OBSERVATION/SUBMISSION TO PLANNING APPLICATION
Case Reference: 324113

John and Brigid Kelly
castlelambert
athenry

Galway

H65 K372

To: An CoimisiGn Pleanala
64 Marlborough Street
Dublin 1

D01 V802

Date: 23 April 2026

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

Location: Pollnagroagh and Rathmorrissy (Townlands), Athenry, Co. Galway

Applicant: Bord Gais Energy Limited

Dear SirlMadam,

My residence is 850m from the proposed site of the Cashla Peaker Plant {Athenry),

Dear Sir/Madam,

My residence is 650m from the proposed site of the Cashla Peaker Plant (Athenry).

My name is John Kelly. | live with my wife Brigid in Castlelambert for the past 45 years. | have worked this
land for 55 years, as did my parents before me. This farm is not just my livelihood—it is my home, my family’s
history, and part of a working rural landscape that supports both food production and biodiversity.

We are in complete disbelief that in the year 2026 we may have a diesel and gas electricity generator in our
locality, with all the progression that has been made with renewable power in this country. | have 8
grandchildren living nearby and am concerned for the future health effects on these children due to the
potential pollutants from the Peaker plant.

I am a full time farmer and am well aware of the pollutants both airborne and effluent from the Peaker Plant
affecting my land and affecting the health of my animals. We have well water for the animals which could be



potentially polluted.

Also the harmful effects of the potential air pollutants could have on our cattle and sheep. Studies have
shown potential effects of decreased liveweight gain and contaminated meat preduct due to environmental
pollution from a Peaker Plant.

For these reascns, | respectfully cppose the proposed development.

High-Intensity Emissions and Diesel Impacts

I am concerned about the potential impact of air pollution from this proposed development. Pollutants such as
nitrogen oxides (NOx) and fine particulate matter (PM2.5 and PM10) are known to damage air quality, irritate
the lungs, and contribute to long-term harm to both human health and the environment, Although the plant
would not operate continuously, it may run at extremely high output when required, leading to short but
intense bursts of pollution, particularly during start-up and peak demand periods. The possible use of diesel
during these times is especially worrying, as it produces higher levels of harmful emissions, including nitrogen
oxides, sulphur dioxide, and particulate matter.

These pollutants can penetrate deep into the lungs and enter the bloodstream, increasing the risk of
respiratory and cardiovascular illness, particularly for vulnerable groups such as children, older people, and
those with existing health conditions. Fine particulate matter can also travel long distances and accumulate
over time, meaning the impacts may extend beyond the immediate area and persist in the long term. In
summary, | have reservations regarding the thoroughness of the assessment of these emissions. This issue
presents significant implications for public health and environmental protection, especially in relation to EU air
quality standards established by Directive 2008/50/EC.

Dependence on Groundwater for Domestic and Agricultural Use

| 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.

Protection of Agricultural Livelihoods

Farmers work diligently within stringent environmental guidelines and uphold rigerous standards of
environmental stewardship, fully recognising the importance of these obligations. There is concern that an
industrial development of this nature-—particularly one involving diesel use and long-term emissions,
potentially until 2050—could infroduce risks that undermine that work by affecting land quality and increasing
environmental pressures. This situation presents significant challenges for farmers, who should not face
penalties for problems caused by factors beyond their control. There are concerns that agricultural risks
remain overlooked and the development may affect local farming long-term.



Vulnerability to Diesel-Related Air Pollution

As a parent living in the area, | 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 poliutants, particularly when diesel fuel is utilised. These emissions contain fine
particles and nitrogen oxides that can penetrate deep into the tungs, 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.

Unsuitability of Rural Road Network

There are serious concerns about the proposed site entrance on the L3103, which is an exceptionally
dangerous siretch of road where introducing an access point would create an unacceptable level of risk. The
road is extremely narrow and cannot safely accommodate two heavy goods vehicles passing at the same
time, there is no hard shoulder to allow for safe manoeuvring or recovery, and visibility is severely limited due
to blind dips and sharp corners. These are significant existing hazards that already pose a real danger to road
users, and the addition of a site entrance would further increase that risk.

There are also concerns regarding the suitability of iocal roads for this type of traffic. Rural roads are not built
to support continuous industrial activity, and when heavy trucks, farm equipment, and regular local vehicles
share these routes, it often leads to difficult and dangerous traffic conditions. The introduction of additional
industrial traffic, including construction vehicles and diesel deliveries, would further increase the risk and
make these roads more dangerous for all users.

Risk of Fire and Explosion from Fuel Storage

As someone living in the area, | am very concerned about the safety risks associated with this proposed
development. The project involves the storage, handling, and use of highly flammable fuels such as natural
gas and diesel, which carry an inherent risk of fire or explosion. In the event of equipment malfunctions,
leaks, or operational challenges, these substances may pose an ignition risk, potentially resulting in
significant incidents. Considering the intermittent yet high-intensity operation of a peaker plant, the likelihood
of such occurrences warrants careful consideration.

The potential consequences are particularly worrying, as any incident could have serious impacts on nearby
homes, residents, farmland, and livestock. This raises significant concerns about whether the risks have been
fully assessed and whether this location is appropriate for a development of this nature.

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.



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 petiods, 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.,

Diesel Use Not Fully Assessed or Limited

Diesel is used beyond emergencies, including routine tests and operations. This leads to extra emissions,
odours, and environmental risks not fully covered by the Environmental Impact Assessment. The frequency
and impact of diesel use are unclear, making the total environmental effect uncertain.

Conclusion

This proposal presents important concerns regarding people, public health, agriculture, and the surrounding
environment. Because the documentation is complex and community engagement has been limited, many
individuals have found it challenging to take part in the decision-making process. Communities should not
face uncertain or potentially substantial environmental risks. Therefore, it is strongly recommended that
planning permission be refused,

Yours Sincerely,

’jO[’\V\

Beigid Kelly

Name: John and Brigid Kelly
Date: 23 April 2026




