size.
It is claimed in other chapters that the increased blade size alone will increase
the output of the thirteen turbines to 66MW and then in another part that the
two new turbines will then bring the output to 90MW. So the first thirteen

turbines make 66MW whIch is Just over 5MW each. Turbines 14 and 15 must
be magic turbines as they bring the output up to 90MW which is 12.5MW
each

24)IN 3.6.4.2 CWF refer to the use of the borrow pit. Currently the borrow pit is a
hilly field. This will tn flattened when the quarrying is finIshed and the soII is
replaced. They will also be using local quarries. So why use the bc>nw ph at
all?

25)The elearictty substation will be inaeasod from the size proposed in the
original planning appliaatbn tor Goole VUnd Farm. In 3.6.4.3 it states that the
kxiprint will be expanded and the station moved but not by how much.

26)in this section CWF discusses minimising the visual impact of the electricIty
substation, which is amusing oonsidering the overwhelming visual impact of
fifteen 175 m high turbines on a rural landscape.



27)3.7 Grid Connection: A meeting was held with EiH3rtl ngart$ng the Grid
oonnection after Code mnd Farm withdrew their appliatkxr kx a grkl
aonnectbn fran Westmeath County Coundl. This has M to C<xHe Wmd farm
applying to The Ccxnmbsbn fu Regulatkxr of Utilitbs (CRU) for aooeptance
inn the ECP2.1 prrxress.

28)TIle grid connectbn route for Coole Wirxl Farm SID is unchanged fran the
route for Cmb VUrxl Farm rejected by Westmeath County Ccrundl in the
sumnnr of 2(120.

29)in the fIrst 2.4km of the Iw8e from Ccxile to Mullingar 27 landowners were
klentified as having laId running paralbl to the road ocxTidor when the grid
wlnnHkx1 b prI}tx>sad to the laid. CWF have stated that they did not pursue
thIs option as it was unlikety that al larxkywnors vwxid participate.

30)3.8 Attemaeve bansport route and site amess
It b cbiand that kx:aI II)al L57671 was rut used as a turbine component
ddrwry nxJe after axwultatkx1 \Mth kxnl residents. This b untrue. Firstly this
road is very nanw. It is mwtly between 2.7 and 3.3 metres wide with several
homes lining the mad. It b also mostly only hartlmre and very shalk)w tarmac
arxl wwld tn unabb to any these heavy bad& Secxxxb, tIn IWa bttn
only real used w amss into Ckxr8wa bog by Westland Hortk:uttural Limited:
Both CcxHe WwI Farm arxl WuBand Hortkxdtwal plan that peat harvesting
wB axdhxnarsile, TIe IWa b MIg bfI Icy W%tlarxls rne. Ix>ttncause of
he 'oorMlbUl- wtB1 rM8rlb.

31)3.9 Fotwtry felbd onsIte will rx>t tn replaced kxnlly but in a site c+rosen in
Co. Ro$cxxttrrDn.

32)Code Wind Farm claims to have avoided encxrra:tring onto sunitivo areas of
the stb. There is a pNHA Lough Barn which has a aanno9 on it situated very
c+asobTurbknno 2.TbohJdher drahageafttnbogOh£#!9te the+_-b*!9
arxlitshlrastnx#ureuiHdarrugethelake arxlttnaamog.

33)The area directly Mind turbine no 1 has a several aclu of untouched and
undrain<1 bla91arx1. The very front of this area is slightly dry. hIt the Kea
further in is rk:h with spb%num nm hMs !"td!+e''.+oft: h= 1'ha':-.
rn 1 arxl its hfrastruciure was to te built that wwkl mine furttnr damage to
flisle9JMlpartdbogbltd.

Chapin 5: PVr! PIn =# !!!=!A



5.1: 'Human beings as individuals or communities should axlwtenn no signifiant
dIminution in their quality of life from direct, indirect or cumulative efhcits arising from
oonstructkxr’

WIthin ttntHast sIte thae are 4 IndIviduals wtth autism. Ore of whIch is a young
He is homewhcxied. Ttys means that not only

wH Ids life expedenw tn affected negatively due to the Impllcatkirl of the Coole
Westmeath wind farm but also his education - which is a vital part of deveWlg
one's future.

ln311©itIMlll

- a wind farm is rnt arect)gnised sourw of pollution- 'as such a wind farm is not
ctxrsiderai b have ongoing significant emissbns'

massive amounts of concrete
Concrete is alkaline and leeches into the soil the bog is acHE WII it change the
fundamental struchae of the bag?

5.3.2: There are rn key id8ntified tourist attrac{ions-
How about twri8t potential?
How atx>ut that bog mad?

5.7.51 Turbine dirrnnsion. No actual turbine has been s8lniM. They want it put out
to tender iF planning b granted,

How an planning tn granted on an installatkin that has not been fully disdosed. We
have to stab ou plans and full dlmersiuls and finish on dCXTnstic tx>usIng

Turbine blades: LIght flicker
-Possibility of 33 wt of 55 properties may exoo<1 the tX)EHLG gtideln8s’

5.72: Hbo DoEHLG Guklelines st8to that at distances greater than 10 rotcx
dinnotors fran a trxbirn. the potential fu shakyw flicker k very bw. -

Rotor length?
'For the puax)ses of ttis auwrrnnt, a turbine wtth a lolly diarrntor of155m is
m<xlolbd in txder to 886666 the worstme sarwb-
155mx10=15Him

5.9.3.9 : CcxH8 WIM Fam Ltd. wlthues to commit to no shakrw fRiker at
omlpied residentIal re@ptors within 10 rotor dIameters of the Pn>posed
Dwek)pmat PWC)$edMiti9atkxIMeasuIB$

