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Dear Sir/ Madam

We hereby provide observations on the above referenced files. This submission is being submitted re both files.
I am aware that numerous other submissions and reports are also being submitted by or on behalf of other
groups including, Eco Advocacy, Lorraine Quinn, and others, We adopt all of these other submissions as part of
our submission.

At the outset, it is considered that this application is premature pending the awaited updated guidelines for
utility scale wind instillations. It Is submitted that this is further premature pending a full national led SEA
assessment of utility scale wind instillations.

There are 42 pages in this submission inclusive of cover page and attached article.

Yours sincerely,

Aar s

Kieran Cummins

Enclosures: -
1. Irish Times Article of the 13" August 2025; Living Next Door To ... Ireland’s largest onshore wind farm



SUBMISSION re Planning File ref. no. PA09.322845 and VA09.322843

North Kildare Wind Farm Limited LTD / Statkraft
APPLICATION

1. The current proposals as stated on described on the An Coimisiun Pleandla website read as foilows: -

“i. Construction of 11 no. wind turbines, each with a rotor diameter of 133 m. 10 no. turbines
will have a hub height of 100.5 m and a tip height of 167 m; while one turbine (T1, closest

to the site entrance) wifl have a hub height of 81.4 m and a tip height of 147.9 m;

ii. Construction of permanent turbine foundations and crane pad hard standing areas and
associated drainage; ‘

iii. Construction/upgrade of 1. no. main site entrance (off local road L5025), and 1 no.
additional site entrance (off local road L50242);

iv. Construction of 1. No. temporary site entrance {off local road L5012} to accommedate the
delivery of large turbine components;

v. Use of 1 no. existing Coillte entrance (off local road L5012) for pedestrian/cyclist access

to an amenity trail;

vi. Construction of 9.67 km of new internal access tracks and associated drainage
infrastructure;

vii. Upgrading of 951 m of existing tracks and associated drainage infrastructure;

viii. Establishment of 2 no. temporary construction site compounds and associated ancilfary
infrastructure including parking; '

ix. Establishment of 1. No. temporary blade set down area;

x.Construction of drainage and sediment control systems;

xi. 3 no. Watercourse Crossings;

xii. Upgrade and extension to an existing recreation amenity traif and installation of signage,
picnic tables and bicycle stands;

xiii. Alf related site works and ancillary development including signage, berms, landscaping,
and soil excavation;

xiv. Forestry felling (both permanent and temporary) to facilitate construction and operation
xv. All associated underground electrical and communications cabling connecting the wind
turbines to the proposed Substation including the laying of underground cabling along the
local road 150242 which traverses the site.”

2. The height of the proposed turbines is stated to be 10 no. x 167 m & 1 no. x 147.9 m. This is unacceptable
and un-in-keeping with this area of the midlands.

3. Wind turbines deliver intermittent energy and have to be backed up by dispatchable sources of energy
such as gas, etc. Generations to come will no thank us for our wanton wastage of these resources and
leaving them with little or none.

4. The applicants attempt to justify the proposal on the basis that the country must meet renewable energy
targets. We take issue with the way this is presented. First and foremost the application is made by a
commercial company presumably in the expectation of exploiting the very favorable grant regime whish
is currently in place and also to at value to its capital investment. We have previously seen some
developments sold an when built. There is also none of the issues of being visually obtrusive.

5. We are disappointed to note that other forms of renewable energy such as Deep Bore Geothermal Energy
are not mentioned. We will be talking further about Deep Bore Geothermal Energy later in this
submission, but for now it suffices to state that we believe that Deep Bore Geothermal Energy is far more
efficient than Wind Energy, the later of which is currently heavily supported by grants which we believe is
the real purpose of the current spate of applications here and elsewhere. Curiously we were unable to
find ANY reference in the planning application to this form of energy!

6. Please note that we only had a very short timeframe of a few weeks to review the EIAR. Given the size,
volume and complexity of the documents presented, we are commenting from a very high level. Itis
manifestly unfair to expect a community to analyse such a volume of documents in such a short time



7.

frame. This compares with the years the applicants had to prepare such documents coupled with a very
large team of paid people. Notwithstanding, we make the below submissions based on a rather cursory
review of the EIAR and related documents presented by the applicants.

