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We would appreciate your consideration on this matter which will hugely kL4hu \ I
impact the lives and health of the community within this area. I

Yours Sincerely,
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Name: Patrick Aylward

Address: Ballynooney, Mullinavat, Co Kilkenny

Application Name: Balyfasy Wind Farm

Case Reference: PAX10.323957

XR 1 E Ka$

Date:3/2/2026

FORMAL OBJEcrioN TO PROPOSED BALYFASY WINDFARM

To whom it may concern,

I was unaware of proposals which change the road layout- as per drawing No 11474-2061

The proposed changes will make my home vulnerable to traffic colliding with my property

and there will be increased risk of damage and loss of life. I was never consulted as to these

changes and I own property at either side of the road.

As per the planned transport route the oversail will most certainly encroach on my property,

again I was not consulted on this matter.

It is respectfully requested that planning permission be refused, or alternatively that the

application be deemed incomplete due to deficiencies particularly in the Traffic &

Transportation assessment.

Your sincerely,

Patrick Aylward



Ballyfasy Wind Farm

Case Reference: PAX10.323957

Objections.

The proposed development is in an area of outstanding natural beauty unrecognised by the

rest of Ireland. The Walsh Mountains area of South Kilkenny is reminiscent of the Cotswold

area of South-West England which is highly regarded and protected in that country.

The Walsh Mountains is an area of hill country that extends from the West near the

Tipperary border at Carrick-on Suir to the East at Graiguenamanagh on the Barrow at the

Carlow border and Rosbercon on the Nore/Barrow at New Ross in county Wexford.

The proposed development at Ballyfasy combined with the existing wind turbines at

Ballymartin and Ballylog and the proposed wind turbine farm at Castlebanny will completely
alter the bucolic nature of the area. It is an outrageously disproportionate project which will

spoil the natural wildness of the region by injecting an industrial development into the heart

of the hill country.

It is also short-sighted as it will destroy the potential of the region to be a tourist attraction

similar to the Cotswold hills. It is possible that in future hiking trails and cycle paths could be

developed and the area marketed as an attractive tourist destination. Already towns and

villages in the area such as Inistioge and Graiguenamanagh are popular. The area is ripe for a

growth in tourism as it is relatively close to Dublin and the Rosslare car ferry. This project will

negatively affect its tourism potential.



Vibrations

The wind turbines at Ballyfasy are huge and the foundations will need to be very deep,

Heavy machinery will have to be used to prepare the site. Pile drivers, jack hammers and the

like will have to be used to construct the foundations. It is highly likely that ground vibrations

will be generated that could impact buildings.

My dwelling house is more that 100 years old. I have a quadrangle of farm buildings built in

the courtyard style traditional to South Kilkenny. Some of those buildings date to the late

1700’s. These buildings do not have foundations and the walls are simply resting on the

ground. The smallest underground vibrations could easily destabilise these buildings.

Birds and Bats

Wind farms have a negative impact on bat and bird populations as these creatures collides
with the blades, nesting areas are disturbed and migration routes are disrupted.

Curlews and golden plovers are found in South Kilkenny and the wind farms will affect them
The curlew is a red listed species that is in serious decline. Anything that causes its numbers

to decrease even further is disastrous. Golden plovers come in the winter and large flocks
have been recorded in Carlow which is very close.

Bats are highly susceptible to collision with the blades of wind turbines. But batotrauma is
also a common cause of deaths in bats. This is where the lungs collapse due to a sudden
drop in air pressure around the moving wind turbine blades.

Medical Side Effects
The Finnish Association for Environmental Health (SYTe) conducted a study between 2016-
2019 and found over 70% of people living within 15 km of wind turbines experience medica
side effects such as sleep disturbance, fatigue and sundry pains.

Admittedly the Finnish government conducted a study in 2020 which contradicted these
findings. But the government study has been in turn criticised for being conducted in a
laboratory setting, having a low sample size and the sound levels being at a lower level that
the actual wind farms



I am particularly concerned about infrasound generated by wind turbines. I suffer from
tinnitus and have had to see a number of ear specialists to address my issue.
With the two existing wind farms and the proposed one at Castlebanny and the Ballyfasy
project I believe that my health will be badly impacted. Infrasound waves will be besieging
me from three sides

Traffic Concerns
I live in a down a lane off the R 704. This road is the main artery for all the construction
traffic, and the vehicles bringing the components to the wind farms at both Castlebanny and
Ballyfasy.

At times the road will be closed so I will be unable to get out. As someone who is no longer
young it is not unforeseeable that I could need medical help urgently. This could possibly
impact on that.
It will also be difficult to walk on the road or use a bicycle. The road is used by many in
South Wexford to access the M9 motorway and is unsuitable for the existing level of traffic.
So to think the road is suitable for the added traffic required for construction of the wind
turbines is an absurdity.
As it stands the road is susceptible to flooding and is damaged by the excess water. The
heavy machinery needed for the farms will cause immense damage to the road surface and
margIns,

Conclusion
For the above reasons I am opposed to the proposed wind farm at Ballyfasy
I hope you will give serious consideration to my observations

Eamonn Donovan

Ballynooney
Mullinavat

Co. Kilkenny.

Vaj"all z,„a



Ballyfasy Windfarm Objection

Name: [hui) Hohbdtda

Address: B rtl I , n be,A Ld\\, IIl /\aunt
Application Name: Ballyfasy Wind Farm

G . K' \t'n"'t
Case Reference: PAX10.323957
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FORMAL OBJEcrioN TO PROPOSED BALLYFASY WINDFARM

Dear Sir/Madam

I wish to formally submit my objection to Ballyfasy windfarm, a project consisting of ten
18CIm tall wind turbines.

