
1\

(

C'onlhairle (:’hontae C'horcai
€:'ork (:'ount\' Council

Head Office Courlt,r Hra, Cork

Donal & Shelia Gayer
Dolmen View Farm

Kilmaclenine

Ballyclough
Mallow

10/09/2024

APPLICANT: Tullacondra Green

Energy Limited

The Applicant is seeking permission for the construction, operation
and decommissioning of a wind energy development
including:• 9 wind turbines each with a blade tip height of 175
metres, rotor diameter of 150 metres, hub height of 100 metres and a
rated output of 4.5 megawatts.• Turbine Foundations,
crane pad hardstanding areas and associated drainage.• Upgrade of
existing site tracks and construction of new site tracks and associated
drainage.• Access from the local road L5302 at Crought,
Ballyclogh including a new site entrance for the construction phase
and upgrading of an existing entrance for the operational
phase.• An on-site 38 kilovolt electrical substation to Electricity
Supply Board Networks specification to include control building with
electrical infrastructure, welfare facilities supplied by rainwater
harvesting and storage tank, a wastewater holding tank with high level
alarm, car parking, security fencing and lighting, and all associated
infrastructure, services, and site works including a temporary
construction compound.• All associated underground electrical and
communications cabling connecting the turbines to the proposed
electrical substation.• A temporary site construction compound
and associated ancillary infrastructure including welfare services,
office accommodation, parking, fencing, lighting etc.• Areas for
temporary storage of excavated materials.• A permanent
meteorological mast of 100 metres height above ground level on a
concrete base.• Installation of approximately 13.5
kilometres of 38 kilovolts underground electrical cabling, mainly
within the public road, between the proposed wind farm substation to
the boundary ofMallow 110kilovolt substation at Saint Joseph’s
Road Mallow.• All associated site works including site
clearance and ancillary development including site
drainage/Sustainable Drainage System, security gates, fencing,
permanent and temporary signage, and biodiversity mitigation and
enhancements, including hedgerow planting. The Applicant is seeking
a 10-year duration planning permission and 35-year operational
period from the date of overall commissioning of the entire wind
farm. The Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) and
Natura Impact Statement (NIS) will be submitted to the Planning
Authority with the application. The wind farm development is

DEVELOPMENT: 7



(

C'onlhairle C’hon tae C'horcai
(:'ork (:'ountv (:'ouncil
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proposed on a site in the townlands ofPolnareagha and Ardskeagh
(Templemary E.D.); and Tullacondra and Croughta, (Kilmaclenine
E.D.), County Cork. The proposed grid connection will be installed
underground mainly within the public road from the wind farm site at
Croughta, Ballyclogh to the boundary of the 110 Kilovolts substation
at Saint Joseph’s Road, Mallow passing through the townlands of
Kilmaclenine, Croughta, Knockaunavaddreen, Copestown,
(Kilmaclenine E.D.), Ballybeg (Buttevant E.D.), Baltydaniel East,
Twopothouse, and Caurraghakerry (Caherduggan E.D); and
Cloghlucas North, Curraghphadeen, Ballyviniter Upper, Ballyviniter
Middle, Ballyviniter Lower, Parkadallane, Carrigoon More and
Carrigoon Beg Mallow Rural E.D.).

A TI e

FOR:

Polnareagha, Ardskeagh, Tullacondra, Croughta Kilmaclenine,
Ballyclogh, Knockaunavaddreen, Copestown, Ballybeg, Baltydaniel
East Twopothouse, Caurraghakerry, Co. Cork
Permission

PLANNING REGISTRATION NO: 24/5503

A Chara,

I wish to acknowledge receipt of your online submission/observation on 10/09/2024
concerningthis application. I wish to confirm that your submission/observation has been
received within the period of five weeks beginning on the date of registration of the
application and is therefore considered a valid submission/observation.

Copies of site map/plans and particulars submitted in connection with the application will be
available for inspection at this department during office hours (9.00 a.m. to 4.00 p.m.,
Monday to Friday) until the application, or any appeal thereon, is finally determined. The
applicant shall be given your name and content of the submission/observation should it be
requested.

Your submission will form part of the documentation available for inspection by the public.
You will be notified when a decision is made on the application.

This document should be retained. If you wish to appeal such decision a copy of this
acknowledgement together with the attached official document must accompany your
appeal to An Bord Plean£la.

CORK COUNTY COUNCIL
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

County Hall, Carrigrohane Road,
Cork
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Form no. 3 Articles 28 and 35

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF SUBMISSION OR OBSERVATION ON
A PLANNING APPLICATION

TIns IS AN I]IPORT£XT DO('tIEENT

KEEP THIS DOCUWvr SAFELY_ YOU \\ILL BE REQUIRED TO PRODUCE
tHIS ACKNC)\\tEDGEMENT TO AN BORD PLEANALA if yOU \\ISH TO

APPEAL THE DECISION OF THE PLANNING AUTHORITY_ IT IS THE ONLY
FORM OF EVIDENCE \\IiICH \\ILL BE ACCEPTED BY AN BaRD PLEANALA

THAT A suBNnssION OR OBSERVATION HAS BEEN MADE TO THE
PLANNING AUTHORITY ON THE PLANNING APPLICATION

PLANNING AUTHORITY NAME Cork County Council

PLANNING APPLICATION REFERENCE NO. 24/5503

A submission/observation, in writing, has been received via our online system, from:

Donal & Shelia Gayer
Dolmen View Farm

Kilmaclenine

Ballyclough
Mallow

ON 10/09/2024 in relation to the above planning application.