We have repeatedly asserted over the years that EIAR’s, which are prepared directly by a developer/
applicant are in our apinion unreliable and self-serving statements in support of their employer. We have
found this one to be particularly so in that respect and in our opinion to some extend glamorises an
operation that is anything but glamorous. What EfAR’s omit to state is also of concern. In this case for
example we were unable to find any reference infrasound or the sustainability of finite resources. In
summary we remind the statutory authorities of their duty of care to each individual, the wider
community and to the environment.

Grants: We are aware that there are significant grants available for the construction of wind turbines. We
believe that they are completely unsustainable without such grant aiding. We therefore submit that it is
unethical to use so large amounts of finite natural resources constructing machines, which would
otherwise be unviable. We also consider that the provision of grants to aid one form of renawable energy
over other forms of meritorious renewable energy gives an unfair advantage and artificially makes one
form of energy more attractive than another. We are mindful of the exclusion of Deep Bore Geothermal
energy in this context. Available evidence demonstrates that Deep Bore Geothermal energy is far more
sustainable than wind.

PROJECT SLICING {SALAMI SLICING)

9.

10.

11.

12,

13.

Project Slicing: We are also concerned that seeking permission for different wind farms in essentially the
same area constitutes project-slicing aka Salami slicing. There is significant EU case law on this issue.

This project involves two separate planning applications:

a. North Kildare Wind Farm PAD9.322845 and

b. North Kildare Substation VA09.322843,
Both are part of the one project. Both applications are similar except for a [ittle rewording in piaces. This
may be construed as project splitting, potentially undermining full public scrutiny. It is submitted that this
is not in compliance with the principal established in O Grianna & ors -v- An Bord Pleanala [2014 No.
2014 No.19 iR].

The development applied for in the current application is broken into two applications (Wind Farm and
Substation), even though both are part of one EIAR. This project involves two separate planning
applications {Wind Farm and Substation), despite being part of a single integrated development. This
must surely be construed as project splitting, which undermines public scrutiny. We question whether
this is designed to frustrate pubic participation?

It is submitted that this is disorderly development; especially bearing in mind the intermittent nature of
wind energy.

These applications are grossly unfair and unreasonabie on any community. Two simultaneous (but
separate) applications have to be assessed in a short space of time. This follows on form 2 earlier planning
applications on the same area. Article 6 the Aarhus Convention and of the EIA Directive require early,
informed, and effective public participation. Coming back 3 times with similar applications with very
similar proposed developments is unfair on a community. This demonstrates a total disregard to the
community some of whom wouid have lodged objections on both previous applications highlighting their
concerns. It is arguable that this new application is harassment of the local community. We also question
the timing of the applications; during the summer vacation period.



PRELIMINARY LEGAL MATTER — SUBSTITUTE CONSENT

14. We were unable to find any planning consent for the existing development which consists of peat
extraction on cut-away raised bog.

15. The case re Derrybrian wind farm should also be noted in this regard.

C-215/06: Commission v. Ireland: Failure of a Member State to fulfill obligations — No assessment of the
environmental effects of projects within the scope of Directive 85/337/EEC — Regularisation after the
event not permissible under EU law where E.LLA. and A.A. should have been prepared prior to
development. By failing to adopt all measures necessary to ensure that the development consents given
for and the execution of wind-farm developments and associated works at Derrybrien, County Galway
were preceded by an assessment with regard to their effects in accordance with Articles 5 to 10 of
Directive 85/337/EEC, Ireland has failed to comply with the obligations that it has under Articles 2, 4 and 5
to 10 of the said Directive 85/337/EEC.

An application was later made to An Bord Pleandla for substitute consent in an attempt to regularise the
issues at the Galway side, but this was ultimately declined and we understand that the wind turbines have
since been turned off and are awaiting removal.

Galway County Council

Substitute Consent Application

Bord Pleandla Case reference: SU07.30801%

Applicant: Gort Windfarms Limited

Lands at: Coppanagh, Slieveanore, Loughatorick North, Boleyneendorrish, Kilbeg, Toormacnevin,
Funshadaun, Derrybrien North, Derrybrien South, Bohaboy, Derrybrien West, Derrybrien East,
Derreennamucka, County Galway.

