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Date: 26 January 2024

Re: Proposed construction of Coumnagappu! Wind Farm consisting of 10 no. turbines and
associated infrastructure.
[n 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 reiation to the application
will be made available for pubiic 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,
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Niamh Hickey
Executive Officer
Direct Line: 01-8737145
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An Bord Pleanala Case reference: PA93.318446

Observation relating to : 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.

To the Members of the Board,

Listed below are the reasons for our strong objection to this development.




Coumnagappulwindfarm.ie states

“Community participation and stakeholder engagement are of the utmost
importance to EMPower”.

This company claims to hold the community in high regard, however not one
household was consulted before the meteorlogical mast was erected in June
2019. We bought and renovated a house in Bleantis which was unoccupied for
many years, bringing new life to the area with our three young children. We
were allowed two weeks of living here carefree, before the erection of the mast
and the start of this extremely stressful and worrying process.

A number of publications on coumnagappulwindfarm.ie are now outdated and
have not been removed, most notably “The Effect of Wind Farms on House
Prices 2014” compiled by Renewable UK. This study states “much media
coverage of wind farms presumes that they have a negative impact on house
prices but there is no clear evidence to show whether or not this is the case”,
More recent studies show that wind farms do in fact reduce the value of
people’s homes. A study published in 2020 by Koster. H and Droes. M. “Wind
Turbines and Solar Farms Drive Down House Prices” used detailed housing
transactions covering the whole of the Netherlands since 1985. The study
proved that tall wind turbines (over 150m) reduce the value of peoples homes
within a 2km orbit. Kosten and Droes (2020) also state

“Our study shows that the location of production sites of renewable energy
matter”.

This leads to my next reason for objection.
Waterford City and County Development Plan 2022-2026

The Development Plan was established through public consultation and lengthy
deliberation amongst the elected councillors, and was approved by the Minister
for Housing, Local Government and Heritage and the Planning Regulator. The
Development Plan has categorised the area where the proposed wind farm will
be situated as an exclusion zone for wind energy

“Application form for permission/approval in respect of a strategic
infrastructure development

Pg4of 15
No 6. Site



Site zoning in current Development Plan for the area

Rural Area, not zoned. Area mapped as ‘Exclusion’ area under the Renewable
Energy Strategy for Waterford City & County 2016-2030.”

The applicant noted that this area is in an exclusion zone, one would
question the reasoning behind continuing with an application in an area
that is deemed unsuitable,

An Bord Pleanala refused planning permission for a wind farm in Ballynagare,
Co. Kerry, Case reference: PL08.313007, September 2023 as the proposed
development was in an area which is designated as an exelusion zone for wind
energy. An Bord Pleanala must also refuse permission for Coumnagapput Wind
Farm as it is not compatible with the Waterford City and County Development
Plan. Wind Energy Developments must be placed in areas that are designated as
suitable.

Missing Documents
Addendum B

Application form for permission/approval in respect of a strategic infrastructure
development

Pg 4 of 15
No 6. Site

“Where available, please provide the application site boundary, as shown in the
submitted plans / drawings, as an ESRI shapefile in the Irish Transverse
Mercator (ITM IRENET95) co-ordinate reference system. Alternatively, a CAD
file in .dwg format, with all geometry referenced to ITM, may be provided. This
has been provided in Addendum B of this application.”

Addendum B is not provided in_the application.

Site Notice

A site notice was not erected on the R672, Clooncogaile Cross Roads. Works
are proposed at this site. T Applicant is obliged to erect a site notice in all areas
where works are proposed.



Schedule 5 : Letters of Consent

It is noted that “Paddy Coffey of Knockavannia, Ballymacarbry, Co. Waterford”
has not signed the letter of consent.

It 1s also noted that there is an error of addresses.
“Patrick Power of Coumnagappul, Co. Waterford”
“Thomas Power of Coumnagappul, Co. Waterford”

There are no residents in Coumnagappul. It is concerning that the applicant does
not have the correct addresses for their clients, and we are also curious as to
why a client would sign a document with such an obvious and important error,

Why has one client not signed the [etter of consent? Is the application valid if
signatures are missing?

Chapter 14 — Traffic and Transportation - Volume 2 — Main EIAR
Pgl5 of 58

"It is expected that full road closures will be put in place to facilitate cabling
works in combination with lane closures, partial road closures and stop/go
systems.”