The appropriate fee of €20.00 has been paid.

The submission/observation is in accordance with the appropriate provisions of the
Planning and Development Regulations, 2001, as amended, and will be taken into
account by the Planning Authority in its determination of the planning application.

County Hall, Carrigrohane Road,
Cork. CORK C'OUNTY ('OUNC'IL

PLANNING DEPARTh'tENT
ONLINE SUBNHSSIONS SYSTEM

Date: 10/09/20
Aha BaRD P ,NA

T\
LD:' 'd rJal

ALF

1 7 JUN 2025

Fee: b

T.TIe



Dolmen View Farm,
Kilmaclenine,
Ballydough,

Mat low,
Co. Cork

P51 W535

The Secretary,
An Bord Pleanala

Marlborough Street
Dublinl
DOIV902

Planning Application Ref. No: 24/5503

Applicant: Tullacondra Green Energy Limited

Description of Developrnent: The Applicant is seeking permission for the
construction, operation and decommissioning of a
Wind Energy Development including:. 9 wind
turbines each with a blade tip height of 175
metres, rotor diameter of 150 metres, hub
height of 100 metres and a rated output of 4.5
megawatts. An onsite 38 kilovolt electrical
substation. Permanent meteorological mast of
100 metres height above ground leve! on a
concrete base. Installation of approx. 13.5
kilometres of 38 kilovolts underground electrical
cable, mainly within the public road between the
proposed wind farm substation to the boundary
of MaI low 110 Kilovolt substation at StJosephs
Road Maliow.

Location Polnareagha, Ardskeagh, Tuliacondra, Croughta,
Kilmaclenine, Ballyclogh, Knockaunavaddreen, ,
Copestown, Ballybeg, Baltydaniel East, Twopothouse,
Caurraghakerry, Co. Cork

Donal and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission 1
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Dear Sir / Madam.

We Donal and Sheila Gayer wish to lodge an appeal to the above application
(Ref No 24/5503) which was granted Conditional Planning permission by Cork County
Council on May 22nd 2025.

The following points make up our Appeal:

1. No Opportunity given to the Community to respond to the R.F.I reply submitted
to Cork County Council on 28tk' March 2025

2. Tullacondra Green Energy response to RFI 3 and other reports on Otters

3. Tullacondra Green Energy response to RFI no 4.5 Japenese Knotweed

4. Points of Refusal to grant planning permission by Cork County Council to
Gortloughra Wind Farm Limited 19th May 2025

5. Omission and errors in in the Archaeology Report Main Report- 4
And Volume 111 Part 8

6. Yellow Hammer

7. Turbine Delivery Route Option 1 and GCR Option 2 route from the N20 to
Kilmaclenine Cross

8. Vodafone RFI No 13

9 RFI No 9.2 Derelict Houses.

10 Rathcoole Air Ambulance

11. TII response to Planning application 4th September 2024

12. Local Wells

Donal and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission
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Point 1.No Opportunity given to the Community to respond to the R.F.I response
by the Developers submitted on 28th March 2025

On 28th March 2025 Tullacondra Green Energy sent in their response to the 24 RFI’S
requested by Cork County Council on October 3’d 2024.
Once the information went up online a date for submissions from the general public
was entered for May 1“ 2025. However 24 hours later this date was removed from
the web-site. Cork County Council did write to Public Bodies involved that the
Further Information reply from the developers were online to view and comment on.

A Chara,

Further to our previous notification in connection with the above application
I wish to advise that further information was received on 28/03/2025•

Submissions made to this department will be taken into consideration by

the Planning nuthority'
Please note all documentation is available to view on our on-line Planning

System at https://planning'corkcoco'ie/ePlan/SearchTypes” '

The opportunity to respond to the Developers Further Information response was
taken from the general public.
In removing the submission date for the general public we as a community living in
the surrounding area of the proposed development and GCR were deprived of the
right to make an observation on the information given. We could not make any
submissions or submit specialists reports or other relevant information at this stage.
If we had been allowed to do so the outcome of the decision may have been very
different at Council level. This amounts to a definite prejudice against the whole

community and public in general. Instead we must now take our appeal to An Bord
Pleanala

planning_corkcoco.ie = C)

t)q•(.l•slt)it Al ) bP ,BI

Plamning ApplicatIon: 245503 (Cork Courety CouncII )

File
Number :

Application
Type:
Received
Date:

245503

} > F_ R MISSION Planr8lrrg
Stat UB:
DecIsion
Due Date:
Invalidated
Date:

N t_ W

Ar )F)LI(; Al- ION
??/o 5/?o 2509/OB/?t]24

Validated
Date:

1 6/OB/2P074

Further Info
Reque=ted :

Further Info
Received :

Withdrawn
Date:

Extend Date:

Decision
Type:
Leave to
Appeal :

Commenced
Date :

Deci=ion
Date:
Appeal Date-

SUbmIBBlons
By :

01/05/202 5
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Point No 2: OTTERS

2.1 Developers response to RFI no 3 re Otters

With rc881d io Appt\tpri#Ie Assessment, to InFormation has Inn sutxniHed in relation to

otter acti\diy in the vxinily of the propud HDD opaations UNkr the South

C&hctdu88rn grunt and. lhertfon. no asscssncnt or potentIal lmpocts IO otters have

bear Fmvirkd. As such. an amavlcd NIS. which InclUdes $n wsuHrncnt of all xwrccs of

lxwennil dlsturtnnce nlalod lmlncts IO qualifying interest qxcia {1.e. otter) is rcquiraI.