Decision: Application refused

Date signed: 04/02/2022

https://www.pleanala.ie/en-ie/case/308019

Cont/d.



Without prejudice to the above and to our view this application cannot be considered until the previous use
and the current planning issues have been determined, we now make the following observations on the

current application.

16. There was a myriad of ather issues, which, we submit this proposals shou!d be declined. Issues which we
feel this developments should be refused on include: -

mAT T Sm Mo o0 T

Adverse affect to Tourism and Amenity,
Adverse affect to local amenity and of peoples enjoyment of the area and of their private homes,
HEALTH AND SAFETY: Infrasound, etc
Landscape and Visual across a very wide area,
Biodiversity {in addition to bats),
Archaeology, Architectural and Cultural Heritage,
Landscape Character Assessment,
Various legal issues,
Drainage and wells,
Disruption to Utilities
Devaluation,
THE PROPOSAL is NOT SUSTAINABLE
i. STEEL,
ii. CONCRETE,
iii. ROADS,
iv. RARE EARTH METALS (MAGNETS in Machines, etc),
v. Human Rights issues regarding the sourcing of rare-earth metals such as Cobalt,
Neodymium, etc
vi. The FUEL (the amount of diesel required in the construction),
vii. Aggregates required for internal road network and foundations,
viii. Sporadic nature of wind power (intermittent energy},
ix. Spinning Reserve,
x. Efficiency of Wind Turbines,
xi. Dependant on Grants/ Subsidies for viability,
xii. RoCoF

m. Other Sources of Alternative Energy. Why isn’t Deep Bore Geothermal considered?

SOURCES OF AGGRIGATE

17. Where is the aggregate to come from?

Further to the above, sourcing such an enormous quantity of aggregate would pose enormous
challenges. Aggregate is a major constituent of concrete. Aggregate will also be required to
construct afl the hard standing areas and access roads. It is submitted that this is squandering of
national resources.

Much of the aggregate on the market currently is from unauthorized/ illegal developments.
Sources needs to be established with certainly.

The sighting of turbines should be in a situation where naturally occurring bedrock can be
utilised, obviating the need for the requirement of such vast amounts of concrete and aggregate.
Furthermore, in addition to aggregate, sand and gravel are also component constituents of
concrete. Through our experience and understanding of the guarry industry, we know that
supplies of sand and gravel are rapidly dwindling. It is therefore essential that such schemes be
situate on naturally occurring bedrock!



ESKERS

18.

Most of the sand and gravel requirements in Ireland come from Eskers laid down in the last Ice Age. Sadly
in the space of no more that about 2 generations, we have near exhausted all our reserves from these
eskers without any thought for future generations. The situation is so bad in the UK and China (to
mention but two other countries) that they have now resorted to dredging estuaries in an effort to get
sand. Being the principle constituent of concrete, to see so much buried under wind turbines which will
without any doubt become white elephants is utterly crazy.

HABITAT'S

19.

20.

21.

22

23,

24,

25.

Stability of Foundations: We raise concerns about possible adverse affects to the stability of foundations
as a result of the proposed excavations necessary to accommodate the proposed wind turbines. This is a
significant issue given the low-lying topography of the surrounding landscape. The removal of large parts
of the bog and replacement with hard surface will naturally mean that essential soakage area will be
removed. Also given the amount of road network required to service the development, it is submitted
that newly constructed roads comprising aggregate will largely be impermeable and thereby act asa
barrier to drainage. This is a cause of great concern for local residents. We therefore submit that the
proposed development is not in accordance with proper planning and sustainable development.

It is submitted that the excavations necessary to lay infrastructure i.e. haul routes and service roads
together with foundations will likely have an adverse affect on the hydrology of the area. It follows that
excavation the naurally occurring porous material and replacing it with hardcore will almost certainly give
rise to trapped bodies of water. The large foundations necessary to ground such {arge turbines may also
give rise to displacement of significant volumes of water.

Many of the residents also take issue with the amount of traffic that would be necessary to ship so much
excavated material out and ship in very significant quantities of aggregate together with the machinery
and component parts of the turbines themselves.