Pg 220f58

“The permanent re-routing of overhead utilities will result in a temporary
disruption to power and telecommunications services for existing residents and
business and will also involve temporary road works to ‘underground’ these

3

services.’

Also pg 22

“Temporary disconnections of overhead utilities will result in a significantly
greater impact on local residents and businesses in terms of disruption to
services than permanent diversions. It will also result in greater disruptions to
traffic flows as the delivery of components through the town on each occasion
will take slightly longer due to additional temporary works each time.”

This is going to have a huge impact on all the residents in the area and the huge
volume of people who are traveling this route for work and school. Our
agricultural contracting business will be hugely impacted, especially during the
short window for cutting silage which is weather dependant.



It is inconceivable that we should have to suffer road closures and loss of power
to our homes for a development that is not approved by Waterford City and
County Councii.

Harmony Solar

A google search of coumnagappulwindfarmsid.ie from my phone shows the
image below.

O %% jappubwmngdformaid i w (B

I am curious as to why Harmony Solar is named on the Coumnagappul website.
I consulted the company who stated they deal specifically with solar energy.
Therefore, it could be interpreted that the Applicant intends to place solar panels
on this proposed development as there would be no other reason for having
Harmony Solar named on their website. It is very presumptuous of the
Applicant to make such an obvious connection with solar energy at this early
stage.

SECTION: Chapter 14 — Traffic and Transportation - Volume 2 — Main .
EIAR !

Pg 11 of 58

14.4.2.1 Site Access Coumnagappul Wind Farm will have one main site
entrance which will be used for both construction and operation as an access
point from the public road. The meteorological (met) mast will be accessed




from the main site entrance via the internal access track leading to turbine 12
to construct, service and maintain the met mast.

Pg 13 of 58

14.4.2.3 Permanent Met Mast 1 no. permanent meteorological (Met) mast will
be erected approximately 1km south of the site. The permanent met mast will be
of the following configuration: « 100m high free standing lattice steel mast with
a shallow concrete foundation fixed to ground anchors by 3no. guy-wires to
measure local meteorological conditions. The mast will include a concrete base
measuring 10m by 10m and will be up to 1.5m in depth. The met mast will be
accessed from the proposed wind farm internal access road network and
existing agricultural track which will be upgraded as shown on layout plans. A
section of new track will lead from the existing agricultural track to the met
mast location. The met mast access track will be 3.5m in width and will include
drainage.

Another contradiction by the Applicant. Will the permanent met mast be
accessed by the main entrance or the internal access road?

Chapter 2 — Description of the Proposed Development pg3of50

“The proposed grid connection cable works will include 6 no. existing
watercourse and drain crossings”.
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The Applicant refers to 6 watercourse crossings, and also 3 watercourse
crossings, misinformation and a lack of care given to the application.

EMP Energy Limited [EMPower)
Coumnagappul Wind Farm, Co. Waterford |
Chapter 14 = Trafflc and Transportation - Volume 2 — Maln EIAR

4.4.1 Construction Programme

he construction of the project in its entirety is expected to take 24 months. Given the topographical cond
f the site, it is anticipated that the earthworks and the construction of both access tracks and turbine

:andings would extend the development programme by up to 6 months longer than a typical 12 turbine

irmn development. A 24 month construction programme was assumed for the purposes of assessing worst
-affic volumes in the traffic impact assessment.

The Applicant has applied for the erection of 10 wind turbines, not 12.



2.4.1.7 Biodiversity Management / Enhancement Pg 24 of 50

The measures set out in the BEMP include those designed to protect and enhance
existing habitats. Higher value habitats will be actively managed to maintain and
improve their value and lower value habitats will see specific interventions
designed to improve their attractiveness Jfor a range of species. The BEMP
measures will be employed for the lifetime of the windfarm. ”

It is outrageous that the applicant has made such a statement. The biodiversity of
the area will be destroyed by the applicant if this development is approved. The
applicant cannot state that they will “protect and enhance existing habitats” while
simultaneously destroying them. I also query what is a “higher value habitat?”
All habitats are essential.