The Developers sent in a response to the above RFI. No 3
They stated that a dedicated otter survey was carried out on 31“ January 2025 by
ecologist Alex Johns and Calum Mc Sorley.

On the 24/25th January 2025 Storm Eowyn crossed Ireland leaving a trail of flooding
and fallen trees and general destruction in its wake.
The owners of the land where the South Caherduggan stream flows parallel to the
N72 have confirmed that after all storms the stream floods into the field beside the

stream, however on this occasion the water came halfway up the field. This flood
took several days to subside to normal river flow.

The ecologists report from the Developers states that “ No otter field signs Spraints,
holts, couches footprints etc " were recorded during the survey which covered a
300m section of the Caherduggan South stream , both upstream and down stream of
the proposed HDD crossing point. They also stated “that otters are known in the
wider area’

Other ecologists have explained that this is because of the storm and the subsequent
flooding of the stream and surrounding area. . All possible evidence of otters would
have been washed away with (a) the flood and (2) the water subsidingafter the
storm..The report did state “that the stream itself is suitable for otters in terms of
connectivity and potential foraging." (5.3.2 Ex-Situ Ql Species RSK REPORT)

The RSK report 5.4.2.2 also states that “the potential for disturbance to Ql species is
low. The absence of otter from within 150m of the wind farm site was confirmed
during baseline surveys and from the Caherduggan South Stream during
supplementary surveys in response to RFI.”
These findings even if taken into account cannot confirm the absence of otters in
either or both locations and especially in the South Caherduggan Stream due to the
timing of the otter survey

2.2 The Ballyclough /Finnow Stream

The Ballyclough/Finnow Stream is located beside the GCR option 1 on the L1205
Road Copstown Cross to Newtwopot House on the N20.
RSK on behalf of the developers have stated that no otters were present within
150m of the Grid Connection Route. “Based on the above review of scientific

literature, on baseline data that confirmed the absence of otter within 150 metres of

Donal and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission 4
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the wind farm site and GCR.” (page 66 Natura Impact Statement reply to the Further

information request)
I cannot find any evidence in the EIAR report of otter surveys conducted on the
Ballyclough/Finnow stream. .
Residents who live in the vicinity of this stream have commented on seeing otters
playing in the stream. During the last heavy snow fall in January they were seen
playing in the snow. The RSK report states that

The EIAR states that “Grid Connection Option 1 runs close (10metres) to Ballydough
Stream 010 which runs directly to the Blackwater river."
The NPWS 2007 states “10m terrestrial buffer along shorelines and river banks
identified as critical for otters” must be maintained. This buffer will not be

maintained should the Grid Connection cable be layed on this route beside the
stream .

PoInt 3. Developers response to RFI no 4.5 Japenese Knotweed

Japenese knotweed was identified in 2 locations on the proposed site and on 2
locations on the proposed TDR Option 1 /GCR Option 2 (Fig 3.1)in the EIAR and TDR
Option 2. (2.3.1 Habitat Management Plan Volume111 Biodiversity)

RSK in their reply have written a management plan for removing the Japenese
Knotweed present on the proposed site. “ Decornmissioning and Restoration Plan”

Management or mitigation measures of the above species on TDR Option 1 /GCR
Option 2 routes to the proposed site are not addressed in the EIAR report However
scrub removal at certain points on the turbine delivery route where the Japenese
Knot weed is present is proposed
A. On the Boherash N20 turn off to the L5523 states that
“Vegetation to be cleared to allow vehicle to traverse new temporary Hardcore
Area

B. Option 2 Node 7 Turn off from N20 under an existing railway Bridge onto the
L1200." Temporary Hard core surface"

Other invasive species such as Giant Hogwood, Himalayan Balsam, Giant Rhubarb
were also identified during the Habitat Survey.

Without proper rnitigation measures and proper controls in place to remove the
Japenese knoweed at these 2 locations Construction and removal of any scrub or
ground surface may lead to the further spread of these invasive species.. This has the
potential to have a significant adverse effect at local level and could affect habitats
as well as farm within the adjacent area. The removal of the Knot weed without
control which typically takes three years will especially effect local tillage lands which
are adjoining the area where the knotweed is present as these lands are cultivated
for crops annually.

Donat and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission 5
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Figure 3.1 Japanese Knotweed at L5523 Boherash Cross
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Point 4.. Points of Refusal of Cork County Council on May19d’May2025.

