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Name: Sheila Ennis
Address: Kill,

Rathmolyon,
Co. Mealh
A83KC03
10/0#2024

The Secretary,
An Bard Plcanala.
64 Marltnrou8h Street,
Dublin 1

SUBMISSION re Application ret (>D17319580 (Section 37L)

Reference: ABP:
URL:
Application L£xlged:
Appeal Deadline:
tX:v. Address:
Applicant:
Description:
Submission Fee:

QD17.319580

httpsJ/www.plpanala.ie/en-ie/pase/3 19580
166 April 2024 (Tuesday)
ItIl1 June 2024 (Monday), (8 Weeks)
Tromman Quarry, Tromman, Rathmotyn, Co. Meath
Keegan Quarries Limited
Future planning consent under 37L for quarry
N/A

Dear Sirs

1. This site coa6nuu to develop dupite the lack of prwpective consent Substitete Con seat does not
cover development after the date ofsubmis9iou of the Substitute Consent application (March
2024). ConveneR a Section 37L is entirely prospective (going forward) arId caaaot deal with
developmeat pInt the Substitute Consent application and up to the point of (potential) grant of
future development under S37L it follows that the continued operation of the quarry haw wa Ihc
ppplication for substitute consent and aay potential decision to grant future planning conse8t is
not covered by any p14nnjR,g consents or applic8tfonq.

2. Therefore, as operations are ongoing and continuing on site (including a blasting campaign), the
S37L rnust surely be invalid, as the site would now need 'retention’ since the date ofsubmi&sion of
the Substitute Consent application? Furthermore, it surely nquiru Natura Impact Anwsment
and Environmental impact Assessment a8alysis? Therefore, it is sabmitted that on the face of it,
this coHgtjtate$ a new and deliberate Natura Impact As3wsment ofFerrce post the original ofFence
and nullifia the S:)7L application?

3. Furthermore, this developer has a loag history of uaauthorised/ illegal dweloprnenl across
counties Malin, Wutmcath and Kildare together with numerous enforcement letters, it is futile
to allege that one 'genuiaely believed’ that the operations were exempted. It an’t rusonably be
argued that there are exceptional cinumstancn pertaining to this quarry.

TIMEFRAME

4. We were unable to see any nrcntion ofa time frame on the site notice. Should this have been stated?
Does the absence of this information invalidate the application? We have since been infonned that thcre
is mention of IS Jean elsewhere in the application. Ibis is unacceptable: parlicularl} so given tllc
planning IIi\toD .
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DEVELOPMEVI’ DESCRIPTION

S. " The proposed furlher deveiol>men! of the 21.641jq quarry site includes the extraction of limestone from
an area of 14.31la using conventional drilling and blasting techniques and millcru! reduction using
mobile crushing and screening to a depth of' i3mAOD and the continuation of use of the ancillary
works and structures referatced under substitute consent application reference SU 17.319391 for the
life of the quarry. and the wstoratiwr and rehabilitation of the whole quarry site.’'

6. It is helpful to break this down into its component parts: -
• aThe proposed further dewiopment of the 21.64Ha quarry site includes
q the extraction of limestone from an area of 14.3 Ha using conventional drilling cmd b tasting

techniques and mineral reducf ion using mobile crushing and screening
+ to a depth of 1 3mAC)D and the
+ continuation of use of lhc arteal my works and structures referenced under substitute consent

application reference SUIT.319397 for the life of the quarry, and
+ the restoration and rehabilhatton of the whole quarry site.”

NEWSPAPER ADVERTISEMENT – PUBI,IC PARTICIPATION

7. We note that the applicants/ its agents i have furnished a newspaper advcrtiscnrcnt from the Daily Star
dated 16lh 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 practice thaI thc
planning notice be published in the local paper, ltle Irish Star does not have a wide readership. We
believe therefore that the applicants are actively atlempting to conceal the publication of this application
by publishing it in a newspaper wilh very low circulation locally and do so only as a box ticking
exercise. 'l'hi,! is an 8tTI'unt to U%niO&l'Et publi$_plrticb>adur.