I would first like to note that this area ofBallyfasy already has 2 wind farms in place,
Ba]lymartin and Ballylog. These wind farms contain multiple turbines of 120m in height and
are placed in areas quite suitable for their placement, being set in locations not intrusive or

obstructive and of a more suitable height. Ballyfasy wind farm, however, is on a much larger
scale and in and is completely inappropriate given the size, community location and close

proximity to local residents with a proposed turbine height of 180 metres.

The townland ofBallyfasy is flanked in all directions by windfarms such as Ballymartin,

Rahora, Smithstown and the proposed Castlebanny, I am, rightfully, concerned with the

concentration of such a large amount of turbines and the cumulative effect these have on local

wildlife. The natura and biodiversity report all show the varied and diverse range of wildlife

in the area, both protected species and other including Curlew, pinemartens, salmon, otter

hohs, badger, deer, common frog, newt and a large bat population (52,000 flights recorded in

the biodiversity report and 7 species of bat identified). The bat survey in particular raised the

issue of too many wind farms in the area being a significant and negative effect on

conservation ellorts with high potential for maternity roosts on site.

The project is vastly unpopular with the local community as can be seen from the large

demonstrations and talks at the local community centres that have had massive attendance

from the parish. I have also seen the various newspaper articles about the project and radio

segments from local stations such as KCLR and WLR as well as it being highlighted by a
number of councillors and TDs in the area.

The opposition to the plan has also been highlighted across various media platforms stating
residents, councillors and TD’s disapproval of this project with the negative aspects of

Ballyfasy windfarm noted such as noise, environmental destruction, light flicker, size,
infrasound, negative impact on property values, Aarhus convention breaches, residential

unsuitability, visual impact, road unsuitability, likely pollution of waters to homes due to high
radon in area and possible chemical contamination and special areas of conservation



downstream from the site. I personally agree with every point listed above and would label

the development as preposterous in both nature and concnption.

Water quality is a concern as the site is at a high elevation and feeds downstream to a vast

array of water tables including Special Areas df Conservation such as the Lower river Suir,

Barrow and Non. Planning documentation stipulates a very real and significant risk to

wildlife and vegetation in these waterways through semisoHd release, chemical

contamination, accidental release of silt and sediment. Ballyfasy, being a rural area, has very
little in&astructure in the area for residents such as water treatment and distribution for

residents. Radon release is not mentioned though, Ballyfasy is a high radon area

Construction releases this toxic, cancer causing chemical into the air and it settles into

groundwater. This water is then fed through waterways into family homes and reports make

no mention of mitigation or management. It is worth noting that radon is the second highest

cause of lung cancer after smoking in Ireland

The local road networks are also completely unsuitable for a project such as this, many roads

in the area are single lane traffic only and are in a poor condition. The amount of heavy
machinery, HGV, LGV and general vehicles that will be visiting the site during the

construction phase is more than the locality can handle. A nearby bridge recently collapsed in

the area (3 Friars) and Ballynooney to Ballymartin is a particularly treacherous stretch of road
with many accidents with traffic levels at their current level. The roads will be in a

treacherous state with the amount of traffic proposed (over 200,000 vehicles over two years)
and absolutely unsuitable for current inaastructure.

The issue which I feel has the most impact though is the visual impact this project will have.

Ten 180m tall structures will be visible for miles in every direction, these turbines are double

the size of the Statue of Liberty. Ballyfasy and surrounding areas is not only rural,

agicultwal land, Ballyfasy is an area with many family homes, there are over 150 residential

properties within a 2km radius of the proposed wind farm. To live within a structure of this

size would encroach upon these families and compromise the residential amenity of their
homes.

The overall visual impact on a wider scale is concerning as idyllic rural landscapes, a symbol

of national identity and heritage, succumb to a dystopian field of towering machinery. Ireland

has always been a draw for intemational visitors for the lush, green landscapes, approving

180m tan turbines in the midst of this greenery would be jarring to say the least.

The push for renewables is an important one but we should do so with community

involvement and in such a way that respects the area in which it is proposed. Ballymadin and
Rahora are prime examples of wind farms done correctly as their size and location are more

in keeping with the area in which they inhabit. Ballyfasy wind farm on the other hand in

neither of these things, it is imposing and towers over the community and the environmental
cost is more than we should be willing to pay.

Your sincerely,

aRla T>cLo-l & no;_
Pat Dao iS

goLdIe Dal) is



Name:

Address:
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Application Name: Ballyfasy Wind Farm

Case Reference: PAX10.323957

41%t Load,
FORMAL OBJEcrioN TO PROPOSED BALLYFASY WINDFARM

Dear Secretary,

I am writing as a resident of Ballynooney, Mullinavat to formally object to the proposed industrial
wind farm at Ballyfasy, Co. Kilkenny. Our home is located close to the transport delivery route for
the wind turbines. In my opinion, the scale of this proposal, featuring 10 turbines up to 180m in
height, is entirely incompatible with our settled rural environment.

In the application, the R7CPI is cited as being the main transport delivery route for the IO wind
turbines proposed in the Ballyfasy Windfarm. A total of 81 abnormal indivisible loads fAILs) are
expected to be delivered for the construction of the wind farm. This includes the delivery of Turbine
components such as blades, nacelles and tower sections. To accommodate these deliveries,
alternations to the R7CXI need to be made including the removal of poles, hedges and ditches,

widening of roads. The closure of the roads is also required to accommodate the delivery.

