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From: Tommy
Sent: Thursday, June 6, 2024 11:15 AM
To: Appeals2 <appeals@plean3la.ie>; Bord <bord@pleanala.ie>

Cc: Tommy Ennis <tsennis@eircom.net>
Subject: Submission re Application ref. Q[>17.319580{Section 37L)

I 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 ICF Helpdesk.

Please find attached my submission re the above application for your perusal.
Regards,
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Tommy blois
Kill.
Rathmolyon,
Co.Meath. A83KC03 .
06/06/20241’he Secretary,

An Bord Plcangla,
a Marlborough Street,
Dublin I

SUBMISSION re Application ret OD17319580 (Section 37L)

Reference: ABP:
URI.:
Application Lodged:
Appeal Deadline:
Dev. Address:

Applicant:
Description:
Submission Fee:

QD17.319580

https://www .pleanala.ic/en-jc/cdsc/3JJ?580
16 d' April 2024 (Tuesday)
1 0'h June 2024 (Monday), (8 Weeks)
Tromman Qllany, Tromman, Rathmolyn, Co. Meath
Keegan Quarries Limited
Future planning consent under 371. for quarry
N/A

Dear Sirs

1. This site continues to develop despite the lack of prospective eonscnt. Substitute Consent does not
cover development after the date of submission of the Substitute Coasent application (March
2024). Conversely a Section 37L is entirely prwpecti\'e (going forward) and cannot deal with
development post the Substitute Consent 8pplication and up to the point of (potential) grant of
future development under S37L. It follmvs that the continued operation of the quarry between the
apptieation for substitute consent and any potential decision to gr8nt fut8re planaing eonsent is
not covered by any planning consents or applieations.

2. Therefore, as operations are ongoing and continuing on site (including a blasting campaign), the
S37L must surely be invalid, as the site would now need 'retention’ sine the date of submission of
the Sobstitute Consent appliution? Furthermore, it surely requires Natura Impact Assessment
and Environmental Impact Assessment analysis? Therefore, it is submitted that on the face of it,
this constitutes a new and deliberate Natura impact Assessment offence post the original offence
and nullifies the S37L application?

3. Furthermore, this developer has a long history of unauthorised/ illegal development across
counties Meath, Wcstmcath and Kildare together with numerous enforcement letters, it is futile
to allege that one 'geauinely believed’ that the operations were exempted, it can’t reasonably be
arEued that there are exceptional circumstances pertaining to this quarry.

TIMEFRAME

4. We \vere unable to see any mention of a time frame on the site notice. Should this have tx:cn stated?
Does the absence of this inFormation invalidate the application? \Vc have since ben informed that there
is mention of 35 years elsewhere in the application. This is unacceptable; particularly so given the
planning histnr) .





DEVELOPNiEhrr DESCRirrioN

5. “The proposed further development of the 2 1.6411a quarry site includes the erttaction of limestone from
an area of 14.3Ha rIsing conventional drilling and bUsting techniques and mineral reduction using
rnobi le cntshiag and screening to a depth oj13mAC)D and the continualion af use of the unciltary
works and stnnl utes referenced under substitute consent application reference SU 1'.319397 for the
life of the quarry. and the restoratioK and rehabHitation of the whole worry site."

6. It is helpful to break this down into its component parts: -
"The proposed jwther development of the 2 1.64 IIa quarry site includes
the earact ion of limestone from an area of 14.3Ha using conventional drilling and blasting
techniqws and mineral reduction using mobile crushing and screening
to a depth of 13mAOD and the
continuation ofuse of the wrcitlary worK and structures referenced under substitute consent
application reference SU 17.319397 for the life ofthe quarry. and

e

e

e

•

+ the restoration and rehabilitation of the whote quarry site :’

NEWSPAPER ADVER'l'ISEMEN'I' – PUBLIC PARTICIPA'l'ION

7. We note that the applicants/ its agents; havc furnished a newspaper advertisement fi'nm the Daily Star
dated 1616 April 2024. We note that there is no reference to the notice having being published in the
Meath Chronicle . Given that the quarry is local to this area, it would have been good pnntice that the
planning notice be published in the local paper. The Irish Star does not have a wide readership. We
bclicvt, thcreForc that the applicants are actively attempting to conceal the publication of this application
by publishing it in a newspaper with very low circulation locally and do so only as a box ticking
exercise, [his is an affrQPU9 meanialfuIJubILejnrticijIation.