IIYDROLOGY

8. We are most concerned with hydrogeological issues. This is a rural area and a large nulnber of
properties rely on private wtlls fix their water supply. Wren are major concerns about the dcpth 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
[ Pl. 1 7.206702.1, this grant is problematic. Condition 4 of the parent grant of planning for this quarry
ref. 97/ 1 868 provIded that * Extraction shall no! take place below the Zevel o/62,00m O.D. as de/inec/ on
the extraction plan dru\yjng (Drawing No.2) J+8$DQ2 submitted on the 31/08/98. Reason: in the
interest of development control and protection of local water supplies .” An engineers report on the
planning file by Paul Dontt)n to David Keyes states that “The survey Am cunflrlned that the level of
62.00 Ol) has been ercceded by approximately 4111.” 1 IIe implication that the level was 58m OD.

10. We understand that the 2003 planning application by Keegan Quawib3 has been examined and that no
information could be found seeking to quarry beneath the levels specified in the preceding point. Yet
condition 1 8 of the grant by Meath County Council specifies “ There shall he aa excatatiun below the
level of 7 .t) nrelers ,4. O. D. Malin head.’' ITlis W':IS repeated in condition 2 of thc subsequent grant from
,in ISord IBjecmdla. On the face of it, this planning permission of 2003 is dcRcicnt in that the depth of
7.anI A.O.D. \vas not applied for. Notwithstanding, it appears that no assessment was conducted by the
planning authority. It appears therefore that the subsequent planning penn is5iun is erroneous. -l'herc£bre
reliance on this baseline for future planning consents is also highly questionable having specific regard
to F.IA requirements.

I t . llaving regard to the fhrcgaing, it is therefore essential that the Board/ Planning Authority engage an
independent hydrogcologist to assess these issues. It is nlost unsatisfactory to accept hydrological
npolls at face value when prepared under the direction of a developer \\hose goal is to obtain planning
consent. Many of the statcnrcnts seem to be self-serving in natllre.



VISUAL

12. Tlte visual effects of this quarry have been very significant. A significant numtnr of mature trees were
removed following the grant of consent to extend the quarry in 2010. Regarding the 2009 extension
application [PL 17.235960J, An Bard Pleanata accepted that there would be unacceptable impacts and
stated thus: -

' in relation to visual amenity, the Board agreed with the Inspector that. as FroWned. the quarry
enension would have an unacceptable impact. However, tIe Board considered that th
development would be acceptabte, ifnchued in cIIent to allow for a 60 tneue wide bufer zone
along the frontage with the regional road. Such bufer zone would atso enhance public safety and
aid dwI suppression.’

I'his nshiction was not adhered to and a campaign of blasting and extraction occurred much closer to
the road.

I,E,AVE PERMENAN'r [.AKE BEHIND

13 We note from the application that it is proposc.d to leave behind permanent lakes. This is justified by
quoting biodiversity as a justification. Such staternents are unacceptable and inexcusable and is
considered a way of avoiding proper reinstatement. They are pathways to contamination of the
groundwater table and are therefore most unsatisfactory and are also a safety hazard. This appears to be
a classic example of green washing_

BENEFIT TO I,OCAL COMMUNITY

14. The applicants state that the proposed development' quarry would be of benefit to the local community.
Let us be perfectly clear; there are little or no benefits to the local community ! Conversely, enormous
hardship and nuisance inflicted on the local community. Ttrere are a plethora of nuisance issues, which
we discuss later in this submission. It would be much farer to say that the proposed development (as
with all commercial proposals) is about sciFcnrichmcnt.

AIR OUAI.IW

15. It is stated that 'Overall. Ihe proposed eItracJion area is considered to have IIu potential to came a
'Slight Adverse Eject ' Many local residents would strongly refute such claims, which it is submitted are
entirely self-serving. TIle reality is that vegetation is covered with films of dust for a considerable
distance around. The 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 coaled in with lime dust. As for the state of
the roadside boundaries outside our homes. Anyone driving past can see the impact of thc quarries on
the verge and hedges. The shores regularly require to tn blowing out with a power jet truck given the
levels of muck emanating from the quarries

ROADS

16. llre Rl 56 road is very heavily trafFicked, 'J'he level of trafFic on this road is unacceptable. Walking the
road during quarry operational hours is particularly hazardous and unpleasant.