Planning Application: 25/142
Applicant: Gortloughra Wind Farm Limited

On May 19th 2025 Cork County Council refused planning permission
For the erection of 8 Turbines in the above application.
One of the reasons for refusing planning was that the area was of high biodiversity
value due to its peat land nature
The following points were also used in the Senior executive Planners Report in
refusing permission and all could be attributed to the application by Tullacondra
Green Energy

4.1
4.2
4.3

Collision risks of Kestral not acceptable
Nocturnal Surveys were not submitted as requested
Proposals for 8 Turbines rising 175 metres in height is significant in the context
of the site location would have a significant visual impact on some area of this
highly scenic area of West Cork
Photomontages- Proposal visible from a large number of locations

The subject site is located in an area of the County where wind energy
proposals are “Open to Consideration”, as designated in the Cork County
Development Plan 2022.
'Open to Consideration’ comprises almost 50% of the County area and
within these areas there may be locations that may have potential for wind farm
developments but there are also some environmental issues to be considered,

4.4
4.5

Donal and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission 6
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4.6 The EIAR sets out that there are 52 no. dwellings within a 2 km radius of the
site, comprising one off houses and farm holdings

“In total there are 74 residential properties occupied within the 2 km radius
surrounding the Proposed Development and 15 of these residential properties are
occupied within the 1 km radius”.
4.6.1 Tullacondra Green Energy application has 157 inhabited house within 2km 87
of these “sensitive receptors" within 1500m will be greatly effected by the shadow
flicker from the turbines.

4.7 There are 10 recorded monuments within the site.
4.7.1 There are several recorded historical structures within the site of Tullacondra

Green Energy Development. There are 54 monuments located within lkm of the
Wind site Boundary.

4.8 57 submissions were made by the public.
4.8.1. 247 submissions were made by the local community in Ballyclough /Lisgriffin
and surrounding area objecting to the Tullacondra Green Energy application

Taking the above similarities of findings in both planning applications into account, it
is hard to understand how 2 different outcomes were decided on by the Ccouncil.
The fact that the Tullacondra Green Energy application received 240+ submissions

with over double the homes with in a 2km radius begs to ask if this application
deserved more attention and consideration by the planners before coming to a
decision to allow planning.

Point 5 Omissions and errors in the Archaeology report Main Report- 4 And
Volume 111 Part 8

5-A..A very in-depth Archaeology report was submitted in the EIAR Volume 111
Chapter 15 Archaeology and Cultural Heritage and in the Main Report -4.

The EIAR report states that there are no UNESCO, National monuments or protected
sites within the site or within lkm of the site.

The report states that “fifty four monuments are located within lkm of the site
boundary" it is apparent from this number of monuments that this area has a very
rich history from early medieval times. The County of Cork record of National
Monuments have approximately 300 recorded structures and monuments in section
“24“ of their map . This section of the map covers the area that is within the
proposed site and surrounding areas that may be affected by this development.

The report states that there are twO monuments of Neolitic period within the lkm
radius. The report then states that there are 21 Protected Structures within 5km of the
wind farm site boundary .. The nearest of these is Kilmaclenine Castle (9), which is
located just over 1 km to the east of the wind farm site and is described as an
Anglo-Norman masonry castle
The other 21 Protected Structures within 5km of the wind farm site are located over
1.5km from the wind farm site boundary

Fig 5.1 Shows the map of protected structures within 5km of the proposed site
boundary presented in the EIAR

Donal and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission 7
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Fig5.1 protected structures within 5km of the pro_posed site EIAR report
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This map is not correct.. It excludes a Megalithic tomb (C0024-05602) of which no
mention is made of any where in any archaeological report in the EIAR or in the RFI
reply by the Archeologist.
This megalithic Tomb is located less than 2km from the proposed development. It is
located approx 250 meters from the proposed Turbine Haul Route and Grid
Connection route Option 2.
The Tomb dates back to C2000 BC and has not been mentioned in the RSK report
15.6.11 Prehistoric Period or in any section of the report

Fig 5.4 further on in this application shows the approximate location of the Wedge
Tomb

Fig 5..2 Location of Megalithic Tomb. Kilmaclenine
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Figure 5.2 shows the presence of the megalithic tomb (C024-05602) as well as the

Ringfort (C0024-099) which hugs the proposed access road for proposed TDR haul
route to the site. Sites and Monumnets Record map 1928

This megalithic Tomb is closely associated with the castle, house and moat at
kilmaclenine. It is also associated with what is known as the “ city field” where a
settlement lived in C1200-C 1600 This field bounds the area where the Tomb and

cairns lie. There was a passage from the cairns and tomb to the next field and to the
settlement within the field.

Fig 5.3 gives a general short history of the Wedge tomb This history was compiled
locally for tourists and historians who visited the tomb regularly.

Fig 5.3

bt’edge Tt>mb dI Killnclclertinc
West to East. It is I.SO m wide and 8tK>ut 1 70
m high at the west and is 1 .40 m wide and
about 1.40 m high at the east

I otJu}

I tx8tion
WM remains today of the once proud
sIIucture is the empty burial ctumber, the
large stone edifice with Its entrance StOtT
m15slng. and the man) mounds of earth that
surround the \\edge tomb itself

The wedge tomb located at Kilm&clcnlne itn
the lands of t)on81 and Sheila Ciayer date
luck to approxilnalely 2000BC it is situaL\I
on 8entty rolling p8stun:land, about 4km
southwest of Buttcvant. mid way tntwca1
Mallow and I.iscarroll. It stands ul a low
rIdge oveTltK)ked. at the North East by the
Bail,yhour8 MounuIinsT Westward from the
site the grounds faII to a small alallow valleY
beyond :which are kilmaclcninc church and
CutIe. Several large mounds of earth or
caims surround the wage tomb Itself. This
feature is considered untlstnl for wedge
tunbs and may tn a secondary feature to the
tomb.