We must further caution about the removal of peat and interference with bog land. It is not as simple as
stating that a certain % of land will be taken up by the wind turbine equipment itself. Interference with a
bog may in itself effect the whole bog. We have seen what happened at the Derrybrian site in Galway,
were excavations were being conducted to facilitate a wind farm and which caused significant
subsidence. This later gave rise to a significant case brought against Ireland by the European commission.
We must therefare caution about interference in any way with bogland and the groundwater table.

It is appropriate to make a general observation on Atlantic Salmon at this point. We understand that over
the last 10 or so years, numbers of returning Atlantic Salmon have been massively dwindling. | had the
privilege of meting the late Eamon de Buitiéar in 2010 and this was the one issue that really concerned
him. He spoke at length about this. It is therefore submitted that the wider river catchment area be
scrutinised for records and evidence of Atlantic Salmon. We urge the utmost of caution about any
development which may in any way negatively impact on Atlantic Salmon.

Wind turbines affect bats in a number of different ways. Striking is perhaps the most commeon and most
obvious, but a lesser-known significant issues is that bats lungs may explode under pressure from the
turbines. This also causes significant fatalities. Accordingly we raise concerns about the compatibility of
the current proposals with flying bats.

Proximity to c.SAC and River Boyne and Blackwrer c.SAC {002299] and River Boyne and River Blackwater
SPA. Site Details. Site code. 004232, It will be further noted that the river Fear English are tributaries of
the River Boyne. This is very significant in the context of surrounding wildlife habitat.



SCALE of the current proposals

26. Itis considered helpful to demonstrate the scale of the proposals by reference by reference to the below

photograph.

This is in Bellacorrick, Co. Mayo

27. The above photograph shows wind turbines of 167 meters in height beside the small turbines of the 1992

ESB/ Bord na Mona development, situated in forestry on a flat landscape with hills in the distance on this
side of the development. The smaller turbines, were decommissioned and removed after the larger ones
had been built, are tiny in comparison. The naceite on the smaller turbine clearly demonstrates the
enormity of the scale of these 167-meter high turbines. It is worth noting that the 2006 guidelines were
drafted at a time when turbines were much smaller. Note that the current proposals are for turbines
some 200 meters in height; some 33 meters higher again.

28. It would appear that the proposed turbines would cause significant issues for aviators and airplanes. This

is hardly surprising as 200 meters translates into 656 feet. To put that in context, it is worth noting he

height of some of Irelands’ tall structures: -

* the very tall spire on Trim Roman Catholic church is 208 feet,

. Dublin’s liberty hal| with its 16 floors is 193 feet. The currant proposals amount to about 50-story
building (nearly half the height of the Empire Estate building in New York).

* Dublin’s spire is 122 meters or 396 feet.

Therefore the height of the proposed turbines is completely unacceptable in a rural landscape.

SHADOW FLICKER

29. We have read elsewhere in the EIAR that measures are proposed to limit shadow flicker. Qur information

VISUAL

from other parts of he country where such measures are installed is that they don’t work effectively.
Shadow flicker of any type is unacceptable, This supports our view that turbines should not be permitted
within 10 rotor diameters of any residence.

30. The proposed height of the turbines is extremely concerning. We were particularly concerned at the

31.

photomontage of the proposed turbines. Meath and Kildare are are well known heritage counties and its
views should be protected. Views which should be considered are those from The Royal Canal Way, Tara
Hill, Carbury Hill Complex, Newbury Hall, etc. It is clear that the height and number of turbines are very
problematic.

It is submitted that taller turbines will have an overbearing affect on the landscape. Furthermore, taller
turbines have a greater dominating effect on rural dwellings. To suggest that trees could screen
structures the equivalent of 50 stories in height is frankly ludicrous. Moreover, trees are often felled to
make way for turbines. It should also be borne in mind that the onset of Ash Dieback disease is
devastating the population of ash trees in the countryside.



TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATICN

32.

33.

34,

35.