ARCIIAEOLOGY

17. A major archaeological find was unoarthc3d on the southern side of the R 156 in 2007 at a site owned by
Keegan Quarries (when the applicant had applied to tunnel under the road froln an existing quarry to a
Greenfield site). 'l'u-o IaaF carb rngdbva] burial gmjlrxls \vere discovered and some 33 sets of skeletal
remains u-crc touched on near the surface of the ground. When the National Monuments Sewicc INMS I
placed a protection order over the burial grounds (as published in Iris t )int$iiI in Januar} 201 ! ), the
applicant challcrtgcd this in the 1 tigh Court; KEEGAN QUARRIES LIMITED - I’- MINISTER FOR
TIIE EN+'IRONXIENT lIERIT.4(;E AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT {201 ff3 S3 JRI. \\c understand
1l131 tIle clc}ldlllucnt conqcllfclt to all order of L'urlit>r,+l'l OII the 1 6'" f>ct\Ihcr :I) I : \\ c t'urtIIcr tllldcnlalld
ltlirt p.lrt III II:c Ilt-.Icr lli,llIJa Icd tIl iII tIle burial Rite, he re :Is>c\bed \\ itIl il \ ICt\ t'. rclll\lilitll= IIte



protections. We are informed that this was never done. Both burial grounds were subsequently ploughed
up and tillage farming (by the applicant) has been practiced over thc burial grounds every since- Ttris is
particularly disrespectful.

18. The applicant tater stripped lands in preparation for a quarry extension (adjacent to the main quany site)
during the sever blizzard conditions of November 20 1 1 when approximately half a meter of snow fell
(the big freeze). The roads were impassible and it was difficult to even get from Rathmolyon to Trim.
These lands were very close to the earlier archaeological discoveries; circa 1 (n meters. The actual
extension didn't happen for well over a year after. Why was it considered necessary to have this work
done in blizzard conditions?

REQUIREMEN'r ro REMAIN 60M FROM R156 - PL.17.235960

19. Condition 2 of the order specifically stated: -

"The area ojthe quarry extension shall be reduced so that the edge of the extraction area is not less
than 60 nICHes from the boundary of the site with the Rl 56 regional road. Revised drawings in this
regard, including hr respect of landscaping and she restoration, shall be submitted to the planning
authority for written agreement before development commences.
Reason: in the interest of visual amenity. public safety and dust suppression.

20. By way of warning letter dated 22"! March 20 t 8, Meath Courtly Coulrcil advised the site operator: - -a
has come to lhc attention of the Planning Authority that unuuthorised dcwtopmen: may have been clr is
being carried out on lands at Trammon, Raihmolyt)n , Ca Meath namely: . Breach of condition 2 cu per
Planning PernrL\sion T.4900976 .-' PI.. 17.235961):' [ref. 17/004] Notwithslanding this notice. a campaign
of extraction continued to occur within 60 meters of the road over the following years.

21. The 60-meter limit was clearly provided for in the order fonn Hn Bc)rd Pleandla after an F:IA
assessment. This planning application had been subject to a full EIA assc5slncnt. It follows that an EIA
infringenlent has occurrvd with a prolonged campaign of blasting over several years where the operator
clearly knew he should not be working. The developer therefore knew that an EIA offence was
occurring but continued to dig/ extract. The 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 coutinut,d to extract from this area in the years that followed,

22. OtTcnccs committed after the 3'd July 2008 are significant. That was the date on which C215/06
ICommission v. Irelandl \vas handed down by the European Court of Justice. Ttrat decision is
significant in that it provided that Regul.arjsatirtn after the event IInt pcnnissible under liU law when
E.I. A. and A. A. should have been prepared prior to development. In that case it \v&s held that with
regard to thcir cfFccts in accordance with Articles 5 to 10 of Directive 85/337/EEC, II=land has failed to
comply with the obligations that it has under Alticlc5 2. 4 and 5 to 10 of the said Directive 85/337/EEC.

23. Condition 3 of the order specifically stated: -
"There shall be no excavation belt)\\' a level of 50 metres OD.
Reason: in the interest v/clarity and protection of ground \voter resources .

The quarry also appears to be well below 50 a.o.D. The board should ascertain the status of the
noor levels within the quarry.I

24. Having regard to the Large Concrete Products Factory constructed in c.20 17, this never had planning
consent. This is a massive factory and a very substantial operation. This is in turn being supported froln
a quarry that does not ha\ c planning permission and much of il Hunt an area whetY thc) were
specifically precluded from working (please see above). -l'h is operator is a nrqjor regional pla Jcr
operating \v itlrout plannilrg pcnni£5ion
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DEVELOPER’S HISTORY OF FLOUTING PLANNING LAW
(UNAUTHORISED /ILLEGAL DEVELOPMENTS)

25. Tlris developer has a long history of flauting of planning law not just at this quarry, but across three
counties; namely Counties MuM, Watmeath and Kildare. We have assembled a list of these
hereunder: Enforcement Notices/ Warniag Letters (that we know about),

couhrrY MEATH

26. Enforcement Notices/ Warning Letten: There have boen hugely problematic compliance issues
relating to Keegan Quarries linKed for many decades now and we outline hereunder a list of
enforcement notices (that we are aware of) henunck:r.