As a resident of the Ballynooney area my objection is based on the following fundamental grounds

1. lack of community engagement on the use of the R7(A as a transport deliver route

I received no communication or engagement from the developer on this. Such disruption to the road

and the residents lack of access to the road when deliveries are being made, should have warranted
direct communication/engagement. Households within 2km of the windfarm site were engaged but
no thought given to the residents impacted by the transport delivery route. This is unacceptable in
my opInIon

2. The R7(B is listed as part of the Enlergencv Traffic Plan for the N25

Local authorities and emergency services (An Garda Sioch6na and Kilkenny County Council) have

developed a bespoke Emergency Traffic Plan for the N25 corridor in the Slieverue/Piltown/New Ross
area. The R704 is used as part of an emergency diversion strategy for the N25 during closures. It is

included in local emergency traffic plans, particularly linking Mullinavat + New Ross when the N25 is
blocked. In the Ballyfasy Wind Farm planning application and associated Environmental Impact

Assessment Report {EtAR) there is no explicit reference to the RHYI being used as part of an

"emergencY dIversion strategy" for the Nas during closures in the emergency planning sense. This is
concerning to me as a resident as there is no mitigation in place for when the R704 is closed,



3. Cumulative effect when the consented Castlebanny Wndfarm is taken into account

What the application fails to take into account is the cumulative impact to the area if the consented
Castlebanny Windfarm goes ahead, in addition to the Ballyfasy Windfarm. In the planning

application for the Castlebanny Windfarm, it is stated that the components for the 21 wind turbines
will be delivered via the R704. This is in addition to the components for the 10 wind turbines and
substation for Ballyfasy Windfarm. If both developments go ahead, this would lead to an extended
period of road closures for the residents of Ballynooney. Whilst these are two independent
windfarms and planning applications, the cumulative impact on the community needs to be
considered

Conclusion: For the reasons set out above, I respectfully submit that the proposed Ballyfasy Wind
Farm represents an unacceptable and disproportionate impact on the Ballynooney area and on
residents living along the R7CJ4 transport delivery route. Tbe application fails to adequately address

the very real disruption, safety implications and loss of access that will arise from the delivery of 81
abnormal indivisible loads, nor does it demonstrate meaningful engagement with those most
directly affected by these works,

Of particular concern is the omission of any assessment or mitigation in relation to the R704’s
established role as part of the emergency diversion strategy for the N25. nIe absence of contingency

measures in the event of an emergency road closure represents a serious deficiency in the planning
application and poses potential risks to residents, emergency services and road users

Furthermore, the failure to properly assess the cumulative impact of the Ballyfasy VUn'd Farm in
conjunction with the consented Castlebanny Wind Farm is a fundamental flaw. The combined use of

the R704 for turbine deliveries associated with both developments would result in prolonged
disruption, repeated road closures and a significant deterioration in residential amenity for the
Ballynooney community.

Taken together, these shortcomings demonstrate that the proposal has not been adequately
planned or assessed in the context of its transport impacts and community consequences. I

therefore respectfully request that An Coimisian Pleanala refuse permission for the proposed
development, or at a minimum require a substantially revised application that fully addresses these
issues in a transparent and community-focused manner.
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Application Name: Ballyfasy Wind Farm

PAX 1 0.323957

FORMAL OBJECTION TO PROPOSED BALLYFASY WIND FARM

Dear Secretary,

am writing asa resident of [Insert Townland] to formally object to the proposed industrial wind
farm at BaILyfasy, Co. Kilkenny. Our home is located less than 1 km from the nearest turbine and

is the cornerstone of our family’s life, not merely a "receptor" on a developer's map. The scaLe of
this proposal, featuring 1 0 turbines up to 180m in height, is entirely incompatible with our
settLed rural environment

My objection is based on the following fundamental grounds

1. Dismissive Approach to Noise and Health (AM and LF Noise)

In their submission, the developers significantly downplay the impacts of Low-Frequency Noise

(LFN) and Amplitude Modulation (AM), treating these rhythmic "thumping" or "beating" sounds
as im perceptible. This dismissive stance is deeply concerning to our household. Planning
perm ission is not a defence against private nuisance, as established in the landmark High Court

decision Webster v Meenacloghspar

Recent rulings like Byrne & Moorhead v. ABO Energy have acknowledged that wind turbine noise
can cause profound sleep disturbance, anxiety, and heart palpitations and this is a genuine
concern for our household

2. Visual Domination and Inadequate Setbacks

At a tip height of 1 80m, these turbines wiLI exert a total spatial dominance over our landscape.

