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SECTION 131 FORM

Appeal No Defer Re O/H
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from a8& #b% I recommend that section 131 of the Planning
and Development Act, 2000 bemot be invoked at this stage for the following reason(s):

Section 131 not to be invoked at this stage.

Section 131 to be invoked – allow 2/4 weeks for reply.

r
n

Signed

EO

Signed

Date

Date
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SEO/SAO

Please prepare BP

To

– Section 131 notice enclosing a copy of the attached submission.

Task No Allow 2/3/4 weeks

BP

Signed Date

EO

Signed Date



e
a

/ +

Planning Appeal Online Observation
r\n
Bard
Plea Ir lila

Online Reference
NPA-OBS-004525

C2. O ' C , ,._..+/

Online Observation Details

Contact Name

Eoghan Doherty
Lodgement Date

22/04/2025 16:42:54
Case Number / Description
322154

Payment Details

Payment Method
Online Payment

Cardholder Name

Shane lynch
Payment Amount
€50.00

Processing Section

[&’Yes
S.131 Consideration Required

See attached 131 Form [i N/A – Invalid

Signed m Date

KLK)

Fee Refund Requisition

Please Arrange a Refund of Fee of Lodgement No

LDG–
Reason for Refund

No [] Yes

Request Emailed to Senior Executive Officer for Approval

[] No

Signed Date

EO

Finance Section

Payment Reference Checked Against Fee Income Online

ch_3RGiyIBI CWOEN5FCOx2HEFU9
EO/AA (Accounts Section)

Amount Refund Date

Authorised By (1 ) Authorised By (2)

SEO (Finance) Chief Officer/Director of Corporate Affairs/SAO/Board
Member

Date Date
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In relation to applicaUon

r
Reference
Kilkenny County
Cbuncil Planning File

2

m6

Number
licantBI

Address [:i=tis of Acragar, Ballycon-, Ballycudgihy, pajly„e,

B :1:lbS : J II rE ::i); S? !IIInO: $11:y::Tne£ b i :haaT Rg :i?!; A §LqFF eE::Led fordI
Freshford Lots, Graigueswood, Grangel Huntstown, Kilmanagh,
K.noc,keenglass, Knockown, Moatpark, Monabrika, Monavadaroe,
Moneenaun1 Oldtown, Oldtownhill, Parksgrove, Picketstown,
RatheaIy1 SarI, Swe€thill. Tobernapeastia, Tullaroan, Upperwood
Demesne, Co. Kilkenn

Subject: An Bord Pleanala Case Reference: PL10.322191

Kilkenny County Count'iI Planning Application Reference: 2560003

! To: An Bc)rd P\eangla

}hT:jaX:Ca!i i?igedtTL;;E:}}:t :I::i: i IET::):gi :onn ;{ie::u}; ITel::d::iI E
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information for certain ecological receptors (such as birds) in both the Stage I Screening and
Stage 2 Natura impact Statement ’ and that the planning authority was ' not satisfied that there
is no ask of advet se efFects on the integrIty of the associated European Sites-'

The applicant’s Grounds of Appeal (GOA) document fails to demonstrate that tho proposed
development is either FesWnsible or compliant with established standards and regulations.

I &lu?ll jf TFT![}ing is the lack of a meaningful ass6ssm8nt of the project’s cumulative impacts,
: as stltSy bY KilkennY Cbunty Council - insufficient detail has been provIded on the matter of
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The Grounds of Appeal (GOA) fails to overcome the reasons for refusal issued by Kilkenny
County Council and as a resident of the area I wish to highlight the following flaws within the
GOA

1. Planning Policy Contravention: Including, but not isolated to, the Kilkenny County
Development Plan 2021-2027.

2. Human Health & Amenity: The applicant has failed to address judicial precedent (Justice
Egan ruling) and failing to rebut community's health-based evidence.

Shadow flicker impacts exceed legal thresholds for 41 homes.

3. Water & Flooding: The proposed development is sited on and near a vulnerable aquifer
and local drinking water source, CAAS and KCC confirm significant data gaps, invoking the
precautionary principle. These gaps are not overcome within the GOA.

4. Biodiversity: The EIAR and NIS are non-compliant with EU law (Habitats Directive), there
continues to be critical data gaps and errors along with new errors. Omithoiogical
assessments flawed and the applicant denies bird sightings that appear in their own
communications.

5. Cumulative Impacts: The GOA document does not resolve the inadequacies and
deficiencies across 14 EIAR chapters and there continues a failure to properly assess
combined effects of nearby wind farms (noise, visual, ecology, infrastructure).

6. Visual and Landscape Assessment: The applicant presented selective viewpoints in the
application which obscured the true scale and visual impact. Rather than addressing this issue
within the GOA, the applicant chose to focus on dismissing the community montages
presented by KBT Responsible Energy in their submission to Kilkenny County Council.

7. Separation Dist,an as: The turbine spacing violates the 2006 WEDGs. The appeal does
not supply minimum turbine manufacturer distances and uses hYpothetical turbine model for
noise and flicker modelling.

g b ;;T = :To::IT ; } i=== =rE ::GrIT; i : bsL 1:is :1 LFe I: i ?ohr:Pgs; : :: : i :: :=:TgvIT? ?=iTii:::;:?::£cAEhTg h
volume of homes within 2km are likely to experience severe amenitY degradatlon'

: So=X=: :: Ty SeT; Z== = t:F:8:dP I:::£bgX yI=Eon:F : :7::: cTJ:iT; par;§ Fen:: dJ:=F == TS :r::gui:
compliance, enforcement and liabilitY-
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12. Community Engagement: The statements within the GOA of "active engagemenr with
the communitY and " understanding of the key issues- are contradicted the 19g personal
submissions and 547 signatures attached to the KBT Responsible Energy- Community
Submission to KCC, which appears to have been completely disregarded by the applicant. \n
addition, the applicant fails to mention the July 2023 letter signed by 800+ locals, nor do they
address the multiples of emails to the developer voicing concerns.

13. Haul & Grid Routes: Concerns relating to the excessive distance and multiple grid FOutes

have not been adequately addressed. AdditionalIY, the haul route through Kilmanagh vijlag?
aid knot,dkl)n impacts lo(filly in terms of safety and inconvenience have also not been

sufficiently addressed .

14.Ommission of the true impact on Kilmanagh village as the primaW impacted settlemen '

apPeal.

\

PSease find endosed fee of €50'

yours sincereIY.

Date:


