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Canty

Cappagh,
Dungarvan,
Co Waterford
R . X35V585
5&&#{ ; 19* July 2022
The Secretary ABP. = (Lo )
An Bord Pleanila T - —
64 Marlborough Street . _{QOZ 0 JUL 2022 .
Dublin 1 | . Type: _C .-W.-C'F_»(’.
D01V902 | Time: _ By Mivog.r |

Re: Planning Ref 21/ 772 Roadstone Ltd. at Cappagh Quarry Co Waterford - application for
extension 18.2 hectares Satellite Quarry and New Concrete Plant at Canty, Cappagh
together with extensive listed works at Ballykennedy, Kilgreany Cappagh Co Waterford for
up to 20 years.

A Chara,

I wish to make my Observation to the above Planning Appeal by Roadstone Ltd, to An Bord
Pleandla.

Relevant documents:

1.

Roadstone Ltd. Eastern Satellite Quarry and New Concrete Plant Environmental Impact
Report. Volumes 1 and 2 July 2021. (Application to Waterford County Council).
Roadstone Ltd. Response for Further Information document March 2022 (to Waterford
County Council)

Roadstone Appeal to An Bord Pleanala. 28™ June 2022. An Bord Pleanala Reference
No: 501.00180.00264

Waterford County Council Notification of Decision to Grant - Subject to Conditions.

2™ June 2022

Enclosed for further reference:

1

Wik owon

For clarity and further explanation of my concerns and observation regarding the
extension of quarrying at such close proximity to my residence | have attached a copy
of my full Response to the Request for Further Information submitted by the Applicant
to Waterford County Council Planning Authority.

Copy of Court decision regarding the replacement of the link roadway.

Map indicating the proximity of my dwelling to the proposed quarry development.
Copies of Receipts for RFI response submission for Edmond and Mary Stack.

Cheque, Value €100 in respect of Observation fee to An Bord Pleandla for Edmond and
Mary Stack, (2x €50).
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1 Proximity of the proposed development to my residence.

By its nature the quarrying process is a noisy dusty operation, consisting of Rock drilling,
Explosive blasting, Rock breaking using hydraulic hammers and crushing of the rock into
various aggregates incfuding Lime.

Resulting from this process are severe and debilitating Noise levels, Ground vibration.
Airborne dust pollution and the possibility of damage and pollution to the Aquifer.

This quarrying activity for which this permission is granted now will operate within 200 meters
of my residential dwelling which is on the prevailing wind side of the development which
increases the effect of noise and dust pollution being produced by the quarrying operations.

Historically the operation was a greater distance from my property in Canty (X35V585) and
still generated nuisance ievels of noise, and dust pollution.

The new activity will result in a significant increase in road traffic which in itself is a pollutant
and includes the risk and hazard of airborne pollution emanating from the trucking activity.

The close proximity will impact disproportionately on my health and wellbeing regardless of
the mitigating measures outlined in the Conditions listed in the granting of permission by the
Waterford County Council Planning Authority. In the past on occasions, ! have found it
necessary to leave my home to get relief from the severe and constant noise levels. | ask what
will this be like in the future development of the quarry?

As European citizen, one of the rights enshrined in European Convention of Human Rights in
Article 8 guarantees the quiet enjoyment of my home and property. With this development
my rights evaporate.

Another significant factor is the devaluation of my property resulting from the
proximity of the development and the pollution emanating from it. The proximity of quarrying
to my home is such that | fear the effects outlined above have not been given due
consideration in the granting of Permission or the conditions therein. Should this development
proceed, | would justifiably but regrettably reduce my property value for the payment of the Local
Property Tax (LPT). and inform Revenue of the reason why. Devaluation of our properties as a result
of having this proposed new quarry in such close proximity is just not acceptable. Without redress, it
is tantamount to stealing from the residents.

By comparison to a lesser polluting activity, a comparator would be that minimum distances
for the installation of Wind Turbines are set at 500metres from local residential properties
untess otherwise agreed by the landowner.

It is not acceptable that there is not a specified minimum operating distance from residences
for this particular development extension.
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Operating Hours.
Ref: Waterford County Council Notification of Decision to Grant:
Condition Nos:

8(a) in the Local Authority planning approval outlines the permissible operating between
07.00 and 20.00 Monday to Friday each week and 0700 hours and 1400 hours on Saturdays.
This amounts to a possible total operating time of 72 hours per week. Surely given the
excessive noise pollution that will emanate from this development there shouid be a reduction
in these operating hours. in particular, operations should cease on Saturdays at least.

8 (b) Rock breaking commencing at 08.00 to 18.00 and can amount to 10 hours of daily severe
noise, this in an otherwise quiet countryside rural setting where the main activity is farming.
| wish to question the protection afforded to residents and residential amenities and indeed
properties with those extensive daily operating times.

Normal working hours in Ireland under Construction Industry Federation working hours rules
is 39 hours weekly. Again, my request to the Bord is to amend these extensive operating hours
to offer some respite for the near residents.

I wish to continue my Observation regarding noise emanating from the proposed
development as follows:

Reference: Roadstone Ltd. RFI. (detail}.
1. Item a). The applicant is requested to undertake baseline noise surveys. (RF| Page 1).
{Note: The RFi refers to the L2019 near residence RO6. The correct roadway number is L2018).

To State that “the supplementary noise assessment report concluded that noise levels from the
proposed activities in the quarry will not significantly exceed existing background noise levels at
residential receptors” can only be a gross understatement and is not acceptable.

1} Ambient noise levels in a rural agricultural setting are by its nature sporadic, varied, and easily
tolerable. The statement in the RFI does not consider the daily continuous nature of the noise
that the proposed development will emit, and this to continue for 20 years!

2) Historically the levels of noise emanating from the plant have been at nuisance levels and is
therefore detrimental to the well-being of local residents. This can only become more of a
nuisance as the proposed development will be closer to many local dwelling houses including
my own.

3} The proposed production levels amount to a 13-fold increase in quarry output compared to
recent years. This can only result in higher and more constant noise levels and become even
maore of a nuisance.

4) The frequency and abatement of noise emissions from quarry drilling machines located on top
of the quarry face has not been addressed by Roadstone Ltd. in their RFL.
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Regarding the use of hydraulic rock breaking hammers. Living beside the existing quarry for
many years we have been exposed to the daily drone noise generated by the quarry in
operation. In recent years this has changed when the fixed rock crusher was replaced by a
mobile crusher and hydraulic rock breaking equipment. Since the introduction of mobile
crusher and rock breaker the noise levels have increased dramatically and sometimes it is
unbearable.