Bats
“Habitat and Species Management Plan pg2 of 17

1.1.3 Species Field survey indicated a range of species using the Site. These are
detailed within EIAR Chapter 9: Biodiversity and include:

* Bats — three bat species were commonly recorded within the Site: common
pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, Leisler’s bat, » Mammals - feeding signs (stripped
spruce cones) indicating the presence Wood Mouse were observed within conifer
plantation at the western side of the study area on 07th September 2022. + Birds
— Raptors, Small Passerines and ground nesting birds, such as the red-listed
Meadow Pipit utilise the Site All of these species will benefit from tree planting
and grassland enhancement and management proposed as part of this BEMP.
These area of enhancement are located away from proposed turbine locations so
as not to increase collision risk to species”

Bat boxes, marked as green dots on the map below, are not a sufficient distance
from the turbine.

Volume 1 - Non-Technical Summary pg 53 of 56

“An aeronautical obstacle lighting scheme will be agreed with IAA in line with
IAA's consultation response and applied to the proposed turbines.”




This will deter bats from using the bat boxes. “Bats are nocturnal and adapted
to low light conditions. Bat species find artificial lighting very disturbing.” (Bat
Conservation Trust)

The artificial light that will be placed in the area was not taken into account.
This is a substandard level of assessment, on a species that is protected in
Ireland.

Chapter 9 — Biodiversity pg 14 of 178

“It should be noted that, due to the ongoing development of the project, the
location for the proposed turbines changed since the 2020 static detector
surveys. It was considered that the updated proposed turbine locations
represented similar habitat types and landscape features, and therefore the 2020
static data was still applicable.”

This is completely unacceptable. Bats are protected by law under the
Wildlife Act 1976. The bat survey should have been repeated taking into
account the new location for proposed turbines.



Peregrine Falcon

The table below states there will be “likely significant effects” on the Peregrine
Falcon.
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The Applicant also states “It is not possible to determine with certainty, the
proposed Dyrick Hill Wind Farm will likely have a cumulative impact on
peregrine in terms of land-take and displacement/disturbance”. ( AA Screening
and NIS page 131 of 147)
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The table above shows that “829 seconds were logged in the flight activity
survey area, of which 110 seconds were in the potential collision”, For the
Applicant to then state that there is “no potential for the project to affect the
target of conservation” is illogical. The Peregrine Falcon has flown through
the collision zone , while being observed by bird watchers. How many times
has this protected bird flown through the collision zone when bird watchers
have not been present? The Board should not accept the Applicants
conclusion that the Peregrine Falcon will not be affected.




Water
Chapter 11 — Soils, Geology and Hydrogeology
Page 3 of 69
“lable 11-1: Consultation Responses Consuitee Response Date Responses / Issues Raised
Geological Survey Ireland (GSI} September 2020

Replied with comments related to Geo-heritage, Groundwater, mapping and resources,
Geohazards and the use of Natural Resources (Minerals/Aggregates).

Geological Survey Ireland August 2021

The Geological Survey Ireland had no specific comment or observations to make since last
response. Recommended using Geological Survey Ireland’s Publicly Available data sets,
when conducting the EIAR, SEA, planning and scoping processes.”

EIA Scoping and consultation
Volume 2 Chapter 5, Page 4 of 9
“Geological Survey Ireland (GSI) 23/08/2021

The Geological Survey had no specific comment or observations to make since the last
response. Recommended using Geological Survey Ireland’s Publicly Available data sets,
when conducting the EIAR, SEA, planning and scoping processes. Chapter 9 - Land, Soils &
Geology Chapter 10— Hydrology & Water Quality Chapter 11 — Material Assets”

The comments made by GSI are not available in this application. The comments from
all other consultees are available. The fact that the applicant has omitted the comments
from GSI , it is presumed that they are not in favour of this development.

Groundwater Vulnerahility

“Groundwater Vulnerability is a term used to represent the natural ground characteristics
that determine the ease with which groundwater may be contaminated by human activities.
The vulnerability category assigned to a site or an area is thus based on the relative ease

with which infiltrating water and potential contaminanis may reach groundwater in a vertical
or sub-vertical direction.” (www.gsi.ie)

Turbine and substation coordinates provided in the application were input into the
groundwater vulnerability map on the GSI website. These are the findings.

T1 — Extreme vulnerability
T2 — High vulnerability and is 25 metres from extreme

T4 — X : which is a subdivision of exireme



T5 — High vuinerability

T6 — Extreme vulnerability

T7 — Extreme and is 26 metres from X — a subdivision of extreme
T8 — High vuinerability

T10 — High vulnerability

T11 — High vulnerability

T12 — High vulnerability

Substation — High vulnerability

Four turbines are located in areas classed as “extreme” or “X” which is a subdivision of
extreme.