I II\ItII')

Here lies the burial place of a chieftain who
lived in the district long before the dawn of
Christianity. OriBin8lly a larpt stone c8pWJ
four very l;rge landing stones, and a small
mound of stones and earth covered the entire
stmtur,r TIle area around arxl including the
wage tomb is locally known IS 'The
Cutho8e'. Tbc monument nus intact UP until
1 837whcn it was first OFnncd. Rev. 'lllomas
Olden. in an account published in 1881.
records a loal uulition of the mound having
been OFrud at this time and notes that 'a
skclcgon wah a sword by its side and some
beads,' was found in the chamber. Tltcsc finds
are saId to have since disapKatcd Whltc
( 1 913 ) quotes an account of the monument bY
a Dr. c8ulneld which states that some 60
years earIIer 'a f8rrrnr then in Wssesslon of
ihe ground. observed what seemed to him &q
a llmcstonc quarqv+ however what he found
apm opening utd digging the area was the
uc:dBe tomb and surTOundinB cairns. A few
fraglnenb of bones. a bronze sword and a
bc;d or amulct' \vere found in the chamber
itself. Arthur Jones. a Doncraile llistorian
stated that the hill of a sword with a runnlnB
ball on it wu recovered at that stage
llc)wcvcr there is no record of these today.

I oILlorc

Vcttnl history has relayed that a high klng of
important= i; buried in the chamber. Lcx:als
caf him 'Turgcisis' . nIe huge states that
make up the chamber UC suplx3scd IO have
ben brought to the area from a great djg8ncc
by four womur in their aprons.

I)imcn\II)nb

The top cages of both side stones sloW
downwards from the wea to the east. 1-he
stone at the north is 3.OO m long 35 m. thick
and I .gO m in mnximurn helght- Ttlc upWsiIC
slde stone i\ 3.20 m long. 25 m thick and 1.85
m in maximum height Tbc back stone leans
Inward. It is I.JO m long. .45 m thick and
1.62 m in height. The roof stone rest on both
side stones but not on the tuck stone. It
measures 3.10 m long and 2.15 nt wide and 15
3D m thick. Tbc chamber. which is 2.20 m

long+ decreases in hcidrt and width from

(photo by Col.Grove White.
June 1906)

Megalithic Tombs

We are attaching a letter to the back of this application sent to the previous owner
of the farm on June 15th 1967. This letter was sent from Etienne Ryan of the
National Museum of Ireland regarding the preservation of the tomb.
The letter states “If it is a Passage Grave type of tomb, then it is doubly interesting as
being probably the most important southern example of its type known in Ireland"

Donal and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission 9
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Fig 5.4 Shows the approximate location of the Megalithic tomb and Cairns in the
EIAR report map.
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By omitting this structure in the EIAR assessment report there can be no guarantee
that the structure itself or the surrounding area will not t be impacted by the
drilling,construction and traffic associated with the commissioning of the site and
the Turbine deliveries and the Grid Connection operations.
Fig 5.5 Shows the list of protected structures within the 5km of the site as per the
EIAR excluding the megalithic tomb. However the listed locations of some of these
protected structures are incorrect

Fig 5.5
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5-B in the Environmental Impact Assessment Report: Chapter 15: Archaeology and
Cultural Heritage The road adjacent to the Ringfort (128) in Knocknavadree has been
named as the L1333. This is incorrect.The Ringfort (128) is located on the L5523.
The L1333 is situated near Buttevant. This mistake may have mislead other
persons reading the EIAR and left them believing that the Ring-fort is not located
near any of the proposed development or associated works prompting them to
make a different assessment of the report.

The EIAR report states that “ the other two monuments are Knockaunavaddre

Rin9fort; (728) and a redundant record (129)' in November 2023, the

NMS introduced a new category of buffer called a SMR Zone around rin9fort

(128)' IIlis extends into the LT333 public road and in the land to the

south of the L7333 public road at this location”
The 2 Road numbers marked in red highlight the mistake in the EIAR.

6.0 Yellow Hammer

Our dwelling house is just on the 2km line from the proposed site for development.
Since the beginning of May we have several birds in our garden. A new arrival this
year has been 2 yellow Hammers which we haven't seen for many years in this area.
These birds are on the Red List of protected species. Birds such as these need to be
protected. Other sightings of them have occurred 700 meters from the turbines
4.7.6.2

Fig 6.1 Summary of the Yellow Hammer on RSK report of EAIR assessment
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Point 7 Turbine Delivery Route Option 1 and GCR Option 2 route from the N20

In total 11525 two way movements are predicted during construction of the turbines
and the Grid Connection Route. During peak construction there is anticipated to be
54 daily trips on average generated by the development on the L5523
RFI no 16 “requested a detailed analysis of the potential delivery route from the
N20 via L5523-18and L 5523-0 to Kilmaclenine Junction" with consent obtained from

the various Landowners as necessary where any works that may be required to
make improvement to the road to allow deliveries"
The Developers replied in 16.2 “that landowners consent was not necessary to allow
deliveries on this route.