I [YDROLOGY

8. We are most concerned with hydrogcological issues. This is a rural ana and a large number of
properties rely on private \veils for their water supply. There are major concerns about the depth of this
quarry and specifically regarding the 2003 application and grant of planning consent by Meath County
Council

9. Having regard to the application of 2003, which was largely concerned with retention ; ref. TA/30334
IPI. 17,2067021, this grant is problematic. Condition 4 oFthe parent grant of planning for this quarry
ref. 91 '/ 1 868 provided that ''£'.r/rcrc/fOII shall not take place below the ievct oj 62.tIen O.D. as defned on
the exlraction platt draw'ing ( Drawing No.2) J+86-D02 submitted on the 31/08198. Reason: in the
interest of development control and pro{eclion of local \voter supplies:' An enginccrs report on the
planning file by Paul Donlon to David Keyes states that '-The survey has confIrmed that the level ca
62.00 OD has been exceeded by approximately 4111: The implication that thc lcvcl was S8m OD.

la. We understand that the 2003 planning application by Keegan Quarries has boon examined and that no
information could be found seeking to quarry beneath the levels specified in the prwcd ing point. Yet
condition 1 8 of the grant by Meath County Council specifies "There shalt be aa ercavujjtyn be/atv lhc
level of 7. 0 meters d. O. I). MaIIn head .H This was repeated in condition 2 of thc subsequent grant from
,in liord Pleandlu. On the face of it, this planning permission of 2003 is deficient in that the depth of
7.Om A,O.I). \vas not applied for. Notwithstanding, it appears that no assessment was conducted by the
planning authority. It appears thcnfbrc that the subsequent planning permission is erroneous. lllereforc
reliance on this baseline for future planning consents is also highty questionable having SF)wine regard
to EIA rcquilxments.

1 1 , Having regard to the foregoing. it is therefore essential that the Board,' Planning Authority engage an
independent hydl'ogcolagist to assess these iniucs. It is most unsatisfactory to accept hydrological
rcp(Iris at face \al uc w hen prepared undcr the direction of a developer whose goal is to obtain planning
consent. Man\ aFar,= slatcnrcttts seem to be scll'-scwing in nalurc.





VISUAL

12. The visual effects of this quarry have been very significant. A significant number of mature trees were
removed following the grant of consent to extend the quarry in 2010. Regarding tIn 20(A extension
application [PL 17.2359601, An Bord Pleanala accepted that there would be unacceptable impacts and
stated thus: -

' in relation to visual amenity. the Board a8'eed with the Inspector that. as proposed, the quarry
eHcnsion would have an unacceptable impact. However, the Board considered that the
development would be acceptable. if reduced in extent to allow for a 60 metre wide buget zone
along the frontage with th regional road. Such bu#er :one would also enhance public safety and
aid dust suppression.

Fh is restriction was not adhered to and a campaign of blasting and extraction occurred much closer to
the road.

LEAVE PERMENAN’I’ I,AKE BEI IIND

13. We note from the application that it is proposed to leave behind permanent lakes. llris is justified by
quoting biodiversity as a justification. Such statements are unacceptabtc and inexcusable and is
considered a way of avoiding proper reinstatement. Tttey are pathways to contamination of the
groundwater table and are therefore most unsatisfactory and are also a safety hazard. Tlris appears to be
a classic example of green washing.

Bl INt'IFIT TO LOCAL CC)MMUNI-1-Y

14. '1'hc applicants state that the proposed development/ quarry would be of benefit to the local community.
I/ct us be perfectly clear; there are little or no benefits to the local community! Convcrscly, enormous
hardship and nuisance inflicted on the local community. There are a plethora of nuisance issues, which
we discuss later in this subwrission. It would be much farer to say that thc proposed development (as
with all commercial proposals) is about self-enrichment.

AIR QUALI-['Y

15. It is stated that ' Overall. the proposed exfraction area is considered to have the polential to cause a
'Slighl Adverse Effect ' Many local residents would strongly refute such claims, which it is submitted are
entirely seIFsewing. TIle reality is that vegetation is covered with films of dust for a considerable
distance around. I’he reality is that it's very difficult for local residents to maintain vehicles in a clean
and tidy condition; the margins of the road are constantly coated in with lime dust. As for the state of
the roadside boundarics outside our homes. Anyone driving past can see the impact of the quarries on
the verge and hedges. The shores regularly require to bc blowing out with a power jet truck given the
levels of muck emanating from the quarries.

ROADS

16. The R156 road is very heavily trafficked. The level of trafFic on this road is unacceptable. Walking the
road during quarTy operational hours is particularly hazardous and unpleasant.

AR(’lIAEo[,OGY

1 7. A nrajor archaeological fInd was unearthed on the southern side of the R156 in 2007 at a site owned by
Keegan Quarries (when the applicant had applied to tunnel under the road from an existing quarry to a
Greenfield site). '!-wo large carIJtned_i_eva! btlrial grouncb were discovered and some 33 sets of skeletal
renlains \\crc touched on near the surface of the ground. When the ?yatinual bltrnlllncnlb Scr\ icc FX'MS }
placed a pnltcctitul order over tile burial gr\lunds {as puhli£hcd in Ir;\ ( II.l}Klfllt in Junllar) :0 i 1 ). the
appl icallt cII£1llelrgcd LiII\ in the 11 ip.h L'crurt= KEEGAN QUARRIES LIMITED - F- MINISTER FOR
TH E EN\"IRON Xl ENT IIERITAGE AND LOC. II. GOt'ER\MENT 1211 1 1 3 53 iRI. \Xc IIn dcrstat ld
tIll it the tIer;lrtII Ici it cl'tt\ctttcd t,' iln order I>1 , ,'rtit+r,lt't r\:I the Ih f +ttl'her :II ' : \\ ,' Ill" ther llnJct'$1itll, I
1 till I L'11 1 ' i III..' Illlc. III l:',.I.It,•,I ttl.Ii 11 c trI11-1,1’ \:It\ Irc rc ilhbC\\=L; \\ IIII .I t It\\ I I ,ll!\t.j:LlIL'. . c



( protections. We are informed that this was never done. Both burial grounds were subsequently ploughed
up and tillage farming (by the applicant) has ben practiced over the burial grounds every sinw. This is
paaicularly disrespectful.

