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Dear Sir/Madam, 

 
My name is Enda Trowell, I am 35 years old and have lived in Athenry for most of my life, aside from a period 

working in Australia from 2015 to 2018. In 2022, my partner and I built our home locally, and we are fortunate 

to now be raising our two young children here. 

 
Our primary concern regarding the proposed peaker plant is the expected reduction in ambient air quality and 

the long-term impact this may have on our health. When we built our A2-rated home, we installed a 

mechanical ventilation system to ensure the highest possible indoor air quality. However, a power plant 

located just 2.86 km from our childhood home, and 4.03 km from our new house, threatens to undermine this 

by reducing local air quality and our family’s overall quality of life. 

 
We are also very concerned that the local road infrastructure is not adequate to support the additional traffic 

associated with the development. Increased heavy vehicle movements on already limited rural roads will 

pose safety risks and further impact the local community. 

 
In the coming years, our children will attend Carnaun National School, which is only 3.51 km from the 

proposed site. This clearly demonstrates that the plant would affect their daily lives for many years to come. 



 
What I have outlined above are my main concerns with the proposed plant but they are not my only concerns 

as can be shown clearly below; 

 

 
Public Health Protection 

There is significant concern within the community about the potential impact of air pollution from this 

proposed peaker plant on human health, particularly during periods when it is operating at full capacity and 

emissions are highest. The possible use of diesel is especially worrying, as it introduces additional harmful 

pollutants that can travel long distances and accumulate in the environment. 

There is ongoing uncertainty concerning the operational frequency of the plant, its emission rates, and the 

extent of public exposure to pollutants through 2050. Because these issues remain unresolved, it is difficult to 

verify that all risks have been considered. Given these unknowns, it is wise to adopt a careful strategy to 

protect public health; unless definitive evidence proves no harm, any dangers to residents should be 

considered as part of the planning process. 

 
Dependence on Groundwater for Domestic and Agricultural Use 

I am concerned about the potential risk to groundwater from this proposed development. The area depends 

heavily on clean groundwater for essential needs, including drinking water, farming, and livestock, making it a 

vital resource for the community. The introduction of an industrial facility involving the storage and handling of 

fuels creates an ongoing risk to this resource, and any contamination, even if accidental, could have serious 

and long-lasting consequences for water quality, livestock health, and agricultural productivity. 

What is particularly worrying is that once groundwater becomes contaminated, the damage can be extremely 

difficult—if not impossible—to reverse. This raises serious concerns about whether this type of development 

is appropriate for this location. To sum up, significant worries persist that the dangers to groundwater have 

not been fully assessed, and any consequences could be permanent. 

 
Organic Farming 

As my father is a local organic farmer, I am very concerned about the potential impact this proposed peaker 

plant could have on the farm and others in the area. Organic farming is governed by strict European standards 

and requires high environmental quality, including keeping soil, crops, and water free from contamination. 

Airborne pollutants from the plant, particularly those linked to diesel such as nitrogen oxides and fine 

particulate matter, could settle onto land and crops, posing a risk to organic certification even at low levels. 

There are also concerns about contamination through water and soil pathways, including runoff or accidental 

spills from fuel storage. Organic farming relies on healthy soil, clean water, and a balanced ecosystem, and 

any disruption to these could undermine the integrity of production. The consequences of losing organic 

certification would be severe, including loss of premium markets, significant financial impacts, and a 

re-conversion period of up to two years. Overall, there is serious concern that this development poses a 

disproportionate and inadequately assessed risk to organic farming and sustainable livelihoods in the area. 

 
Vulnerability to Diesel-Related Air Pollution 

As a parent living in the area, I am particularly concerned about the potential impact of this proposed 

development on children's health. Children are particularly susceptible to the effects of air pollution because 



of their developing respiratory systems, elevated respiration rates, and greater exposure to outdoor 

environments. Although peaker plants do not function on a continuous basis, they can produce significantly 

elevated levels of output during initial start-up phases or times of peak energy demand. This may lead to brief 

yet significant emissions of pollutants, particularly when diesel fuel is utilised. These emissions contain fine 

particles and nitrogen oxides that can penetrate deep into the lungs, which may affect lung development and 

increase the risk of respiratory conditions such as asthma. Overall, this raises serious concerns about the 

health and wellbeing of children and whether these risks have been fully considered. 

 
School Safety and Peak-Time Risks 

As someone who lives locally and extensively uses this road, I am concerned about the proposed location of 

the site entrance on the L3103. This section of road is already extremely dangerous, as it is narrow, has no 

hard shoulder, and does not provide sufficient space for two heavy goods vehicles to pass safely. Visibility is 

also poor due to blind dips and sharp bends, meaning drivers often cannot see oncoming traffic in time, and 

introducing a site entrance at this location would significantly increase the risk to all road users. 