We live on the L5523 Boherash to Kilmaclenine road. The Gayer Family has lived here
for nearly 2 centuries. 2 route options were given at the planning stage for the
Turbine Delivery route. Option 1 has been shown in the RFI response as the
proposed Haul Route Fig 7.1 Shows the “Proposed Haul Route"

Fig 7.1
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There are 4 NIAH structures located on TDR Option 1. One of those is a historic

bridge(35) on the L5523 See Fig 7.3 and 7.4. This Bridge is known as Grange Bridge.
There are 14 monuments recorded along this route. No 128 is a Ringfort on the
L5523 The location of this ringfort (128 NMS 2023) was shown earlier in fig5.2.
Both these structures are shown as pinch points on the maps Fig 7.2 and 7.5.

The EIAR Main Report - Chapter 15 stated that “any off-road accommodating works

required on this section of the TDR option 1 between the junction of the N20 and
the L5523 at Boherash cross and the wind farm site have the potential to directly
effect Knockaunavadree ringfort (128) and the Bridge (35). Without mitigation, the
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magnitude of this effect could range from no change to high and the significance of
this effect on these heritage sites could range from neutral to profound adverse”
Bfa consulting in their -Conclusions and recommendations for the Haul Routes
recommended several criteria to be in place prior to the delivery of the first Turbine
component.
No 2 on these recommendations stated “that Landowner agreements are in place for
locations identified as requiring third party lands."
In 2023 2 employees from Tullacondra Green Energy called to our home and showed
us a map where by they would enter our lands on the first bend in the road before
the ring-fort and exit our land by knocking a stone wall entrance. They were not
aware of the ring-fort in the proposed field. For several reasons we declined to
progress the conversation with them.
Since then the application for planning states that no third party land take will
happen at these bends. Instead the comment is “Public road widened to meet
minimum requirements of the Turbine manufacturer.”

This is a report from an engineer who surveyed the bends on the L5523 June 2025

Tullacondra Wind Farm llth June 2025

Observation on the Turbine Delivery Route Assessment Report

1. Two sharp bends exist on the L5523 at Grange East -W605571, E552048, Node 12
in the turbine Delivery Route Assessment report (Page 19). Only one of these, to
the East has been subjected to a swept Path Analysis.

2 Comment# 1 indicates that tree/hedge trimming will be reqquired to avoid clashes
with delivery vehicles.
It is noted that the eastern bend is heavily foliated with trees. Trimming of these
trees to the extent required is likely to be significant with the attendant risk the the
trees will not survive. In addition, if the trees do survive, they will be subjected to
further trimming if repairs to the wind Farm structure arise during the lifetime of
the wind-farm. In both scenarios, the trimmed trees will present an unbalanced
and discordant long term appearance in an otherwise undisturbed landscape.

3. Comment#3 indicates that the public road is to be widened to meet requirements
of the turbine manufacturer.(Fig 7.5)
There is inadequate width within the confines of the roadside boundaries to
facilitate road widening.

4 The second sharp bend, appearing on the Node 12 map has not been subjected to a
swept path analysis when it is clear it should have been so subjected. It is noted
that a ring-fort is located in Corbets Turn field immediately north of this second
bend. The landowners will not give consent to the encroachment onto the land for
road widening purposes.

The El AR states that the potential effect will be “no Change/Neutral if ground works
take place outside the buffer zone of the Ringfort. As per fig 5.2 The Ringfort and its
buffer zone transverses the road to cover both sides of the road. There is no

Donal and Sheila Gayer Appeal Submission 13
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accommodation for HGVs to accommodate turbine delivery or other abnormal loads
on this route.

There are several Pinch Nodes on The Turbine Delivery router Option 1.
How to manoeuvre big loads around these nodes is well documented and shown on
maps in the areas of concern using different colours for
1. Wheel path
2. Delivery Vehicle Blade Oversail
3. Delivery Vehicle Blade oversail
4. Existing Watercourses
5. Temporary Hardcore surfaces
6. Existing edge of pavement.

In TDR Option 1 Node 10 (Fig 7.1)A swept path analysis is visually shown on the map,
taking out vegetation and laying of hardcore ( this node is one of the 2 areas outside
of the proposed site where Japenese Knotweed((fig 3.1) is present )

Fig 7.1 Node 10 TDR Option 1
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Node 11- covers the route over Grange Bridge a historical bridge. Fig 7.2
A. I. Bridges inspection final report states “our assessment indicates that the
bridge is capable carrying the loads exerted on it by standard roadworthy vehicles
provided axle-lift off does not occur.”
They have stated that “this will not happen due to the flat vertical alignment of the
road over the bridge." Figures 7.3 and 7.4 are photos taken of the same bridge
looking east and west

Fig 7.2 Grange Bridge
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Fig 7.3 Grange Bridge looking East.
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Fig 7.4 Grange Bridge looking West
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Node 12. Grange East show the bend of the road where the ring-fort in
Knocknavadree is located(128) Fig 7.5
Node 12 diagram shows a lorry going around a 90 degree bend and then navigates
the outer perimeter of the ringfort C0024-99 (128) Fig 5.2
Comment #3 states “public road to be widened to meet minimum requirements of
the Turbine manufacturer”