Even following the 2019 Draft Guideline of four times the tip height, these turbines will be as

cLose as 720m to many of our homes. Turbines placed this close represent an overbearing
intrusion into our private living space. Furthermore, the developer’s promise of "zero shadow
flicker" relies on automated software that we believe must be mandated as a strict,

independently monitored condition of any permission. These turbines are simply too big and too
cLose to our homes

3. Impacts to our private well

As private weLI owners we are understandably concerned about the prospect of ten 1 80m wind

turbines being Located so close to our home, giventhe potential risks to our water supply, These

large turbines require deep excavations and substantial concrete foundations, which can
interfere with local hydrogeotogy by altering groundwater flow paths, increasing turbidity, or



introducing contaminants during construction. For households reliant on private wells, even
minor changes in groundwater quality or yield can have serious consequences, as there is no
alternative mains supply to fall back on

4. Impact on the Local National School and Child Welfare

The concentration of this industrial development around our local school is unprecedented

Four industrial-scale turbines are proposed within 2km of the school, and all ten turbines are

within a 3km radius. This creates an intensive industrial environment for our children’s primary

place of education

We are gravely concerned about the shadow flicker and distracting noise that will enter
cLassrooms (both during construction and operational phases), potentially disrupting
concentration and the daily learning environment, especially for kids that have additional

learning needs. The developer has failed to provide a specific assessment of how this
concentration of Large-scale machinery wiLI impact the long-term well-being and safety of the

youngest members of our community.

5. Road Safety and School Traffic Disruption

The construction period (1 8-24 months) will introduce intense HGV traffic to narrow "L" roads
used daily by school buses and families. BaLtyfasy NS is located on L7505 and we feel that the
volume of heavy machinery poses an unacceptable safety hazard for chiLdren and elderLy
residents. Our local roads Lackthe foundations for these industrial loads, and we have received

no adequate reassurance that our daily commutes or school runs will not be dangerously

compromised

6. Devaluation and Community Sustainability

This development puts our family’s single largest asset–our home–at financial risk. Local
evidence suggests such developments can lead to property devaluations of 15% to 40%. This
project effectively "steri Uses" the land for future generations, making it nearly impossible for our
children to build homes here. We fear this will lead to a decline in school enrolments, local GAA

clubs and the eventual "slow death" of our Local community life,

Conclusion While we understand and are supportive of the national climate goals we feel that
the developer, Manogate, has treated this community with a "box-ticking" approach to

engagement, ignoring the unique sensitivities of our local school and vuLnerable residents,
respectfully request that An CoimisiOn Plean31a refuse permission for the Ballyfasy Wind Farm.



(A\Cub-''-
N

A

Application Name: Ballyfasy Wind Farm

Case Reference: PAX 1 0.323957

FORMAL OBJ ECTION TO PROPOSED BALLYFASY WINDFARM

Dear Secretary,

I am writing asa resident of [Insert TownLand] to formaLly object to the proposed industrial wind

farm at Ballyfasy, Co. Kilkenny. Our home is located less than 1 km from the nearest turbine and
is the cornerstone of our family’s life, not merely a "receptor" on a developer's map. The scale of

this proposal, featuring 1 0 turbines up to 180m in height, is entirely incompatible with our
settled rural environment

My objection is based on the foLlowing fundamental grounds

1. Dismissive Approach to Noise and Health (AM and LF Noise)

In their submission, the deveLopers significantly downptay the impacts of Low -Frequency Noise

(LFN) and AmpLitude Modulation (AM), treatingthese rhythmic "thumping" or "beating" sounds
as imperceptibte. This dismissive stance is deeply concerning to our household. PLanning
permissionisnot a defence against private nuisance, as established in the landmark High Court
decision Webster v Meenactoghspar .

Recent rulings like Byrne & Moorhead v. ABO Energy have acknowledged that wind turbine noise
can cause profound sleep disturbance, anxiety, and heart palpitations and this is a genuine
concern for our household

2. Visual Domination and Inadequate Setbacks

At a tip height of 180m, these turbines will exert a total spatial dominance over our landscape.

Even following the 2019 Draft Guideline of four times the tip height, these turbines will be as
cLose as 720m to many of our homes. Turbines pLaced this close represent an overbearing

intrusion into our private living space. Furthermore, the developer’s promise of "zero shadow
flicker" relies on automated software that we believe must be mandated as a strict,

independently monitored condition of any permission. These turbines are simply too big and too
close to our homes.

3. Impacts to our private well

As private weLI owners we are understandably concerned about the prospect of ten 180m wind

turbines being located so close to our home, given the potential risks to our water supply, These

large turbines require deep excavations and substantial concrete foundations, which can
interfere with local hydrogeology by altering groundwater flow paths, increasing turbidity, or



introducing contaminants during construction. For households reliant on private wells, even
minor changes in groundwater quality or yieLd can have serious consequences, as there is no

alternative mains supply to fall back on

4. Impact on the Local National School and Child Welfare

The concentration of this industrial development around our local school is unprecedented
Four industrial-scaLe turbines are proposed within 2km of the school, and all ten turbines are

within a 3km radius. This creates an intensive industrial environment for our children’s primary

place of education.

We are gravely concerned about the shadow flicker and distracting noise that will enter

classrooms (both during construction and operational phases), potentiaLLy disrupting
concentration and the daily learning environment, especially for kids that have additional
learning needs. The developer has failed to provide a specific assessment of how this
concentration of large-scale machinery will impact the Long-term well-being and safety of the
youngest members of our community.

5. Road Safety and School Traffic Disruption

The construction period (1 8–24 months) will introduce intense HGV traffic to narrow "L" roads

used daiLy by school buses and families. BaLLyfasy NS is Located on L7505 and we feel that the
volume of heavy machinery poses an unacceptable safety hazard for children and elderly
residents. Our Local roads lackthe foundations for these industrial Loads, and we have received

no adequate reassurance that our daily commutes or school runs will not be dangerousLy
compromised.

