Our Case Number: ABP-318446-23

Planning Authority Reference Number: = An
~ Bord

Pleanala

Anne Sweeney
15 Parklane Drive
Abbeyside
Pungarvan

Co. Waterford
X35 W303

Date: 30 January 2024

Re: Proposed construction of Coumnagappul Wind Farm consisting of 10 no. turbines and
associated infrastructure.
In the townlands of Coumnagappul, Carrigbrack, Knockavanniamountain, Barricreemountain
Upper and Glennaneanemountain, Skeehans, Lagg, Co. Waterford.
{www.coumnagappulwindfarmSID.ie)

Dear Sir / Madam,

An Bord Pleanala has received your recent submission in relation to the above mentioned proposed
development and will take it into consideration in its determination of the matter. Please accept this
letter as a receipt for the fee of €50 that you have paid.

The Board will revert to you in due course with regard to the matter.

Please be advised that copies of all submissions / observations received in relation to the application
will be made available for public inspection at the offices of the local authority and at the offices of An
Bord Pleanala when they have been processed by the Board.

More detailed information in relation to strategic infrastructure development can be viewed on the
Board's website: www pleanala.ie.

If you have any queries in the meantime, please contact the undersigned officer of the Board or email
sids@pleanala.ie quoting the above mentioned An Bord Pleanala reference number in any
correspondence with the Board.

Yours faithfully,

£ Hm,
Niamh Hickey
Executive Officer
Direct Line: 01-8737145
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Anne Sweeney
15 Parklane Drive
Abbeyside
Dungarvan
Co. Waterford
X35 W303
An Bord Pleanala
64 Marlborough Street
Dublin 1

28th January 2024

€50 fee is enclosed

An Bord Pleanila Case reference: PA93.318446

Proposed construction of Coumnagappul Wind Farm consisting of 10 no, turbines and
associated infrastructure in the townlands of Coumnagappul, Carrigbrack,
Knockavanniamountain, Glennaneanemountain, Skeehans, Lagg, Co. Waterford.

To the Members of the Board,

[ am strongly opposed to the development of Coumnagappul Wind Farm. My daughter, son
in law and three grandchildren live just over 2km from this proposed development.

The water supply to their home comes from the mountain. I am very concerned that if this
development is approved, their water supply will be contaminated. The deep construction
works will have a huge impact on the watercourses in the area, not to mention the risk of a
landslide.

AA Screening and NIS

The table below states “76,270 seconds logged in the potential collision height”. How many
times did this protected bird fly through the collision zone when bird watchers were not
present. The Applicant mentions that Dyrick Hill Wind Farm will have a cumulative impact
on the Golden Plover, but fails to mention Scart Wind Farm which was determined a SID on



the 17" January 2024 case reference number 315920. Scart Wind Farm is in close proximity
to Dyrick Hill Wind Farm, therefore, it must be considered that it will also have a cumulative
impact.
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“Ireland holds a small breeding population of Golden Plover (<100 pairs), which is
suffering an acute (<84%) long term decline.”

“Despite more than 30 years of effort to protect and conserve biodiversity under the EU
Birds and Habitats Directives, the latest assessments under these Directives show declining
trends in the conservation status of some of our most threatened species. The EU is also
currently negotiating the Nature Restoration Regulation, which, if agreed, will involve
legally-binding nature restoration targets. This Review of Birds on the Open Seasons Order is
part of Ireland s broader efforts to reverse these trends.”

(Review of Open Seasons Order (Birds) Background Paper for Public Consultation 2023,
Prepared by the Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage)

Chapter 4 — Policy

“The Proposed Development as a whole is not located in an area designated as the most
sensitive from a landscape and visual perspective according to the County Development
Plan”. (page 27 of 31)



The visual aspect of this development, i.e the turbines, are indeed located within areas
designated as “most sensitive”. This is shown on the maps the Applicant has provided in the
application, which are taken from the Waterford City and County Development Plan 2022-
2028.

Approximate location
of proposed Wind Farm

Along with this, the turbines will also be visable from many protected scenic view points and
scenic drives in Co. Waterford.

“The policy context for the site and surrounding area is considered favourable for the
Proposed Development, both from a national policy perspective with regard to renewable
energy provision, and at a local level with respect to designations and the ability for the site
to accommodate the Proposed Development” (page 26 of 31).

4.7.3 Local Policy Conclusion

“Local energy policies have been reinforced by the current Waterford City and County
Development Plan 2022- 2028 which advocates for a plan-lead approach to wind energy
development within the county. The immediate site area of the Proposed Development
accords with all three strategic aims of the Waterford City and County Rencwable Energy
Strategy 2016-2030 and is aligned with the vision of the strategy™ (page 22 of 31).

The above two paragraphs are entirely untrue. Waterford City and County Council have
expressed a strong opinion on this development, they are not in favour as it is located in an
area that is designated a no-go zone for wind energy.

Appendix 5.1 Scoping Responses
Waterford City and County Council

Please find below Coumnagappul Wind Farm SID EIAR Scoping Comments from
WCCC




Draft Waterford City and County Development Plan 2022-2028

“Regard should be had to the proposed designation of the subject site which appears to
be in an exclusion zone for windfarm development in the Draft Waterford City and
County Development Plan 2022-2028. Therefore, the draft zoning would not support a
windfarm development at this location.”

It is clear that this proposed development is located in an area that is unsuitable and unwanted
by the people of Waterford and the Waterford City and County Council. I ask the Board to
refuse this development and allow my grandchildren to continue to have access to an
uncontaminated water supply to their home, which is surrounded by the peace and tranquility
of the unspoiled Comeragh Mountains.

Yours sincerely

Anne Sweeney