The noise generated by the mobile crusher and rock breaker can be so severe that living in
close proximity to the quarrying operations | found it necessary to stay indoors or having to
wear ear protectors when outside,

Staccato noise generated by hydraulic rock breaking equipment by its nature is difficult to
suppress to levels that are not debilitating to near residents. In the recent past | and other
residents living local to the quarrying operation found it necessary to leave home to get relief
from the constant din generated by this process and other noise sources emanating from the
quarry operations. The thumping, banging and impact noise generated by the rock breaking
activity is clearly audible above everything else. The impulsive sound generated by the rock
breaking activity is far more annoying than a steady-state sound having the same A-weighted
equivalent sound pressure level, LAeq. This situation can only be addressed by eliminating this
process or impaosing severe penalty conditions on the measured values. The conditions
specified in the granting of Planning Permission by the Local Authority have gone some way
towards minimising this severe noise pollution. A reduction in the permitted operating hours
for this activity including a published schedule would be welcome.

These unbearable noise levels, which can also be heard inside of dwelling houses with the
windows and doors closed will only get worse when the projected 400.000 tonnes per annum
is reached if adequate abatement systems are not in place and Planning Conditions are not
adhered to.

Having to leave our homes due to nuisance noise levels amounts to a degree of behavioural
change which falls into the category of “Adverse and Substantial”.

10} The noise level results in the EIAR and the predictions are based on measurements carried out

during 2019 and 2020 when the quarry operations were at their lowest in recent history.

11) It is therefore incorrect to state that “the supplementary noise assessment report concluded

that noise levels from the proposed activities in the quarry will not significantly exceed existing
background noise levels at residential receptors” This can only be a gross understatement and
is not acceptable. Historically the levels of noise emanating from the plant have been at
nuisance levels and is therefore detrimental to the well-being of all local residents.

Roadstone Ltd. RFl Item b), {(page 5). Regarding whether the area should be considered a low
background noise environment and what the impact of the noise from the proposed development
is in the context of the background noise level.

1)

2)

Again, the noise level results in the EIAR, and the predictions are based on measurements
carried out during 2019 and 2020 when the quarry operations were at their lowest levels in
recent history.

The response from Roadstone Ltd. in the RFI goes to great lengths to monitor the ambient
noise levels and state that the noise limits for the proposed satellite quarry with noise
emissions to be no more than 10dB above the background sound level or in any event not
exceeding 55dB Laeq,1hr. This however does not take into consideration the amplified effect
on the noise levels from reverberation caused by sound bouncing off multiple quarrying faces
and other hard surfaces within the operation. Reverberation and multiple echoes can become
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even more apparent outside of, and some distance from the quarry boundary. It is also noted
that the Table 4-2 on page 9 of the RFI” Summary of Noise Levels, free-field” is incorrect as the
dates stated are in the future, (December 2022)!

3) The RFt does not include the carrying out a noise modelling study which should have been
based on the proposed mitigation measures including the now proposed acoustic fence
installed on top of a berm.

4) The effect of the mitigation measures proposed in the RFI can only be assessed when the
proposed development is up and running. Having had experience of the quarry operators poor
regard for their neighbours, by then it will be too late for local residents to protest.

5} Within the cluster of houses adjacent to the proposed quarry eastern boundary it is now the
norm for quite a few people to work from home on a permanent basis. High noise levels in
one’s place of work can only be disruptive to efficient working.

RFI Page 9 Item b Regarding rock breaking.

6) The RFl only indicates a schedule for this operation which amounts to a possible 50 hours per
5-day week but does not address the effect that it has on local residents who find this
operation unbearable and debilitating. Unless adequate noise abatement systems and penalty
conditions are imposed for this activity to proceed, it should be abandoned. The operating
schedule also needs to be curtailed to a much-reduced finite timetable,

7} At the Public Consultation meeting on 16'™ March this concern was discussed at length and
included that Roadstone Ltd. have already created a precedent by upgrading windows in some
instances to triple glazing for residents living in close proximity to other quarry operations. The
fact of this precedent was not denied by Roadstone Ltd.

8) Overall, there seems to be a thinking of “wait and see” regarding noise pollution which is both
careless and negligent. This is hardly Roadstone Ltd. being “a responsible neighbour” according
to their mission statement.

Ref: Waterford County Council Notification of Decision to Grant: Condition Number 3.

“The final floor of the quarry shall not drop below 10mAOD as detailed in the documentation submitted
to the Planning Authority on 13" August 2021 Save where otherwise permitted by grant of permission
issued by the Planning Authority”

Regarding the proviso, "Save where otherwise permitted by grant of permission issued by the
Planning Authority”

Historically the quarry operators without any official authorisation or permission have excavated to
below and exposed the water table. This clandestine adventure included the installation of a pipe
under the R6072 road under the cover of darkness to facilitate pumping of water from the then 40 feet
deep hole in the base of the quarry. Polluted water with extremely low Dissolved Oxygen levels (DO)
from this hole was pumped to the local Brickey river. Thankfully this was fought by the local community
and the stipulation of further excavation levels to be “not below 10-metre OD”. was decided by
Waterford County Council Planning Authority. {We understand that this planning condition is being
observed since it was imposed by the Waterford County Council Planning Authority).

Given that this is a vast aquifer extending to Dungarvan much of it in Karst rock and the fact that when
the illegal excavation and pumping took place, the water level in all the borehole wells in the area
dropped and the river was contaminated. This possible option in Condition No: 3 should be removed.
Not extracting below 10metres OD is probably the single most important condition already in place
which helps to protect the aquifer.
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in Summary.

f find that the Appeal by Roadstone Ltd. to An Bord Pleanéla and much of the content in their
RF{ is disingenuous in its content towards operating in harmony with their neighbours.

The Roadstone Mission Statement reads: “We will be a responsible neighbour in the communities in
which we operate and deliver on our social responsibilities.” Not factual. Historically the quarry
operator has demonstrated utter contempt towards the neighbouring community thereby
disregarding their stated social responsibility to the communities in which they operate. There are
many examples whereby this mission statement was severely compromised by the questionable
management principles and attitude of the quarry operators.