I contacted a geologist in GSI regarding “category X”, below is the response.

“In your email below, category X refers to extreme vulnerability, this is where we think
groundwater is the most vulnerable to potential contamination. This is because there is
rock very close to or at the surface, with less than 1 m of soil cover. This means that water
and contaminants can directly enter the bedrock and there is no protection from subsoils
and soils. In practical terms, this means that we should be very careful about what land use
activities go on in areas of high vulnerability to try and protect the groundwater.”

Subsoil Permeability

Turbine coordinates that were provided in the application were input into the map on
the GSI website. These are the findings.

TI - Blanket peat, permeability not mapped
T2 — Blanket peat moderate permeability

T4 — Bedrock, permeability not mapped

T$§ — Till — moderate permeability

T6 — Blanket peat — permeability not mapped
T7 — Blanket peat — permeability not mapped
T8 — Blanket peat — moderate permeability

T9 — Blanket peat — moderate permeability
T10 — Blanket peat - moderate permeability
T11 — Blanket peat — moderate permeability



I contacted a geologist working for GSI in relation to the subsoil permeability levels that are
classed as “not mapped” on the website. Below is the response.

“Where subsoil is thin, subsoil permeability can be variable because it can be influenced
by, for example, cracking, root development, interaction with the weathered top of the
bedrock, etc. As such, for the areas that we map as less than 3 m, we don’t define subsoil
permeability on the maps.”

The Applicant states in Chapter 11 ~ Soils, Geology and Hydrogeology pg 12 of 69

“The expected permeability for the subsoil is "Moderate’, but it may be locally ‘High’ within
X’ areas, due to the possible presence of shallow or outcropping weathered bedrock”.

This is extremely concerning. The Applicant states “expected permeability”, is it not part
of the EIAR process that subsoil permeability is established? The Applicant states that
the subsoil permeability “may be locally High within X areas”. The subsoil permeability
within X areas IS high. Four turbines are located on areas with a groundwater
vulnerability rating of Extreme, with less than 1m of subseil. This is clearly a
substandard level of assessment of groundwater vulnerability and should not be
accepted by the Board.

My Water Supply

“The European Union (Drinking Water) Regulations 2023, come into effect through the
transposition of EU Directive 2020/2184 into Irish Legislation. The regulations enhance
existing requirements to protect human health by laying down detailed and clear directions
regarding the management of water intended for human consumption and access to water, in
particular for marginalised groups.” (www.gov.ie)

The water supply to my home comes from the mountain. The mountain naturally filters the
water however this will no longer be the case if this application is approved. The possible
contaminants and damage that the applicant says “potentially may happen” the water courses
in the area is frightening to read. The ground water in this area is extremely vulnerable to
contamination, therefore for the applicant to say that contamination potentially may happen is
absurd. The emails I received from GSI, shown above, reinforces just how vulnerable the
water in this area is. It is unacceptable that we should have to live with the fear of giving our
three young children contaminated water. Water is a human right and our water supply must
be protected.

“Water is essential for life. A catchment that has healthy water helps a community to have a
better quality of life. Ensuring that these waters are clean and well protected is critically
important to our well-being”. (www.catchments.ic)




The Board must be satisfied beyond any reasonable doubt that the proposed
development would not have significant effects on the water quality, however it is clear
this development will have a serious detrimental effect on water quality. This
development is planned for an area that is completely unsuitable for works of this
magnitude and therefore must be refused.

Volume 2 — Main EIAR — Chapter 12 — Hydrology and Water Quality pg 90f55

“The surface hydrological environment of the Proposed Development and its downstream
catchments are considered to be of High sensitivity given that both the Coligan and Nier
catchments have a High WFD status Objective / are part of the Blue Dot Programme.”

As the Board is aware, the purpose of the Water Framework Directive is to prevent further
deterioration of surface waters and to protect and enhance the status of aquatic ecosystems.
The Blue Dot Catchment Programme was established to achieve the objectives of the EU
Water Framework Directive. The programme specifically targets the maintenance and
restoration of high-status water bodics and aims to address their decline.

The objectives of the WFD will not be achieved if this development is approved.