18. Tbc applicant later stripped lands in preparation for a quarry extension (adjacent to the main quarry site)
during the sever blizzard conditions of November 201 1 when approximately half a meter of snow fell
(the big freeze). The roads were impassibie and it was difficult to even get from Rathmolyon to Trim.
TIlose lands were very close to the earlbr archaeological discoveries; circa 1(D meters. The actual
extension didn’t happen for well over a year after. Why was it considered necessary to have this work
dorIC in bliz/ard conditions?

REQUIREMENT TO REMAIN 60M FROM R156 - PL,j7a235960

19. Condition 2 of the order specit]cally stated: -

"The area ofthe quarry extension shall be reduced so that the edge of the extraction area is noi less
than 60 metres from the boundary of the site with the Rl 56 re$enni rota. RevIsed drawings in this
regard. including in respect of landscaping and site restoration. shall be submilted to the planning
authority _for written agreement before development commences.
Reason: in the interest of vIsual alnenity. public safety and dust suppression

20. By way oF warning letter dated 22"d March 20 1 8, Meath County Council advised the site operator: - "a
has come to the attention of the Planning Authority that unauthorised de\'etopnnnt tRay have been or k
being carried out on lanck al Traornlon. Rnlhmolyon . Co Meath namely: - Breach Qf condition 2 as per
Planning Permission ’1',1900976 / PI. 1 7.235960." Inf. 17/0041 Notwithstanding this notice, a campaign
of extraction continued to occur within 60 meters of the road over the following years.

21 The 60-rnctcr limit was clearly provided for in thc order form a# Bord Pleundlu after an EIA
assessment. This planning application had been subject to a full EIA assessment. It follows that an EIA
infringement has occurred with a prolonged campaign of blasting over several years where the operator
clearly knew he should not tx: working. 'llre developer therefore knew that an EIA offence was
cccuning but continued to dig/ extract. Tbc operator must admit culpability for this offence; there is
absolutely no excuse for it. They had been specifically precluded from quarrying there and issued with a
warning letter in 20 1 8. but continued to extract from this area in the years that followed

22. Offences comrrtined alter the 3“1 July 2008 are significant. That was the date on which C215/06
ICommission v, Irelaad} was handed down by the European Court of Justice. That decision is
significant in that it provided that FeqJ®tis8Jian_ancr tbc cvcnt notjKnni5siblc under 1:C h\v where
E.I. A. and A. A. should have been prepared prior to development. In that case it was held that with
regard to their effects in accordance with Articles 5 to 10 of Directive 85/337/tEC, Ireland has failed to
comply with the obligations that it has under Articles 2, 4 and S to t 0 of the said I)iI-ective 85/337/EEC.

23 . Condition 3 of the order specifIcally stated: .
'=There shall be no excuv£Uiotr below a level of 50 metres OD.
Reason: in the interest of clarity and protection uf ground water resources:

! The quarry also appears to be well below SO a.O.D. The board should aseertain the status of the :
noor levels within the quarry.

24. [lav ing regard to the I.argc Concrete Products Factory constructed in c.201 7, this never had planning
consent. -l'his is a massivc factory and a very substantial operation. This is in turn being supported from
a quarry that does not have planning permission and much of it fronI an area where they were
specificall) precluded fronl working (please see above). 'I'his operator is a major regional player
operating w ilht)IIt planning penn ission .



( DEVELOPERtS HISTORY OF FLOUTIN(; PLANNING LAW
(UNAUTHORISED /ILLEGAL DEVELOPMENTS)

25. This developer has a long history offlouting of planning law not just at this qu any, but across three
counties; namely Counties MutE Wwtrneath and Kildare. We have assembled a list of these
hereunder Enforcement Notices/ Warning Letters (that we know about).

COUNTY MEA-rH

26, Enforcement Notices/ Warning Letters: There have been hugely problematic compliance issues
relating to Keegan Quarries Limited for many decades now and we outline hereunder a list of
enforcement notices (that we are aware ot) hereunder.

27. Trammon, Rathmolyon, County Meath; Unauthorised development reF 03/192. E\cecdancc of
PQndt_ted bpnpd&rif$ (the initial grant of planning pennission in 1998 was massively exceeded and
abused to such an extent both vertical and horizontally that a very significant application for retention
was necessitated in 2003). Enforcement notice issued on the 76 July 2003.

28. Trammon, Rathmolyon, Couaty Meath; Unauthorised development reC 14/162. Non-compliance
with condition 4 of 00/2075 Re a financial conditiw to protect water supplies in the area. Warning letter
issued on 3d November 2014.

