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Dear Sir/Madam

My name is Rosaleen Parsons. I was born in the townland of Lissavalley and reared with my seven brothers
and four sisters by our parents Peter and Kathleen Greaney. We were a farming family and really enjoyed
our childhood. We were allowed to roam free and be ourselves. I left Lissavalley to work for some years but

my heart was always longing to return

I returned home, got married and have two wonderful childern. I wanted them to experience what I had

growing up, but now with these proposed Wind Turbines, I dread to think what impact this will have on them.

As my house is located just a few hundred metres from the proposed entrance to the Wind Farm, our lives
will be severely impacted. During the construction phase, our roads will be seriously damaged as I bring my
children to and from school and their activities. What was a peaceful countryside will be replaced by noise
and chaos. I do not want my children living in this type of an environment and I fear for their futures

forcefully request An CoimisiOn Pleanala to refuse planning permission to Cooloo Wind Farm and I am

objecting on the following grounds



Community Consultation and Engagement

The basis that the consultation was undertaken by Neoen and MKO for the Cooloo Wind Farm has failed to
meet the basic expectations of transparent and inclusive community engagement. It falls short of national

guidelines and the intent of An Bord Pleanala's Strategic Infrastructure Development process

Statutory notices were published in the Irish Examiner instead of the Tuam Herald, which most local
households rely on for news,

Despite claims of consultation with local groups, key organisations such as Killererin Community Council and
Killererin GAA, were not engaged in any meaningful way

No public event was held in Moylough, even though seven of nine turbines are proposed there, excluding
many directly affected residents,

The developer's report cites “door-to-door engagement” with only 55 homes and ten written responses is
evidence of a process that reached few and failed to inform many,

The developer’s continued reliance on online materials to provide information disadvantaged rural residents
with poor internet access and a large number of older residents without a technical knowledge,

These shortcomings show that the consultation was administrative rather than genuine, and did not provide
the community with a fair chance to participate. An Bord Pleanala should recognise these significant
deficiencies when assessing the project’s compliance with public engagement standards,

Planning Framework and Guidelines

The ongoing reliance on the Wind Energy Development Guidelines 2006 is increasingly inappropriate given
the advancements in wind energy technology almost twenty years ago. At the time, turbines rarely exceeded
100 metres in height and produced 1–2 MW of power. In contrast, the turbines proposed in this development
will reach 180 metres and generate approximately 6 MW, resulting in significantly greater impacts than those

envisaged by the 2006 Guidelines

These guidelines have repeatedly been acknowledged in the Dail as outdated. In 2013, Deputy Micheal
Martin informed then-Taoiseach Enda Kenny that the guidelines did not account for contemporary technology

In 2025, Tanaiste Simon Harris reiterated in the Dail that the guidelines remain outdated

Accordingly, it is unreasonable and inconsistent with principles of proper planning and sustainable
development for An CoimisiOn Pleanala to rely solely on the 2006 Guidelines. Any decision must be informed

by current standards and technological realities

Barnaderg Gortbeg Group Water Scheme

use the water from Barnaderg Gortbeg Group Water Scheme as my main source of drinking water for my
household . The water is of excellent quality and I am very concerned that pollution of various types such as
silt, sediment and other contaminants will enter the water source, causing me and my family harm. With the
location of two Turbines within the Source Protection Area (SPA) I believe the Cooloo WFndfarm should not be

granted permission whatsoever, especially in such a highly karsified and hydrologically sensitive area

Right to Peaceful Enjoyment of Property

Article 1, Protocol 1 of the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) safeguards every individual’s
right to the peaceful enjoyment of their possessions. It provides that: “Every natural or legal person is entitled
to the peaceful enjoyment of his possessions. No one shall be deprived of his possessions except in the
public interest and subject to the conditions provided for by law and by the general principles of international
law



Approval of this proposed wind farm would constitute a clear interference with this right. If the development
proceeds, I will be deprived of the peaceful enjoyment of my home and property. The construction and
operation phases would bring significant and continuous disturbance – including persistent noise pollution
low-frequency noise (LFN), shadow flicker. and heavy vehicle movements. The tranquillity and visual amenity
of my surroundings, which form an intrinsic part of my home environment and well-being, would be
irreversibly diminished,

During construction, the constant flow of heavy machinery and associated noise would cause ongoing
disruption and stress, further impacting daily life. Once operational, the presence of industrial-scale turbines
dominating the landscape would permanently alter the character of the area, stripping residents of the quiet

enjoyment of their homes and lands. This level of intrusion cannot be considered proportionate or justified in
the public interest, and therefore conflicts with the protections afforded under Article 1, Protocol 1 of the
ECHR

Property Devaluation

The 2023 CERIS (Centre for Economic Research on Inclusivity and Sustainability) paper – 'Wind Turbines

and House Prices Along the West of Ireland: A Hedonic Pricing Approach’ – surveyed the prices of houses
located near windfarms in seven counties

The paper states that: 'The analysis finds a robust and significant reduction in property value of -14.7% within
1 km of a turbine’ and that 'Back.of-the-envelope calculations suggest that the total loss in value for houses
within 1 km of a turbine in the case counties is approximately €6.8 million.'