The cknest Ccxie VUrxl Farm. Co. We$tmeath - EIAR Ch 5 Pop & Human Health F
• 2021.03.22 - ax)445 S32 omlpied dwelling H14 (i.e. dwelIIng not InwIIved wIth the
Prupa60dDov8laWrarR) b kxnBBlat adi8bnwafapprox.7CX)maresRIxrIthe
nearest prI)posed turbine T11. There are 2 no. dwellings, H18 & H24 whIch are
batod at distana$ of 638m axl 679111 from T15 respedtvely txwevu tInse are
InavlanbbWDtwdwtBl#BplWo$eddevek)pmenL-



Suggestion of ax)to wind farms...-may not be witnessed if alrtains or blinds in the
:aroom are closed”

-4 and 5 are partidpating proper$es- that is 2 out of 55...that is not a good uptake

i

Chapter 5: Popu}atk)n and Health

5.1; 'Human beings as indIviduals or mmmuntties shoukl experience no sIgnifIcant
diminution in theIr quality of life from direct, indi©ct or cumulative effects arising from

jon’

v'vlihin the biasi site there are 4 individuals with autism.

- a wind farm is not a recx>gnis<1 sourm of pc>llution- -as such a wind farm is not
considered to have ongoing signifiant emissions-

lllasstve amounts of wlaete
Concrete is alkaline and leaches into the soil the bog is acidic, Will it change the
fundamental structure of the bog?

5.3.2: qbere are no key identified tourist attractions-
How atx>ut tourist potontial?
How about that bog road?

5.7.51 Turbine dimension. No actual turbine has Mn selected. They want it put out
to tender if planning is granted,

How mn planning in granted on an installation that has not been fully dlsck>sed. We
have to stab our plans and full diannsions and finish on dcxrtestic housing

Turbine blades: Light flicker
-Possibility of 33 out of 55 properties may exceed the DOEHLG guklelnes-

5.7.2: qhe lk)EHLG Guidelines state that at distan ms greater than 10 rotor
diame&ers from a turbine, the potential Rx shadow flicker is very kw. -

Rotor length?
-For the purposes of this assessment, a turbine wah a rum diameter of155m is
m<xielled in ader to anm tIe worstm8 s@narb-
155mxlo=15a)m

5.9.3.9 : Ctxie Wild Farm Ud. continun to mnmtt to wto shadow flicker at
ocwpied residential r800ptcxs wIthin 10 m&x diametors of the PmIXIsed
Development Pro{xnod Watkxr Mea$urw

'The closest C:tx>Ie mnd Farm. Co. Westrneath - EIAR Ch 5 Pop & Human Health F
• 2021.0322 - 2tXH45 $32 cxwpied dwelling H14 (1& dwelling not involved with the
Prolxised Developnent) b kx:abd at a distnnm af 8pptox. 700 metres from the
nearest prt>+xBedtwbineT11. Ttnre are 2 no. dwellings, H18 & H24 WhitI are



iocaied at distancw of 638m and 679m from T15 respectively however these are
' ..Yviduals involved with the oruposed devekti>ment,-

Sugge$tkin of coote wind farms,..'may not be witnessed if curtains or blinds in the
tndroom are closet!'

-4 and S are participating pH>pertH that is 2 out of 55...that is not a good uptake

Chapter 6 Biodiwrstq

=n =Y water Framework Directive (2000/60/EC) requires all Member States to
protect and improve water quality in all waters. Water quality of tIn Glue and Inny
rivers at samplhg points c#)sest to the pIt>fxnod turtine mnstrwlkXI b mcxlerato to
gad. The sale of this wnsbuction and its proximity to wator bcxHes will neIther
protect nor water quaIIty as required under the directive. Laugh Bane is only 10m
fran tIn rnar8st IInd infrasbuclure and 50m fNxn the nmnst turbine - yet even
with this dma proximity Goole Wind Farm are claiming there will tn no direct effects
and no potential for indirecl effects. Habitat map 6.4 distinctly shws the lack of a
buffer zone tntw8en the peat harvesthrg arm and the Inrvy Riwr - this along with
the lack of functk>ning silt traps could likely be mntHbuting to the poor water quality.
The proposed wind farm is intended to coexist with peat harvesting on the same
hxHlxint This w<xrkl bad to a wmtXa6vo afI%it ptXon6ally mduc#lg water quality
even further and cons8quentV having a detrimental effect on bkxltverstty in the
immediate vicinity and downsbeam.

Flora and Fauna

TaI#e 6.8 NWVS reocxxls for rare and ptotected species -re6eaed to but not induded.

-Eviderne of addttk)naI norhwiant Mammals was not ntxxtled during the site
suIveys. HaMever it is likely that species such as Pine marten, Irish Stoal Red
squirTel PWny shrew etc. omrr within the study area at least on omsion.-

Pine Marten and Pygmy shrew are plentiful in the area. The fact that there were no
reooRled s}ghtings of these animals within the fooqxint of the site would mquir8 ono
to question thoir mpabdities. The red squirrel potxtlatkx1 in this area b inaBashg. All
efforts stxxrkJ be mate to onsuro available habitats are protociM to aki their survIval
and allow ttnm to fburish.