Fig 7.5 Grange East.
Tullact)rrdta Green EnergY Prc)jcct
Turbine DeliverT Route Assessment Rcrxlrt
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As per the engineers report if you compare the swept path analysis of this node and
the other previous nodes you will notice that the swept path analysis in this diagram
is not complete as it only shows an analysis for the first 90 degree bend and not for
the bend that makes up the outer perimeter of the Ring fort (128).
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We own the land at either side of the road where this ring fort is situated. There is
no possibility of widening this road with out third party land take.
A. The assumption in the plans that access will be granted and modifications made
to our land's for turbine haul route access are inaccurate.
B. Permission will not be granted by the landowner to interfere with their property.
The landowner also refuses permission forTullaconfdra Green energy or companies
working on their behalf to
A. enter these private lands,
B. cut or remove any of the roadside hedging
C. hoist anything over the property.

There are a number of court cases establishing the principle that the owner of the
land beside a public road or river “owns the soil to the middle part of the road or

river unless the soil has been acquired by the local authority 7he Kings man Law

High Court cases Dromada Wind Farm (R.O.I) Limited v Denis Cremin and in a
previous case -Ms Justice Bakers judgement in Daly V Kilronan Wind Farm Limited
(May 2017)-ruled in favour of the landowner. Justice Baker also said ."Thus, prima
facie, there was trespass, and the road opening licence did not of itself amount to
authorization or permission to enter upon private land" The Kingsman Law applies in
this instance regarding the Turbine delivery route on our local road. We own the
lands at both sides of the road at the Ring-fort and the road going both east and
west of same.

As a full swept path analysis has not been completed (1 of 2 node drawing where the

swept path analysis has not been fully shown on both turbine delivery routes) one
can come to the conclusion that the possibility of being able to bring any Turbine or
part-of on this route is remote.

Node 13 (Fig 7.6) shows the proposed turbine route around the bends after the
Ringfort. Hardcore surface is proposed here to allow delivery of the loads. These
bends are on the perimeter of the “city field” where a settlement lived circa1200 to
circa 1600.This village and nearby settlements were flourishing in the 1400’s. Earlier
maps show the present of a well in the field (Fig 7.7). Many historical items may be
found here if the area is dug up to make a hard core surface.. A full Swept path
analysis has not been completed in this diagram (2 of 2)

Fig 7.7showing location of well in the “city Field" beside the L5523
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Fig 7.7 Node 13 TDR Option 1

There are several issues relating to the Turbine delivery route Option 1. We have
only covered 1.5 miles of the proposed route and have shown the issues on this rural
road. While planning is not required for the haul routes they must be shown in the
application and therefore must be taken into account when planning is being
considered by the relevant parties. If access to a proposed site is an issue then it
must reflect in the planning decisions. Others possible access routes to the site
were considered and shown in the EIAR report and deemed unsuitable.

Option 2 for Haul route access is using the N20 and passing under the railway
bridge to the L1200. This haul route option also involves third party land take which
permission has not been given..
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Point 8. Vodafone RFI No 13

A. I Bridges submitted a full mitigation report to correct any interruption to the
Vodafone service over the site. Pg 307-347 of the Response to the RFI request.

The developers did not address any mitigation measures to prevent issues with
Saorview reception- The National Digital Terrestrial Television Service in Ireland.The

height of the proposed development site with the addition of the 175 metre turbine
tip height will have potential to interfere with the Saorview path which gives service
to all the Televisions in the Buttevant/Doneraile area. Lack of mitigation and the
potential issues regarding the saorview reception is covered further in the
community appeal.

Point. 9 Reference RFI No 9.2

A map showing derelict or uninhabited houses within 2km of the proposed wind
farm has been submitted with the community appeal.. These houses are shown on
the same map used by the developers to show the houses within 2 km. Several
house by the fact they are not inhabited or are in a derelict state were omitted from
the EIAR map.

Some of these houses are within 450 metres of the nearest turbines. In the response
to the request for Further Information the developers have included H17 However
H17 is an occupied Dwelling and may be misleading . This house is in a farm yard 400
approx from the nearest turbine on the same land as house 17. The owners have
been given a post code and have plans drawn up to develop this house. Ther have 2
young children. If the proposed development goes ahead the impact from noise
and flicker will be huge. The family will most likely be unable to live in this home
which is on their farm land. Recently a high court judge has ordered 3 turbines to be
shut down permanently in a case in Wexford that has been fought for 12 years over
noise. The company involved admitted to the noise nuisance.

Point 10. Air Ambulance

The North Cork Air Ambulance service is run by the HSE and operated from the base
at Rathcoole Airfield Mallow The Air Ambulance operates via VFR (visual flight rules)

This means it can only legally fly to 500 feet above ground level. As a result it cannot
fly over mountains and must use the valley flight paths.(Rathcoole-Twopothouse-
north toward Limerick or South toward Cork )flying the valleys. This helicopter can
do 160-180 miles per hour. The travel time between the air base and the proposed
site is approx 7 minutes as the distance is 17 km. If the proposed development goes
ahead the Air Ambulance flight path will be obstructed by the Turbine development.