Galway County Council is an agent for the state of the Republic of Ireland and as such is responsible to
uphold Article 40 of the Irish Constitution which states – 'the state shall in particular by its laws protect as best
it may from unjust attack and in the case of injustice done vindicate the life, person, good name, and property
rights of every citizen,

am aware that the Barnaderg Cooloo Wind Farm Action Collective have spoken to a local auctioneer, who
said that he had trouble selling a house in County Mayo because it was close to several wind turbines. The
auctioneer was able to site a specific instance whereby a married couple looked at the house and decided not
to buy it. The auctioneer said that the presence of the wind turbines was a crucial factor in the couple's
decision not to buy the house. The owners of this house ended up selling for less money than the couple had
been initially willing to pay for the house

The proposed Cooloo Wind Farm should be refused planning permission, citing the Irish High Court case

Byrne & Moorhead v ABO Energy [2025] IEHC 330, in which wind turbine noise was legally recognized as a
private nuisance. leading to the permanent shutdown of turbines in County Wexford. The objection highlights

that the Cooloo proposal fails to address proven low-frequency and amplitude-modulated noise impacts
similar to those measured in the Wexford case, where sound levels far exceeded safe limits and caused

serious disturbance to residents living over a kilometre away. The Cooloo project’s reliance on outdated

ETSU-style noise standards, which disregard low-frequency and tonal effects, is therefore deemed

inadequate to protect public health and residential amenity.

Noise

The proposed turbines at Cooloo–significantly larger than those involved in the Wexford case–are likely to

generate even stronger low-frequency noise that travels farther and fluctuates more intensely under local
atmospheric conditions. This increases the risk of nuisance and potential legal liability for both developers

and planning authorities. Ireland’s 2006 wind energy guidelines are outdated and fail to reflect modern
scientific understanding of turbine acoustics. Until revised national standards are adopted, approving

large-scale wind farms under obsolete criteria would be unsafe and contrary to the public interest. Planning



permission should therefore be refused due to the clear and foreseeable risk of harm to residential amenities

the inadequacy of current noise controls, and the legal precedent confirming wind turbine noise as a
substantial nuisance

Barnaderg National School

Barnaderg National School is located approximately 3.49 km from Turbine No 1

The turbines being this close to the school will no doubt have an impact on the education of the children in
Barnaderg NS. The school will suffer from noise pollution and infrasound. In addition to this, during the
construction phase and while laying cabling the roads to and from the school will be impacted by road
closures, traffic, additional noise and dust. Again, all of this will impact on the children of the school

am also concerned that if t planning permission is granted less people will be moving to or building in the
area of Barnaderg. This will lead to fewer children in the community and may lead to the school losing
teachers, and ultimately the school closure,

Biodiversity Impact - Bats

I object on the grounds that the assessment of bat mortality risk is inadequate and fails to meet current

scientific standards for acoustic monitoring and mitigation

Wind turbines are well-documented sources of bat mortality through collision and barotrauma. Recent
peer-reviewed research by Behr et al. (2023, Mammal Review, 53: 65–71 ) confirms that bat fatalities can be
reliably estimated only where standardised, referenced acoustic monitoring protocols are applied. The Cooloo

Wind Farm EIA does not demonstrate compliance with these standards,

- No evidence of standardised, referenced acoustic monitoring at nacelle level
- Ground-level acoustic surveys and short-term transects are insufficient and cannot predict turbine-specific

collision risk
- The proposed tall, large-rotor turbines increase collision risk and monitoring uncertainty
- No commitment to validated curtailment systems (such as ProBat) which have been shown to substantially

reduce bat mortality
- Absence of site-specific validation and continuous monitoring means bat fatalities may be severely

underestimated

Under the EU Habitats Directive (Articles 12 and 16) and the Wildlife Acts 1976-2018, all Irish bat species
are strictly protected. Developers and planning authorities have a legal duty to ensure projects do not result in
deliberate killing or disturbance of bats or deterioration of their breeding or resting sites. The absence of
scientifically robust, standardised acoustic monitoring represents a significant procedural and ecological
shortcoming

respectfully request that An CoimisiOn Pleanala require

- Standardised, referenced acoustic monitoring following international best practice
- Nacelle-mounted, calibrated detectors to monitor bat activity continuously throughout operation
- Validated curtailment systems (e.g. ProBat) to automatically shut down turbines during high bat activity
- Independent review and public reporting of all monitoring protocols and data

• Precautionary curtailment during high-risk seasons until adequate local reference data are available

Reference

- Behr, O„ Brinkmann, R., Mages, J., Niermann, I., Korner-Nievergelt, F., & Voigt, C. C. (2023)
Standardised and referenced acoustic monitoring reliably estimates bat fatalities at wind turbines. Mamma