The studies mnductod for non-volant mammals focused ally on the construction
phase of the devek>pment and have not r8foned to the oporatkxral phase of the wind
farm and its effects on norbvolant mammals livkrg initsvidntty. Lopucki et al 2017
states that -gr%tor weight should be given to the effects of wind farms on noIWOlant
wildlife than is alnentty tIn mse.- Investas and regulatory authorities shwld atways
axts+der arxl atterTtlX to mitigate the likely impaci ofwirxl farms on terTwtrtal animals



during environmental impact assessments. The impact of a wind farm should be
oonsidend in terms of not only the wnstruction but also the operational phase.-

Wind turbines may have a stressful impact on some species of small mammals
living in their proximity.-(Lopucki et al 2018) The main factors 'indudo permanent
exIx>sure to the aon>dynamic noIse of wind turtines and episcxl8s of m8chankial
noise. Ttlese factors may Inueas8 the general vIgilance of animals by maskIng the
acoustic warning signals from the environment most of the time and by exposing
animals to sudden, unexpected nwhankial sounds repeated many tim% thrwghcxR
the day.- (Lopuckl et al 2018)

u8r+h FdtiHw

Marsh Frttillary (Euphydryas aurinia) are protected under the EU habitats dlnctivo
and listed as wlnorable. NPWS 2013statm that the population and bAum prospnts
are inadequate and the overall trend for this species is dedining. Peat eHr8ctbn is
deemed a medium threat to its habitat and anthropogenic reduction of habitat
mnneaMty is ranked as a high threat to their habitat. TIle two activities would surety
have a alrtwHabve negative effect on its hatitat whkIh b the oomerstale to the
survival of this species in Ireland. They have ben kientified as present in N36, N37,
N45 and N36 tnclats which are in ttekxXprint of the site.

analmM
'An attemattve land+lse option to d9vek>ping the Pmpcned Devek>pment would tn b
leave the site as it is under its current planning permission.- Which is -designed to
uexist and operate independently of land use practices of oommerdal peat
harvesting and tuestry to minimbe knpat£s,- (Chapter 6 Bkxltverstty, Pg &69)

'A second potential Dc>Nothing scenario exists for this prtjoct i.e. assuming that the
permtttul devek>pIrtent is not mn$tnxXed, in this s@nario the existing baseline
erwkonnwt udll eu#ve in me of two ptHenbal ways, either the peat extraction
ceases and a rehabilitation plan is developed or the peat extractk>n continu% and
then a rehabilitation plan is developed.- TTrerefore the oons&uction of the wind farm
will ellmhate any possibiIIty of rehabltbtk>n of cubwet boy whktr uxkl tn a
conditk)n of the terms of an EPA Hance for peat extraction. Thb wwld pnvent
srxx>8ssful appliatkxrs fIX EPA Ibnms arxl therefore peat exbactkxr nrxiering
otXion un of the 'ck) ncHhirlg oIIn# knlxi8$ibilitbs. Ttnrefue the wirxl farm arxJ peat
extraction annot eoexist with the prwbL8 or alnont proposed wind farm
deve+olxnents.
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ChapMr 7 BIrds

_ :,•\8qndfarm Submission

Chapter 7 Birds

1. Que8tlonable a8s08sment of bIrd colll8lon rates
I.= == ?:b=ga! merUlity rates used in models for predicting the impact of

particular wind farms are based on the majority of studies which quote low
collision rates and these in turn are based only on falnd oorpses. This has led
to a significant under recording of the actual number of collisions

1.2 Even when cxHisbn rates are kyw this d(ns not nemssarily mean the moRality
is insigntfimnt. Even mla$voty small increases in mortality rates may be
signIficant for populations of some birds, especially long lived specios with
generally low annual prtxludMty rates and rx>tabty when their numtnrs are in
decline.

1.3 Ttnre are &xlate no studIes mmpadng risk assusments published in wind
farm submissions and the actual mortality rates remItted after a wind farm
becomes operational. TTtb lack of pre and post txxwtructim nxxtaltty
comparison is alarming because those prior risk 8valuations are an integral
part of the prIX.edure cfatxepting or rejecting pemlissbn of new wind farms.

QuestIonable use of 2003 study to assess magnItude and sIgnIfIcance of
potentIal Impac#

The submission places a total roHanc8 on assessing the magnitude and significance
of potential effect on the assessment prepared by Steve M. Perdval. 'Birds and wind
Farms; A IWbW ofpolential iwros and impact 8wossment prepared in 2(X)3. ThE
was not a sdentific study and was not subject to a peer review process, it was a
desk-top study of 8vailabb literature, sane of which dated as far back as 1989, on
wind farm impact on birds fran amuIXl tIle worN. none of whiM had teen
undertaken in Ireland. Whilst some attunpts were made to match habitats these did
not, in tIn main, match the Utd species in Ireland.

To use a desktop study with data not generated in Ireland and some eighteen years
old mnnot be said to reprBsent an amlrate assenment relevant to this partiallar
wind farm applimtk>nhl 2021.

Chap+nr 8: Land SoIls and Geology



e The borrow pit is 6.21 Ha in size. It is ostimated that 251,915 cubic metres of
turdcoro wIll be extracted br use m the Wind Farm site. To do thIs 74,400
wHo metres of topsoil will have to kw scraped off, stored and put back once
the tx)now pit is 6nished with.
In the 2017 planning appliation the borrow pit was the same size, 6.21 Ha,
they were to extract 2(D.tX)0 aUc metres (only 13 turbines) but only 38.0CX)
wbic metres of topsoil was to be cleared and then put back.

•

. Why is there now double the amount of Weil to clear?
2. Where is this huge amount of topsoil going to be stored during the

extraction of the borrw pIt?

