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Our Case Number: ABP-318802-24

An
Coimisian
Pleanila

Peter Haferkamp
Fennell's Bay
Crosshaven
Co. Cork

Date: 23 October 2025

Re: Proposed development of a resource recovery centre (including waste-to-energy facility)
in Ringaskiddy, County Cork

An CoimisiOn 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

Dear Sir / Madam

The Commission 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 wiI
be made available for public inspection at the offices of the local authority and at the offices of An
CoimisiOn Plean61a when they have been processed by the Commission

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

If you have any queries in the meantime please contact the undersigned officer of the Commission
Please quote the above mentioned An CoimisiCln Pleanala reference number in any correspondence or
telephone contact with the Commission

Yours faithfully,

bG, tX'G&t$n
Kevin McGettigan
Executive Officer
Direct Line: 01-8737263
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TO: An Coimisiun Pleanala
64 MaHbc>rough Street
Dublin I. DOI V902

?BSERVATION ON SID APPLICATION - Ca8e refenene+: PA04.a880& Rjnga8kHdy C6 Cork
ProWsed development of a resource recovery centre Oncluding waste-tbenergy facility)
bY Indaver NV t/a Indaver Ireland

PeterOBSERVER NAME A,9f9_rkqmp
EQnneJ[s__Bay_

.C:al.C)ark
OBSERVER ADDRESS

Cros_sh_av_en,

DATE23.1 0.2025

OBSERVATION DrrAILS

Notwithstanding the information submitted in August 2025, the site is fundamentally too smcIll for the project
proposed and continues to reduce in size, with coastal erosion on one side and b<xindary reduced by M28 on

the other. It is considered that the actual usable area of the site is inadequate in relation to the scole of
development proposed. (Derek Daly. 2037}.

By all 3 Bad Pleanalo Inspectors, the EIS was found to be deficient in substance even where found legally
adequate in form. The information as submitted to the Board is therefore insufficient to enable the Bcvrd to

carTy out an environmental impact assessment in an appropriate manner, and to form o basis for an infornnd

decision on the application. (Doty, 2017). Despite revisions, the updated EIS material continues to refxnt
earlier conclusions and provide assertions without evidence,

There is no de novo site selection in the material submitted in 2025. but instead a justificatiul txrsed on site

ownership by Indover, with inadequate consideration given to major public and private inv%tment initiotivu
which have transformed the character of the immediate area in the intervening Fnri<xi since 2000. (tX:ty 2017)

The site is located on a known flood risk area, marked as some in Table 4.117: SHcifrc Devek>prnent Objecdves
for langasbddy, and on OPW flmdinfo.ie , (Flood Summary ID-1364, 13082, 12085}. Mitigation measures to
locate the facility at levels significantly above projected flooding levels would exvcertx7te the negattve vistnl

imF'xrct of the proposed large structure. It is my considered opinion that the site is inherently unsuitabk fyr
location of a use which prcxesses. and generates hazardous compounds. (<)znurYuket Finn, 2CW

Notwithstanding the zoning of the greater Ringaskiddy area as industrial, the Indaver site area where the
iMmrator build b lyon>sa (RY-la) is zoned as suitable kv the extulsiul of the Third Levei Ed\x>atkxlol

mmpus and enta We reloted develownt including marine related edumtion, ulteMse, es80rch and

devebpynnt_ (RY_lt)9f Table 4.1.17: Spocific Development ObjectMu ky Ringosk@, Cat County
Ckve+opnnnt Plan 2022 . 28) This is dismissed in the August 2025 infwmatiul lwt it is of cdtbal imwtana
Mat M zoning be uNMd as it is directly linked to the invntment in the NMCI and MaREI Camws areas ond

an waltbl for future growth of this sector. The proNsed incinerator is therefore in dirut oonuaventbn of the
Counqr [kvelc4'xnent Plan and cmaary to the specified objectives for the immediate area

Plalse refuse tNs Fjorvling application on the basis that the site is inherently unsuitable, concluded by all 3
Bad Pleorxrkr Inspectors (Jones 2004, Yuke{ Finn 2009, Daly 2017) and the prowsal contrawnu the zoning of
the cbA Ccwnty Dwelopment Plan 2022 - 28 for this site.

I wish to request an Oral Hearing to oontinLn full public participation in this application

la I WIdOW fw of eso FI I have already 8ubmitted in
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