Diesel — Particulate matter from diesel fueled trucks; This is considered to be carcinogenic and poses a
major health and safety risk to locai residents. There will be enormous volumes of diesel consumed both
by on-site machinery and by truck movements to and from the proposed development. In addition to the
health issues associated with NO2 particulates, there are also significant greenhouse gas emissicons.

Air Pollution: Particulate Matter [P.M.]. Diesel particulate matter {DPM), sometimes also called diesel
exhaust particles (DEP), is the particulate component of diesel exhaust, which includes diesel soot and
aerosols such as ash particulates, metallic abrasion particles, sulfates, and silicates. 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 nanometers, also known as uftrafine particles {UFP} or PMO.1.
Exposure to diesel exhaust and diesel particulate matter (DPM) is 2 known occupaticnal hazard to
truckers, railroad workers, and miners using diesel-powered equipment.

In 2012, the World Heaith Organization (WHQ) declared the emissions from diesel combustion to be
carcinogenic. The WHO also released data showing that more than 7 million deaths are caused by indoor
and outdoor air pollution. The black smoke from diesel engines is a part of outdoor air pollution
contributed by buses and trucks. A study by a team of international scientists in 2013 noted that diesel
smoke consists primarily of black carbon, which has a strong global warming impact on the climate; nearly
3,300 time more than that of carbon dioxide over a 20-year time period.

[http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/store/10.1002/jgrd.50171/asset/jgrd50171.pdf |

We were unable to find an analysis of the quantities of diesel fuel (fossil fuel} required together with the
environmental and health affects of this. In this regard, we ask the planning authority to conduct a full
analysis of these issues. The irony of using so much fossil fuel together with significant quantities of rare
earth metals and finite resources to construct an energy source, which is intermittent at best, is not lost
on us,

CUMULATIVE EFFECT

36.

37.

38.

The cumulative affect of other wind farms in the area shaould also be considered. In this regard we note
the recent grant of planning consent of to the adjoining area of Bracklin {an area that also features in the
current application). The one which was recently granted consists of a Wind Farm Development including
9 turbines and all associated works. Specifically we refer to: -

a. Cloncant; Edenderry

b. Yellow River

¢. Mount Lucas

With regard to Counties Meath, Westmeath, Kildare, Laois and Offaly, please clarify what other wind
farm applications are: -
i. appliedfor?
il. granted?
ili. commenced ? and
iv. in operation ?

We raise concerns at the manor in which planning consent for wind turbines is being sought. Other wind
farms in north Kildare should not have been considered in Isolation to all of the others and is evidence of
poor strategic planning on the part of the statutory authorities. This is essentially project splitting often
referred to at the salami principal. The current application should be examined in conjunction with
others within a radius of c.30km.



HEALTH AND SAFETY

39.

40,

41,

42,

There have been many newspaper reports about the safety of industrial wind turbines and indeed there
is much available evidence of fires and accidents which can be easily sourced on the internet. We invite

the planning authority to see for itself just how unsafe industrial wind turbines can be. The information

may be assessed at: http://www.caithnesswindfarms.co.uk/fullaccidents.pdf

Infrasound: Moreover, there is significant evidence from outside of Ireland that Infrasound is an issue for
people who live very close to wind turbines. Dr Mariana Alves-Pereira of Portugal has written and talked
extensively on this issue. Further evidence is also available from Bruce Rapley, Huub Bakker and Rachel
Summers. Curiously we were unable to find any reference in the EIAR to ‘Infrasound’.

The bog has been dried out over the period of its working life. There have been fires at the bog over the
past decades. Post its former use of peat harvesting, non rewetting on turbine sites leading to dry and
drained bogs with high growth of highly combustible dry material such as heather scrub. Heather grows
taller and more dense in dry bog than it does in wet bog naturally. Consequently, if Bord na Mona/
Powergen are the custodians and operators of this wind-farm, one must inquire as to who is responsible
for future fire incidents and how are neighboring properties protected against this expanded and
increased risk ? Moreover, if the bog is already historically susceptible to fires in its current state so this
proposal must now consider this potential extreme hazard capacity on local dwelling/property holders
and the heaith of the people that live within proximity to this bog if a fire broke out through the
inhalation of smoke pollutants. Furthermore, fires on a bog would also pose a risk for the turbines
themselves. All the available evidence would lead us to the conclusion that a rewetting of the bog (or
large parts of it} would be the more sustainable option and aiso provide a valuable carbon sink,