29. Tnmmon, Rathmolyoa, County Meath; (As above) May 2013, a large Concrete Batching Plant was
removed from a site situate at Keegan Quarries Plant, ARbor. This plant had previously been the
subject of Meath County Council consent TA/20055, (which was a ntcntim amItiSSi@) and which was
for 5 years from 2000. This in itself had been grossly exceeded as the time permitted 5-year time frame
had long since elapsed. It was re-erected at the quarry in l-rammon without any planning consent
whatever. It cannot reasonably be claimed thercfow that it could in any way have bccn exempted from
planning consent. UD reC 14/1:34.

30. Trammon, Rathmolyon, Couaty Math; Unauthorised development reC IS/281. Unauthorised
construction of electrical sub station and the cncjoD nfJvc_ca$1 cnncntc units at the rear of the quarry
area. EnForcement notice issued on 25'+’ November 2015.

31. Trammon, Ratbmolyon, County Meath; Unauthorised development ref. 15/284. '1'he unauthorised
construction of an clcctrical sub station and the $Jcction ofa b8QhinR p14nt_Qnd hopper including
gone_QtS silt?b $araxq InJs4units at the rear of the quarry area without the benefit of planning
permission. Enforcement notice issued on 18111 November 2016

32. Trammon, Rathmolyon, County Meath; Unauthorised development reC 15/2&I. The unauthorised
newly constructed blockwork cloctrical sub station, construction or prccast concrete units i.c.
silos/storage bays, 2 nynLb$J£oWQte.b®biar plp3ts antb§&qQjalUlpbnt antI_3 !alge industrial
buildiIB. Enforcement notice issued on 30th January 2017.

33. Tramrnon, Rathmolyon, County Meath; Unauthorised development ref. IS/284. I-he unauthorised
construction of an clwaiqal.§ub station and the erection of 2 no. batctiIB pjants and hppEnr including
concrete SaLtS, gal-LB !Lay). gnd the consFuaQn of an industrial UIjit at the mar of the !jIng) .ar,Ln
wiUrout tILe !NrLqn! dDbNrUingJBrmission. Enforcement notice issued on 31" March 2017.

34. Trammon, Rathmolyon, County Meath; Unauthorised development rcC 17/O(A. B) way of warning
letter dated 22nd March 20 t 8, Meath County Council advised the site operator: - “ it ha! conte to the
attention of the Planning Authority that unauthorised develop&unI may have been or b being carried
out on lands cII Trammon. Ruthmol\'on . Co Meath nanwly:- Breach of condition 2 as per Ptcmnin8
Permission TA9t)0976 1 PL 1 T.235961i," Notwitltstanding this notice, a campaign of extraction
continued to occur within 60 meters of the road over the following years.

lb llullring, (-lllntllrl)gun. Sunrnlcrhill, ('ounl\ \lcath- I I..t'ltlt\ ' ',c,t c1,'\ cl\!r"'c:". lc1 1 2’1 IIZ
1 'IJulltt lrt\ctI tIjl ' ' ) ;,t=’ . ' ,itil t: :111l1 ' Ill\ c[ \\{1111111= It'll,': 'x„IC + ' 241 .Innr ltl tJ I ),'\}'l',' 'tII.
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36. Bullring, Clondoogan, Samtnerhill, County Meath: Unauthorised developrnent ref. 13/140.
Unauthorised quI anying of sand and gravel. Warning letter issued on 3rd July 2013.

37. Duluk, County Meath; Unauthorised development ref. 14/213; non-compliance with Condition No.
18 which provided for a cash deposit of €30,000. 1t is noted that a warning letter was issued in 2015. In
short the letlcr referred to: - 'non<ompliunce with Condition No. 18 of Planning Permission Re/
01l+203 .' Condition 1 8 of a planning consent re providing a cash cbpfBI of €30,CXJ0; ref. 1 4/2 13.
Warning letter issued on 3d November 2014.

38. Rahingtoa, County Meath; on the 15th May 2013, Meath County Council issued an enforcement
notice ref 13/092 relating to 'outside of working hours’. Out of hons_wcIation has bun a major issue
relating to all the Keegan operations for many years and the local residents have had to endure
enormous disruption. which has and continues to have an impact on their quality of life.

39. Bellew3town, County MmOl: Unauthorised development ref. 1 1/243. !1ljau]!rsxiwl storage of material
wl_quarr} opcIations. Warning letter issued 3"1 November 2011. Tbc enforcement letter served on
Keegan Quarries stated: - 'lt has come to the attention ofthe Planning Aufhorir.v that tmaufhori.sed
development may have been or is being carried out on lands at BellewstoBn. ( la Meath namely: -
' 8rtattthotiscd use of lands for the deposit / storage of ntaterialfrom quarry op€rations' . On the 1 2tl'
October 2012, planning permission was granted to reinstate under SA 110858, Given the current state of
the site; it has not been reinstated and the 3 yeai's (as pr condition 2) for doing so has long since
passed

40. Newcastle, Enfield, County Meath: tinauthorisuI development ref. 1 S/077; unarahoriscd ql}arDjn£Df
§and andIrad on a vcr) large scale much of it from beneath the water-table, Enforcement Noticc
issucd; 29tl1 April 2015. This matter appeared before Trim Circuit Cottrl on the Sd’ February 2019; mf
18/00123.