6. Devaluation and Community Sustainability

This deveLopment puts our family’s single largest asset–our home–at financial risk. Local
evidence suggests such developments can lead to property devaluations of 1 5% to 40%. This
project effectively "steritises" the land for future generations, making it nearly impossible for our
children to build homes here. We fear this will lead to a decline in school enrolments, local GAA

cLubs and the eventual "slow death" of our local community life.

ConcLusion While we understand and are supportive of the national cLimate goaLs we feel that
the developer, Manogate, has treated this community with a "box-ticking" approach to

engagement, ignoring the unique sensitivities of our local school and vulnerable residents
respectfully request that An Coimisian Pleandta refuse permission for the BaILyfasy Wind Farm.
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Name q&l M
Address

Applicat on Name: Ballyfasy Wind Farm

Case Reference: PAX I O.323957

FORMAL OBJECTION TO PROPOSED BALLYFASY WINDFARM

Dear Secretary,

am writingas a resident of [Insert TownLand] to formaILy object to the proposed industrial wind
farm at Ballyfasy, Co. Kilkenny. Our home is located less than 1 km from the nearest turbine and

is the cornerstone of our family’s life, not merely a "receptor" on a developer's map. The scale of

this proposal, featuring 1 0 turbines up to 180m in height, is entirely incompatible with our
settled rural environment,

My objection is based on the following fundamental grounds

1. Dismissive Approach to Noise and Health (AM and LF Noise)

In their submission, the developers significantly downplay the impacts of Low -Frequency Noise
(LFN) and Amplitude Modulation (AM), treatingthese rhythmic "thumping" or "beating" sounds
as imperceptible. This dismissive stance is deeply concerning to our household. Planning
permission is not a defence against private nuisance, as established in the landmark High Court

decision Webster v Meenactoghspar

Recent rulings like Byrne & Moorhead u ABO Energy have acknowledged that wind turbine noise
can cause profound sleep disturbance, anxiety, and heart palpitations and this is a genuine
concern for our household,

2. Visual Domination and Inadequate Setbacks

At a tip height of 1 80m, these turbines wiLI exert a total spatial dominance over our landscape.
Even following the 2019 Draft Guideline of four times the tip height, these turbines will be as
close as 720m to many of our homes. Turbines placed this cLose represent an overbearing

intrusion into our private living space. Furthermore, the developer’s promise of "zero shadow
flicker" relies on automated software that we believe must be mandated as a strict,
independently monitored condition of any permission. These turbinesare simply too big and too
close to our homes

3. Impacts to our private well

As private weLI owners we are understandably concerned about the prospect of ten 180m wind

turbines being located so close to our home, given the potential risks to our water supply, These

large turbines require deep excavations and substantial concrete foundations, which can
interfere with Local hydrogeology by altering groundwater flow paths, increasing turbidity, or



Yours faithfully,

introducing contaminants during construction. For households reliant on private wells, even

minor changes in groundwater quality or yield can have serious consequences, as there is no
alternative mains supply to fall back on

4. Impact on the Local National School and Child Welfare

The concentration of this industrial development around our local school is unprecedented
Four industrial-scale turbines are proposed within 2km of the school, and all ten turbines are

within a 3km radius. This creates an intensive industrial environment for our children’s primary
place of education.

We are gravely concerned about the shadow flicker and distracting noise that will enter

classrooms (both during construction and operational phases), potentiaLLy disrupting
concentration and the daily learning environment, especially for kids that have additional

learning needs. The developer has failed to provide a specific assessment of how this
concentration of large-scale machinery wiLI impact the long-term well-being and safety of the
youngest members of our community.

5. Road Safety and School Traffic Disruption

The construction period (18–24 months) wiLI introduce intense HGV traffic to narrow "L" roads

used daily by school buses and families. BaLLyfasy NSis Located on L7505 and we feel that the
volume of heavy machinery poses an unacceptable safety hazard for chiLdren and elderly
residents. Our local roads lackthe foundations for these industrial loads, and we have received

no adequate reassurance that our daily commutes or school runs will not be dangerously
compromised,

6. Devaluation and Community Sustainability

This development puts our family’s single largest asset–our home–at financial risk. Local

evidence suggests such developments can lead to property devaluations of 15% to 40%. This
project effectively "steri Uses" the land for future generations, making it nearly impossible for our
children to build homes here. We fear this will lead to a decline in school enrolments , local GAA

clubs and the eventual "slow death" of our local community life.

Conclusion While we understand and are supportive of the national climate goals we feel that
the developer, Manogate, has treated this community with a "box-ticking" approach to

engagement, ignoringthe unique sensitivities of our local school and vulnerable residents. I
respectfully request that An Coimisi(in Plean61a refuse permission for the Ballyfasy Wind Farm

AD \ I



Name

Address ’GL.-„L.
on Name: Ballyfa5y Wind FarmApplicat

Case Reference: PAX 1 0.323957

FORMAL OBJECTION TO PROPOSED BALLYFASY WINDFARM

Dear Secretary,

I am writingasa resident of [Insert Townland] to formaILy object to the proposed industrial wind

farm at Ballyfasy, Co. KiLkenny. Our home is located less than 1 km from the nearest turbine and
is the cornerstone of our family’s life, not merely a "receptor" on a developer's map. The scale of

this proposal, featuring 1 0 turbines up to 1 80m in height, is entirely incompatible with our
settled rural environment

My objection is based on the following fundamental grounds

1. Dismissive Approach to Noise and Health (AM and LF Noise)

In their submission, the developers significantly downplay the impacts of Low -Frequency Noise