There are strong concerns that adding traffic—particularly large vehicles—would worsen these existing 

hazards, especially near homes and schools during busy periods such as morning and afternoon times. The 

interaction between heavy goods vehicles, farm machinery, and everyday local traffic creates a higher risk of 

accidents, particularly for children and other vulnerable road users. Overall, this is not a suitable location for 

this level of traffic, and the associated safety risks for the community are a critical concern. 

 
Proximity and Worst-Case Scenario Risks 

There are serious concerns about the location of this proposed development, given its proximity to residential 

homes, agricultural land, and local infrastructure. In this context, even a low-probability event could have 

serious consequences for public safety, property, and the local rural economy. While such incidents may be 

unlikely, the potential impact of events such as fire, explosion, or fuel-related incidents could be significant, 

particularly given how close the development is to where people live and work. The Environmental Impact 

Assessment does not clearly demonstrate that worst-case scenarios have been fully examined, with limited 

detail on potential fire spread, explosion impact zones, and fuel ignition risks. Without this information, the 

true scale and severity of potential impacts remain unclear, giving rise to significant concern about the level of 

risk associated with the development. 

 
Impact on Residential Amenity and Long-Term Visual Change 

There are concerns that the proposed development will be clearly visible from surrounding homes, roads, and 

farmland, resulting in a permanent change to the visual environment. This has the potential to impact 

residential amenity, reduce enjoyment of the area, and alter the overall character of the landscape, with a 

large and visually prominent industrial facility introduced into what is currently a rural setting. Given the long 

operational lifespan of the development, potentially extending to at least 2050, these impacts would be 

long-lasting and not easily mitigated. The addition of industrial structures, lighting, and ongoing activity 

represents a significant and enduring change that requires careful consideration. 

 
Underestimation of Operational Emissions 

There are concerns that the Environmental Impact Assessment may underestimate the emissions associated 

with the proposed development by relying on assumed operating patterns. As a demand-led facility, the plant 

may operate more frequently or for longer periods than predicted, particularly during times of pressure on the 

energy system. This creates uncertainty around the total level of greenhouse gas emissions over the lifetime 



of the project and raises concerns that the full climate impact of the development has not been adequately 

assessed. 

 
Lack of Clear, Accessible, and Effective Communication 

There are concerns that community engagement in relation to this project has been insufficient and 

ineffective. Many residents did not receive any direct communication or notification about the proposed 

development, and while some individuals report receiving a flyer or attending an information event, the 

material provided was highly technical and difficult to understand without specialist knowledge. This limits 

meaningful public participation, as effective consultation requires information to be accessible, clearly 

explained, and actively communicated to all affected members of the community. In this case, the complexity 

and level of technical detail in the documentation creates a barrier to understanding, meaning that many 

people cannot fully assess the potential impacts of the development. 

 
Absence of Worst-Case Scenario Assessment 

There are concerns that the Environmental Impact Assessment relies on assumed or typical operating 

scenarios rather than fully assessing worst-case conditions. As a demand-led facility, a peaker plant may 

operate more frequently, for longer periods, or at higher intensity than predicted, and this may include the use 

of diesel during start-up, testing, or operational phases. As a result, actual emissions and environmental 

impacts could be significantly greater than those modelled. A comprehensive evaluation of worst-case 

scenarios is essential to ensure the reliability of the assessment. Without such an analysis, it is not possible 

to affirm with confidence that major negative environmental impacts will be avoided, and this omission 

constitutes a critical limitation. 

 

 
Lack of Worst-Case Assessment 

The Environmental Impact Assessment bases its findings on expected operating scenarios instead of 

evaluating the worst-case possibilities. Because the plant's operation will depend on electricity demand, it's 

unclear how often or how intensely it might run. This uncertainty also applies to diesel usage, which could 

produce higher emissions than those estimated. Without a thorough assessment of the most severe potential 

impacts, it is impossible to guarantee that major environmental effects will not happen. 

 
Conclusion 

The proposal raises important concerns about environmental protection, public health, agriculture, road 

safety, and community welfare. Due to uncertainties regarding how often operations would occur, diesel 

usage, and overall impacts, this development cannot be considered acceptable. A thorough and cautious 

assessment is needed to ensure that significant environmental effects are avoided, but such an evaluation 

has not been conducted. Therefore, I recommend that approval for this development be refused. 



Yours Sincerely, 
 

 

 
Name: Enda Trowell 

Date: 18 April 2026 