41. Newcastle, Enfield, County Meath: As above: in 2010. Keegan Quarries were rapidly removing sand
and gravel from this site and encroached very close to the banks of the Royal Canal. Waterways Ireland
became very concerned and their solicitors wrote to Keegan Quarries about this mater by way of letter
dated the 1 lib October 2010. TIle following are excerpts from a solicitor's letter that issued From
Waterways Ireland: 'Thai the excavation carried out by you hm made Water\toys Ireland properly
unstable. and the boundary line is susceptible to erosion.' 'That the excavation has rendered
Waterways Ireland open property unsafe. as the public can access Iht vertical face at the boundary.
from the towpath over its property.

COUNTY WEST MEATH

42 Annascannon, Killucan, Co Westmeath: tJnauthoriscd development ref. 1909. I_loanlhoriscd
CBurryilrg nf \;ltlll aIIa sra\ cI: Warning letters dated 10lh June 2019 and also 23"1 March 2020 issued to
Mr. John Keegan, Keegan Quarries, etc dated. Keegan Quarries appear to have now vacated this site
leaving &hind a largc lake of water where it had removed an enonnous amount of material fronr
bencath thc water table.

COUNTY DUBLIN {FING Ab)

43. Fingal County Council: Long Acre, Thormanby Road, llowth: Unauthorised development ref. Ent
No.22/149B. Non Compliance with Condition 4 (al, (b) and (c) and Condition 5 of approved Planning
Permission by An Bord Pleanala ABP-3 1 1 186-21. '11lis site was purchased in the nanrc at Leinster
hInd Developments Limited, which is another company in the directorship of Mr. John Keegan.



( COURT ORDERS – UNAUTHORISED DEVELOPMENTS

COUNTY KILDARE

44. Ballyownan, Clonard, County Kildare: lllis has tx:en the main source of sand and gravel to the
Keegan group sirne cima 20 16. Unauthorised development ref. UD7387. 1 can confirm
that unauthorised development consisting of uruuthariwd quanyin g, stock28ijlg and processing
activities are ongoing at Ballyownan, Clonard, County Kildare. There has been wholesale excavation of
material from below the water-table. After many years in operation, Kildare (-ounry ('ouncil eventually
pursued the matter through the Circuit Court [ref2021/App191. Note that the case was listed for
mention only on numerous occasions kntween 2019 and 2023, but it was frequently adjourned for
periods of up to 6 lnonths; thc quarry continued to operate during this period.

45. liventually the lnattcr was heard July 2023 and the court issued orders (to amongst other items) rquin
the unauthorised quany to cease extractions tx:low the water table.

46. Notwithstanding, the court order, we have observed long-reach machines continue to extract material
from beneath the water table as recent as April 2024

47. The Ballyownan site has also been used to channel / process very large amounts of material from other
unauthorised developments in Meath, Kildare and Westm£ath. Typically large articulated trucks
carrying about 30 ton of material were making numerous trips per day to and from other sitcs. There
were a large number of trucks involved in the operation over a long period of time, meaning that very
large amounts of material were imponcd and processed via this site

COUNTY MEATH

THE AGHAR SITE; aka Lands at Clegarrow, Rathmolyon, County Meath

48. Briefly: Keegan Quarries I.imitcd \vere to remain 1.4 meters above the water table. They colnplctcl}
ignored this condition and left 2 very large lakes together with other smaller ones. They also removed
their plant; much of it to the Trammon site and abandoned the Aghar 5itc and failed to carry out any
reInstatement.

49. Statutory Eaforcement Authorities: Meath ('t)unIy Council failed to take any enforcement action on
this site. The owners of the site: the Fowlen’ (Lady Jennifer Fowler) ended up having to pursue Keegan
Quarries in the High Court by way of a section 160 Planning enforcement action. Mr. Justice Michael
White was very critical at Meath C'ounty Council ’s failure to take enforcement action against the site
operators: Keegan Quarries Lim itcd. lligh Coun determination of Fowler v Keegan Quarries Limited
2016 IEHr 1 602/ High Court Record Number: 20 1 2463 MCA. Initial judgment was delivered 28' ’
October 201 6. Of note is page 35 rc Judges commcnts on the lack of enforcement by the Planning
Authority ,

COUNTY MEATH

50. I'his quarry is adjacent to the Royal Canal at the intersection of the River Blackwater . By way of
enforcement notice dated the 29:1' April 20 IS, Nlealh C'(lunt) ('ouncil informed Keegan Quarries
Limited that: -

The unauthorised development consists of: The unauthorLsed extruction qf sands and grave/s.'
'('ease aIt quarryjng activjty on site on lands outside those lands highlighted in Blue on attached
Enforcenlent bluR UD /5/077' by lg May 201 5 at 17.00 hours.
'(’arry out restoration works on exca\'taed areas outside those l£mel\ highlighted in Blue on uttuched

en/orcenrent map t11)IS -0--' within I Month horn date of Notice

5 1. Keegan Quc07ies I.Id . rct’utc-d the enforcement notice and continued to qllan) and create all cnonncIlls
lake. Uitinratcly the nlattcr caine heR irc .lu,IHC A&Irt' f;' X'tallev III -I tint ('ircllit ('tlul'l tIn -FIlesday Stl'
l''cbrual} 20 lq, I(’iRU it (\ruN ref. 20 1 8/00 t 231



( COUNTY MEATH

HILLTOWN LITrLE, BELLEWSTOWN, CO. MEATH

52. Briefly local residents IPienon & Ors -v- Keegan Quarries Ltdl in the Bgjlcwstown of Co. Meath (near
Dllleek) sufFered significant nuisance from an unauthorised quarry, which was operated by Keegan
Quarries . In the absence of enforcement proceedings by Meath Courtly Council, local residents pursued
Keegan Quarries themselves. On Friday, October 8, 20 1 0 the Irish Times reported that: .