27. Trammoa, Ratbmolyr>h County Muth; Unauthorised development ref. 03/192. {;8ccedance Qf
pcnniUcd boundaries, (the initial grant of planning permission 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. Traarmon, Ratbmolyon, County MutE; Unauthorised development ref. 14/162. Non-compliance
with condition 4 of 00/2075 Re 8 nn&ncial conditLo_II to protect water supplies in the area. Warning letter
issued on 3": November 2014.

29. Tramnoa, Rathmolyon, County Meath; (As above) May 2013, a large Concrete Batching Plant was
removed from a site situate at KeegaN Quarries Plant. 4ghar . This plant had previously been the
subject of Meath County Council consent TA/20055, (which was a retention pcnnission) 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 Trammon without any planning consent
whatever. It cannot reasonably tn claimed therefore that it could in any way have been exempted from
planning consent. UD reC 14/134.

30. Trammon, Rathmolyon, County Meath; Unauthorised development ref. 15/281. Unauthorised
construction of electrical wb station and the erection of pre cast cancvete units at the rear of the quarry
area. Enforcement notice issued on 25o' November 2015.

31. Trammon, Fbrthmolyon, County Mmth: Unauthorised development ref, IS/284. The unauthorised
construction of an electrical sub station and the erection of a hatching plant and hopper including
con.CRtc silos, storage bays/units at the rear of the quarry area without the txnefit of planning
permission. t':nforcerrlent notice issued on lgb Novemter 2016.

32. Trammon, Rathmolyon, County Meath; Unauthorised developrncnt ref. 15/284_ '1'hc unauthorised
newly constructed block\york electrical sub station, construction or prccast concrete units i.c.
siios/storage bays, 2 ntunb:r cone@tc_!hucUngJrlarU§ and gsKHiM pJaIR_aM_B large btdustrial
bnitdjul !, Enforcement notice issued on 30th January 2017.

33. Trammon, R£thmotyon, County Meath; Unauthorised development ref. 15/2&l. The unauthorised
construction of an eIEctrical £ub station and the crcctk>n of 2 pc. batchingllants and ho2pu including
$onQr£t$ si1% $grain bp]]_and the coQstruction ofzn industriBl ual @gre rw£ of the own Brca
without alg tBlunt uf pLunnjltjpwliuion. Enforcemerrt notice issued on 31’! March 2017.

34. Trammon, Rathmolyou,Coenty Meath; Unauthorised development ref. 17/0(H. By way of warning
tettct dated 22M1 March 20 18, Meath County Council advised the site operator: - “Il has colne in Me
attention of the Pianning Authority that wtauthwtscd developmcnl may have been or is being carried
out on lands at Itamman. Ralhtnn IBm . Co Meath nemety:- Breach of condition 2 as per Planning
Perln is:lion 'l'A9fX1976 / PI. /7.23S96tt." Notwithstanding this notice, a campaign of cxt£actic>n

continued to occur within 60 meters oFthc road over tIn following years.

iS Bullring, C'londoogan, Snmnlcrhill, ('nuntv \lcath. t nntltll<)ri,ctI LIC\C,t*nntctl! IcI- 12, 192
t .!?;ItIttlt’I I\CtI tIII IIIT\ ItIU ." \II ', ,ItttI =' ,,\CI \\ , II ITII I= tCttCI' I\\tIL•tI t}I: 24:- ,IIIIIe 21}13 1 IV\ t : ' : I}II.
\\ It! !, ., cl,ljt;tlllrtl
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36. Bullriag, Clondoogan, Summerhill, County Meath: Unauthorised development reC 13/140.
LJnaulhorbed quaa)ring of 9nd aId gravel. Warning letter issued on 3’d July 2013.

37. DuI uk, 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 letter refund to: - • non-compliance with Condition No. 18 Qf Pimrning Permission Re/
01/4203.’ Condition 1 8 of a planning consent re providing a cash £clxxII of €30,000: ref. 14/’2 13.
Warning letter issued on 3-1 November 2014.

