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Carrick House
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Nicholas O’'Dwyer e
Consulting Engineers Limerick  Park House
Arthur's Quay
Tal: 061-918881
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@nicholasodwyer.fe
Cork 11 South Mall
7 May 2002 Our Ref: 20238/cor/j0070502
By fax & by post (045) 876875
Mr. John Muxphy, Y
Project Manager, RECEIYVE b
Kildare County Council, C e
St. Mary’s, EREE
Naas, 3 N
Co. Kildare. SAHITARY DEPT.

7000 W 60

RE: KILDARE WATER STRATEGY

PROPOSED WELLFIELD DEVELOPMENT AT HYBLA, MONASTEREVIN

Dear Six,

We refer to the objections received by Kildare County Council from Mr. Peter Sweetman and
M. Michael Hoey in relation to the above development and respond as follows.

In considering the objections we requested the opinion of Dr. Yvonne Scannell of Arthur Cox
Solicitors to respond to matters relating to EU Legislation and alleged ptoject splitting (refer
to appendix one). We also obtained a response from the Project Hydrogeologist, Mr. Kevin *
Cullen addressmg the point of how the proposed Hybla Abstraction: relates to other water
abstractions in the county (refer to appendix two).

The submission by Mr. Peter Sweetman, on behalf of various bodies, that the proposals are “a
blatant case of project splitting” is dealt with in Dr. Scannell’s opinion. She does not consider
that the approach adopted by the council is a case of project splitting.

The objection from Mr. Hoey comprises of an introduction, principal points and appendices.
The points raised in the introduction are repeated in the principal points and as such a
response to each principal point is contained below
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1. Objection: CHie e e S

Project Splitting, The cumulatwe e_ﬂ'ect of all the pro;ects }x
considered. R .

as_not been asses' 2

i

SRR
NG

1%
%

Banaw, by implication of ancillary works. -The develqp ) azls‘"tb identify:
document the role of the Bogs as a source of water for, thq ,szer Barrow..Hybla
Report 3.5.1 states, “The Monasterevin abstraction mvolv ] va h
A would form part of the Barrow River base flow through- conb-zbulmns fr :m'l_LS"
tributaries” S TN

2. Response- : i
The measured tecoxd of flows in the Barrow includes al} factors that contrlbute to that”"
flow.including the role of the Bogs. The statement in Secuon 3.5.1 of the Hj blag
Environmental . Report describes the existing environxent.:"The’ proposed Hyblﬁ.
Wellfield is located in the Barrow Catchment and as such some portion, of the Barro‘ %
flow could be attributed to this aquifer. However the potential impact caused by the, .
proposed development at Hybla or by any of the other developments on the base flow
of the River Barrow is immeasureable (Refer to KT Cullen response).

r

3. Objectlon' E
The base Jlow figures of the River Barraw are inaccurate (with regard to the
cumulative effect of loss of water-as a result of proposed developnwnts or any other
developmenls in the Allenwaad fonnatwn)
3. Response' ,' :
An allowance. was made in the Barrow E I, .S. for.a reduction in base flow in the River
Barrow for the proposed groundwater abstracnons. This was'a conservative approach
at the time, as well testing woiks had, not been completed at the, proposed wellfield
sltes 'Ihc well testing works are now. completc and have] shown that the proposed
abstracuons will not have a mcasurable impact on each other or on base flows in the
Rwer Barrow (Refer to KT Cullen response) R
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o, 1 tlze Rtver Barrow and Pollardftown Fen kas,ngt:beeri considered...

at zther Duclms, Watenva_)w Ireland nor the Juir_‘zﬁter for Arts, Hentag
d | ISIan df- » *

Jerdiee sty oot ia 6y V,'s..
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Response EE NP - [
The responses fiom Dr. ,Yvonne S ell and K. b v.;lf

conclude that the cumulatwe effect of thégé" s?:e: 5 i‘“ ;""W has.
been found to be ;ns:tgmﬁcant and unmeasmab 3
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Objection .f
We submit here the content un
“the Interference Notice”,

3
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Response o i e
The question of an interference no’ncg is not: reievant for %j ;&% Qave qpnient a?’fx :
only relates to fhe proposed Abstragtion:from. the’ Rxééx: 5} W UriboPore
Navigation Authority is the only authonty that ¢ can. 1551’1‘%‘511““"‘?’{@ “ fice notice. AHd:
Waterways Ireland is the relevant Navigation Authority.)’ .3 53 i

Objection
No provision to obviale the loss has been proposed. | . .<i.% RESTE: (o A

. ool '~.§ r f*"”"‘»m‘ 3 o
Response . S s ...-,:“ .&.'&; %i’

This is not a requirement for the Hybla Dcvclopme.nt Fmtﬁ 0;6 no Slgmﬁ,. ;
impacts have been identified that would require provision to obwate any lcss. ot

d’ § ; .
%"r h'f‘ijci’ ) .