“ Ms Juslic€ Mary Irvine ndad yesterday that the use by Keegan Quarries Ud of tench at llilltown.
BeUcwstr>wn, ( Io Meath as a rock and stone quarry amounted to unauthorised d€wlopmenl materially
dWerent from any use to which the lands were previously put. Ms Justice Irvine ruled in favour of the
residents. 'l'he judge said the present operation of the quarry \\'as "highly arechanised" and generated
substantial noRa and dust u'iIb large volumes of trucks going to and }on the premises.

[ http://www.irishtimes.cotn/neWspJa B_t/iwlancE2QH)/1008/_L2_2_4280636497.html ]

FINANCIALS

OUTSTANDING F£NANCIAI, OBI,IGA'flONS

53. Having conducted appropriate inquiries with the planning authority; Meath County Council as to
compliance with previous grants of planning consent, we can confirm that there has been significant
non.compliance with financial conditions. Based on the information supplied to us, we calculate
outstanding financial obligations to be in the region of circa. €476,000.

54. Given that the operation has had no consent at all since 2018, it follows that it’s operating without any
regulation. We thcrcfon rcitcrdtc thc need to invoke section 177J of the planning and dcvclopment act
in that a cessation order would be appropriate in the circumstances.

MR, KEEGANtS OWN ADMISSIONS

SS_ Kccgaa Qu8rria Ltd submissions to the Meath County Council in resjInt ofRmdymix Ireland’s
application of 1 998 & dated 2911' .January 1999: \copy enclosed).

Mr. Keegan was concerned about the level of blasting that would ensue if planning permission were to
be granted to an additional quarry. He further stated in that letter that he believed that there was:
"an adequate number of quarries to meet the deHtaatf .

Finally he was nye/JP worried about the uanecessary upset !hat would be caused to the local people by
a second quarry" .

He subsuluently constructed factory after thctory {mostly without any planning consent) and a very
large concrete batching plant.

56 Keegan Quarries Ltd subrniwioas to An Bold Pleanila in respect of Fleadvmix Ireland’s
application of 1998 & dated IIa m41 1999: (copy enclosed\.
In this lctter, Mr. Keegan was worried about the noise levels that would result from a second quarry and
states that:

Kthat the people in the locality wordd have a lot to complain abouf ' . The current proposal by Keegan
Quarries 1.td would add enormously to the thcn cumulative effect of two quarries.
Mr. Keegan was also very concerned about the dust levels that would result from a second quarry and
states and adlnittcd that dllst is hard to control;

''Dlrs1 it very hard to control, especially in a Lirneslone qgarry'\ he further states that he could

-set' a /or of problems with two quurric\ rr'orAFmg \ide By \idf- _ 1 Ic hlrtllcr \line-i tIt.It ! llc trilt-llc en,ning
ll'tin1 thc : qllilrric\ c11IIthitIcd \\ €ruld - II IIve # II ugc intptrct ml lhc re\itlclrcc\ rIf the tlrctr



( LEGi'riN4 ATE EXPECTATION

57. Legitimate Expectation: The initial grant of planning permission in 1998 was for a period of 1 5 years.
That permission envisaged that the quarry and arm would have been reinstated by 2013. Sadly, this
hasn’t happened. Indeed reinstatement is going to in very challenging now, given the 8mounl of
unauthorised development that has since occunvd. In 2013, the activities at the quarry were in fact
granted an additional 5 years (without any public consultation).

58. The community has endured more than their fair share of disruption and nuisance for the benefit of a 3d
party. Thc community has a legitimate expectation that lands will now be reinstated. Therefore the
current proposal would make a bad situation worse and be contrary to proper planning and sustainable
development.

PROBLEMATIC DEVELOPMENT

S9. Height of Overburden: 'l'hen is a large mountainous mound at the centre of the said quarry, which is
comprised of quarry spoil and overburden. This has now coached alarming heights and can be seen from
all over the area including as far away as Tara hill (22km away by car). This is visually obtrusivc. It will
be noted that according to the many grants of planning permission, that all: -

- overbwden stockpiles awaiting use in landscaping shall be covered with topsoil and seeded .

I'his condition has not been complied with. Tcxlay given the size of the overburden pile, it is considered
that this would no\v be logistically challenging and dangerous. It follows that the height of the pile
obviously poses signifIcant health and safety issues. Given that the pile has now existed for so long. it
cannot be considered a tcnlporary structure. One would have thought that Keegan Quarries (with so
many extraction areas) would have sites where this could have been moved to on a regular basis in an
effort to keep the stockpile at a rnanagcablc level and even reinstate other quarry locations.