AA Screening and NIS
Table 3-1;: European Sites Within the Potential Zol
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23 www.fehdytimoney.ie 14

Note in the table above the Applicant states that there is 0.3km distance from works to
stream, which is connected to the Lower River Suir SAC.




Table 3-2: Potential for Significant Effects on the Lower River Suir SAC
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The Applicant states above that there is “no connectivity between the TDR Nodes and the
SAC”, blatantly contradicting the information in table 3:1. It seems the Applicant has
tried to make light of the effect this development will have on the protected Freshwater
Pear]l Mussel.

EMP Energy Limited {EMPower)
Environmental impact Astessment Report {HIAR]} for the Proposed Coumnagappul Wind Farm, Co. Waterford
A Screening and NS

Item Description Occurrence

The conservation objective applies 1o the Clodtagh freshwater pearl mussal population, which s listed on
The European Communities Environmental Objectives (Freshwater Pearf Mussel) Reguiations 2009. {S.1. 296
of 2009). The Cladiagh catchment is upstream of the main channel of the River Suw, with a direct path
distance of 17.5km between the Cladragh/Suir confirence and the closest hydrologically inked node. As
such there is no direct hydrological connectivity

Freshwater pearl mussel

L (Margaritifera margaritfera)

On page 93 of 147, the table above states that there is no hydrological connectivity
between the proposed development and the River Clodiagh. This is another example of
the Applicant trying to brush passed the fact that this development is hydrologically
linked to Lower River Suir SAC, and therefore requires protection from contamination.

Freshwater Pearl Mussel

“The Freshwater Pearl Mussel is protected under Annex Il and V of the Habitats Directive
and legally protected in Ireland under Schedule | of the Wildlife Act.

FPM are particularly sensitive to changes in water quality, such as increased nutrient inputs
and changes in suspended solids/ sediment loads. This can cause severe damage as the FPM
closes its shells in response to the sediment pressure, impacting feeding behaviour or causing
suffocation. In 2009, legislation was enacted to support the achievement of favourable
conservation status for FPMs (S.1. 291 of 2009) and the NPWS developed 27 FPM Sub-Basin
Management Plans as designated under the regulations to address measures to halt the
decline in the species.” (Third Cycle River Basin Management Plan 2022-2027 SEA
Environmental Report)




The Board has a legal obligation to protect the Freshwater Pearl Mussel, and it is clear that
this development will pose a threat to this protected species.

Dungarvan Harbour SPA — Colligan River
Table 3-1: European Sites Within the Potential Zol

EMP Energy Limited [tMFPower] ey
| Impact A Report [ELAR] for the Proposed Coumnagappul Wind Farm, Co. Waterford q{,
AA Screening and NIS

Distance from Considered

European Site List of Qualifying Interest/Special Conservation Proposed Pathway further in

(code) Interest Development screening
(km) Y/N

Great Crested Grebe [Podiceps cristatus) [ADDS]
Light-bellied Bremt Goose (Brante bernicla hroto] | 12 74 kmto

[A046] closest turbine The SC1 bird species are susceplible to habitat foss, noise
Shelduck |Fadorna tadorna) [A048] 0.36 km in- and human presence during the construction and
Red-breasted Merganser (Mergus serrator] [A069) strearn distance | decommissioning stage.
Ovystercatcher (Hoematopus ostrolegus) [A130] from TDR Node & | During the operational stage the 3CI bird species are
Golden Plover {Pluviolis apricaria) [A140] [0.U8 km distance | highly susceplible to cobision risk with turbine towars, ‘
DunssrvaRIRarEEU Grey Plover (Pluviaks squotarola) (A141) from works to _blades fmowng or statonary} andfor  assonated
stream across infrastructure  and the barer effect to regular ‘ ¥

SPA {004032) Lapwing [Vanetlus vanellus) [A142]

road/ grassland} | movements
Knot {Colidris conutus) [A143]

0.67 km to Grid The proposed site is outside the core and maximum

| Dunfin|(Caliovisalpva) (3149) Connection, foraging range {a defined range according to SNH 2016
Black-taled Godwit {Limosa imasa) [AL56] downstream and lohnscn et al 2014) of the Dungarvan SPA SCls, wath
Bar-tailed Godwit {timosa lapponica) [A157] distance of 1.7 m | Golden plover having the largest foraging ranges (core:
Curlew [Numenius orquata) [A160] from closest 3km and maximum: 11km).
Redshank {Tringa rotonus) {A162] water Crossing

Turnstone [Arenarne interpres) {A169)

Above it mentions that this distance from construction works to the Colligan River is 0.08km
however

“Here the access road between turbines T08 and T12 crosses over the Colligan River,
requiring a bridge structure and approach earthworks.” (Chapter 11 - Soils, Geology and
Hydrogeology pg 10 of 69).