Their track record of ignoring the need for Planning requirements including breaches of existing
planning conditions again demonstrates their disregard for Authority and “Proper Planning and
Development”

The Company Roadstone Ltd. has yet to fully demonstrate to the local community their commitment
to their Mission Statement and proof that they are a responsible neighbour.

It is imperative that the Company Roadstone Ltd. use Best Available Technology and Methods to
ensure compliance with regulatory constraints to achieve environmental harmony and acceptance by
the community in the area in which they operate.

It is also of the utmost importance that the conditions outlined by the Planning Authority in the
granting of this permission are monitored and logged by Roadstone Ltd. and that any breaches of the
conditions are highlighted, and methods put in place to eliminate further instances.

While the local community have a responsibility to report any environmental issues, it is also the
ultimate responsibility of Roadstone Ltd. and the Local Authority to police the operation. | sincerely
hope that this will be adhered to by all parties.

Conclusion

1. On the basis of the foregoing, | request the Bord to uphold Condition 12 in total which
is specified as a condition for granting of planning approval by the Waterford County
Council Planning Authority Ref No: 21/772.

2. | also request the Bord to curtail the operating hours to allow local residents some
relief from the noise pollution emanating from the operation especially on Saturdays.

3. Clarity and recommendations are also requested from the Bord on the question of
reduced property values due to the close proximity to a noise and dust polluting
industry to residential dwellings.

Is Mise.
I’J
ﬁ/l’ on el ,«V%L /Vl% /A}LGQQ(/ C
Edmond Stack. Mary Stack
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Canty,
The Planning Department, Cappagh,
Waterforg City & County Council, Dungarvan,
Civic offices, Co. Waterford.
Dungarvan, X35v5gs5

Co. Waterford.

Purpose of Application

30" Aprij 2022

“culvert” Passing ungar the existing
and the R6072, In reality the Proposed “culvery” is actually

3} The stated !essening of the effects that are outlined jn this planm’ng application and RFI wij have

NUisances are Minimiseg Or totally discounted as ”minimal’", “no effect” or “no significant effect”,

5) Residential Properties in close broximity 1o the Proposed development have been Severely

6) Due to the decision not to relocate the link roadway between the 12018 and the R6077 the

7] Roadstone Ltd. have not piaceq enough emphasis on guaranteeing the Protection of what is 3 vast






Ref--ence: RFI. (detail).

3

L.

item a). The applicant is requested to undertake baseline noise surveys. (RFl Page 1).
(Note: The RFl refers to the L2019 near residence RO6. The correct roadway number is 1.2018).

To State that “the supplementary noise assessment report conciuded that noise levels from the proposed
activities in the quarry will not significantly exceed existing background noise levels at residential receptors”
can only be a gross understatement and is not acceptable.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Ambient noise levels in a rural agricultural setting are by its nature sporadic, varied, and tolerable.
The statement in the RFl does not consider the daily continuous nature of the noise that the
proposed development will emit.

Historically the levels of noise emanating from the plant have been at nuisance levels and is
therefore detrimental to the well-being of local residents. This can only become more of a nuisance
as the proposed development will be closer to many local dwelling houses.

The proposed production levels amount to a 13-fold increase in quarry output compared to recent
years. This can only result in higher and more constant noise levels and become even more of a
huisance.

The frequency and abatement of noise emissions from quarry drilling machines located on top of
the quarry face has not been addressed.

Regarding the use of hydraulic rock breaking hammers. Living beside the existing quarry for many
years we have been exposed to the daily drone noise generated by the quarry in operation. in
recent years this has changed when the fixed rock crusher was replaced by a mobile crusher and
hydraulic rock breaking equipment. Since the introduction of mobile crusher and rock breaker the
noise levels have increased dramatically and sometimes it is unbearable.

The noise generated by the mobile crusher and rock breaker can be so severe that residents living
in close proximity to the quarrying operations found it necessary to stay indoors or having to wear
ear protectors when outside or indeed on occasions leave their residences to get relief from the
noise.

Staccato noise generated by hydraulic rock breaking equipment by its nature is difficult to suppress
to levels that are not debilitating to near residents. In the recent past residents local to the
quarrying operation found it necessary to leave their dwellings to get relief from the constant din
generated by this process and other noise sources emanating from the quarry operations. The
thumping, banging and impact noise generated by the rock breaking activity is clearly audible
above everything else. The impulsive sound generated by the rock breaking activity is far more
annoying than a steady-state sound having the same A-weighted equivalent sound pressure level,
LAeq. This situation can only be addressed by eliminating this process or imposing severe penalty
conditions on the measured values.

These unbearable noise levels, which can also be heard inside of dwelling houses with the windows
and doors closed will only get worse should planning permission be granted and production
increased up to the projected 400,000 tonnes per annum.

Having to leave our homes due to nuisance noise levels amounts to a degree of behavioural change
which falls into the category of “Adverse and Substantial”.

10) The noise level results in the EIAR and the predictions are based on measurements carried out

during 2019 and 2020 when the quarry operations were at their lowest in recent history.

11) It is therefore incorrect to state that “the supplementary noise assessment report concluded that

noise levels from the proposed activities in the quarry will not significantly exceed existing
background noise levels at residential receptors” This can only be a gross understatement and is not
acceptable. Historically the levels of noise emanating from the plant have been at nuisance levels
and is therefore detrimental to the well-being of all local residents.

Page 2 of 11



RF item b), {page 5). Regarding whether the area should be considered a low background noise
environment and what the impact of the noise from the proposed development is in the context of the
background noise level.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5}

Again, the noise level results in the EIAR, and the predictions are based on measurements carried
out during 2019 and 2020 when the quarry operations were at their lowest levels in recent history.

The response from Roadstone Ltd. in the RFI goes to great lengths to justify the noise limit of
55dB(A). This however does not take into consideration the amplified effect on the noise levels
from reverberation caused by sound bouncing off multiple guarrying faces and other hard surfaces
within the operation. Reverberation and multiple echoes can become even more apparent outside
of, and some distance from the quarry boundary.

The RFI does not include the carrying out a noise modelling study which should be based on the
proposed mitigation measures including the now proposed acoustic fence installed on top of the
berm.

The effect of the mitigation measures proposed in the RFl can only be assessed if Planning
Permission is granted and when the proposed development is up and running. Having had
experience of the quarry operators disregard for their neighbours, by then it will be too late for
local residents to protest.

Within the cluster of houses adjacent to the proposed quarry eastern boundary it is now the norm
for quite a few people to work from home on a permanent basis. High noise levels in one’s place of
work can only be disruptive to efficient working.