The overburden reached such a ridiculous height in recent years that a section 5 confirlned in November
201 7 that this was not an exempted dcvclopmcnt.

60. Progressive Restoration: We note Condition 14 of consent 98/1 868 states:

' The Progressive aId fInal rectumation vJ the quarry shall be in accordance with the details in section
6 Qf the E.I.S. This \york shall be competed within 2 years of the closure ojthe quarry as de_fined under
condition 2 above whether or not the quarry has been worked to the extent envisaged in the plans
submitted. Reason: in the interest qf development control and visual amenity.

We further note the 2003 application 'l'A/30334, which states PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: 'The
continuance and extension of quarrying of limestone. progressive restoration of the eastern bench to the
adjoining property boundary, and associated dewlopnnnt and \yorks. and the retention of extension at
quarrying over an area of 4.83 hectares .

It is_cnji[QIJ (qasonabLq and appropljaIe LtlaB axe that the guarD should inunediatcl} be re\ItIt-ctI iI\ pct
the carlicrpiannin&consents. However, given the modus operandii of Keegan Quarries. the local
residents hold little hope of this ever happening.

61. Record oa Previous Reinstatement: it is submitted that thc application should not be considered until
full reinstatement has been implemented at all sites operated by companies under the control of the
applicant [ Mr. John Keegan esq.I and specifically Keegan Quarries [,ilnited. of which Mr. John Keegan
is a director.



( NUISANCE

62. Living beside a large quarry / concrete products manufacturing operation, Below are some examples: -

a. Blasting: blasting is particularly disruptive to the lives of local residences and landowners. Pets
and animas become upset and some are very spooked with t>lads. For local residents, blasting is
particularly disruptive. Constant blasting is also a concern for the integrity of their properties
with older properties king extremely vulnerable.

b. Dewatering: lowering of the water table is very concerning for maple who depend on private
wells for their water supply. Another issue is that dewatering removes finer particles from the
soil leading to a lowering of the land topography in the area. lbis in turn is known to bc
responsible for stnlctural damage. Furthermore, the quarry is tx:ing de-watered on a 24/7 basis.
A large generator and pump is running on a 24/7 basis causing annoyance and loss of amenity
to local residents. Some quarry operations can abstract in excess of 30 million liters of water
every day - enough to fill 12 Olympic size swimming pools. it would be interesting to to know
the abstraction rate of Keegan Quarries at 'rrammon.

c. Tonal Bleeping: This has also a major issue for ncightx>rs. These are bccFxrs which are fitted
to machinery for health and safety issues. There are alternatives though and we are aware of a
different type of tonal device, which can be fitted and which is only audible around the
machine. We believe that these have tx:cn fitted to machines in Dublin Airport.

d. Loading Operations: The sounds of loading operations has also been a signillcant issue.
Loading operations relate not only to loading of trucks but also to loading of grading and
crushing machinery which is used to process blasted rock.

e. Passing traffic movemeats: This is one of the principal nuisance issues, which we encounter.
Un-laden trucks can be particularly noisy, while with fully laden trucks, engine laboring under
high revs is a cause ofgroat annoyance as they pass up and down the road.

f. Dust: Fugitive dust also continues to be a major issue and drcnches the countryside with a
frequent film of dust on our vehicles and also the vegetation. Muddy roads are a regular issue
each winter and keeping vehicles clean is wcll nigh impossible. Our experience is that
limestone quarries do not have a Bmd record in respect of dust suppression. Picking
blackberries in this area is now a thing of the past given the levc{ of fugitive dust encountered in
the surrounding environment. Silica is also a major constituent of construction materials such as
bricks, tiles, concrete and mortar. Dust is generated activities such as cutting. drilling, grinding
and polishing. It is commonly called silica or silica dust. Silica dust particles can bccolnc
trapped in thc lung tissue causing inflammation and scarring.

Air Quality: Particulate Matter [P.M.]. Diesel particulate matter (DPM), sometimes also called
dicscl exhaust particles (DEP), is the particulate component ofdicscl exhaust, which includes
diesel soot and aerosols such as ash particulates. metallic abrasion particles, suI fates, and
silicatcs. Whcn released into the atmosphere, DPM can take the form of individual particles or
chain aBEl=gates, with most in the invisible sut>micrornetre range of 1 00 nanoIneter5, also
known as ultrafine particles (U FP) or PMC. 1. Exposure to diesel exhaust and diesel particulate
matter (DPM) is a known occupational hazard to truckers. railroad workers, and miners using
diesel-powered equipment.

h Spillages & Blocked shores: Overloaded trucks has been a major issue with Keegan Quarries.
A consequence of overloaded trucks are frequent spillages of aggregates and dust along the
roadsides. There are three deep gullies (shores) outside our home and they frequently become
blocked and we have to remove significant quantities of quarry related debris. Our drains
ngtllarly need to be bIo\vu out b) a large drain clcaning truck

but of llltur\ tIjler:rtilln/ activi!\ : i JIll ,+ it,II,r-, IT \\t•rl',-III x II k\ II:1- Il\t.I\- buell ; III
th.tIC II IN B 'I-IUII tIIC C,I\C III,II IIIICk III\I\CItICI IIb ItII; ,tItIrItI.1.1 .1- C,Ir ’ ,I- .IIIII lIItIbI-I\ IC\CICI\