• Each turbine foundation will require 600 cubic metres of concrete and lean
mix. This will be coming in ready mix brries, approximately 70 concrete
kXTias por turbine, making a total of 1,050 mnaeto kXTies entering the wind
hrm site but no delivery route has been planned. It is thought the L5755 will
be used.
To art 2H),(XX) aBbie rrntres from the txxrow pit to the varbus parts of the
wind farm site will n8ed approximatoty 17,CX>0 lord%.
TIle most direct route from the Borrow Pit to the site and for many of the
aonaete Iontes coming Io the sIte will be along the L5755. A single track lane
that mnnot take 2 large haim passing each other, let alone up to 18,000
k>rrin heading up and down the road. No where in the applimUon is it
nnrvtkxt<1 that the L5755 is to tn upgraded, wIdened or made inD a road
suitable for this amount of baSn-

A high wlume of air Fxilutbn, dust, noM and other pollution will in mused
by thb amount of traffic on a'gerI small, wuntry mad.
If 600 wbic metres of oonaete are tnlng poured into each turbine base as a
fwrxlaticn, it mIkI in prnumed, that as most of the turbinn are going to be
sIM on bog, that ax) wbic metres of peat will have to mme out. However, it
states that peat will only tn extracted at 2 turbine situ - this seems strange.
It states that ttnaxtracRd dry peat will in usa fw 'land9mphg'. This peat
has no nutrbnts in it arxl b therefore nrxlor8d usebss as a gowkrg mnlhrm.

•

e

•

e

•

not a good way to landscape.

Chapfor 9: Hydrology

The main point that arbes from thb chapter b that ALL the drainage from the
windhrm, from the field drains, the main drains, through settlement ponds and
soakaways. dI run inb) tIn Rivers Inny or Gk)re, which ttsolfrurn into the Inny.

A huge quantity of ground water wIll be displaced by the turbIne foundatIons, aooess
road, hard stands, and new roads Iunning into the RIver Inny and then into LotUh
Derrawragh, The Inny }s a lxxxxl8ry Itx Gantskll bog, with tIn water SHUm
IunnIng on b Scragh Bog. Al of which are NHAs arxl SPAs.



: it ale winter lnollth Oi 2020 the inny broke itS banks in a number of piaces with quite
qxtons ivo #ooding in low lying areas. This brings the water level of the silt ponds up

l!,od level and over the silt traDS. allowing peat to flow directly into the river.

Therefore any rise in water levels by ox@vation work on the wind brIll, or any
pollution by excess peat, oancrete leakage or other chemial s would Iun through the
Inny Basin Into Lough Denavaragh, and Ganiskill bog, which 'bemuse of its
relatively g(xxI oondition the site is mnsider8d to be one of the best remaining
examples of a raised bog ecosystem irl the eastern half of the muntry’. This could
have a bIg environmental impact on the sbuctun of the bog. the water quality of
Denavaragh and the surrounding streams and water systems.

Consewatkn wlxk has ben arried out to Gantskill Bog in noent years as 'Arterial
drainage af the River Inny (undertaken by the OPW in 1996 and initially during the
1950s) is likely to have impacted on the site and may wntinue to pose a threat to the
hydR>k)gbl integrity of tIn sIte.' Any work up6tream from Garrbkill Bog that may
upset the Inny River and its relationship with the bog oould have a negative effect on
the Hydmgeok3gy of Garri skIll aix! Saagh Bogs.

Lough Derravaragh is oonsidered at risk from Addtfiation and this is likely to
become worse with the large quantities of peat that will tn disrupted and moved
during construction of the wind farm.

Chapter 10: Air & CIImate

10.2.4.2.

TtIe EmissIons of Exhaust and Dust during the oonstruction phase are dismissed as
being 'negligible and short term’.

There is no fIgure placed on the number of vehicles or the type of vehicle arriving or
leaving the site per day. The area of the Coole VUnd Farm is very rural and the roads
are narn)w, Tte large quantities of lorries will negatively impact the area.

There are no figures on the duration of the exm%tion of the Borrow pit or the time
needed to reinstate the borrow pit and thus how kmg the dust will affect the kx:al
residents from that ak>ne.

What are tIn appliants basing their 'negligIble and short torm' comments on?

Table 1 (b9 Data Met Eireann Weather Station at Mullingar 1978 to 2008

mnd ((knots)

Mean mutthly speed 7.6 knots = 3.8 m/s = 13.7 kph average per annum

Max gust 58.5 knots = 28.5 m/s = 102.6 kph average per annum

Max mean l& minute speed 32.8 krnts=16.4 ITVS = 59 kph average per annum



Tnis indicates tho average monthly wind speed is 3.8 m/s which asks the question is
this really the correct place to put a wind farm to give the best wind to power
uJnvefSI011'/

Met Eiroann's Annual Average VUnd Speed data hr 1981 to 2010 has Mullingar
(14.1 kph) having the third lowest average wind speeds with only Kilkenny (12.8 kph)
and Birr (12.4kph) lower. This again asks the question - if you are going to buHd
industrial wind farms why are you building in the middle of the country, where the
winds are lowest and not off the mast where the winds are substantially sbonger?
The average wind speeds at Wexfcxd b 20.6kFIh for example, this is nearty a 50%
incr08so of average wind speeds to that of Mullingar. The inctoase in installation cost
would be outweIghed by the inaBase in power p(t}ductk>n.

According to Energy Edumte from the University of Calgary if the wind speed
doubles the power output will increase eight times. This would mean the power
generated on the East Coast as in at Woxfbrd would tn 4 tim% that ger+eratod in
Mullingar. That is a 50% inaease in avorago wind speed which would gMo 4 times
the output of power. The centre of Ireland is not the place to erect industrial wind
farms

Appendk 10.1 Carbon Loss Calculations.