RFI Page 9 Item b Regarding rock breaking.

6}

7)

8}

The RFI only indicates a schedule for this operation but does not address the effect that it has on
local residents who find this operation unbearable and debilitating. The schedule excludes Saturday
operation but does not exclude Sunday operation? The operating schedule also needs to be
curtailed to a much-reduced finite timetable. Unless adequate noise abatement systems and
penalty conditions are imposed for this activity to proceed, it should be abandoned.

At the Public Consultation meeting on 16" March this concern was discussed at length and included
that Roadstone Ltd. have already created a precedent by upgrading windows in some instances to
triple glazing for residents living in close proximity to other quarry operations. The fact of this
precedent was not denied by Roadstone Ltd.

Overall, there seems to be a thinking of “wait and see” regarding noise pollution which is both
careless and negligent. This is hardly Roadstone Ltd. being “a responsible neighbour” according to
their mission statement.
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RFI Attachment C. Report on Public Consultation.

Section 3.0 Feedback from Public Consultation Process.

The Public Consultation requirement was ignored by Roadstone Ltd until it became an issue which would
render their planning application unacceptable. At the mandatory Public Consultation Meeting held in the
Park Hotel Dungarvan on Thursday 3™ March, it was agreed that Roadstone Ltd. representatives would
meet with residents living in a cluster of houses in close proximity to the Cappagh Roadstone Quarry to
further discuss concerns regarding the proposed development and how they would be addressed by
Roadstone Ltd. This meeting took place on 16" March 2022.

The following are the main concerns outlined at that meeting that will affect the wellbeing of the local
residents representing themselves and their respective families and the detrimental impact that the
proposed development will have on the deprecation and consequently the comfort and value of their
residences:

Link Roadway.

At the start of the meeting, it was pointed out that the link roadway between The L2018 and the R6072
Lower Canty road is in a sorry state of repair with significant traffic tracks, potholes, muck, damage to
fencing and overgrown hedging which has rendered it unusable as the maintained public amenity which it
is intended to be.

Unfortunately, this situation is an indication of the lack of care and attention to their obligations that
Roadstone Ltd. pay to their neighbours and consequently the lack of trust therein.

Maintenance of this roadway which is the responsibility of Roadstone Ltd. has always been treated on a
reactive rather than a proactive basis. Promises were made at the public consultation meeting of 16
March that this issue would be addressed promptly. At the time of writing no maintenance work has been
carried out on the rcadway!

Location of the Link Roadway between the 12018 and R6072:

Over the years since it was reinstated in its present location the roadway has been used extensively by
locals and others for leisure activities such as walking, (with children or pets}, horse and pony riding and
cycling as well as its use as a convenient thoroughfare for farmers and the general public. This link roadway
has become an important local and safe amenity.

While the Agreement made between John A Wood Limited (previous quarry operators) and representatives
from the local community on 24" April 1997 in paragraph 9 states that “In the event that the Grantor is
entitled to extract materials from the lands east of the lands coloured in the map (existing spent quarry
lands) annexed hereto the Grantees acknowledge that the Grantor shall be entitled to construct a such a
culvert or bridge as may be necessary to provide access to those lands

This agreement outlines an entitlement only and is not necessarily a requirement should the quarry be
extended eastwards into what was previously the O’Brien lands. [t is difficult to understand why the
original proposal to relocate the roadway to the eastern boundary has been abandoned. The perception by
locals is that due to the unsuitability of the roadway going through a quarry this amenity will eventually falil
out of use, be abandoned, and ultimately be absorbed into useful quarry property.

There is precedence of this being attempted in the past when without permission and in keeping with their
cavalier management attitude, the previous quarry operators, John A Wood Ltd. blasted through the
original right-of-way road into the then former Doyle lands without any official authorisation or concern for
the local community.

Following the High Court decision in 1997, John A Wood Roadstone Ltd. signed an agreement to register
this link road between the L2018 and the R6072 as a designated permanent right-of way. They have failed
to honour this agreement.
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R” \ttachment C. Report on Public Consultation, {continued).

At the Public Consultation meeting on 16" March 2022 with Roadstone representatives, it was stated that
that due to “Legal Reasons” it will not be possible to relocate the link roadway according their original plan
and drawings submitted to the Waterford County Council Planning Authority, Planning Reference 17/551.
The “Legal Reasons” were not explained and therefore not understood by the local residents.

The Court Agreement made on 21% April 1997 between John A Wood Ltd. The Grantor, and local
representatives, The Grantees, states that:

“The Grantor assents to the registration of the right-of-way hereinbefore referred to as a burden on the
lands of Folic Number 365 Co. Waterford and 6704GF Co. Waterford and shail attend to the said
registration in the fand Registry within a period of ane month from the date thereof,......”

To date this requirement has not been honoured by John A Wood Ltd. or the present owners Roadstone
Ltd. as they have failed to carry out what they have agreed and signed. The local community have not
informed of the reasons for this situation arising. It begs the question of how there can be legitimate “Legal
Reasons” why the link roadway cannot be reinstated at the quarry property boundary when the quarry
owners have not honoured their commitment. A full copy of this Agreement is included with this document
for reference.

it would be the preferred option for myself and the local residents to have the link roadway relocated to
the Roadstone quarry boundary according to the design submitted by Roadstone Ltd. in their Planning
Application, Reference Number 17/551.

Having the roadway relocated to the boundary would provide a greater separation distance between the
quarry and the local residents the nearest of which is only 95metres from the proposed quarry property
boundary and approximately 195 metres from the now proposed quarrying extraction limit. Increasing this
distance would help to reduce the levels of nuisance noise and fugitive dust pollution emanating from the
operation. Roadstone Ltd. would also benefit as it would increase the land area availabie for quarrying.

The relocation of the roadway was discussed at length at the public consultation meeting. Roadstone Ltd.
representatives stated that many of the public did not want the road relocated to the new boundary. This is
grossly untrue as having read all of the public submissions to The Planning Authority not one of them
expressed their opinion to leave the roadway in its present location.

| believe that the submissions by the public to the Planning Authority reflect the official opinion of the
community. | fervently request that the possibility of rerouting the link roadway according to the
Roadstone Lid. original design and drawings would be pursued further by them with the Local Authority.

