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Date: 24 April 2026

Re: Observation to the proposed development of open-cycle gas turbine (OCGT) and generator with
ancillary equipment.

Location: Pollnagroagh and Rathmorrissy (Town[ands), Athenry, Co. Galway

Applicant: Bord Gais Energy Limited

Dear Sir/Madam,

I grew up in Athenry and while I eventally moved away, my mother and brother continue to ive in the family
home located above. I wish to object to this application as it does not adequately address climate impact and
is contrary to the climate Act.
International and national regulations and guidelines in relation to air quality have become more onerous to
finally address human health risks associated with air pollutants. Considering the above locating this plant

3km from an expanding town and even closer to secondary school makes little sense and is contrary to the
above legislation and best practice. On a personal note, my mother and brother are asthmatic and this

development will negatively impact on their environment and health.

Long-Term Accumulation of Pollutants and Chemical Residues

I am particularly concerned about the risk of pollution to soil and groundwater from this proposed

development. The inclusion of diesel storage tanks, hardstanding areas, drainage systems, and other
infrastructure increases the likelihood that pollutants could gradually enter the ground over time, potentially up



to 2050. Substances such as hydrocarbons from diesel and gas, along with other chemical residues, may
build up slowly, particularly where there are repeated small leaks, routine operational losses, or occasional
spills, with impacts accumulating over time.

What is especially worrying is that this type of pollution may not be immediately visible but could result in
long-term damage to groundwater quality and soil health. This has implications not only for environmental
protection but also for local agriculture, which depends on clean soil and water. Overall, there is significant
concern that these long-term and cumulative risks have not been fully addressed and could have lasting
consequences for the local environment and livelihoods.

Unsuitability of Site Due to Environmental Sensitivity

I do not believe this site is suitable for this type of development. The area is environmentally sensitive, with a
strong reliance on clean groundwater and agricultural land, both of which are essential to the local

community. Introducing a development involving diesel storage and industrial processes, potentially operating

until at least 2050, brings significant long-term risks to water quality, soil health, and surrounding land uses.

These effects are not temporary or easily controlled, and once harm is done, it can be extremely

challenging–sometimes even impossible–to completely fix. Because of uncertainty and the risk of

permanent environmental damage, it's best to proceed with caution. In summary, there are significant
concerns about whether this development is suitable for this area

Scale, Integration, and Rural Context

There are serious concerns that the scale and industrial nature of the proposed development are not in
keeping with the surrounding rural environment. Building large-scale plants, structures, and infrastructure
would result in a prominent addition to the landscape that does not match the area's current appearance.
There is no evidence showing this development could blend into its environment or that its visual effects
could be properly reduced. This raises concerns in relation to the Galway County Development Plan,
particularly Policy GBI, which requires that developments be designed and located in a manner that allows
them to integrate effectively into the landscape.

Lock.in of Fossil Fuel Infrastructure

There are serious concerns that the proposed development represents new fossil fuel infrastructure with a
long operational lifespan, potentially extending to at least 2050, which risks locking in carbon-intensive energy
generation at a time when national and EU policy require rapid decarbonisation. Investment in gas-fired
infrastructure of this nature may delay or displace the development of renewable energy and energy storage
solutions, leading to continued reliance on fossil fuels over the long term. Overall, there is concern that the
proposal is not aligned with current climate objectives and may undermine the transition to a low-carbon
energy system .

Conflict with National and EU Climate Targets

There are serious concerns regarding Ireland's legally binding obligations to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions under the Climate Action and Low Carbon Development (Amendment) Act 2021, as well as wider
EU climate frameworks. The continued development of gas-fired generation, including peaker plants, will

result in additional carbon dioxide emissions over the lifetime of the project, raising questions about alignment

with national carbon budgets and emissions reduction targets. In this context, there is concern that the
proposal may undermine the State's ability to meet its climate commitments and transition to a low-carbon
energy system.



Lack of Transparency, Inclusiveness, and Early Engagement

There are concerns that consultation in relation to this development has not been clear, inclusive, or effective.
For a project of this scale and potential impact, there should have been proactive, transparent, and early
engagement with the local community, including clear communication, accessible information, and adequate

time for people to understand and respond to the proposal. The lack of meaningful engagement raises issues
around fairness, transparency, and the overall integrity of the planning process, and creates concern that
communities may be placed at a disadvantage due to inaccessible information and limited consultation.

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.

Over-Reliance on Mitigation Measures and Uncertainty of Outcomes

There are concerns that the Environmental Impact Assessment relies heavily on mitigation measures to

reduce environmental impacts. However. mitigation does not eliminate impacts, and its effectiveness over

time is uncertain, particularly over the long operational lifespan of the development, potentially extending to at
least 2050. There is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that these measures will perform as predicted under
real-world conditions. This creates uncertainty as to whether impacts will remain within acceptable limits,

particularly in relation to emissions, noise, and overall environmental protection.

Complexity of EIAR and Barriers to Public Understanding

There are concerns that, while the development is presented within a single Environmental Impact
Assessment Report, the scale, volume, and complexity of the documentation make it extremely difficult for
the public to understand the project as a whole. The high level of technical detail, combined with the way the
information is structured, creates a significant barrier to meaningful engagement. Although the material is not
formally divided into separate reports, the practical effect is similar to fragmentation, as it is not easy to
assess the cumulative impacts across all aspects of the development. This raises concerns regarding
transparency and accessibility within the planning process.

Operational Uncertainty and Lack of Enforceable Limits

There are concerns that the Environmental Impact Assessment relies on assumed operational scenarios
rather than fully assessing worst-case conditions. As the plant will operate in response to electricity demand,

there is uncertainty regarding how frequently or intensively it may run, including periods when diesel will be

used, potentially resulting in higher emissions than those modelled. Without a thorough evaluation of the
worst-case scenario, it is not possible to confidently rule out the possibility of major environmental impacts.

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,

S C

Name: Gary Kelly
Date: 24 April 2026


