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of the Planning and Development Act, 2000

be/not be invoked at this stage for the following reason(s):

I recommend that section 131
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Please treat correspondence received on I'elS \a-c+ as follows:

1. Update database with new agent for Applicant/Appellant

Acknowledge with SC qC)2

a3. Keep copy of Board’s Letter
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(b) GIS Processing []
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Faolin B'ashford

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Kieran Cummins <kieran@kierancummins.com>

Tuesday 14 May 2024 14:14
Appeals2
SUBMISSION re Application ref. SU17.319397
2024-05-12-MH to ABP.pdf; 2024-05-12-NH to ABP.pdf

Caution: This is an External Email and may have malicious content. Please take care when clicking links or
opening attachments. When in doubt, contact the ICT Helpdesk,

Mr. Michael Higgins and Mr. Nicholas Higgins have asked me to email you on their submissions
Accordingly, please find attached 2 separate submissions for and on behalf of Mr. Michael Higgins and Mr.
Nicholas Higgins Best regards
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Michael Higgins,
Brannockstou n,

Trim,
Co. Meath

The Secretarv.
An Bord Pleanala.
64 Marlborough Street
Dublin I

12th Ma\ 2024

SUBMISSION re Application ref. SU 17.319397

Dev. Address:
Applicant :
Description :
Submission Fee:

Tromman Quarry. Tromman. Rathmol) n. Co. Meath
Keegan Quarries Limited
Substitute Consent for quan) and ancillary precast concrete manufacturing yard
N/A

Dear Sir/ Madam

There is a long history of unauthorised developments at this quarry . I am sure this is gone into in more detail in
other submissions and its hardly necessary for me to repeat all of that. In the circumstances. its virtuall}
impossible for it to satisfy the 'exceptionality test'. The evidence now available demonstrates that the operators
have conducted numerous unauthorised developments in a nagrant abuse of planning and environmental
requirements both of Irish and European law .

I am also a\\ are of tIle cases of C-215/06 and 261/18 (European Court of Justice) together with AN TAISCE.
PETER SWEE'FM AN & Others v. AN BORD PLEAN ALA and Others [9/19. 42/19 and 43/19]. Irish Supreme
Court

Furthermore. this developer has a long history of unauthorised/ illegal development by this operator across
counties Meath. Westmeath and Kildare together \\ ith numerous enforcelnellt letters, it is futile to allege that
one 'genuineTy believed' that the operations were exempted. It can't reasonabl) be argued that there are
exceptional circumstances pertaining to this quarry.

I also believe that there in Entleld. An Bard Pleanala granted substitute consent in October 2014.
Notwithstanding, they continued to quarry sand and gravel after. I am aware that enfrocem tn proceedings
subsequentl) Issued from Meath County Council and that this matter ended up in the courts. This serves to
demonstrate that substitute consent was previous disregarded and unauthorised quarr} ing continued.

I urge the board to invoke section 177J of the Planning and Development Act which provides it with the power
to order the person/ entity seeking an application for substitute consent to order it to cease operations for a
defined period of time while the matter is being considered. This quarry has operated since 2018 without
planning consent; it is therefore crucial that it be ordered to cease while this application is being determined.
As I understand it, in order to properly assess the application, An Bord Pleanila must issue a cessation notice.
An Bord Plean61a must decide this application and the status quo without the quarry expanding.

OTHER ISSUES

In addition to the foregoing. I am also obliged to add: -

Archaeology : I am a\\ are that there were significant archaeological sites on this land. I am also aware that
despite their existence. they have not been adequatel} protected. In fact the ou ner continues to till the land over
which the burial grounds are situated.
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Bleeping: From sun-rise to sun-set. \\ e are subjected to the constant --beeping- of reversing lorries in both of the
quarries in Tranrmon. and panicularl) Mr. Keegan's as it is closest to us. This constant beeping is extremely
irritating and debilitating. It’s something, \\ hich ue have absolutel\ no control o\er and it has become
unbearable. We must therefore object to an)' further escalation of guarD ing activities in the area.