The original Planning permission applk;atkin whkih is urxbr Jud©al Review had very
different values for the output for each turbine. Appendices 10.1 Carbon Calculations
for the present, 2020, appliation has the Power Rating for one Turbine as 5MW to
6MW wheteas the same appendims in the original applia6on, 2017, has the power
ratIng of each turbine as 3.6MW to 3.8MW. Ttis nems a very large inause per
turbine with no qualifying of these figur% other than a line in the dowrrnnts to An
Bold Pleanala that the blades on the turbines was to 8xoeed ttn permItted length but
staying below the 175m high blade tip maximum height. This must mean the hub
height is to reduce

The 2020 figures give output of 15 x 5 to 6MW = 75 MW to 90 MW. DIe mpacity
factor is quoted as 35%.

The 2017 figures gtve output of 15 x 3.6 to 3.8 MW = 54MW to 57 MW. The capacity
factor is quoted as 40%

For the WIld Farm to quantify its saving of carbon and therefore helping of the
CIImate, the carbon fIgures are the centre pIn of the whole appIIcatIon. Tbl$
amazIng Improvement in the aff}el8ncv af the turblnw should be ©xplalned.
There are no fIgures to quantIfy how the appIIcants anNe at the fIgure of
carbon loss hr manufaetudng, oonstructlng and deoommls$1onlng the
turt>inn, tInse should be quantified.

Chapler ll Not8€



11.3.3.1. Infrasound/Low Fnquoncv Noise

VUth resped to infrasonic noise levels below the hearing thr%hold, the World Health
OrganisatIon (WHO) document Community Nols8 (WHO, 1995) has stated that:

1995 is very outdated for mnd TurbIne noise.

In June 2020, a report was released by the Finnish Govemment4 presenting results
of a project that investigated the infrasound produced by wind turbines and its effects
through suIveys, long-term measurements and exposure tests.

The surveys identified symptoms sutjectivety associated with infrasound from wind
turbines were oommonly within 2.5 km of the closest wind turbine and the range of
symptoms experienced were broad. One third of residents with symptoms
associated with infrasound subjectively were more likely to attribute their symptoms
to wind farms and aonsider wind turbines disruptive health risks.

Long-term moasurements were conducted collecting 308 days at data in two areas
within 1.5 km of wind turbines operating between 3 to 3.3 MW. In measurements,
infrasound levels were similar to the levels omurring typknlty in urban environments.
TIle Infrasound samples representing the worstase scenarios were picked out from
the measurement data and used in the exposure (listening) tests.

Firstly, the tests were carded out wIthIn 2.5km of the turbInes where as the
Goole WInd Farm turbInes are substantIally closer to dwelIIngs, Seeondly the
Cook WInd Farm turbInes are to be operatIng at 6MW. How do these
dedw:tlon8 have any relevance to Coole Wind Farm?

41.5.3.1 The Turbine Assessment

nIe noise levels :

Table 11-22 Review of Predicted Turbine Noise Levels against Relevant Criteria

The Noise Lnvels, dB LAgO are given at wind speeds up to 9 mb. Looking at
the wInd speeds in Table 104 below there seem to be max mean 10+nlnute
wind speeds up to 16.4 m/s. This will give dB LA90 above the 45 dB IA90
levels prop©8ed for this development This will m8jorty affect the lives of
pooplo living near the site.

Table 1(bg Data Met Eireann Wmthor Station at Mullingar 1978 to 2008



wlna ttKnOIBJ

-in monthly speed 7.6 knots = 3.8 m/s average per annum

Max gust

Max mean 1(b minuto speed

58.5 knots = 28.5 mIs average per annum

32.8 knots = 16.4 m/s average per annurn

Appendices 7-5

Table 2-1 Windfarm Parameters at Ca>Ie Wind Farm Wind Farm Component
Sconarb Modelled

Assumed turbine model SG6.0 - 155 GE 3,6 -1 37

Number of turbines 15 13

Blades per turbine rotor (3d model used) 3

Rotor diameter (m) 155

Rotor radius (m) 77.5

Hub height (m) 97.5

Swept height (m) 2(b175

Pitch of blade (degrees) 25

Maximum chord (m) (i.e. depth of blade) 4.5

Rotational period (s) 6 6.82

TIle figures in black are the 2020 appliation the figures in red are the 2017
applicatio:

3

140

70

105

35-175

30

4

11.3.7.2.1. Turbine details

'For the purposes of this assessment predictions have assumed the source of noise
at the hub heIght of 100.5 m.'

ThIs hub heIght does not agree wIth the 2020 or the 2017 turbIne descrIptions.
?he lower the hub heIght surely the hIgher the noIse of the hub to surroundIng
areas. There should be consIstency wtthln the appIIcatIon.



Chanter 12: Lnndseaoe

introductIon

-As dotaibd in Section 2.5.1, Chapter 2 of this EIAR, there is a current grant c’
pennissbn on the Pn>posed Development sIte Rx a wind farm consisting of up e 4 '
no. wind turbines with a tip+night of 175 metres, upgrading oxisting internal auvss
roads, providIng new internal access roads, an on4lto substation, underground
cabling, temporary construction compound, and ancillary infrastructure. An Bold
Plean61a issued the dedsion to grant permission for the wind farm on 27th March
2020

1 ) TtIls statement above is InaxTeci and is delibem88ty mIsleading. W8sbneath
County Council rotusod planning permissIon for the proposed thirteen turbIne
industrial wind farm ceIIa Ccx>lo Wind Farm in Dommtnr 2017 unler a

clause in their County Development plan alled PWIN 6. Cook Wind Farm
bnxrght the use to An Bold Plean41a in January 2018. After two delayed

decisions An Bold Pteanala granted planning permission in March 2019. The
North Westmeath Turbine Action Group sought a Judidal Reviow a1 this
dadsion. The Jt+dUal Review was granM. The use wu fully MaId in the
Commerdal High Courts in Man;h 2020. No decbbn has been made to date.