Review, 53(1 ), 65–71 . https://doi.org/10.1111/mam. 12302



Lack of detailed traffic management plan

This submission objects to the proposed development due to insufficient traffic management and risk
assessment in Appendix 15-2 (Traffic Management Plan). The plan omits essential quantitative data–such

as expected abnormal load numbers, peak-phase traffic volumes, and route-specific scheduling–required to
evaluate construction impacts. Narrow rural roads near Barnaderg and Cooloo lack the capacity for large
turbine transport without pre-works strengthening or verge reinforcement. No detailed programme for road
condition monitoring or reinstatement is provided. The TMP also fails to model cumulative or worst-case
haulage scenarios, nor does it include enforceable mitigation measures for school transport, farm access or
local business continuity. In the absence of these specifics, the project's potential impacts on road safety,
infrastructure integrity and rural amenity remain unacceptably high. The application states that locals will kept
informed about traffic construction. Judging by how poorly locals were informed about the windfarm initially,
would be very sceptical as to whether we would be kept informed once construction was to commence. The
Board should refuse permission or impose strict, verifiable traffic and haulage conditions.

Climate impact

I object to the proposed Cooloo Wind Farm because it would damage Ireland's ability to meet its climate
targets under the Climate Action and Low Carbon Development Act 2021. By excavating peat and clearing

mature forest, this project will release large amounts of stored carbon and increase emissions from the Land

Use, Land Use Change and Forestry (LULUCF) sector, which is already a major source of greenhouse
gases. Under the law, all pub[ie bodies must act consistently with national carbon budgets. Allowing a

development that worsens LULUCF emissions contradicts that duty and the EU 'no debit' rule under
Regulation (EU) 2018/841. Renewable energy projects are important, but they should not come at the cost of
destroying carbon-rich habitats or undermining Ireland's long-term environmental obligations.

Major accidents and natural disasters

I object on the grounds that Chapter 16 of the Cooloo Wind Farm EIAR fails to provide a robust assessment
of major accident and natural disaster risks

The report's references to peat instability and raised-bog cutover are inadequate given the known
susceptibility of peat landscapes to movement and sediment release during heavy rainfall or storm surge
events. The EIAR's reliance on generic statements about low geological risk neglects the amplified high-wind
flood and peat-fire hazards forecast for County Galway under the local authority climate plan

The lack of detailed modelling of flood-pathways or worst-case scenario storm events undermines the
precautionary principle embedded in Irish planning law. This is a serious deficiency given the scale of the
proposed development and the sensitivity of the peat landscape,

No explicit contingency or evacuation measures are detailed for the community along the grid-route corridor
– a serious omission when tall turbines and infrastructure could present hazard in extreme events

The assessment is incomplete and fails to satisfy the legislative requirements of an EIAR insofar as it must
identify, describe and assess direct and indirect effects of the development on the environment and human

beings

I call on An CoimisiOn Pleanala to require an independent supplementary risk assessment, specific to
peat-hazard, flood-modelling and major-accident scenarios, before any decision is made on this application

References

Galway County Council (2024) Local Authority Climate Action Plan 2024-2029
- Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) (2022) Guidelines on the Information to be Contained in

Environmental Impact Assessment Reports (EIAFt)



- European Commission (2024) Environmental Impact Assessment: Overview of EU Rules

Visual Impact

The proposed turbines would be highly intrusive and visually dominant, overwhelming the existing rural
character of the local landscape. Their visibility from multiple vantage points would transform a natural and
agricultural setting into an industrial-scale development,

The proposal is out of scale with the surrounding environment. The turbines’ extreme height and size would
cause visual clutter and a loss of scenic amenity, remaining visible even at long distances and creating
continuous visual intrusion,

When combined with existing or approved wind farms in the region. this development would lead to visual
saturation and skyline d6minance, further eroding the landscape’s character and reducing its recreational
value

The developer's visual impact assessment understates the visibility and significance of the turbines
Photomontages appear selective and fail to represent the true extent of visual intrusion likely to be
experienced by residents and visitors

The proposal would diminish the rural amenity, tranquillity, and identity of the local region. It threatens the
area’s sense of place and the quality of life for residents who value the natural and agricultural landscape

The local wind farm’s size and visual impact are excessive and inconsistent with the character of the area,

While supporting renewable energy, developments must respect the local landscape – this project does not
The proposal should therefore be refused on the grounds of unacceptable visual and landscape impacts,

Given the number currently working from home now, strong broadband is a necessity. There are concerns
that the signal, and therefore working from home capabilities will be negatively affected by this proposed

windfarm . This is due to the fact that the windfarm is situated exactly within line of sight to the mast. It is
unacceptable that broadband signal and mobile phone services utilizing this mast will be degraded, and

potentially to such a degree that it will be unusable. This may be worsened by the width of the wind turbine
needed to support the weight, and the blades which can create periodic drops in signal level and variable
amounts of reflection

Broadband Impact

Conclusion

In light of the serious concerns outlined above I respectfully urge An CoimisiOn Pleanala to refuse permission
for this development. The proposal is not compatible with the principles of proper planning or sustainable
development. This proposal has also divided our community and in time, if this development is allowed to go
ahead, it will destroy relationships within the community and no doubt have an impact on the population of the
community,

If permission is not refused outright, I request that an oral hearing be held so that the community can have
our say on the impacts of this development,



Yours Sincerely

6aa/eeA_

Name: Rosaleen Parsons
Date: l:3 November 2025


