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Dear Sir/Madam

live in Brierfield approximately 1.9km from Turbine no 1. This is where I grew up and I went to the local

national school in Brierfield. This school is only 1.35km from Turbine No1

am very concerned about the development of Cooloo Wind Farm. It is going to destroy an area with
wonderful habatiats and wildlife. They are totally unsuitable for a rural agricultural area.

Having a view of a large industrial Wind Farm spinning around everyday would not be good for someones
mental health.

strongly request that An CoimisiOn Pleandla reject planning permission for the proposed Cooloo Wind Farm

I wish to object on the following grounds



Community Consultation and Engagement

The consultation led by Neoen and MKO for the Cooloo Wind Farm was deeply flawed and misIQading. It
does not meet the standards of genuine public engagement expected by An Bord Pleanala

Notices appeared in the Irish Examiner while the Tuam Herald, the community’s main news source, was
ignored,

There was only a single public consultation meeting which was held outside Moylough, even though seven of

nine turbines are proposed there. The plans have also changed significantly since this original meeting

Despite claims of outreach to community groups, neither Killererin Community Council nor Killererin GAA
were consulted. Only 55 homes were visited during 'door-to-door’ engagement and ten written responses
were received which is evidence of a process that failed to inform or involve the community. With poor
broadband limiting access to online materials, and many residents not having the skills or technical
knowledge to access online content, many locals were effectively excluded.

This was not meaningful consultation but a box-ticking exercise which did not provide the community with a
fair chance to participate. These failures must carry serious weight in An Bord Pleanala’s consideration of the

application 

Brierfield Group Water Scheme

use the water from the Brierfield and District Group Water Scheme as my main source of drinking water for
my household. 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

Brierfield and District GWS’s Spring at Pollifrin is considered to be part of the same zone of contribution
(ZOC) as the Mid Galway PWS and Barnaderg Gortbeg GWS as they all form part of the same groundwater
flow system - 'EPA report Establishment of Groundwater Source Protection

Zones - Mid Galway Public Water Supply Scheme (May, 2012)'. However, there is no mention of the Brierfield
and District GWS in Chapter 9 section 9.3.15.1 Public/Group Water Schemes,

With the location of two Turbines within the Source Protection Area (SPA) I believe the Cooloo Windfarm
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

Noise

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.

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.

Farming

There are dairy and dry-stock farmers in Barnaderg, Cooloo and the surrounding areas, both full-time and
part-time. Holdings vary in size. Many of these farmers depend on their livestock performing well in order to
pay their bills. Also, those who are farming in the area enjoy the work they do, in the absence of shadow
flicker, noise or visual pollution. If this development is granted their livelihoods will be impacted

The 'Importance of Noise Hygiene in Dairy Cattle Farming – A Review’ (Published November 1 st of 2023 by
Dimo Dimov, Toncho Penev and lvaylo Marinov) details how vibration and noise from a milking parlour can
negatively impact the milk yield and milk quality of a dairy cow. The paper also discusses how exposing
animals to noise from an unfamiliar source can cause them stress,

It is also important to note that the developer has not taken into account the ways in which farmers depend
on the local roads for moving cattle and for access to their land when going about their daily tasks within their
farms

Reference:

Dimov, D., Penev, T., and Marinov, 1. (2023) 'Importance of Noise Hygiene in Dairy Cattle Farming – A
Review’. Featured Position and Review Papers in Acoustics Science

Available at: https://www.mdpi.com/2624-599X/5/4/59

Extra construction traffic

strongly object to this proposal due to the major disruption and safety risks it poses to our local community
during the construction phase. The Traffic Management Plan fails to provide clear information on delivery
schedules, routes or mitigation for abnormal turbine loads. Our rural roads are narrow, shared by farm

machinery, school buses and local traffic, and cannot safely accommodate such heavy haulage without



damage or obstruction. The application states that there will be approximately 14 extra return trips made by
trucks carrying materials. This is vastly underestimated for a project of this size. There are no binding
guarantees on road repairs, traffic management or timing of deliveries to avoid peak community use
Residents, farms and schools in Barnaderg, Cooloo and surrounding areas will face delays, dust, noise and
restricted access. This plan does not adequately safeguard community safety, local livelihoods or the integrity
of rural infrastructure. Permission should not proceed without full, enforceable traffic controls and local
protection measures

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 dominance. 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

ConclusIon

In light of the serious concerns outlined above I respectfully urge An CoimisiCln 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

snh
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Name: Seamus Crowe

Date: 09 November 2025