Their legal flight height is 152m above sea level. The proposed turbines extend to
175m above ground level.. Submissions were send in by individuals and by Rathcoole
Air Base to Cork County Council last September. However these submission were not
considered in any of the Requests for Further Information by the Council.
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Having spoken to the General Manager Operation Support for the National
Ambulance Service HSE he was shocked and amazed that Cork County Council did
not make any.... to him in relation to this development. He informed me that the Air
Ambulance will not fly within 1000 meters of a turbine.
An emergency service like this cannot be discarded without consideration for the

consequences to peoples lives in the event that the operation is grounded.
The first Air Ambulance flight was in 2018 and the team now do 60 call-outs every
month approximately. So far this year the service has been tasked out to 295
incidences to the end of May.
While the IAA was contacted by Cork Council Council re the location of the proposed
site in relation to Cork airport RSK 11.4.2.4 EIAR Chapter 11 states “The constructed
Turbines could be considered an obstacle to low flying aircraft" The Air Ambulance
or the Emergency HSE services were not contacted for a reply or input into the effect
this proposal will have on the future of the Air Ambulance service in Rathcoole.

Point 11 RFI No 17 Transport Infastructure Ireland

You are ilw Kqucsled to take into acwn{ aR)’ comments raeivcd from the TII aId IrIsh

RaIl in relation to Itx haNd this png&t would have on !bir infn9nKlwe, or the imF${

ihis pmiwt WCIHid have on any futon pyM b€ingcurnntlyd€veli>Nd by !hex parties,

Transport Infrastructure Ireland in a letter to Cork County Council on Sept 24th 2024.
deemed the application “premature” pending the determination of the outcome of
the route for the N/M20 road Cork t Limerick

Point 12 Local Wells

Point 12 - local wells

The agricultural land surrounding both the turbine site and the grid connection route
is predominantly farmed for dairy, beef, and tillage. Many of the landowners in this
area have drilled private wells to secure a reliable supply of wholesome water for
livestock and other agricultural activities.

As previously noted, the Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) lacks
critical baseline data. Specifically, it fails to include a field-based survey of existing
domestic and agricultural wells, relying instead solely on desk-based analysis of the
GSI well database. This is a significant limitation, given the known gaps in the GSI
dataset. In addition, the EIAR does not establish key hydrogeological parameters
such as groundwater flow direction or groundwater depth–factors essential for
understanding potential risks to any wells during the construction phase.
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RSK, the consultancy involved in prepa-ring the EIAR, states that monitoring will take
place monthly during construction and for 12 months post-construction, with “any
mapped wells identified in HDD groundwater buffer zones (250m)” to be included.
However, this commitment does not address the fundamental issue that many wells
remain unmapped and unverified due to the lack of a proper on-site survey at the
planning stage.

Given the physical absence of well surveying and the failure to establish site-specific
hydrogeological conditions, the adequacy of the impact assessment is highly
questionable. These issues should have raised concerns during the preparation of
the planning application. A comprehensive study at this stage should have included a
door-to-door survey to identify and map all private wells surrounding both the
turbine site and the grid connection route.

While I have not yet completed such a survey myself, I am currently undertaking this

work, and early findings indicate that there are significantly more wells in the area
than initially anticipated, particularly along the grid connection corridor.

In light of the above, I respectfully request that An Bord Pleangla give due
consideration to these omissions, and ensure that further, site-specific

hydrogeological assessment is required before a final decision is made.

We ask on behalf of the local community and ourselves that you take all the above
points into consideration when making your decision on this Planning application

Donal and Sheila Gayer

[#T
D.,J
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An Roinn Oideachais.
TELEPHON£ NO. 65521
(Ae Jr reply to this corrlrrruaicati08
should be addressed to :

The Dinctor,
National Museum of ireland,
Kildare Streot,
Dublin 2.

atta tha following n%wbe7 quoted . .

. IA/.$9/6.7...)

ARD-MHOSAEM NA h-£IREANN
(National Museum of Ireland)

SRAID CHILL DARA
(XDdan Street)

BAILE ATH A CLIATH 2
(Dublin 2}

15th June , 1967,

RIchard C}ayer 9
Kiln&elea:he 9
Ba11ye:Lough 9
Ma:Llav9
,POe GQFk .

Esq , 9

Dear Mr, G&yer9

Although i have been excessively busy since noel;ing
you some time age9 1 hav© not forgotten that I promised–to
write to you about the &neient buiial-nowld whl&b is at the
bend of the roadway :Leading to your house , We are ! as I
explained ta you th©n9 very interested in preserving this
monument whIch may be the last remnants of a Fbs sagb Grave
or soma such tomb - only ©xcavatilan at $one future date9
perhaps not :In our life t;Imo I can settle t;b8 questIon of
its true natura, if it is a Passage Grave t;Ppe of tomb9
then it is doubly interestIng as being probab Ij the most
southern example of Its +;yp8 ku0%'n in Ireland and it
probably can be dated to between 300C> and 2000 before Christ

I

We ara very grateful to you, tberefore1 for agreeing
. to desist front fu,rt tIer dai&aging the site and on behalf
at all those :int©r9sted in the -past of Ire:Land and of
Co, Cork in p&rtleular9 1 would IIke to thank you for
so agreeing.

Yours sincerely$

-BITii{aa