Vibration of machinery making concrete: The existing quarries emplo) all manner of machinery. Crushers
which run constantly all da) . loading shovels u hich are constantl> "beeping’'. rocks falling into the crushers.
vibrating machines making concrete products. etc. The noise level from the quarries is intolerable. A new block
making facility would gi\e rise to yet more nots)- nrachiner) . The construction of a ne\\ block-making facilit\ is
out of the question as far as m) famijy is concerned.

Out of hour's activity: Both of the quarries in l-rammon don-t seem to pay any heed to some of the conditions

imposed on them in the past grants of planning. i'orries trundle dow n the road in the early hours of the morning
(hours before the quarry is permitted to operatel. Like\\ ise in the evening (cspcciall} in the summer). loading
shovels and all manner of machineD can be heard operating \\eII be) ond the 6pm deadline imposed b\ the
original grant of planning permission. We feel ver) let don n by the count\ council. which has failed us
completely when it comes to e,lforcing its o\\ n grants of permission.

Condition of road: 1-he condition of the road. having regard to guarD dust is absolutely appalling since the
quarries commenced operations. Each side of the Trammon road is a din)’ grey with linre dust covering the
hedges all the year around. Reading the original conditions. one u ould think ever\thing would be Hnc. gi\en
that all manner of sprinklers and washing facilities. etc. are recommended. I'his has not however worked in
practice. either because such facilities are not doing \\ hat the) were intended to do. or perhaps because they are
not being used at all: that is a matter for the Count) Council to investigate. In Autumn one cannot even pick a
blackberry from the hedges in the local fields (\veII a\va) front road) as they too are covered in dust.

Traffic: The Trammon/ Rathmol}-on road has become a dangerous place to \valk or cycle in recent years given
the volume of lorries emanating from the quarries and concrete product facilities in operation there. An\ furthet
escalation of the quarrying acti bit) at Tmmmon is unacceptable

Light Pollution: My famil\ also has to endure glaring IIghtS. \\ hich illuminate the sky every nit'I-,r around the
quarry. This too is unacceptable. The intensit\ seems to have increase in recent times.

The Landscape: A de\clopment of an) kind proposed for the south of the R 156 follow s a similar application
and refusal in 2009 (by An Bord PleanAla ). The proposal u'ould have a detrimental effect on the visual impact of
the landscape. The fields where the development is proposed are lo\\ -jyjng and water from these drain into a
stream which runs along the ReId boundary. As one drives along the road the eye is drawn to the attractive
layout of the agricultural lands:ape u hich these Held are part of. ( unlike the existing quarry which is on higher
ground and not as visible from the road ). I have inspected the landscaping plans and it didn't take me long to
form the opinion that they \\ ere a u'eak attempt to present an unattractive development in a favourable light.
Furthermore. if the area is to return to an) kind ofnornrality after the current quarries are exhausted. it is vital
that all the land to the southern side of the existing guarD be retained as a green belt to provide a somewhat
satisfactory buffer.

In conclusion. I didn't realise the impact that all this quan) ing \vas going to have on the area and dicIn-t in
consequence lodge any submissions back in 1 997/8 \\ hen the quarries were originally granted permission. On
seeing the level of disturbance and adverse atTect that the) have had on our quality of life. I cannot tolerate an\
furTher escalation or an extension of the duration of the quarr} ing acti viI) in our area. The original quarry was
granted permission for 1 5 years and it gave us some solace that it would all be tlnishcd then (20 13). The term
\vas extended for 5 years without an) public participation in 2013. 1 therefore object in the strongest possible
manner to the proposed developments in the strongest terms possible and given the inappropriateness of the
proposed development to the south of the R 1 56. coupled \\ ith the amount of unauthorised developments. I
expect that this u ill be refused any\va)
Yours faitht-uIl\'.