(LFN) and Arrplitude Modulation (AM), treatingthese rhythmio "thumping" or "beating" sounds
as imperceptible. This dismissive stance is deeply concerning to our househoLd. PLanning
permission is not a defence against private nuisance, as established in the landmark High Court

decision Webster v Meenactoghspar ,

Recent ruti IIgS like Byrne & Moorhead v. ABO Energy have acknowLedged that wind turbine noise
can cause profound sleep disturbance, anxiety, and heart palpitations and this is a genuine
concern for our household

2. Visual Domination and Inadequate Setbacks

At a tip height of 1 80m, these turbines will exert a total spatial dominance over our landscape.
Even following the 2019 Draft GuideLine of four times the tip height, these turbines will be as
cLose as 720m to many of our homes. Turbines pLaced this close represent an overbearing

intrusion into our private living space. Furthermore, the developer’s promise of "zero shadow
flicker" relies on automated software that we believe must be mandated as a strict,

independently monitored condition of any permission. These turbines are simply too big and too
close to our homes

3. Impacts to our private well

As private well owners we are understandably concerned about the prospect of ten 180m wind
turbines being located so close to our home, given the potential risks to our water suppLy, These

large turbines require deep excavations and substantial concrete foundations, which can
interfere with local hydrogeology by altering groundwater flow paths, increasing turbidity, or



introducing contaminants during construction. For households reliant on private wells, even
minor changes in groundwater quality or yield can have serious consequences, as there is no
alternative mains supply to fall back on

4. Impact on the Local National School and Child Welfare

The concentration of this industrial development around our local school is unprecedented

Four industrial-scale turbines are proposed within 2km of the school, and all ten turbines are

within a 3km radius. This creates an intensive industrial environment for our children’s primary
place of education

We are gravely concerned about the shadow flicker and distracting noise that will enter

classrooms (both during construction and operational phases). potentiaLly disrupting
concentration and the daily learning environment, especially for kids that have additional
learning needs. The developer has failed to provide a specific assessment of how this

concentration of large-scale machinery wiLI impact the long-term well-being and safety of the
youngest members of our community.

5. Road Safety and School Traffic Disruption

The construction period (18-24 months) wiLI introduce intense HGV traffic to narrow "L" roads
used daily by school buses and families. BaILyfasy NS is located on L7505 and we feelthat the
volume of heavy machinery poses an unacceptable safety hazard for children and elderly
residents. Our local roads tackthe foundations for these industrial loads, and we have received
no adequate reassurance that our daily commutes or school runs will not be dangerously
compromised

6. Devaluation and Community Sustainability

This development puts our family’s single largest asset–our home–at financial risk. Local
evidence suggests such developments can lead to property devaluations of 15% to 40%. This
project effectively "steri Uses" the land for future generations, making it nearly impossibLe for our
children to build homes here. We fear this will lead to a decline in school enrolments, local GAA

clubs and the eventual "slow death" of our local community life,

Conclusion While we understand and are supportive of the national climate goals we feel that
the developer, Manogate, has treated this community with a "box-ticking" approach to

engagement, ignoring the unique sensitivities of our local school and vulnerable residents. I
respectfully request that An CoimisiOn Plean6ta refuse permission for the Ballyfasy Wind Farm

Yours faithfully,



Ballyfasy Windfarm Objection

Name:

I!][ ::a b} } [[ID(J :II = O &P /Address Ga/hNAn
Application Name: Ballyfasy Wind Farm

Case Reference: PAX10.323957

Date: 3 \OZ(n) a
FORMAL OBJEcrioN TO PROPOSED BALLYFASY WINDFARM

Dear Sir' Madam

1 u'ish to fonnall)’ submit my objection to Ballyfasy windfarnr, a project consisting of ten 180m tall wind
turbines.

I would first like to note that this area of Ballyfasy already has 2 wind farms in place. Ballynrartin and Ballylog.
These \rind farms contain multiple turbines of 120m in height and are placed in areas quite suitable for their
placement. being set in locations not intrusive or obstructive and of a more suitable height. Ballyfasy wind

farm. hou'e\'er. is on a much larger scale and in and is completely inappropriate given the size, community
location and close proximity to 16cal residents with a proposed turbine height of 1 80 metres.

The ton’nland of Ballyfasy is flanked in all directions by windfarms such as Ball)'Martin, Rahora, Smiths;town

and the proposed CastleBanny. I am. rightfully, concerned with the concentration of such a large amount of
turbines and the cumulative effect these have on local wildlife. The natura and biodiversity report all show the
varied and diverse range of u'ildlifc in the area. both protected species and other including Curlew, pinemartens

salmon. otter holt!.i, badger. deer. common frog. ne\\1 and a large bat population (52.000 flights recorded in the
biodiversity report and 7 species of bat identifIed). The bat survey in particular raised the issue of too many

u’ind farms in the area being a significant and negative effect on consen'ation efforts with high potential for
rnaternltv roosts on SIte

The project is vastly unpopular with the local community as can be seen from the large demonstrations and talks
at the local conlnrunity centres that have had massive attendance from the parish. I have also seen the various
neu'spaper articles about the project and radio segments from local stations such as KCLR and WLR as u’eII as

it being highlighted by a number of councillors and TDs in the area,

The opposition to the plan has also been highlighted across various media platforms stating residents.
councillors and ’FD's disapproval of this project u'ith the negative aspects of Ballyfasy u'indfarm noted such as

noise, environmental destruction. light flicker, size. infrasound. negative inlpact on property \'alues. Aarhus
convention breaches. residential unsuitability. visual impact. road unsuitability. likely pollution of u'aters to

homes due to high radon in area and possible chemical contamination and special areas of conservation
dounstreanr from the site. I personally agree u'ith every point listed above and would label the development as
preposterous in both nature and conception.