The applicant failed to mention that there will be construction works passing over the
Colligan River in the SAC section of the application. Another instance of the Applicant
attempting to make light of the construction works that will be done on top of the rivers and
streams in this area.



Drawning Number P 2360-0101-0001 below shows the wheel wash area and concrete wash
down area in close proximity to the Colligan River and Skeheens Stream.
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Colligan River

“The upper reaches of this spate river are fast and furious and are very popular with white
water rafters. It is reputed to be one of the fastest flowing rivers in Europe. The last 2 miles
before the sea slow down and there are some great pools for the Salmon and Sea Trout
angler. The Sea Trout fishing in the Colligan is excellent, perhaps some of the best in the
country.” https://salmonireland.com/rivers/southern-rivers/river-colligan/




Comeragh Mountains SAC
AA Screening and NIS pg 107 of 147
“Waterford City & County Development Plan 2022-2028
The Cork City Development plan includes a series of objectives, which include:
BD04 BD 04: Appropriate Assessment

All projects and plans arising from this Plan will be screened for the need to underiake
Appropriate Assessment under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive. A plan or project will only
be authorised after the competent authority has ascertained, based on scientific evidence,
Screening for Appropriate Assessment, and subsequent Appropriate Assessment where
necessary, that:

1. The plan or project will not give rise to significant direct, indirect or secondary effects on
the conservation objectives of any European site (either individually or in combination with
other plans or projects)”

As can be seen above the Applicant references the Cork City Development Plan, how can the
Applicant be trusted to construct and operate a development of this magnitude when the
documents that have been submitted are full of errors. 1t is extremely concerning for the
residents who will be living underneath this huge development.

In reference to the above mentioned Appropriate Assessment, the Comeragh Mountains
SAC was not considered by the Applicant for further screening.

EMP Energy Limited (EMPower]
Ervvirnamental MIRSCT Assessment Report (EWAR) tor the Proposed £ Wie Farm, Co.
AA Screening and NI ]

Distance from Considered
European Site List of Qualitying interest/Speclal Conservatlon Proposed further in

(code) Interest Development Sl screening

{km) Y/N

Dligatraghic waters containing very faw minerals of
sandy plains (Littorelletalia unifiorae) {3130)

Water courses of plain to montang levals with the
Ranunculion Mutantis and Callitricho-Batrachion
vegetation {3260]

Northern Atlantic wet heaths with Erfee tetrohx
{4010}

£urcpean dry heaths [4030]

Alpane and Boreal heaths [4060] D ASite Mo Annex | habitats within Lha Site, no hydrologscal
Comeragh Blanket bogs {* if active bog) [7130] cl‘os“:"wrbm " connectivity betwesn the Site and ths SAC.
Mountains SAC Silicecus scree of the montane 1o snow levels N
(001952) (:n;;osaceuua aipinae and Galeopsieratia ladani] Lkistiaaa T ar ey hy / hyd
[B220] connectivity to TOR and GCR
Calearaous rocky slopes with chasmophytic
vagetation {8219]
Silicecus rocky 5loges with chasmophytic vegetation
{8220}
Siender Green Feather-moss (Homotocpuls
vernicasus) [6216]

BLpS W ngravs e/ sites/ delay it/ Tes/protectied

tes/conervation objectives/CO0019%2 pdi

2 i wowwr fihilytinogniey e 1

As can be seen above the Applicant states there is “no hydrological connectivity between the
Site and the SAC”.




This is untrue. The River Nire flows from Sgillogue Lough in the Comeragh Mountains, see

map below.
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The River Shannon SAC

The table below, pg 91 of 147 AA Screening and NIS, shows the “threats pressures and
activities with impacts on the Lower River Shannon SAC”. The Board should not accept this
application as this clearly shows that the documents have been compiled with very little care
or professionalism.