Objectmn. )
No alternatives have been proposed, sach as dispersing the mcreased propase:{
vo[umes of people to live in the Ki{dare area, such that-other counties can get a fazt:’ B3
sizare of “steady growth and devefopment. o

Response
The. ledarc Water Strategy was: prepared in accordance with the County Kildare
Dcvelopmem: Plan to; meet the projected growth in populatmn for the county. The,
Water Strategy considers a range of; altemanve water supply sources and recomuends
preferred supply options. The pxoposéd wellﬁeld at Hybla is one of those prefexrcd
snpply optxons . : . .
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Objection: .. = "« -

The developers have

providing information

Response: . . | 5

The County Council. have Dty ‘5 “(Refetit

Yvonne Scannell response) . ‘“i"i‘&f?f;‘& *'?1« A Tl *‘k’*g P
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10.  Objection:
Everywhere it states “Grand szat i repi

»-i

- .'u <,

10.  Response: o :
No reference is made in the quoted: 1993 subxmss;,oh by f}:ee'()

) 8.7 aing;‘. :'
Kildare By-Pass to suggest that evexywhere it, Stat,es “Gra.ud Cana]”*-i{‘“}iom i
replaced with “River Barrow” Ee s o

11. Objectmn.

cutaway bog. Bord na Mond.qt présent pump water :qJ 10 24 feet' to drcuns,w
connect to tributaries of River Barrow and Bayne. A solutza’zi 'cauld be sw
off the electric pumps and aﬁaw the water to build up nateirilly,

11.  Response:
Retention of water in cutaway: bogs happens naturally to some extent at prescnt, Ja
impQunding of such water artificially would bring a requirement for ensuring watep P
tightness over a wide perimeter ; and ‘of the floor of the mlpoundmem Nothing:in' the
current proposal would prejudice ay future plans to maintain these: areas as weﬂands_“"*
for wildlife or other purposes. i

12 Objection: f
e The base line data for any, wel[ﬁeld in the Curragh aquifer is not included in the
Robem!awn EIS or the EIS f0r the Barrow RwerAbstracaon.

12. Response
'Ihls obgccuen does not refcr to the pmposed Hybla Dcvclopment
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Throughout Mr. Hoey'
We trust that the above
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(1)
)

3 Duchas, Waterways Ircland and the Mihis‘er‘

and the Island have not been nouﬁed of Propo
Fa wlnch development).

Mr Sweetman's observations are essentially (1) and (2)

Cumulative Impacis
) 1. It is true that EIA is required for plans and projects (of which the Kﬂdam
btratcgy rmg,ht be an example) under Directive 2001!4?.!5(: of Ihc Eumpeax;

] ..-..i

‘,n’x 2

qumrement for a genemc BLA on the ledarc Water Strategy ‘- 2T

2. 1 am mstructed that ledare County Council’s advzsexs KT Cullen, did in fas:t
cons:der the cumulatwe unpacts of the various pm]ects ‘when prepanng vanous

water abstractwn schemes and r_hat they mncluded that'» they we.
et = "m;%'-. "” "'.,-.. ,.w
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Mr. John Murphy,
Senior Project Engineer,
Kildare County :Council,
St. Mary’s,

Nass,

Co. Kildare

3rd May, 2002
Re: Plapnnéd Water Abstractions in Co. Kildare

Dear Mr. Murphy,

* The planned groandwater abstractions at Johnstown Bridge, Robertstown, Monasterevin and
Rathangan effectively take groundwater from the aquifer systems that underlie this part of
County Kildare. The aquifer systems receive recharge annually from the effective rainfall
that falls on the extensive Boyne and Barrow river cafchments.

The proposed groundwater abstraction$ are small in comparison to the quantum of
groundwater stored in the aquifer systcms and the volumes of available recharge.

Extensive well testing at each of the abstraction sites have confirmed that that the proposed
groundwater withdrawals are of such a size and are sufficiently distant from each other so as

not 1o have a measurable impact on each other.

These well tests have also confirmed that the planned gronndwater abstractions will not have
-any measurableé impact on the Curragh gravel aquifer or the groundwater system féeding

Pollardstown Fen.

Fhrtherinore the well tests indicate that the abstractions from the North Kildare Aquifer at
Jolinstown Bridgs, Robertstown, Manasterevin and Rathangan will not have a measurable
Impact on the flovvs in the River Barrow at the planned abstraction location.

- Yours Sincerely,

A 2 (W

EurGeol Kevin T. Cullen



mailto:IIIFo@ocrcUL.L.EH.Ie