Water quality is a concern as the site is at a high elevation and feeds downstream to a vast array of u’ater tables
including Special Areas of C’onsen'ation such as the Lo\yer River Suir. Barro\\' and NoN. Planning

documentation stipulates a very real and significant risk to wildlife and vegetation in these waterways through
senrisolid release. chemical contamination. accidental release of silt and sediment. Ballyfasy. being a rural area
has \’cry little infrastructure in the area for residents such as u'ater treatment and distribution for residents.





Radon release is not mentioned though, Ballyfasy is a high radon area. Construction releases this toxic, cancer
causing chemical into the air and it settles into groundwater. This water is then fed through waterways into
family homes and reports make no mention of mitigation or management. It is worth noting that radon is the

second highest cause of lung cancer after smoking in Ireland

The local road networks are also completely unsuitable for a project such as this, many roads in the area are

single lane trafTic only and are in a poor condition. The amount of heavy machinery, HGV. LGV and general
vehicles that will be visiting the site during the construction phase is more than the locality can handle. A nearby
bridge recently collapsed in the area (3 Friars) and Ballynoony to Ball)'martin is a particularly treacherous
stretch of road with many accidents with trafTlc levels at their current level. The roads will be in a treacherous

state with the amount of traffic proposed (over 200.000 vehicles over tun years) and absolutely unsuitable for
current infrastructure

The issue which I feel has the most impact though is the visual impact this project will have. Ten 180m tall
structures will be visible for miles in every direction, these turbines are double the size of the Statue of Liberty,

Ballyfasy and surrounding areas is not only rural, agricultural land, Ba]lyfasy is an area with many family
homes, there are over 150 residential properties within a 2km radius of the proposed wind farm. To live within a

structure of this size would encroach upon these families and compromise the residential amenity of their
homes

The overall visual impact on a wider scale is concerning as idyllic rural landscapes. a symbol of national identity

and heritage. succumb to a dystopian field of towering machinery. Ireland has always been a draw for
international visitors for the lush, green landscapes, approving 180m tall turbines in the midst of this greenery
would be jarring to say the least.

The push for renewables is an important one but u’e should do so with community involvement and in such a
way that respects the area in which it is proposed. Ballymanin and Rahora are prime examples of wind farms
done correctly as their size and location are more in keeping with the area in which they inhabit. Ballyfasy wind

farm on the other hand in neither of these things. it is imposing and towers over the community and the
environmental cost is more than we should be willing to pay.

Yours faithfully.

JM A //4,Z=,



Ballyfasy Windfarm Objection

Name: CLcMe a loll 3 GtbInnS

Add"==: ktLLyucoLe House. BaLLS Lu>\e , In\bt,We, h\kenny
Application Name: Ballyfasy Wind Farm - Rct 5 N)P$L1
Cas;c Reference: 1)AX 111.323957

Date: U" ]ebru(_Lrg IC)Lb
FORN'IAL OBJECTION TO PROPOSED BALLYFAS\

\VIN DFARM

I \\ ish to fonnall} subnIit m)- objection to BaIIyfniv \\ indfarln. a project c(Insisting tIf ten 180111 tall \\ ind
tuN>in

I)car Sir \lad;IIn

1 u t+uld tInt like it' note that this area of Ball>1-as} already has 2 \rind farnls in place. Ball\ nr:Iain and Ball\ log.
TII,'s.c \\ ind ItInns cllntain nrllltipl,- turbines of- 120nI in height and are placed in areas quite suitable f,Ir their
placcnlcnt. being set in locations ntH intrusi\'c or ob\tructivc and ot'a nrorc suitahle height. Ball\fas\ \\ ind
farnr. hone\-cr. is on a much larger scale and in and is conIplctclv inappropriate given the size. conrmunit\
location and close pro\inrit}’ to local r,'\ident\ \\ itIl a proposed turbine height LI1' 1 80 nlctrcs

-Jllc tt>\\ nldnd of Ball\T&\\ is nank,'d in all direction\ by windf'rrms such as Baljy\lanin. Ruht)ra. SIIrithsto\\ n

and the pnlposcd Cast lcBilnn}’. I anI. rightfull\'. concerned \\ ith thc ctlnccntration of such a large ;lmoullt ol
tudrillcs and the cunrulati\'c cITed these have tin local \\ ildIifc. llrc natura and hindi\'cbit\' report all show the
varied and diverse range of \\ ildlit'c in the area. both protected species and rtthcr including ('urle\\. pinenrarlcns
saInIon. t)ttcr holts. badger. deer. ctlnrnlc in frI+g. non t :Ind a large bat population (52.000 nights recorded in the
hiodivL-nit) rcpon und 7 species of bat identilled). -nIe bat survey in parlicular raised the issue of too man\
\\ ind fIInns in the area being a bignitlc IInt and negative efFect on cons\cr\ ation efForls \\ itIl high potential for
mat,'rnit\ rr>osts on site

lllc pn ljeut is \'astly unpopular \\ itIl the Itu6rl ct+nlmunit} as can be seen fronr thc large dclnonbtratit+ns and talks
at the local conrnrunity centre\ that IIa\'c had nrassi\'c attendance from the parish. I hit\c also seen the variotb
newspaper articles ilblrut thc prllject and radio sc8nrcnts from local stations such as KCI.R and \\'I.R a\ \\ eII as
it being highlighted b} a nunlhcr of’ cttuncillors and I'l)b in the area