38. Rahinston, County Meath; on the ISO1 May 2013, Meath County Council issued an enforcement
notice ref. 13/092 relating to 'outside of working hours’. OK af_hours aBM Irl has tnen a major issue
relating to all the Keegan operations for many years and the locnt residents have had to endure
enormous disruption, which has and continues to have an impact on their quality of life.

39. Bellewstown, County Meath: Unauthorised development ref. 1 1 /243 . Unaut®rised staIn_E of matHAl
grId qIRr!! gpcruticin$. Warning letter issued 3d Novembcr 201 1. The enforcement letter served on
Keegan QuarrIes stated: - it has con ie to the aftention oJthe Planning .4urhoriry thaI unauthorised
devclopnrerR may hate been or is being carried out on lands at Beltewslow'n, Ca Meath namely: -
unauthorised rite of lands for the deposit / storage of material from quarry operations= . On the 12"'

Octobcr 2012. planning pcrmission was granted to reinstate under SA 110858. Given thc currcnt state of
the site; it has not been reinstated and the 3 years (as per condition 2) for doing so has long since
passed

40. Newcastle, Enfield, County Meath: Unauthorised development ref. IS/077; unauthorisgd gtolning pf
stlnd and Bra_vel on a very large scale much of it frc>In beneath the water-table, Enforcement Notice
issued; 29tk April 2015. This matter appeared before I'rint Circuit Court on the 5'h February 2019; ref.
18/00123.

41. Newcastle, Enfield, County Meath: As above: in 2010, Keegan Quarries were rapidly rernoving sand
and gravel from this site and encroached very close to the banks oFthe Royal Canal. Waterways Ireland
became very concerned and their solicitors wrote to Keegan Quarries about this mater by way of letter
dated the ll'h October 2010. The following are excerpts from a solicitor's letter that issued from
Waterways Ireland: ' That the excavation carried out by you has made Pfa/errvaJn Ireland property
unstable, and the boundary line is susceplible to erosion.' 'That the crew\'alton has rendered
Waterways Ireland open property unsafe, as the public can access the vertical face at the boundary.
from the towpath over its property.

COUNtY WESTMEATH

42. Annascannon, Killucan, Co Westmeath: Unauthorised dcvclopment ref. 1909. !JJ14_uthQrjsq cl
glnrryil lg gf wd an4g,rlW: Warning letters dated 10lh June 2019 and also 23Fd March 2020 issued to
Mr. John Keegan. Keegan Quarries , etc dated. Keegan Quarries appear to have now vacated this site
leaving behind a large lake of water where it had removed an enormous amount of material from
beneath the water table.

pOLI\TV DUBLIN (FISCAL)

43. Fingal County Council: 1,ong Acre, Thurmanby Road, Howth: Unauthorised development reF Ent
No.22/149B. Non Compliance with Condition 4 (at, (b) and (c) and Condition S of approved Planning
Permission by An Bord Pleanala ABP-3 1 t 1 86-2 1 . This 5itc was purchased in the name of Leinster
Land Developments Limited, whicll is another company in the dinctorship of Mr. John Keegan.



COURT ORDERS – UNAUTHORISED DEVELOPMENTS

COUNTY KILDARE

44. Ballyownaa, Cloaard, Couaty Kildare Tbis has been the main source of sand and gravel to the
Keegan group since circa 20 16. Unauthorised developrnent ref. UD7387. 1 can confirm
that unauthorised development consisting of ynauthoriwd quarrying, staQkpiJjpg_g.nd prowssin$
wtf! itje_s are ongoing at Ballyownan, Clonard, County Kildare. There has ken wholesale excavation of
material from below the water-table. After many )mrs in operation, Kildare (:ounty Council eventually
pursued the matter through the Circuit Court Inf 202 1/App191. Note that the case was listed for
mention only on numerous oocasions between 20 19 and 2023, but it was frequently adjourned for
periods of up to 6 months; the quarry continued to operate during this period.

45. Eventually the matter was heard July 2023 and the court issued orders (to amongst other itcrns) require
the unauthorised quarry to cease extractions below 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 arnounts of material from other
unauthorised developments in Meath, Kildare aad tVcstrneath . Typically large articulated trucks
carrying about 30 ton of material were making numerous trips per day to and from other sites. There
were a large number of trucks involved in the operation over a long periul of time, meaning that very
large amounts of material were importcd and processed via this site.

