Our Case Number: ABP-317560-23

An
Bord
Pleanala

Val O'Gorman
Carraun
Co. Sligo

Date: 05 September 2023

Re: Proposed windfarm development including 13 no. wind turbines in Bunnyconnellan, Co. Mayo and
hydrogen plant in Castleconnor, Co. Sligo.
Carrowleagh, Bunnyconnellan, Co. Mayo and Curraun, Castleconnor, Co. Sligo.

Dear Sir / Madam,

An Bord Pleanala has received your recent submission in relation to the above mentioned proposed
development and will take it into consideration in its determination of the matter. Please accept this letter
as a receipt for the fee of €50 that you have paid.

The Board will revert to you in due course with regard to the matter.

Please be advised that copies of all submissions / observations received in relation to the application will
be made available for public inspection at the offices of the local authority and at the offices of An Bord
Pleandla when they have been processed by the Board.

More detailed information in relation to strategic infrastructure development can be viewed on the
Board's website: www.pleanala.ie.

If you have any queries in the meantime, please contact the undersigned officer of the Board or email
sids@pleanala.ie quoting the above mentioned An Bord Pleanala reference number in any
correspondence with the Board.

Yours faithfully,

PP G

Lauren Murphy
Executive Officer
Direct Line: 01-8737275
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Teil Tel (01) 858 8100

Glao Aitiail LoCall 1800 275 175

Facs Fax (01) 872 2684 64 Sraid Maoilbhride 64 Marlborough Street
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Address Carrowleagh, Bunnyconnellan, Co. Mayo & Currabn-cestieconnon-ComSligo

Description Proposed windfarm development including 13 no. wind turbines in
Bunnyconnellan, Co. Mayo & hydrogen plant in Castleconnor, Co. Sligo

My Observations in relation to this case

Bird Survey
After studying the Ornithology Survey I have some of the following concerns:
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On Appendix 7.1 of the vantage point surveys the individual surveys are carried out
on two consecutive days of each month, would it of been more beneficial to the
survey to space these days out more ?

On Appendix 7.2 of the Furlough Wind Farm Site — Bird Flightline Data 2019-2021
an entry on the 13/02/2020 in which 12 Gold Plover were spotted was recorded,
however on Appendix 7.1 no such date and data can be found.

In Figure 7.1 of the Ornithology survey the transect line for breeding and wintering
birds appears to be mainly conducted along the roads of the bog, as a result of this it
may have been difficult to observe these wintering birds and breeding pairs in nests.

Why was this transect not carried out in the same manner as the transect from the
Grouse Survey?

On the Flightline number map for the Golden Plover it appears that 2 flights have
interactions with the Ox Mountains Special area of Conservation.

Flightline 2 consisting of 12 Golden Plover originates in the wind farm site and is
tracked leaving the wind farm site in the direction of the area of conservation,
however on Appendix 7.2 they are noted to be flying towards an adjoining windfarm.

Flightline 7 originates from the special area of conservation and is tracked flying into
the windfarm site.

On the flightline number map for the Golden Plover, flightlines 6 and 9 demonstrate a
presence of Golden Plover in the Wind Farm site.

Flightline 6 consisted of 6 Golden Plover in transit over the site.

Flightline 9 consisted of 21 Golden Plover in low flight and then landing in the bog
within the Wind Farm site.

In addition to the Golden plover observed in the vantage point survey there was a
further 48 observed during the red grouse survey on the 23™ of March 2021




During transect 2 on the 23" of March 2021, 8 Golden Plover are recorded in the
observations section.

During transect 9 at 14:10 on the 23 of March 2021, 40 Golden Plover are recorded
in flight and calling in the observations section.

As these birds are red listed and under the Annex 1 classification and there appears to
be a strong amount of evidence of the birds using the site as a flight corridor and
landing area. There should be more consideration taken into account on the impact of
this wind farm on the golden plover population.

I would like to see the opinion of a second independent ornithologist in relation to this
matter. I would also like this independent ornithologist to review the entire
ornithology survey.

Hydrogen Plant

I am concerned about the operation of hydrogen tanker lorries at the hydrogen plant for the
following reasons:
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The noise pollution from the Hydrogen Tanker Lorries operating on the road in a
close proximity to my house.

In the event of a major accident and possible explosion involving one of these
hydrogen tankers what risk assessment has been carried out and will my family and
my property be in danger.

During the initial years of operation commencing at the Hydrogen Plant, using current
tube trailer technologies to transport hydrogen from the plant there will be up to 50
lorries operating on the road constantly. Will these be operating at unsocial hours ?
(See reference in mitigating measures) 8.5.3.3 Maintenance and Monitoring page 176

I am concerned that the planning permission for the Hydrogen Plant is being
considered using the working assumption number of Lorries (26) and not the number
of lorries that are required using current tube trailer technologies (50). (See reference
in mitigating measures) 8.5.3.3 page 176

I am concerned about the storage of hydrogen in tube trailers on site in the operational
phase of this plant. My home is 130m from the redline boundary of the site.

I am concerned about my proximity to the Hydrogen Plant for the following reasons:
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2.

The possible increase in the cost of my house insurance due to its proximity to the
plant, Will I be compensated for this ?

The possible decrease in the value of my property due to its proximity to the plant,
Will I be compensated for this ?

In the Consultation Distance (CD) and Inner Risk Zones study the risk of fatality for
humans is considered and not the risk of damage to property, seeing as this would
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affect my insurance premium I would like for a risk assessment on potential damage
to properties in the vicinity to be carried out.

4. If the Hydrogen plantis to be operated constantly and the exterior lighting is also in
operation constantly, what level of light pollution will I be exposed to at my property
9

5. During the plants constant operation, apart from its own noise pollution will there be
any additional noise pollution from lorries or additional machinery operating at the
plant. Has this been considered in the Noise Contour Study?

Yours sincerely, \/& é D &/@#/WL/
20/€/ 2023

Val O’Gorman
Carraun,
Co. Sligo

My boundary is 130m from the redline boundary. Clarity was sought on both
information days hosted by Mercury Renewables on 14" And 15th September 2022
in Bonniconlon, and Castleconnor, as to where distances were measured from.
Nobody on the teams present could clarify this. Therefore, | am to inform you that my
measurements are taken to the nearest redline boundary point of the proposed
development.
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