TherBkxB the grant of planning permbslon is not wrrently valkl as it is in
contention. Coote Wind Farm makes this d8litnratety mIst@dIng claim
thrwghout thb plannIng appllatkxl. If permIssion for the ttdrteen turbIne wind
farm had been fUlly passed in 2019 (not 2020 as also Incorrectly claImed)
then the thIrteen turbIne Ccxile Wind Farm would be built and operational by
now, not seeking to enlarge itself to SID status to avoid the wrrent planning
iIoadkxik.

2) nIe site itself b on low lying pea8ands but is adja08nt to the Northern Hills

and tak@ which are the highest land masses in the aounty. The design layout
should take those landsape characterIstIa Into consIderatIon. ttd®s not.

3) The Midland Regional Guidelin® 201Cb2022 do not insIst that industrial wind
turbines go on peatland s. The Westnwth County Devek>prnent Plan
20142020 and 2021-2027 tx)th have clauses dire(#ng large sale turbines to
ten times the naceIle height away from homes. Only two ofCoole mnd Farm
SIDs fifteen turbin@ fit this criteria.

4) Tbore is a pNHA known as Lough Bane onsite very close to turbine no 2.
Lough Bane also wntairB a aannog.

5) There are no large sme Industrial buildings or structures of thIs size
anywh©e in this area. Homes are single or tum storIed dwellings. There are
no large sale facgortas. The one wInd mast that was eroded wIthout planning
permisskirl arxi has sinw IBmovul was 80111 hIgh, 95111 bwuthan itn
prDposed turbInes.

6) Proposed turbIne no 15 is sItuated 638 m from one dwelling and 679 m from
aIx>thor dweHng. Tt$$ ckms not wlform to the Reviwl Draft (Xridoline8 for
Wind Energy 2019.



7 in the 201+20 Wostmeath County Development plan all areas of the county
;n desIgnated low wind energy apart from Uisnoach which b designated no
wind energy. In the 2021-2027 Westmeath C<xrnty Dovelopment Plan one
area has Ewen changed tom law wind energy to medium wind energy,

12.2.1 Project DescrIptIon

8 The forestry cut down in order to awommodate a turbine will not be replanted
onsite but in Co. Roscomrnon.

9 There are two homes whIch are not kx:ated greater than 4 times the tip heIght
away from occupied dwelIIngs aooording to the Wind Energy Development
Guidelines 2019.

10 The turbines are at a height of 175m. Ground level is tntween 75m above sea
level on the site itself. The highest local landmark is the Hill of Mael at 240m
above sea level. This means that the turbInes at 175m high will be 1 Om higher
than the highest local landmark. Tbis will have a detHrrnntal visual impact on
the area

11 The turbines are clustered together and oonnec:ted to each other visually. The
site kx:atkin is flat with ltttb saeening. These industrial sale light whIte grey
turbine machines will completely dominate this predominantly green and
brown rural landscape and change it forever. Not only ruining it now but
setting precedence for further industrialis8tkxr to mme,

12.3.1 Landscape and VIsual Impad As88s8ment Crtteria

12 Then is no way that any form of planting muN possibly sa8en 175m high
industrial turbines on this landscape.

13 nIe nature of this landscape is rural. Some areas are flat running into the
rtvors and lakes and some arms are hIlly. The hIghest local landmark, the Hill
of Mad, is 240m aix>vo sea level. ImposIng industrial turbines on this
larxJsapo affects it drama6ally and in a very bad way.

f2.3.3 Guldanee and other Infbnnatlon used in the Lnndsoape and VIsual
knpact Assessrrrent

14 While Ireland signed and ratified the European landsmpe Convention in 2002
the Guidance from The Department remains in draft form and Ccx>Ie Wind
Farm have relied on guidance developed primarIly in the UK for Soottlsh
onshore wirxl farms. Ccxye Wind Farm has also chosen to dbmbs tIn

guldan@ devek>ped by Westmeath County Coundl who is the kx:aI planning
authority. The Scottish landsape which is mountaInous and rugged and very
sparsely populated in the hIghlands where most of the wInd farms are loated
bears liMo rosomblanoe to the flat gently undulating pastoral brxlscapo in the



::bh Midlands. This UK guIdance is not fit for purpose in the Midlands of

12.3.4.1 Study Area

15) The proposed wind farm will be visitie from tnyond tho 20km radius assessub:
through ZTV and some photomontage s.

16) Cook Wind Farm admits that the visual impact on the landscape could be
signifianl

consultation

17) There are no photomontage$ of the turbines on the loal roads traversing the site
where 15 residences are situated between 700m and 100C)m of one or more turb ii ,w
and two resIdences are situated less than 70am from a turbine. The visual impact on
the famIIIes living in such close proximIty of thIs proposed development has not been
adequately assessed.