COUNTY MEATH

THE AGHAR SITE; aka Lands at Clegarrow, R&thmolyon, Coanty Meath

48. Briefly: Keegan Quarries Limited were to remain 1.4 meters above the water table. They completely
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 site and failed to carry out any
reinstaternent .

49. Statutory Enforcement Authorities: Meath County Council failed to take any enforcement action on
this site. 11lc 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 1 60 Planning enforcement action, Mr. Justice Michael
White was very critical of Mecuh County Council's failure to take enforcement action against the site
operators: Keegan Quarries Limited. lligh Court determination of Fowler v Keegan Quarries Limited
2016 IEI III 602/ High Court Record Number: 20 12463 MCA. Initial judgment was delivered 2811’

October 2016_ Of note is page 35 rc Judges comments on the lack of enforcement by the Planning
Authority.

COUNTY MEATH

50. This quarry is adjaccnt to the Royal Canal at the intersection of the River Black\voter . By way oF
enforcement notice dated Ihe 29lh April 20 15, Meath County Council inFormed Keegan Quarries
1.inrilecl that: -
' The unauthorised development cornish of: The unauthorised extraction of sands and w-mets.’
'C'ease all quarrying activity on site on lands outside those lands highlighted in Blue on attached
En.forcenlent Map UD 1 S/0??' by l’1 May 20 1 S at 1 7,00 hours
'Carry out restoration works on excavated areas outside those lands highligf tIed in Blue an attached
enforcement lnap (/D/i/077' within I Month from date of Notice

SI . Keegan Ouctrr ic \ I.Id. refuted the cnforccnrcnt lloticc and continued to quaII) and create an cnnnttnub
lake. I llimatci} the muller came before .fudge tiny I >' bIIlIIe) of 1-I-itII ( -irL:Itil C 'I>url on I'uc sda) 5’1*

t--cb111ar\ :0 IQ. I Circuit (\ lutl rct’ 2tI t 8/00 1 23 }
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COUNTY MEATH

HILLTOWN LiTrLE, BELLEWSTOWN, CO. MEATH

52. Briefly local residents [Pierson & Ors -v- Keegan Quarries I.tdI in the Bellewstc)wn of Co. Meath (near
Duleek) suffered significant nuisance from an unauthorised quarry. which was operated by Keegan
Quarries. In the absence of enforcement proceedings by Meath CounfF (-ouncil, local residents pursued
Keegan Quarries themselves. On Friday, October 8, 2010 the Irish Times reported that: -

" Ms Justice Mary Irvine ruled yesterday that the use by Keegan {)ucwies Ltd of lands at Hiiltown,
Beltewsto\vR Co Meath as a rock and stone quarry aatounted ro unatuhoriscd development materially
dWerenl from any use to which the lands were pr'wiously pta. Ms Justice Irvine ruled in favour of the
residents. The jwlge said the present operation of the quarry was "highly mechanised" and generaled
substantial noise and dug with large volumes of trucks going to and from the premises.

I http,:/4\ww.idsht8Bes.cool/newspaper/ireland/301 _0/ 1 008/ 1224280e36497.blm 1 1

FINANCIALS

OL;’l'S-l'ANDtN'(; FINANCIAL OBLl<;ATIONS

53. Having conducted appropriate inquiries with the planning authority; l\'teath County Council as to
conrpliancc 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 OH.'rating without any
regulation. We thcnfbn reiterate the need to invoke section 1 77J of the planning and development act
in that a cessation order would be appropriate in the circumstances.

MR. KEEGAN’S OWN ADMISSIONS

55. Keegan Quarries Ltd submissions to the Meath Coun IV. Goaneil in rupccl pf Readymix IFFIHall's
application of 199§ ,& dated 296' January 1999: (copy enclosed.

VIr. 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 lettcr that he believed that there wasi
“an adequate number ofquarries to meet the demancF'

Finally he was “very worried about the unnecessary upset that would be caased to the local people by
a second quan)'” .

llc subsequently constructed factory after factory (mostly without any planning consent) and a very
large concrete b&telling plant.