Noise:

There were lengthy discussions regarding Noise emanating from the plant both historically and if Planning
Permission is granted. (Concerns regarding noise have been responded to earlier in pages 1 and 2 of this
resident’s response to the Roadstone Ltd. RFl submission).

Noise issues summary:

Without the installation of adequate abatement systems and the strict management thereof, the increase
in noise levels will be significant, resulting from the following facts: -

a) Proposed new (“Satellite”) quarry development.
b} Annual projected output levels of up to 400,000 tonnes.
c) Increased use of mobile crushing equipment and hydraulic rock breaker.
d) Increased road traffic levels,
e) Blasting and excavation of bedrock from a series of open faces.
f) Proposed development being much closer to local residents.
g) Drilling bore holes for blasting.
In simple terms: More activity wiil result in higher noise levels.
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Rl ttachment C. Report on Public Consultation, (continued).
Fugitive dust breakout and air quality:

The benchmark dust levels in the EIAR and RFI are based on tests carried out during the period January
2018 through to June 2021. This is one of the lowest production output periods from Cappagh quarry in
recent history. The total output for this 3-year period 2018 ,20183, and 2020, was 250,941 tonnes {17% of
which came from stockpiles already excavated}. That is not even one year's output of the projected
production of up to 400,000 tonnes per year. These test results cannot be representative of future dust
levels if planning permission is granted and production increases from the 2020 annual output of 30,168
tonnes to projected outputs of up to 400,000 tonnes pa which equates to 13-fold increase over 2020
figures and will invariably result in the increase of fugitive dust pollution escaping from the quarry.

Residents living within 450 meters the quarry for many years, (with the exception of recent years due to
low outputs), have experienced high levels of dust deposits on a regular basis falling on roofs, windowsills,
gardens, fields, and vehicles even to the level of fouling which is considered to introduce a nuisance as
stated in the EIAR.

Additionally, with the projected output increasing by up to 13 times the 2020 output, the blasting of
bedrock moving closer to locai resident’s properties will emit blast dust clouds which also carry a strong
odour.

It was also stated at the meeting by Roadstone Ltd. representatives that due to world shortages and the
increasing price of imported fertilizer, the requirement for ground limestone will increase. This is another
significant source of fugitive dust both in production and transportation.

All fugitive dust emissions generated from blasting and quarrying operations are generally carried by the
prevailing wind in the direction of the local residences and properties east of the proposed quarry
boundary. Of the 18 dwellings within 500metres of the application site boundary, five of these are located
directly to the east of the proposed development at distances of: 95, 200, 245, 285 and 450metres. All of
there are affected by fugitive dust breakout.

It is interesting to note that on occasion we get dust from the Sahara Desert falling on our properties!

It is therefore not believable that fugitive dust emissions from an over-the-fence source will be held below
nuisance levels without significant containment measures being installed.

Al issues regarding fugitive dust emissions falling on residences near to the proposed development need to
be addressed. This invelves minimising or eliminating dust emissions by the installation and use of dust
abatement systems at the quarry operation.

Stringent measures to ensure the operation of mist cannons must be enforced to limit airborne dust
emissions during quarrying and other related activities.

Clean-up maintenance at local residences must be the responsibility of Roadstone Ltd. but it should not
give them leave to poilute outside of their boundary.

Vibration from Blasting:

Due to the proposed development operating significantly nearer to local residences {nearest is less than
100metres from the boundary), there will be an increase in vibration levels from biasting operations. This
could have a detrimental effect on dwellings and other buildings near to the proposed development. The
protection and repair of possible damage to windows from air over-pressure must be the responsibility of
Roadstone Ltd..

A baseline structural survey of local buildings should be carried out by Structural Engineers prior to any
further blasting taking place at the Cappagh quarry.
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" Attachment C. Report on Public Consultation, {continued).

Fly Rock

In the past incidents of” fly rock” from the old Cappagh Quarry has been an issue. Fly-rock from blasting
went through the roof of a local dwelling resulting in the quarry owners needing to relocate the effected
residents to new houses in another location away from the guarry operations.

Now that the proposed quarry wouid be operating much closer to our dwellings there is definitely a danger
that there will be an issue with “fly rock” when multiple quarry faces are being worked.

Protection of the Aquifer:

1} There are private domestic water supply bore hole wells inside the 200-meter green line on the
EIAR map. We are concerned that fracturing of the bedrock from the blasting of over 3 million
tonnes of rock so close to these boreholes will affect the water quantity and quality from local
resident’s borehole wells and threaten the very existence of the supply well itself.

2) It was outlined in the meeting that the procedure for maintaining excavation above the 10m OD
stipulation will be based on projected measurements from a permanent datum point within the
quarry premises. This primarily applies to calculate the drilling depth from the top of the proposed
quarry.

3) Again, in this case historically the quarry operators without any official authorisation or permission
have excavated to below and exposed the water table. This clandestine adventure included the
installation of a pipe under the R6072 under the cover of darkness to facilitate pumping of water
from the then 40 feet deep hole in the base of the quarry. Polluted water with extremely low
Dissolved Oxygen levels (DO) from this hole was pumped to the local Brickey river. Thankfully this
was fought by the local community and the stipulation of further excavation levels to be “not below
10-metre OD". was decided by Waterford County Council Planning Authority. (We understand that
this planning condition is being observed since it was imposed by the Waterford County Council
Planning Authority).

4) Concerns were expressed regarding the separation and containment of runoff water from
stockpiled site produced materials, and other materials brought in from suppliers, stockpiled
sediment from the lagoons contaminated with admixtures, accidental spillage of oils or chemicals
and chemical residue leaching into and contaminating the aquifer. It is not clear or addressed
adequately in the in the RFl how stormwater and contaminated water from production operations
will be separated.

5) There is no listing of imported Chemicals and Admixtures which will be used in the concrete
manufacturing process. This listing should include the description of ali Admixtures and their
requirement together with their respective Chemical and Safety Data Sheets.

6) Storage and use volumes for all oils and fuels or other chemicals used in the quarrying and concrete
manufacturing process should also be listed.

Property Values

Since Planning Permission was applied for the proposed development, the value of residences that are in
close proximity to the quarry boundary are negatively affected due to the nuisance caused by various type
of airborne dust emissions, constant high noise levels, threat to poliution of the aquifer and the effect on
the structural integrity of dwellings due to ground vibration and air over-pressure from blasting.

This is already reflected in that more than one local property being devalued on the property tax register.