XPIF LOEYEY CHTHEED {ENEFOWET)]
Erraconmenta] mpact Assessment Repart {ELAR) for the Proposed Coumnagapped Wind Farm, Co. Warerford
AA Screening and NIS

(@

1th

High Level (inside

site)

High Level (inside

site)

High
inside
site)

Level ([both
and outside

Medium Level [both
inside and outside
site)

Low Level (inside
site)

site)

Low Level (both
inside and outside

site)

Low Level [outside

102.12.02 Dykes and | AO8 Fertilisation n | HO1  Pollution 1o | J02.01 Landfl, land | AD1 Agricultural | B Forestry DO3.01 Port areas
flooding defence n | agnculture surface waters {limneg, | reclamation and | cultivation
inland water terrestrial, manne & | drying out, ganeral
systemns brackssh}
E01 Urbanisation and 101 Invasive non-
hirman hatutation natwe spacies
E03 Discharges 102.01.02
(household/industiial] Rectamation of land
from sea, estuary or
marsh
Source; Lower Rver Suir SAC (002137) Neturg 2000 Date Form, Bllps {fwww. npws e/sies/default/bles/protected ses/natyra2 QOG/NFOR2137 pdf [Accessed 121h iuly
20231
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drans near shaams,

Wiigation measures wil be molementsd
in fulliy the Chart tyough the Contractor
awanded the coniract 10 construct the
wind farm

The Environmental Manage w4 montor [he
implementation of the megation measwes as
detaded and w0 acoedance with the Jelevanl
management plans wethin the CEMP

6 | Sittraps and 94 fencing

The man pupose of the it rags
and draa Blockng # 1o 40w witer
flow, mi7eate resdence time, a0g
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e The traoy and Fences well be mataned regulacky sesusing that they are clear of sedement buid.

up and are nol severely eroded

A required mitigation measwies wll be
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conlractor
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each management pian
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Heghprobaiy of socess,
This measure wil reduce the rk of wdiment tnolf reacheng waterways wili the catchment of
the masn werd Farm sl This in Lurn will 1void adverse effects on the surrounding water counes
and alorementioned dengnated stes
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Note in the above table it states “this measure will reduce the risk of sediment runoff
reaching waterways”'. Should the Applicant not ensure that there is no risk of sediment
runoff? From my research on silt fencing it is apparent that the Applicant cannot guarantee
that there will be no risk of sediment runoff as silt fences are not effective.

“To prevent offsite movement of soil particles, many environmental regulatory agencies
mandate the use of perimeter silt fences. However, research regarding the efficiency of these
devices in applied settings is lacking, and fences are often ineffective. The damage is almost
instantaneous when silt fences fail.” (Journal of Environmental ManagementVolume 164, 1
December 2015, Pages 67-73)

The Applicant cannot guarantee a “High probability of success” and this should not be
accepted by the Board.

implementation of Mitigation Mesure

Rty k
s Lieved b Srumes Moaltoring scheme to prevent mitigation failure

Mo Mitigation Meature How Measure Will Aveld/Reduce Adverie Effects

Construction Phase Mitipation Méasures

[ Habitats or f ¥ of the proposed wosks wil be kept 1o The eceiLary tecleatance | A Propct Ecologat/i \ of | The Progect E VECOW  wd s 1he
works, [0 mawmise disturbance Lo habwiats and flora ot the footpeet of the proposed  Works {ECOW) will be evploved by the g tat of the mlgaur ey

development has been kepd to the ranen Cesiany dng the of lyoud desgn  Clent th the Contractor awarded the ta and in arordance with the relevant
methods e g. ex sLing roads and sirean cn 1 £ ERLIVALOn WOrks) COMGECE 10 CoASTIuCt the wind [arm A agemment plam withn the CENSP
7 sl be implemented i
Ko daturbance Lo hatkiats or flera outsde the Proposed Development ares w Regulas reptrt.ng to dhenl and corlraclor as per
Hegh prodsbe ty of sucres EX D manageTnert plaa

Al works will be restrated to the inmedsate foopnat of the development, whech wil be wholty
wihan The development sale boundary and kepl sepa ale Irom any key aras for boodreraly

Macharery, and equepment will be stored w.thin the ste compound

ted access ponts wi be estabiihed withm the s.te g all construchon trafi well be
3 10 these bocat

P2360 Page 136 of 147

“All works will be restricted to the immediate footprint of the development, which will be
wholly within the development site boundary and kept separate from any key areas for
biodiversity” It is unacceptable that the Applicant can make such a statement. The Board
should not accept that works will be kept separate from key areas for biodiversity, when the
Applicant has listed the many habitats, flora, fauna and watercourses that will be affected by
this project.