Have all related health and safety issues been reviewed? This should include lightening strikes, storm
damage, glare, etc. Are there batteries to be installed? We understand that transformers are often
colossal and often weigh up to 70 tons and more. Is the local fire services equipped to deal with fires at
the proposed instillation? Please establish risks associated with the following hazards: -

a. Hazard 1. Shock or electrocution from energized conductors

b. Hazard 2. Arc faults that spark fires

c. Hazard 3. Arc flash leading to explosions

AVIATION

43,

Please consider safety issues for airfields having regard to the proposed turbines.

TOURISM AND AMENITY

44,

45.

A landscape blighted with wind turbines is unattractive to tourists. The proposed height of the turbines in
the current application will make them all the more imposing. Parts of Scotland have suffered enormously
from inappropriate and indiscriminate sighting of wind turbines, which is having a significant negative
affect on their tourism industry. We do not wish to see Ireland follow in he same direction. When people
visit such beauty spots, they typically want to view an un-spoilt Ireland.

Industrial wind turbines are overbearing and adversely interfere with the landscape visually: this is clearly
contrary to Irelands touristic objectives, which have been driven in recent years by Irelands Ancient East
together with the Wild Atlantic Way. There is nothing ancient about industrial wind turbines. If tourists
wished to see industry, we are sure they would be visiting places such as the Ruhr valley in Germany and
such like. Giant industrial wind turbines are clearly incompatible with this objective.




DECOMMISSIONING

46.

47.

48.

Of concern is that the large concrete bases to support the turbines are to be left in situ following the end
of life and decommissioning of the proposed wind turbines. Such wanton destruction of the landscape is
utterly unacceptable.

Given the finite nature of sand and gravel which is required to construct the foundations for wind
turbines in the first place, it is completely unacceptable that they would be just left there following the
end of life of the turbines. We have elsewhere in this submission dealt with the finite nature of sand and
gravel, but to reiterate, foundations will have been made up of very large amounts of finite resources
including sand and gravel, the later of which come from eskers laid down in he last glaciation. Eskers are
rapidly disappearing through extremely aggressive quarrying (much of it unauthorised) to feed the
insatiable demand for developments such as wind turbines, which is in of itself; totally unsustainable.
Moreover it should be noted that large amounts of rebar will also have been buried in the foundations to
strengthen them.

Wind turbine blades cannot be easily disposed of. There is evidence from he United States of America
where these are cut up and land filled. This can hardly be described as beneficial to he environment. We
invite you to check cut the following link in this regard:
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2020-02-05/wind-turbine-blades-can-t-be-recycled-so-they-
re-piling-up-in-landfills

REFUSALS

49.

50.

51.

52,

it is considered helpful to examine refusals for similar instillations.

MEATH: PL 17.238669: Highpoint Communications Limited: Construction of a 30 metre high lattice
telecommunications/3G Broadband support structure, carrying 6 number panef antennas and 4 number
RT link dishes, with associated telecommunication cabinets and equipment located at ground fevel, all
enclosed in chainlink fencing and all associated works, plus new section of access track, all at Blackshade
Townland, Clonard, County Meath.

REFUSE permission. By comparison to the proposed turbines, the mast alluded to in the above was a
minnow. The site was also close to the Royal Canal and was refused ‘By virtue of its location adjacent to
the Royal Canal’

a. REASONS AND CONSIDERATIONS: By virtue of its location adjacent to the Royal Canal, the
proposed development would seriously injure the visual character and scenic amenities of the area
in general and the canal in particular. As such it would be contrary to the advice given at section
4.3 of the Guidelines for Planning Authorities on Telecommunications Antennae and Support
Structures issued by the Depatment of the Environment and Local Government in July 1996 that
care should be taken over sensitive landscapes, and policy HER 40 of the Meath County
Development Plan, 2007-2013 to protect and enhance the heritage and recreational potential of
the Royal Canal. The proposed development would, therefore, be contrary to the proper planning
and sustainable development of the area. [Emphasis added]

This single solitary mast equated to a mere 98.42’, The current proposals are for turbines of 200 meters
(656 feet). It follows that would cause a massive intrusion on the landscape and are therefore
unacceptable.