The response from Roadstone Ltd. in the RFI does not address the local residents’ concerns regarding
reduced property values due to the polluting nature of the proposed development.
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Roadstone Ltd. response in the RFl to concerns discussed at the Public Consultation meetings
with comments from this local resident.

RFI Pages 9 and 10 items a} to i)

1.

Increase in Noise levels.

Many concerns still exist regarding increased noise pollution levels from the proposed
development. These concerns have not been adequately addressed in the RFI response from
Roadstone Ltd. as outlined earlier on pages 1 and 2 of this resident’s response.

In Item a}. Roadstone Ltd. state that:

“A 2m high acoustic fence will be erected afong the top of the proposed perimeter screening
berm to the north-east and south of the satellite quarry to further reduce noise impacts on
nearby residential property”

The RFl response from Roadstone Ltd. does not include the specifications for this
acoustic fence or the mitigating effect that it will have on the noise pollution
emanating from the quarrying operation.

In Item b}, Roadstone Ltd. state that:

“No rock breaking to be carried out at the quarry prior to 08:00hrs or after 18:00hrs on any
weekday. No rock breaking will take place on Saturday”.

The RFI by Roadstone Ltd. only indicates a schedule for this operation but does not
address the effect that it has on local residents who find this operation unbearable
and debilitating. The schedule excludes Saturday operation but does not exclude
Sunday operation? Adequate noise abatement systems and penalty conditions need
to be imposed for this activity to proceed, and the operating schedule needs to be
curtailed to a much reduced and finite timetable. Failing this, the rock breaking
activity using hydraulic hammers should be abandoned.

In item c¢) Roadstone Ltd.

“will put arrangements in place for continuous noise monitoring at the quarry {at noise
monitoring location N2) and for sharing this data with local residents and the Planning
Authority”.

This service would be much more useful to the local residents if was placed at the
nearest local residential property. Also, the near residents should be able to access
this data on their mobile phones. Regular Independent calibration certification of the
proposed acoustic monitoring sensor needs to be put in place.

Increased Vibration levels.
In Item d). Roadstone Ltd. state that they

“Will commission independent structural condition surveys of local residential properties
closest to the proposed satellite quarry in advance of the satellite quarry development”

It is necessary and welcome to have a baseline study.
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Increased Fugitive dust emissions. (continued).

In Item e). Roadstone Ltd. state that “Procedures and protocols will be put in place to remedy
the impact of any fugitive dust emissions from the quarry in a timely manner should they
arise at local residential properties”.

This will help regarding fugitive dust emissions but should not give lfeave for
Roadstone Ltd. to pollute at willl

In Item f}. Roadstone Ltd. stated that

“A mobile mist cannon will always be available and in operation when a mobile crusher is in
operation on the quarry floor”.

Will the propoesed single mist cannon be adequate to contain fugitive dust emissions
within the quarry boundary? This would need to be reviewed regarding the
adequacy and dependency on one mist cannon operating. Also, strict management
protocols need to be adhered to ensure its operation when fugitive dust is being
generated.

Protection of the aquifer
in ltem g). Roadstone Ltd. state that,

“Monitoring of local wells down-gradient of the Roadstone property will be undertaken
periodically to monitor groundwater level and quality”.

This is necessary. Results from the monitoring should be made available to the
appropriate residents. The monitoring should also extend to the Roadstone Lid. in-
house potable water supply and the data made available to the Waterford County
Council Water Services,

In Item h). Roadstane state that they will,

“Submit a topographical survey on an annual basis to the Planning Authority to demonstrate
compliance with the undertaking not to extract below the groundwater table / 10moD”

Not extracting below 10metres OD is probably the single most important condition
already in place which helps to protect the aquifer.

Another area of risk for the protection of the aquifer is the possible leeching of
contaminants such as oil and other chemicals from spillages into the gquarry karst
rock formation which by its nature is somewhat “honeycombed or sponge-like” and
therefore porous. The possibility of private water supplies being contaminated by
residual chemicals used in blasting, admixtures used in the concrete batching facility,
uncontained or accidental fuel and oil spillages all amount to a public health hazard
for this extensive aquifer which extends to Dungarvan.

Adequate separation of stormwater and bunding of water used for washing and
other quarry processes is paramount for the protection of the aquifer. Proposals to
install a wastewater treatment plant is necessary. The proposed wastewater
treatment plant should be listed and policed by the EPA.

In Item 1).

“Roadstone Ltd. will provide an undertaking to local residents that in the unlikely event that
the supply or quality of groundwater at an existing well is adversely impacted by guarry
development it will extend any impacted supply well to install a replacement thereof”

The timescale for this should be immediate. Hopefully this will never be necessary.
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he RFI Page 15 of the Public Consultation Report

3.8 Property Values. Roadstone Ltd. state: “Given that for most quarry development, there will be potential
conflicts with adjoining land uses, the challenge for the Applicant and for Planning Authorities is to balance
the needs of wider society and economy against the interests of individuals and / or private enterprise
located in the surrounding area”

So, in other words, Roadstone Ltd. primary aim is to profit from the operation of this proposed new quarry
under the pretence of “the needs of the wider society and economy”. This is a callous attitude by Roadstone
Ltd. towards the local residents. To date they show little or no regard for the community in which they
operate and contribute little towards it.

| believe that the challenge would he for the Planning Authorities alone to issue stringent conditions in the
interest of Proper Planning and Development and insist that these conditions will be abided-by by
Roadstone Ltd. The quarry operators cannot be trusted to work within conditions that are laid down by the
relevant authorities,

There is no reference to accruals for the proposed Restoration of the spent quarry lands in the Roadstone
Annual Financial reports. Surely the accounts should show monies being accrued for the restoration work
on spent quarry lands on an annual basis. In the end all that will be left is the devastation and hazards
resulting from years of quarrying. Is the Roadstone Ltd. “Restoration Plan” another fallacy?

All of this is in contrast to other rural responsible developments such as wind turbine farms who without
prompting, carry out community projects and make annual published monitory contributions to the local
community and enterprises in which they operate. They are also required to abide by strict distance limits
between the wind turbines and local residents. It seems that this essential minimum safe distance
condition does not apply to quarry operators.

The devaluation of property resulting from a third-party business such as the Roadstone Ltd. proposed new
quarry development operating in such close proximity to local residents without redress can only be
described as stealing. Roadstone Ltd. in their RFl response wash their hands on this very relevant issue
which would be directly attributable to their proposed development. Any pollution control measures stated
by the applicant will not change the property devaluation fact, which is unacceptable. This devaluation
situation has existed since the Planning Application was lodged with the Planning Authority.

in the RFi Page 16 of the Public Consuitation Report.
3.9 Misplaced priority for Biodiversity / Archaeology.