.It It' III: 1, 'I hI CUII I ILC\\ I\,' I. ItC C\C11111': 11 :IIII,- I1-1- II\, 1ILb t . .; 1lt 1.ICII III, \.:1\I' \ III III(



workshops / factories is also hugely problematic with hammering and hanging often an issue at
ungodly hours of the night early mornings.

j. Noise: Noise is generally regarded as a nuisance if it is so loud, so repeated, of such pitch, or of
such duration that it causes annoyance to people. It can be any one, or a combination of these to
constitute a nuisance. Our experience at Trammon has been horrendous in that there are
multiple sources of sound. Living in the countryside should be a FKaceful experience.

k Hydrolonr’: Rocket blasting of Karst limestone is very destructive of rare Karst and cave
systems. Extraction to depths of 20In a.O.D. is extremely problematic in that significant
dewatering is required to extract to these depths. It follows that significant interference with the
ground water table is required. We all have wells to be concerned about; so too those of us with
agricultural lands. The ground water aquifer is crucial to the health and wellbeing not only of
neighbours, but of a much wider community.

I. Heavy Vibrations: beav) vibrations from the activities of the manufacture of concrete products
manufacturing facilities has also been hugely problematic. This is thought to be from the black
making machinery.

m. Visual: llrc visual impacts of living close to not one but two large quarry operations has also
been significant. There is a very large unauthoriscd mountainous pile of overburden, which can
be seen for miles around and as far away as Tara Hill and which is visually obtrusive. It is also
a hazard to machine operators and or any person who may wandcr up on top thereof. We have
observed landslides from this in the past.

n. Night-time lighting: We are also subjected to unacceptable levels of night-time lighting from
this quarry. This issue has got much worse with the installation of new LED lighting, which has
been erected, in both quarries since c.2020. Dark sky's in this rural area is not sadly a thing of
the past. This has further denigrated our amenity and enjoyment of our property. It also impacts
on biodiversity in that it severely disrupts the natural flow ofwildlitb togcthcr with predator /
prey relationships and so on. I have concerns for biodiversity and the welfare of nocturnal
marnmals such as bats (former EIA’s detail many difFerent species of Bat (some of them very
rare) which were recorded in the area. Modern LED lighting is particularly bright and
problematic.

0. Biodiversity and loss of agricultural lands: Given the significant area of lands which are now
under quarrying at Trammon, iF follows that the loss to pasture and agriculture has been
signifIcant. The consequent loss to biodiversity has also been signitlcant. The quarries in the
area are constantly expanding, one legally (Kilsaran) and one illegally Keegan Quarries). Even
where the quarries seek to expand by way of planning application, they seek to remove large
numbers of trees and woodland habitat; the very same habitat that they once promised to hold
onto when the quarries wcrc first applied for on a Greenfield site. Moreover there has been a
trend in recent years to avoid reinstatement at all and the excuse txiKg proffered is that they
wish to leave it for beneficial biodivcrsc habitat. Ibis is unacceptable and may be described as a
form of green washing.

p. Stockpiling of materials & HGV movements: we are also raise our concerns re the
stockpiling of material on site, togcthcr with the current and future level of lIGV vehicle
movements associated with the quarry on the R156 road.

q. Loss of time: Given the constant need to monitor and agitate for enforcement on the part of the
statutory authorities. this has been a huge imposition on local people. A truly massive amount if
irreplaceable time has been lost pursuing these issues.



( CONCLUSIONS

63. We have identified a number of systemic issues relating to Keegan Quarries and other cotnpanies within
the Keegan Group, all of whkh are managed by Mr. John Keegan. Principally among them is the fact
that there has bIen so many unauthorised developments which are well documented by reference to
enforcement letters/ notices and court orders.

64. In summary, we had witnessed a large quarry operator obtain dI their sand and gravel nquiwmenl from
an unauthorised development at Clonard for many years. Before that, they sourced all their sand &
gravel extraction from Anascannon, County Westmeath and before that from the Aghar Quarry in
County Mcath; all were unauthorised.

65. It is high time that the Rule of law & respected and that the authorities take appropriate enforcement
actions to bring an end to unauthorised development. We strongly object to the current proposals and
belief that this application should tn refused.

66. 1 built my house in 1999/2000 in Rathmolyon which was subject to adheHag to the planning laws
that were deemed to be a necessary requirement on getting permission . Everybody should be
treated the same and erpoctcd to adhere to the same laws , otherwise what is the point of having a
plaaning authority at an. We have spent a lot of time and morley fighting this unauthorised
developer , yet this company is allowed by the authorities for years to blatantly break the law ,
time and time again with absolutely no repercussions , all the while the law abiding residents are
made to suffer the effcets. I am now begging you to oace and for all to do the right thing and
bring these operations to a halt.

Yours Sincerely
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