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Dear Sir/Madam,

My residence is 3.96km from the proposed site of the Cashla Peaker Plant (Athenry),

My name is Laurence Smyth. I am a retired fire service professional, having spent my entire adult career in
the fire services in England before returning to Ireland to retire in what I had hoped would be a peaceful rural
setting
I live with my wife, and our daughter–who is a teacher–also resides with us. Through both my professional
background and my daughter’s experience working with schoolchildren, we are acutely aware of the potential
health and safety impacts that developments of this nature can pose, particularly in relation to air quality and
toxic emissions. I personally suffer from respiratory issues, and the scale of this proposed development gives

me serious concern for my health and quality of life.
I am deeply troubled that Galway County Council does not appear to be a party to this planning application. I
ask why this is the case. In any major incident, it is the local authority that will ultimately bear responsibility for
emergency response and recovery.
This raises several critical questions:
- Will adequate resources be available in the event of a serious incident?



- is there sufficient 24/7 fire and emergency cover in the area?
- Are personnel properly trained for the specific risks associated with this type of development?
- Has a comprehensive and realistic risk assessment been carried out?
From my professional experience, these are not theoretical concerns. If there is any doubt about the potential
severity of such incidents, I would point to the Buncefield oil depot explosion in the UK in 2005, at which I was
a firefighter there and magnitude of such an fire explosion and how the health problems endured afterwards.
Please note the duration of this Buncefield oil depot explosion lasted 5 days and then we had the aftereffects
of runoff, toxic fumes and contamination of water sources. This demonstrated the devastating consequences
that can arise from fuel storage and related facilities.
In light of the above, I strongly believe that the local authority must be fully consulted and directly involved in
this application. Their input is essential to ensure that all risks are properly assessed and that adequate

emergency planning is in place.
In summary: Galway County Council must be involved in this process before any decision is made.

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.

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.

Need for Precaution Due to Uncertainty

There is significant concern regarding the insufficient assessment of long-term health impacts on children,
particularly with respect to repeated exposure associated with intermittent plant operation and diesel
utilisation. Since children are especially susceptible to air pollution, uncertainty surrounding these effects

warrants scrutiny. It is inadequate to presume minimal risk without substantial, transparent evidence. Given
these circumstances, it is recommended that a precautionary approach be adopted to prioritise the health and



wellbeing of children and to ensure that all potential risks are thoroughly evaluated and mitigated.

Increased Heavy Traffic and Diesel Transport Risks

As someone who lives locally and uses this road, I am concerned about road safety in relation to the
proposed entrance on the L3103. This stretch of road is already extremely narrow, with no hard shoulder,
making it difficult for two heavy goods vehicles to pass safely and leaving no margin for error. Visibility is also
poor due to blind dips and sharp bends, meaning drivers often cannot see oncoming traffic in time. The
proposed development would increase traffic levels, including heavy goods vehicles, construction traffic, and
fuel deliveries such as diesel tankers, all of which require space and clear sightlines that this road does not
provide

Given that these rural roads are used by residents, farm machinery, and school-related traffic, the addition of
significant industrial traffic would increase the risk of accidents and create a more hazardous environment.
Overall, there is strong concern that the existing road infrastructure is not suitable for this level of traffic and
that the associated safety risks have not been adequately addressed.

Major Accident Hazard and Regulatory Concerns

I am concerned about the potential for major accidents associated with this proposed development. A
gas-fired peaker plant, combined with on-site fuel storage, introduces real risks, including fire, explosion, and
the release of fuel. According to the requirements of the Seveso III Directive, any development involving
hazardous substances must present clear evidence that reEevant risks have been appropriately identified,

assessed, and minimized. In this instance, it appears that full compliance may not have been achieved.
Locally, there is concern regarding whether the probability and impact of serious incidents have been
comprehensively evaluated or clearly demonstrated, which raises ongoing questions about the adequacy of

risk management and the safety of nearby residents.

Emergency Response and Adequacy of Assessment

There are serious concerns about the lack of clear information on emergency response planning for this

proposed development, including how a major incident would be managed, evacuation procedures,
coordination with local emergency services, and the overall effectiveness of any response. This is particularly

concerning in a rural area where the road network is already limited and constrained, which could make

access and evacuation more difficult in an emergency and increase risks to nearby residents. When
considered alongside the absence of detailed worst-case scenario analysis, it is not clear that risks to human

health and safety have been reduced to an acceptable level, creating significant concern about the

preparedness of the development to respond to a major incident.

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.



Lack of Clear, Accessible, and Effective Communication
f

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 Hyer 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

There are serious concerns regarding environmental impacts, safety risks, and the adequacy of the

assessment process. The Environmental Impact Assessment overlooks cumulative, long-term, and
worst-case scenarios, depending instead on assumptions that may not accurately represent the actual
operation of the development. This leads to considerable uncertainty regarding the real extent of its impacts.
For these reasons, it is respectfully requested that approval for the proposed development be refused.



Yours Sincerely,

Name: Laurence Smyth
Date: 17 April 2026