18) Ttre proposed development will impact visually on several areas of high amenity
such as Lough Sheelin, Lough Lene, Lough Denavaragh, Lough Ennell and Laugh
OweI, This goes agaInst WMCC devek>pment plans for 2014-2020 and 2021-27

12.5.5.1 Lnndseap8 Value

19) CWF acknowledge that the views from Lough Crm, Fnwin Hill and
Mullaghmeen and views of the lakelands have high aesthetic quality and are
designated scenic amenity in the relevant County development plans. Coole Wind
Farm if built will have a permanent detrimental effect on those and other science
views in our landsap'e and will hugely damage the potential of North Westmeath as
a tourism Industry.

20) Wes&neath county Council intend to extend the Washneath Way through the
area making use of the unique features of this site such as the pNHA Lough Bane
and ttn aannog onsite linking it to the Tain arxl Fore trails and Mullaghmoen trail
and developing the Bronze Age Walkway into a cultural stop off point. Tt$$ will not
happen should Ccxile Wind Farm be built

12.6.5 Route ScreenIng AnalysIs Results - Roads wIthIn 5 KIlometres

21 ) Coote Wind Farm admits that saeening of the propcried turbines by trees and
bushes is sparse at best in the roads between 143 km of the proposed turbine site.

22) TtterB is no mention oF screening analysis for the homes less than 1 km from any
turbine. TWo of us ltvirB closest to the proposed turbines have not Ewen
oonsidored at all.

Photomontage Booklet

23) There are no photomontages showing the Impact of the turbines on the roads
and h<xrns closest to the pR>jX>sed wind farm. Our homes will be devalued and the



b'uai img>ad for us will not be fleeting as it wIll be to those travelling through this
a bI it permanent and detrimental.

25) The proportions af the van E-and tHiS:nc :== g== =n hc uh hnc k=d===p_
and the phoirl$hopped turbines on tIn pttaI:xnontages am wrong and based on the
n8nwer HUe width turbines planned to tn used for the non SID Gcxie Wind Farm
In the turbines planned for Coole Wind Farm SID 88.5% of the full turbIne heIght
consists of the diameter of the blade The blade she in these images b based on the
narrowr turbine where 80% of the full height of the turbIne mnslsted of the dIameter
of the blade. All of the photomontages are Inamumte and do not show the full Impact
of tIn turtinn asthewkJth of the turblnw has bxxeasd by over 11% from 140m to
155111 in dianeter. To prove my poInt take a kx>k at any of the wIre frame Imam.
TIle 13 turbIne Cale Wind Farm Images are drawn in green and the 15 turbIne
Ccx>Ie mnd Farm images are drawn in Hue, The prupatkxrs of the Hades should
have increased by over 11% from the growl to the blue wiroframe images. They
have rnl

26) Ttn photoshopped Images of turblnw on the photrxnmtages are not in keeping
with the genuine width of the turbine blades and towers. For example in
Photomontage 7, images 38at the images of the turtinw in the phob$hoptnd
knages are no6mably narruwr than in tIn wire framed images. nIk is a deliberate
attempt to fmI people into thInkIng the turbines will have less of a vbual impact on
the landscape.

27) Photomontago no 3 taken 4.4Km from the nearest turbine on the regional road
near Lismaaflrey sFx>ws the turbines tx>mpletely dominating the landsape and
looming over the hills in the background. nIh image clearty shows the indusbialising
effut these gIant turtirt@ will have on the Iural landscape tftXIltt.

28) PIn&cxTxxttage na 4 taken 4.6 km fran the rnarest turbine in the townland al
Cloonamore shows the turbines clearty over the treeline. Thb image sFwws the
industHalising effect ttnse hxblnu would have on our kx:aI rural larxlsape.

29) in phobmontage na 5 the image males from the townland of Ballywillan which
owrkx>ks the bogland and the beautiful Hill of Mad and Rock of Cuny, two k>cal
larxlmarks arxl sane of the hIghest landmas9® in the area. In thIs phobshopped
Image the turbIne are clearly vIsIble in the landsmpe. They kxik to be alnmt tho
heIght of the local landmarks. tower above the bc)gland and break the otherwise
unbroken sWn dramatknllb TIlls is baI enough. But thIs Image b Int at al
accurate, FIrstly the turbInes themselves are 175m hIgh sItuated on bc>gland 75m
atxive sea bvel, making a aombined total of250m above sea level. The Hill of Mael
b 24CXtr atxwe sm bvel. The turbine$ are to tIn Rn of tIn Hill. enteRxe stm Id
appear larger than the hill. They do not Sewrxlly the turbines are a IIght whItNey
oolwr nat a dull IIght brown as portrayed in thu8 photr>montage images. Thb
makes ttnrn appear less dBtinct against the winter hrxlscape in tIn back©wr3d.
These Images are deIIberately mIsleadIng, dIsIngenuous and Inamlrat8 and are
daslgnul to M kx;al r8sidonts and An Bcxd PlearMla Into thinking that the turbInes
wHI have a rWgibb effnt on ttn larxl scapa. This anrnt bo dk>wot!



:C} Photomontag8 no 8 is not taken in the actual loation of protected view no 51,
' I in the vicinity of the view, thIs is highly inamlrat8 and deliberately misleading.

31 ) Tba Hill of Mael and Mullaghmeen Forest arB the highost landmarks in the
county at 240m and 258 m high. In photomontage no 10 we see the protected view
Mxn regional road R195 kx>king towards Lough Glore. In this photomontage the
turbines are clearly delineated against the sky and stand tall over the tree tops.
However if you look at the size of the turbines it can be clearly seen that they are
shown many metres shorter than the hills to theIr right Ttrb is incxx7ect. The turbines
are 175m hIgh and stand on ground 75m above sea level. That means that they
should each look to be 10m taller than the Hill of Mael and 8 m shorter than

Mullaghrrmn. The images stuwn in Photomontago no 10 are highly misleading and
dishonnt.