56. Keegan Quarries Ltd subqri§sions to An Bord Pleanila in respect of Readymix Ireland's
application of 1998 & dated IIn may 1999: {copy enclosed).
In this letter, Mr. Keegan \vas worried about the noise levels that would result from a second quarry and
states that

“lhut the people ;a the locality would have a lot fa complain rtbotrf' . I'he current proposal by Keegan
Quarries I 'td would add cnornruusty to the then cumulative effect of t\vo quarries.
Mr. Keegan tb as also very concerned about the dust levels that would restltt horn a second quarry and
states and admitted that dust is hard to control;

" Du sI A vcr)’ hard fo colttrol , especially la a Lirnestone qrrtrrry-', he further states that he could

lee a lol of problcnr\ h' iI it t)url qtrnrrie\ h'orkinx side b, I' silla- . llc t'urtllcr \tales th,it !!!c Er,tink cns IIitIF
fn\In the : q !!.In ich =1*1'1 1litIL’d \\ tlIItt! '- have a h tIRe impact oil the rr \it fell rr\ it/ fIle rrr,'n



!,EGl’riM ATE EXPECTATION

57. Legitimate Expectation: Tbc initial grant of planning permission in 1998 was for a period of 15 years.
nrat permission envisaged that the quarry and arm would have been reinstated by 2013. Sadly, this
hasn’t happened. Indeed reinstatement is going to be very challenging now, given the amount of
unauthorised development that has sinoe occurred. In 2013, the activities at the quarTy wro 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. The community has a legitimate expectation that lands will now be reinstated. 'llterefan the
cunen1 propcxial would make a bad situation worse and tn contrary to proper planning and sustainable
development.

PROBLEMATIC DEVELOPMENT

59. Height ofoverbwrden: There is a large mountainous mound at the centre of the said quarry, which is
comprised of quarry spoil and overburden. TIIis has now reached alarming heights and an be seen from
all over the area including as far away as Tara hitl (22km away by car). This is visually abin siTe. it will
be noted that according to the many grants of planning permission, that all: -

'overburden stockpiles awaiting use in landscaping shall be covered with topsoil and seeded .

This condition has not been complied with. Tcxlay given the sha of the overburden pile, it is considered
that this would now be logistically challenging and dangerous. Et G3tlows lhat 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 temporary structure, One would have thought that Keegan Quarries {with so
many extraction al=as) would have sites where this could have been moved to on a regular basis in an
effort to keep the stockpile at a manageable level and even reinstate other quarry k)cations.

1-he overburden reached such a ridiculous height in recent years that a section 5 connrmcd in Novcmbcr
2017 that this was not an exempted development.

60. Progressive Restoration: We note Condition 14 of consent 98/1868 states:

= The Progressive and fInal reclanwian of the quarry shall be in accordance \with the details in section
6 of the E. I.S. This \york shall be competed within 2 years of tIu ctosure uf the quarry as defIned under
condition 2 above whether or not the quarry has been worked to the ellen! envisaged in the plans
suI>mined. Reason: in the interest of development control and vIsual amenil}'.

We further note the 2003 application TA/30334, which states PROPOSED DEVELOPMIiNf: 'The
continuance and ertension Qf quarrying of limeslone. progressive restoration of the eastern bench to the
adjoining property bowrdary. and associated development and work. and lhc retention of erterlsion at
quarrying over an area of 4.88 hectares.

a bentirel} r£Rsfurabie and appropriatc th.u£fow that !he quarry should i©mgdjately tx: nstond as per
tIn carlictJ)JmrniaLetD£CQLs, }lowever, given the modus operandii oF Keegan <)uardes. the local
residents hold little hope of this ever happening.

61. Record on Previous Reinstatement: it is submitted that the appIRation should not be considered until
full reinstatement has been implemented at all sites operated b) companies under the controi of the
applicant [Mr. John Keegan esq.] and speciFically Keegan Quarries Limited. 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 blasts. For local residents, blasting is
particularly disruptive, Constant blasting is also a concern for the integrity of their properties
with older properties being extremely vulnerable.

b Dewatering: lowering of the water table is very concerning for people 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. This in turn is known to be
responsible for structural damage. Furthermore, the quarry is being 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 quan 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 Trammon.

c. Tonal Bleeping: 'I his has also a major issue for neighbors. lbcsc are beepen which are fitted
to machinery for health and safety issues. 'lbere are alternatives though and we are aware of a
ditTcrcnt type of tonal device, which can be fitted and which is only audible around the
machine. We believe that these have been fitted to rnachines in Dublin Airport.