Why would anyone comment unfavourably on the retention of the derelict cottage and the surrounding
field which was requested by the Planning Authority? Surely the Authority who requested this condition
has to be applauded for their concern for Biodiversity and Archaeology.

The statement regarding this in the Roadstone Ltd. RFI is not believable.

It is more likely that Roadstone Ltd. would prefer to quarry the area as they would gain extra quarrying
lands.

| say that it is commendable that the cottage and surrounds wili remain as long as the area is surrounded
by secure fencing with proper ground level access for wildlife. This should be an immediate condition
regardless of whether planning permission is granted or not for the proposed development.

Regarding archelogy and heritage. it is regrettable that the relevant planning Authority was not aware of
the destruction of the Listed Kilgreany Cave complex on time before it was destroyed by the previous
quarry operators John A Wood Ltd. It was filled with silt when they pumped contaminated water from an
illegal excavation below the water table. The drawing accompanying the RFl shows the outline of this cave,
but it is not captioned. In reality its only lines on paper, as the cave no longer exists.
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~onclusion:

The Submission to the Waterford County Council Planning Authority goes into great depth and
research into the audits and analysis of Flora and Fauna, Antiquities and Heritage and how they might be
protected. As an example, the cottage on the North-Eastern corner of the proposed site is to be maintained
due to it becoming a habitat for birds and possible bat roosts.

While this is admirable, it further emphasises the lack of importance that Roadstone Ltd. place in their
social responsibilities to another living species namely humans who will suffer the greatest impact if this
proposed development is granted planning permission under the present application. (It should be noted
that the scrub area around the derelict house to the north-east of the Roadstone Ltd. property has been
used for fly tipping. Roadstone Ltd. were informed of this by their local neighbours and the area was
subsequently cleaned up. The scrub area should be investigated for the possible dumping of used batteries
which may have been disposed of underground).

There is insufficient information in the RFI to indicate how the nuisance effect resulting from the
increase in Noise levels, Fugitive dust emissions, Vibration from blasting and Increased traffic levels
resulting from the proposed development will be eliminated or reduced to tolerable levels.

A consequence of the proposed development being granted Planning Permission would be that
local residents would justifiably but regrettably reduce their property values for the payment of the Local
Property Tax (LPT). Devaluation of our properties as a result of having this proposed new quarry in such
close proximity is just not acceptable. Without redress, it is tantamount to stealing from the residents.

The Roadstone Mission Statement reads: “We will be a responsible neighbour in the communities in
which we operate and deliver on our social responsibilities.” Not factual. Historically the quarry operator
has demonstrated utter contempt towards the neighbouring community thereby disregarding their stated
social responsibility to the communities in which they operate. There are examples in the foregoing text
whereby this mission statement was severely compromised by the questionable management principles
and attitude of the quarry operators.

Their track record of ignoring the need for Planning requirements including breaches of existing planning
conditions again demonstrates their disregard for Authority and “Proper Planning and Development”

The Company Roadstone Ltd. has yet to fully demonstrate to the local community their commitment to
their Mission Statement and proof that they are a responsible neighbour.

It is paramount that all the necessary Procedures and Protocols to reduce or eliminate the
detrimental effects that the proposed development will have on the local residents are agreed to their
satisfaction prior to the granting of Planning Permission for this proposed development.

Reasonable principles would guarantee that people can enjoy the amenity of their homes in peace
and comfort for the remainder of their lives without the nuisance issues and all the threats to human
health associated with the pollution created by and emanating from this proposed development.

It is the belief of myself and all the residents who attended the follow-up meeting on 16™ March
that if Roadstone Ltd. address the concerns of residents living in close proximity to the proposed
development and if they are treated fairly and equitably with remedial proposals, aspects such as flora and
fauna, antiquities and heritage will also be protected and therefore benefit.

For all of the above reasons | wish to place my objection to the granting of Pianning Permission for the
Cappagh Quarry Expansion proposed in Planning File reference Number 21772 and RFl response of March
2022.

is mise le meas.

“Znorll J tnl—

Edmond Stack.
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BOARD RESOLUTION

It was resolved at & Board Maeting of John A. Wood Ltd. held on 23rd April 1997
that Michsel Buckiey be empowered to sign on behalf of John A. Wood Lid. an
Agresment between John A. Wood Ltd. of the one part and John O'Brien and Mary
Stack of the other part in relation to proceedings between John A. Wood Ltd and
Waterford County Council in relation to land at Cappagh, Co. Waterford.,

Certified to be a true copy of Minute of Board Meeting of John A. Wood Ltd,

Director.

Date: __23rd April. 1997.

Director/Secretary. [

Olractora: R, F. Wood Chalrman, B. Cotfey Managing, J. Crowley, B. Griftia, P. O'Donaghue Secratary,
F. D. O'Sulilvan, M. O"Sullivan, P. Walsh, D, O. Walshe.
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THIS AGREEMENT made the 24 day of r 1997,
BETWEEN JOHN A. WOOD LIMITED having its registered offices
at farrigrohane road, Cork in the County of Cork, limited

liability company (hereinafter called "the Grantor") of th

MHAIRLE CHONTAE
OO HORTLARGE

27 NOV 2006

e Part and JOHN O'BRIEN and MARY STACK both: of Cappagh
Dungarvan in the County of Waterford Farmer and Clerk

Spectively (hereinafter called "the Grantees"”) of the

O H

her Part (which expression shall where the context so

1]

its or Tequires shall include their executors,

RANNOG PLEANALA

f

inistrators assigns, invitees and licensees together w'--

£

general public resident contiguous to the lands affecte
by this Agreement) of the Other Parc,
WHEREAS :

{1) The Grantor is the registerad owner of the lands
contained in folios 365 and 6704F of the register Co.

Waterford,

T A e e — e L

(2) The Grantees claim that themselves and their anteceder:
from rime immemorial enjoyed an unrescricraed right of
Passage withh or without vehicles and with or without animsz-
over and across the Passageway coloured blue on the map
annexed hereto for all purposes and at all tcimes and the
Grantors have not accepted said claim.

(3) The Grantor is carrying out quarrying operations on

the lands contained in said folios aforesaid.