“Local Road at Bohadoon”

The image below can be found in Photomontages Book 2 and is titled “Local
Road at Bohadoon”. Another instance of false information.

Phastomantage

The images below are taken from the Waterford City and County Development
Plan 2022-2028, Landscape and Seascape Character Assessment Map.

The blue arrow points to the spot the above photograph was taken by the
Applicant. It can clearly be seen on the map that this is the Mauma/Maum Road.
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This area is a scenic route, protected view and is “most sensitive” to new
development. It most certainly not just a “local road at Bohadoon” .




Assessment of Visual Impacts at Viewshed Reference Points pg 11 of 15

View Point 21
Receptor Sensitivity Criterion and Analysis at each Viewsh: d Reference Point [VRP)
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My home is 150m below VP21. This grid states there is no “recognised scenic
value of the view” which is laughable, we are surrounded by the Comeragh
Mountains.

How would the Applicant possibly have a “sense of place” here when they are
not from the area, it is ridiculous that is even a category on the graph.

The Applicant states they did not have a “sense of awe™ from VP21. 1 refuse to
believe the Applicant did not have a sense of awe while taking in the view here.

If this assessment had been done correctly the space for “sense of historical,
cultural and or spiritual significance” would not have been left blank.

Cullinan’s farmhouse is located 100m from viewpoint 21. The meeting of the
Anti-Treaty I R.A. Executive was held here on March 23 - 25 1923. They were
there to discuss the military position of the IRA and peace proposals brought to
the Executive by Eamon de Valera. Once again this shows an extremely poor
standard of assessment by the Applicant.
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I would like to point out to the Board that the Applicant states above “this is a
pleasant view from the Comeragh Mountains foothills”, acknowledging that this
is in fact the Comeragh Mountains. A different opinion from the public
consultation meetings where the Applicant refused to acknowledge this.

I entirely disagree with the language used above, such as “the turbines further to
the west are heavily veiled by dense mature vegetation”, it is an outrageous
statement, vegetation will not conceal industrial sized wind turbines which are
185m high.




“The turbines are not considered to generate any sense of overbearing from this
distance of 2.5km”. This is another attempt by the Applicant to make it seem
like this monstrous development will fit in well in the area.

Also T12 is located 2.16km from VP21, not 2.5km see map below. Once again
misinformation by the Applicant and an assessment that has not been done to an
acceptable standard.
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“Whilst some sense of visual clutter and visual ambiguity will be generated by
the stacked views of the central turbines in the array, and the partial view of
turbines rotating beyond the dense winter vegetation, the highly legible view of
the eastern turbines in the array will slightly offset these negative aesthetic
effects. ” This sentence is illogical. Also to say that 185m wind turbines are
“visual clutter” is ridiculous.

Chapter 4 — Policy pg 27 of 31

“The Landscape and Seascape Character Assessment subdivides the counties
landscape into 7 landscape character types (LCTs) and a subsequent 28
landscape character units. The Proposed Development is located across three
sensitivity classifications which are ‘Most Sensitive, ’ ‘High Sensitivity’ and

‘Low Sensitivity.’ The development is located in an area with varying landscape
sensitivities;, Most Sensitive, High Sensitivity and Low Sensitivity. The Proposed
Development as a whole is not located in an area designated as the most
sensifive from a landscape and visual perspective according to the County
Development Plan.”
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Once again the Applicant has produced false information. As can be seen on the
Waterford City and County Development Plan 2022-2028, Landscape and
Seascape Character Assessment Map, the project is located in an area
designated as most sensitive.

If this development is approved the damage that will be done to this unspoiled
area of the Comeragh Mountains will be irreversible.

We urge the Board to refuse this application and allow us to continue living
without the fear of a contaminated water supply, a reduction in the value of our
home, ill health effects and noise disturbance.

Please respect the decision of the people of Waterford and the Waterford City
and County Development Plan 2022-2028 which has designated this area as a
“no-go zone” for wind energy.
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Alice Cullinan Jimmy¥ Lullinan