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

c. Passing traffic movements: This is one of the principal nuisance issues, which we encounter.
( Jn-laden trucks can be particularly noisy, while with fully laden trucks, engine laboring undcr
high revs is a cause of great annoyance as they pass up and down the road.

f. Dust: Fugitive dust also continues to be a major issue and drenches the countryside with a
freqrlcnt film of dust on our vehicles and also the vegetation. Muddy roads are a regular issue
each winter and keeping vehicles clean is well nigh impossiblc. Our experience is that
limestone quarries do not have a good record in respect of dust suppression. Picking
blackberries in this area is now a thing of the past given the level of fugitive dust encountered in
the surrounding environrnent. 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 become
trapped in the lung tissue causing inflammation and scarring.

B. Air Quality: Particulate Matter [P.M.I. Diesel particulate matter (DPM). sometimes also called
diesel exhaust particles (DEP), is the particulate component of diesel exhaust. which includes
dicsc,I soot and aerosols such as ash paniculatcs, metallic abrasion particles, suI fates, and
silieates. When released into the atmosphere, DPM can take the form of individual particles or
chain aggregates, with most in the invisible sub-micrometre range of 100 nanolneters, also
known as ultrafine particles (tiPP) or PMa.i . Exposure to diesel exhaust and diesel particulate
rna{tcr (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 conscqucncc of overloaded trucks are frequent spillages of aggngates and dust along the
roadsides. I'het= are three deep BIll lies (sIlores) outside our home and they frequently !xcolnc
blocked and \vc Ita vc to nnrovc significant quantities of quarry luliRcd debris. Our drains
regularly need to be bto\yn out by a large drain cleaning truck.

t )III lrflltlllr\ rrlrrl•alitrn ;rcii\ it) : I >u! I'I II ' Ill - Ii-\ '\ tIll\ . i: \ 11IIL LI ' .is .L.\' .) r’cull itn
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workshops / factories is also hugely problematic with hammering and banging 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 cauws annoyance to people, it can be any one, or a combination of these to
constitute a nuisance. Our experience at TramrIIon has been horrendous in that there are
multiple sources of sound. Living in the countryside should be a peaceful experience.

k. Hydrology: Rocket blasting of Karst limestone is very de$awtive of rare Karst and cave
systems. Extraction to depths of 2(>m a.O.D. is cxtrcmcly problematic in that significant
dewatering is required to extract to these depths. It follows that significant interference with the
ground water table is nquind. We all have wells to tn concerned about; so too thasc of us with
agricultural lands. TIle ground water aquifer is crucial to the health and wellbeing not only of
neighbours, but of a mwh wider community.

1. Heavy Vibrations: heavy vibrations from the activities of the manufacture of concrete products
manufacturing facilities has also been hugely problematic. Ibis is thought to be from the black
making machinery.

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

n. Night-time Lighting: \ye are also subjected to unacceptable levels oFnight-time lighting from
this quarry. ’l'his 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 dcnigmtcd our amenity and enjoyment of our property. It also impacts
on biodiversity in that it severely disrupts the natural now of wildlife together with predator /
prey relationships and so on. I have concerns for biodiversity and the welfare of nocturnal
mammals such as bats (former EIA’s detail many different species of Bat (some of them very
rare) which were recorded in the area_ Modern 1.ED lighting is particularly bright and
problematic,

(). 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 significant. Tbc quarrics in the
area are constantly expanding, one legally (Kilsaran) and one illegally Keegan Quarries). liven
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 were first applied For on a Greenfield site. Moreover there has been a
trend in recent years to avoid reinstatement at all and the excuse king proFTcrt'd is that they
wish to leave it for beneficial bitxlivcrw habitat. This is unacceptable and may be descritxd as a
form of green washing,

p. Stockpiling of materials & HGV movements: we are also raise our conccms re the
stockpiling ofmalerial on site, together with the current and future level of } IGV b'chick
movements associated with thc quarry on the Rl 56 road.

q- Loss of time: Given the constant need to monitor and agitate for enforcement on the part of the
statutoty authorities, this has been a huge imposition on lwal people. A huI) massive alnount if
ineplaccable time has been lost pursuing thcse issues.



CONCLUSIONS

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

64. In summary, we hM witnessed a large quarry operator obtain all their sand and gravel requirement from
an unauthodscd development at CIonard for many years. Before that, they sourced all their sand &
gravel extraction from Anascannon, County Westmcath and tnfon that from the Aghar Quarry in
County Meath; 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.

Yours ... . . .

&\hA,