32) in photr>montage no 11 the view from Slhbh na Callaigh at Lough Crew a
naUonal monument and protected view the turbInes are depIcted as beIng the same
ook>ur as the surrounding landsmpe and blending into the sky. WhIle atmospheric
perspedtve wIll add 8 slight bluish hue to the light whit&grey turbines at an extreme
distance on a hazy day it will not obliterate them from view completely as is indimted
in these photomontages, This is disingenuous arxl deliberately mislealing.

33) in photr)montage no 18 the view from <3rananl Motte the turbines dominate the
landsmpe and an be seen dearly against the hills and landsapo in the
background. Hwever the turbines have been depicted as dark grey in odour which
they will not be. These turbines are too close to be affected by atmospheric
perspective and have deliberately been darkened to diminbh their effect on the
landscape. This is disingenuous and delitnrately misleading.

:A) in photomontage no 21 the view from the cairn at Multaghmeen (5.3 Km from the
nearest turbine) the turbines completely dominate the flat lands of the landscape.
They clearty sluw the industrialising effect these large smb turbines will have on the
landscape if allowed to tn built.

Chapder 13: Archeology

CorItrary to goals for tourIsm and herttage in North We$tmeath

Castleponard was recently awarded almost €500.000 for regeneration and
restoration with tourism very much in mind. Tba town is less than 7km from the
proposed windfarm. Westmeath County Council comments as folkws on this
funding. unphas}sing the 8xl>kxatk)n of North Westmeath. It says that the award is

To regenerate Castlepollanl. building on the unique ant#tetAural heritage of the
Town Square and Green, creating spam for the wmmuntty and visitors alike,
restoring the Market House and delivering a Town Park, estabIIshIng Ca$tlepollard
as bam, from where, vIsItors wIll explore the many sIghts at North Wwtrneath,
enhancing tIn towns erttical role as an ewnomie driver for the n91on-.



This appIIcation for the installatbn of gIant industrial-sale wind-turbInes into the
landscape of north Wostmoath will damago the context, detract from the
interpretation and destroy the character of the anhaedogial and historic sites of the
area, it will run contrary to the Council's wish to see people explore the many sights
of North Wastmath.

CoiRe’s longostnblished forest recreation area at nearby Mullaghm8en was selected
recently as the Irish nme'S' Westmeath hike of choi@ for Westmeath1. Mullaghmeen
is an isolated area of forest, oomprislng the largest beech plantation in Ireland. risIng
above farmland to a height of 258m above sea level. This forest features on all
hIking and outdoor sporting wobsttw. such as Sport Ireland, Coitte2 and Msit
Westmeath.3 A few kms to the west the proposed 1 &turbine wind farm will mach to
almost the height af the Mullaghmeen summIt. TIle turbines stand on land that is
75m above sea level. TIle turbin8s are 175m high. Tb8 turbine tip will therefore
reach 250m in height aIx)vo sea level. This intrusion annot bo rewtdled wtttt
strategies to develop tourism.

Chap4er 14: Material Aswt8

While the grid connection is being constructed on the road from C(x>Ie to
Multyfarnham, the road will be closed while works are carried out at the crossings of
the River Inny - twice. Tbore is no time limit on the road closures. This will add 9
mlas twice daily to all thoso, including pupils and teachers at VUI son's Hospital
sch(XII, who use thb rInd on a daily tusk

The L1826 road from Cook to Muttyfamham is not a proper 2 lane road - there are
no white linu down the middle of hand if a lorry is passing a car, one of them has to
pull over to the verge. Ttlere are soft vefyes all down this road as it runs across the
bog. In many ptams the grid mnrnction trench will be dug in the middle of the road,
and the cable joint pits being 2.5mebes wide x 6 metres brIg at every 5CX) metres
will be in the middle of the road. On top of the actual oonstruction and trench diggIng
it is estimated at

b Approximately 15 truck movements per day to each works area to both remove
excavated material and deIIver appmpMte infill material. A small number of truck
movements will in nquimd to deliver cable route mmpononts (dwtfng, membrane&
etc) to site.'

The appliatim states that the road will stay open during most of the grid mnnectbn
oonsbuc&>n work. However, in the main the road is simply not wide enough to
sustain a 2.5 metre Ink in the mkk£e, plus diggers, tipper bates and oonsbuction

https://www.irishtimes.com/lifeand-style/health-family/fitness/32-great.hikes-around-ireland-one-in-every-co
untv-1.4514690
a https://www.®ilhe.ie/siWmulladrmeen.kxest/

3 https://www.visitwestmeath.ie/get-outdoors/walks-wilderness/mullaghmeen-forest-trails./



traffic to tn able to keep the road open. For over 6 rrnnths thIs will aLise huge
disruption and axpense to those that travel to and from C>cx>b eNixI day,

14.3: Tbne Inland placed a oommunlcations Mast in Cook Village about 15 years
ago. ThIs is Ignored and not shown on the map of Masts in the region – is this
Intentional, or do they plan to dewmmlsdon this mast? The sightline from Cc>ole
Mast to the Hne8 Mast amses the 08ntre of the wind farm

In the appliatlon tt says: 'lf the mnstructkxl of the proposed grid mnnectitxt does
not proceed, the proposed development would not be constructed as it wouFd not be
viable without the grid connection. The potential to r8duoe Westmeath's and indeed
Ireland's dependen@ on fossil fuels would be lost’ Ttlis sounds like blackmail.

SIgnatures

rXJ,"A' 2pmJZ>ChrIsty McDonnell