WESTMEATH: PL.237728; Galetech Energy Developments (GED Limited): Construction of 12 number wind
turbines of hub height 85 metres and rotor diameter 100 metres, with an overalf height not exceeding 135
metres...situate at Gaybrook Demesne, Mahonstown, Gibbonstown, Ballintlevy, Bellfield or
Brannockstown and Gallstown, Mullingar, County Westmeath.

NOTE: The lands re this planning file are situate very close to the lands re the current file.
REFUSE permission. The proposed windfarm was refused mainly on the basis of iandscape quality.



53.

a. REASONS AND CONSIDERATIONS: The site of the proposed windfarm development is located in
the vicinity of Lough Ennell, in an area of good quality, small scale landscape, containing the
remnants of 18/19th century demesnes of particular significance in terms of amenity, tourism and
heritage. The area also contains a large number of new houses. It is the policy of the planning
authority to assess any development proposals in areas of demesne landscape according to best
practice guidelines for historic landscapes. It is considered that insertion of @ windfarm into this
fandscape would constitute a dominant and obtrusive feature in the area, which would interfere
with the character of the landscape which it is necessary to preserve. Furthermore, having regard
to the statements in the current Westmeath County Development Plan 2008-2014, generally
advocating accommodation of windfarms in the extensive cut-over peatiand areas of the county
and also having regard to the sensitivities of the area and its environs, it is considered that the
proposed development, notwithstanding its location in an areda of “medium capacity” in the
Windfarm Capacity Map of the said Development Plan, would not be in accordance with the
overall development objectives of the current County Development Plan. The proposed
development would, therefore, be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development
of the area. [Emphasis added]

These turbines equated to 442.91’. Therefore, how did the current proposers consider that turbines of
some 607’ would somehow be acceptable?

MEATH: PL 17.203801: PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: Application by Thornton Waste in 2005: Provision of
circa 3.1 hectares of landfill area comprising parts of Phases 1 and 2 of an overall proposed landfill area
(25.4 hectares) and the diversion of the southern stream around the perimeter of the landfill area, six
metres wide road around landfill area, separate foul and surface water drainage networks, landscaping,
berming, screen planting, fencing, boundary treatment and all site development works on a 31.9 hectares
site at Boolykeagh, County Meath. These works comprise part of an overall proposed development of an
integrated waste management facility comprising a recycling centre and non-hazardous residual waste
landfill on a circa 82.5 hectares site at Calf Field, Ballynadrumny, County Kildare near Longwood, County
Meath. The overall development site comprises lands in County Meath and County Kildare as follows:
circa 31.9 hectares is located in the townland of Boolykeagh, County Meath and circa 50.6 hectares is
located in the townlands of Calf Field and Ballynakill in County Kildare. A separate planning application
has been lodged with Kildare County Council for the remaining components of the development, which
includes: (1) access to the site for all purposes shall be from a new access road on the R160 Regional Road
in County Kildare; (2} Phases 3 to 6 and the parts of Phases 1 and 2 of the landfill area in County Kildare,
comprising circa 22.3 hectares. {The overall landfill comprises approximately 25.4 hectares to be
development in six phases over 13 years at the rate of 220,000 tonnes per annum of residual non-
hazardous household, commercial, industrial and construction and demolition wastes); (3) the proposed
integrated waste management facility in the County Kildare section of the lands (50.6 hectares).

a. REFUSE permission: Having regard to the complex hydrological and hydrogeological conditions
obtaining on-site, to the limited investigation carried out of those conditions and hence to the
potentially inadequate mitigation impacts associated with the proposed development, it is
considered that the development site is unsuitable for a development of the nature and scale
proposed, having regard to the proximity of the site to the Boyne River, a designated Special Area
of Conservation and a source of water supply for the County of Meath. The proposed
development would, therefore, have a significant adverse effect on the conservation and
protection of the River Boyne, a Special Area of Conservation, would be prejudicial to public
health and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable development of the area.
[Emphasis added]

Note also the earlier grounds on which Meath County Council refused the Waste facility, which amongst
other issues, stated “by reason of its siting, context, scale, height and bulk ... would have a detrimental
impact on visual amenity, heritage, tourism, recreational and environmental values of designated areas of
visual quality identified in the Meath County Development Plan”.