Tlrc oppositittn to the plan ha\ also been highlighted acrti bis \ driotL'. nlcdia platforms stating residents,
cnllncillor> and 'I-D's di\apprt)\ al of this prt)jcct \\ itIl the negative aspects of’ 13all\th\}' \\ indfilnn noted such as
noise. cn\'ironnrental destruction. light flicker. size. illt'rasound. negative irnpilct on properjy values. .\irrhus
con\ enlil'n breaches. residential unsuitubilit\. \ isual impact. road unsuitabilit\\ likcl\ pltllulit)n t)[ watch to
htu11cs duc ttl high radIiIt in area and possible ,'hcnrical contanrination and special areas of con\en'ation
do\\ nstre.un t'rom the site. I pcbonally agree \\ ith e\ cry point listed above and \\ ould label the development as
preptlstcrltus. iII both nature and conception.

\\'atcr qualit} is a concern as the site i'. at a high cIe\ ation and feed'i do\\ nstrcam to a \ iht arra\- of \\ acr tables
including Special .\rcds of Conscr\'Hit)n such as the I .liu cr ri\'cr Suir. 13arro\\ and Sore. Planning
docunrcntatitlII stipulates a \ cr) real and sigllitlcant risk to \\ ildlife and \’cgctittion in these \\ iltcr\\ a\s through
scnlisolid reIch\c, chcnlicdl contamination. accidental rclea\c of silt and sediment. Ball\ fast. bcinq a rural area
has \ cr\ little infrastructure ill the area for residents SLICh a'i water treatment and distriblltion lirr rcsidcllt\

Radon release is not nrcnti011cd though. Ball\ t:lgv is a high radon arcir. Construaion releases this toxic. cancer
causing chemical into the air and it settles intl> groullduater. ’Ibis water is then fed tlrroul',h u atcr\\’a\ s into
tlunil} Ill+ntcs und k'rxrrts make no nlcnt ion ot' nritigiltit>n or n\unagcnrcnt. It i\ worth ntlting that radolr is thc
second lligJlcst cause of lung cancer attcr sbmIlking in Ireland.

The Itlcdl rt'ad net\\ t)rLs are nIst' conlplctcl\' unsuitable for a prnjcct such as tIIis. man\' roads in the area are
single lane trill llc onI) and arc in a ptxtr conditijln. 'llrc anlount ot'hca\ )' n}ilchincr}-. II(;\’. I.(;\' alld general
\ ehiclcs that \\ ill be visiting the site during the cc>nstruction phase is nrt irc than the localit}- can handle. '\ nearb}
bridEtc nccntl} collapsed in the area (3 Friars ) and Ball\-noonv to llallvlnartin ib iI parlicularl\ treacherous
stretch IIl’ road \\ itIl lnun\' accidents \\ ith trdlllc level\ at their current Ic\cl. 'lhc roads \\ ill be in a trcachcr tIjt\

stUC \\ itIl the iuuount ol- trdtHc propo\cd (o\ cr 200.0€)0 vehicles over tu o \ cars) and absolutejy unsuitable for

llrc issue u llich I feel has the lntlst inlpdct thtltIEJr is the \'is,ual iInpa,'t this prttjcct \\ ill h.r\ c. ’I'cn 18f)in tall
structures \\ ill be visible for nrilc\ in c\ cry direction. these turbines arc double the size ctf the Statue tif I,ibcrl\

BallyI Ils) and -.unounding arca- i\ not Itnl\' rural. agricultural land. llull\'t'as\' is an arc iI with nIall\ l’anril\-
honrcs.. there are over 150 residential properlics \\ ithin il 2kn1 radius ltl' thc proFI)sed \\ ind funD. ’III li\c \\ ithin il
structure ol’this size \\ tluld cncrllach ur>tIn these fanrili,'s and conlpronIi'.c the residential iuncnit\- of their

FIle n\ craII visual inrpact on a \\ idcr scale is ct)ncerning as idyjlic rural landscapes. a s\ nrbnl of nationa



ItIentit\ and heritage. succunllr to a d) -.ttlpiall licld rtl-ttl\\ cl-ing nlacllillcl'\ . Ireland IIds al\\ ibs bcell it draw IIu
intcntati,in,11 \ isitttn\ for the lush. green lalld'.cilp,'s. apprll\ ing 180nI tall turbines in the nlidst I>f this urcencc\

Id bc i the 1

llrc pu',h IItr rene\\ abIes is an itnpltrl:Int one but \\ c shotlld dt\ so \\ ith conllnturity in\’ol\cnrcnt and ill such a
u 3\ that rc\pccts thc area in \\ hich it I\ prtIpos\ed. Ball}nrurtin and Raht Itil are prinrc cxiunpIc'- tIf \\ ind finn\
d,Inc c,\rrcctl\ as their hi/c and l\!citttt III are nlorc ill kc,'pillg \\'ith thc ilrcil ill \\llich thc) inhabIt. lilrll\ Ill--)' \\ ilrd
fiInn on the other hand in neither III- these thil lgb. it r\ inlptr\ing and tt+\\ crs over the ctlnrnrunity and the
cnvirtlnIncntal cost is nrttn tIl tIn \\ c should be \\ illing to pa).