54, MEATH: 22/552: 2023-02-21: OBTON — Application for solar farm on 124 Hectares at Hawkinstown,
Riverstown (ED Ardcath), Scatternagh, Balgeeth, Ardcath, Co. Meath. Application was refused by Meath
County Council in March 2023 by reason that: -

HER POL 52 of the Meath County Development Plan 2021 - 2027 sets out the policy to protect
and enhance the quality, character, and distinctiveness of the landscapes of the county in
accordance with the national policy and guidelines and the recommendations of the Landscape
Character Assessment to ensure that new development meets high standards of siting and

design. As set out in the applicable Landscape Character Assessment for County Meath (Appendix
5) and associated maps, the proposed development would be partially sited in Landscape
Character Assessment {LCA) 06 Central Lowlands, a landscape of High Landscape Character Value,
Moderate Sensitivity and is of Regional Landscape Importance and with a recommendation to
maintain the visual guality of the landscape by avoiding development that would adversely affect
short range views between drumlins and to have particular regard to the retention of high quality
landscapes on the tops of drumlins which are inter-visible with the Hills of Tara and Skryne in LCA
12. Based on the information submitted with the application, it is considered that, by reason of its
nature, scale, massing and location, the Planning Authority is not satisfied that the proposed
development sufficiently protects and enhances the quality, character, and distinctiveness of this
high landscape value. The proposed development would, therefore, be contrary to the above
referenced Development plan policy and would not be in accordance with the proper planning
and sustainable development of the area.

5S. KILDARE: PL 09.243523 [13/702] — PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: Erection of a guyed wind monitoring mast
with instruments up to 100 metres in height. The purpose of the proposed mast is to assess the suitability
of the company’s adjacent lands for wind farm development, all on lands at Timahece South Bog,
Coolcarrigan, County Kildare.

a. The proposed development by reason of negative impact which the mast would have on the air
navigahility of the area, would decrease the utility of the area for flight operations and training.
Furthermore, the proposed development would indirectly cause an increased risk of airspace
infringements, which would result in a risk to the safety of air traffic. It is considered that the
proposed development would endanger and interfere with the safety of aircraft and the safe and
efficient navigation thereof, and would, therefore, be contrary to the proper planning and
sustainable development of the area.

GRANTS/ SUBSIDIES

56. We are aware that there are significant grants available for the construction of wind turbines. We believe
that they are completely unsustainable without such grant aiding. We therefore submit that it is unethical
to use so much finite natural resources constructing machines, which wouid otherwise be unviable.

57. ltis also considered that the provision of grants to aid one form of renewable energy over other forms of
meritorious renewable energy gives an unfair advantage and artificially makes one form of energy more
attractive than another. We are mindful of the exclusion of Deep Bore Geothermal energy in this context.
Our research finds that Deep Bore Geothermal energy is far more sustainable than wind.

5&. The evidence available suggests that the wind industry have lobbied extensively to retain this subsidy
both in Ireland and in the UK. In our view grants to wind and solar instillations is misguided and short-
sighted in view of the many other more promising and sustainable energy sources. Chasing grants/
subsidies makes for very poor planning law and should have no place in any society.



EU and IRISH LAW

SEA DIRECTIVE

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

We further believe that this contrary to the SEA Directive (Strategic Environmental Assessment); which
provides that Programs / Plans / Projects should be conducted as a whole and not in isolation. The
current application is a project. It is considered that one cannot jump straight into projects without first
having conduced the two earlier stages in the process; i.e. Programmes and Plans.

In light of new information we have received; we inquire whether the applicants are embarking on
scoping for other Wind Farm Projects in and around the east and midlands regions of the country? It is
our belief that they are. In doing so, it is considered that they have completely ignored the requirements
of the SEA Directive with regard to plans and programmes.

The SEA Directive is to ensure that “plans & programmes® which are likel