(4) The Grantor, to facilitate the eiecu:ion of earth-works

Ga> removed cne passageway from the locacion shown blue

an the map annexed hereto.

{3) The Grantees in cheir representative capacity on
behalf of adjoining neighbours, landowners and the parties
hereinbefore described have agreed with the grantor that

the passageway which formerly was locared traversing the



;;tjﬂ

] -
L =t

lands the subject matter of foliod 365 and 6704F of the
.regiaéer Co.Waterford at the location eoloured blue on the
map annexed hereto shall nowbe replaced by a passageway to
be constructed by the Grantor at the location shown yellow
on the map annexed hereto.

NOW THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH that in consideration of the
premises and in consideration of the Grantees forebearing
to sue in respect of the claimed disturbance and claimed-
obstruction of the passageway over and across the lands

at the location coloured blue hereinbefore referred to,

the Grantor hereby agrees to grant to the Grantegs the
following:~

l. To construct a replscement passageway over and dacross the
lands contained in folios 365 and 4704F of the register
Co.Waterford along teh passageway coloured yellow on the
map annexed hereto. _

2. To erect a fence on the Western side of said passageway
said fence to be stockproof and childproof in the interests
of safety and to be responsible for the future majintenance
and upkeep of said fence.

{3) The metalled portion of the roadway shall at all
locations, be not less than 10 feet wide and shall have

two layers of 2" down material and a layer of three-quarter
inch sereeings, each layer to be compacted with a vibrating
roller.

(4) The Grantor hereby agrees to henceforth maintain the
surface of said passageway in a good and serviceable
condition and to carry out maintenance from time to time
48 may be reasonable.

(5) The Grantees for their part hereby acknowledge that
they shall not seek to have the surface of the passageway

B0 constructed tarred by the Grantor and waive any claim



that they may have in that respect.

(6) The parties hereto acknowledge that it shall be the
responsibility of the Grantor to obtain such Planning
Permission as may be necessary to facilitate the
construction of the passageway aforesaid and the opening
of any entrances associated with said passageway.

(7) The Grantees for their part hereby acknowledge that
the Grantor shall be entitled without obligation to

close up the entrances at the points A and B as soon as

the roadway is serviceable at the location coloured yellow
on the map annexed hereto.

(8) The Grantees acknowledge the Grantor shall be entitled
Lo carry out blasting operations at their nearby lime stone
quarry and the Grantees acknowledge that at the time of
any such blasting operations the Gardai and/or Grantor
shall be entitled to temporarily close the said passageway
for the duration of such blasts such closure generally to
be for a duration of approximately 30 minutes and generally
to be not more than once per week.

(9) 1In the event that the Grantor is entitled to extract
materials from the lands to the East of the lands coloured
yellow on the map annexed hereto the Grantees acknowledge
that the Grantor shall be entitled ro construct such
culvert or bridge as may be necessary to provide access

to those lands despite the fact that the said construction
may cause temporary incerference with the passageway
strictly however provided thar the grantor will provide

a2 temporary practical alternative passageway and will
provide any adequate nctice in advance of any such
alterations.

(10) The Grantor hereby acknowledges that at no time shall

it erect gates or harriers on the Jassageway rerebv created






$0 as to in anyway obstruct or impede the right of
passage acknowledged by this agreement.

If however the Grantor wishes to erect gates so as to }
enter onto or off the passagéway hereby created the
Grantees acknowledge that the Grantor shall be entitled
s0 to do provided however that such entrance gaées shall
be recessed a reasonable distance from the passageway so
as to provide relief to passing traffic on the said
passageway. ‘

(11) The Grantees for their part hereby acknowledge that
the Grantor retains ownership of the said passageway
aforesaid subject to the rights in favour of the Grantees
hérein set forth and it is acknowledged by rthe Grantees
who execute this agreement that they do so in rheir
representative capacity solely and in particular they
acknowledge that they do not have any proprietory interest
as individuals in the said passageway aforesaid.

(12) The Grantor hereby acknowledges that the Grantees
shall be entitled to traverse the passageway at all times
in perpetuity for all purposes, with or without vehicles,
or animals as if they enjoyed the user of said roadway

as a public road taken in charge of the Local Authoirty.
(L3) It is mutually agreed that on compliance by the
parties with their obligations arising hereunder all or
any disputes between the parties concegﬁing the closure

of the passageway from A-B and any claim arlising therefrrm
are fully and finally settled on the distinet understanding
that this does mot comstitute an admission of liability.
(14) The Grantor hereby assents to the reglistration

of the right-of-way hereinbefore referred to as a burden
on the lands of folioc 365 Co.Waterford and 6704F Ca.

Waterford and shall attend to the said registration
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in the Land Registry within a period of one month from
the date hereof, and shall be solely responsible for

the costs thereof, and shall as socon as possible after
registration is completed furnish to the Grantees copies
of the File Plans of both folios showing the registration
of the said burden.

The parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement shall
be made a rule of court in proceedings extant betiween
the Grantors of the One Part and the County Council of the
County of Waterford of the Other Part.

IN WITNESS whereof the Grantor has hereunto caused its
Common Seal to be affixed and the Grantees have set

their hands and affixed their seals the day and year
first herein written.

PRESENT when the Common Seal

of JOHN A. WOOD LIMITED was

affixej/(i;orzo :
=y W
ngiidﬂuiz;‘”ﬁlgg <§;:’MQ£ZZ:§::TEB

SIGNED SEALED & DELIVERED
by the said JOHN O'BRIEN '
and MARY STACK in che presence of:

Moo |
S g Ug"/w OBz,

u©%
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BETWEEN: L[m
JOHN A. WOOD LUMITED

Ohe Part

AGREEMENT

JUdbPh P.Gor:’.on @ Cu.
Solicitors,
Burgery,

Dungarvan,
Co.Waterford!
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£ ™ Consulting Ireland
Jagh Quarry : Eastern Satellite Quarry and New Batching Plant

BS 4142 and NG4 Nolse Assessment

i

SLR Ref No: 501.00180.00264
March 2022

4.0 BASELINE SURVEY RESULTS

An attended noise survey was carried out around the proposed development site at Cappagh Quarry on Thursday
16" December 2021 to sample the existing noise climate during the daytime across five monitoring locations,
designated BN1 to BNS, which have been approximated as representative of the nearest N5Rs, shown annotated

in Figure 4-1.
Figure 4-1
Site Plan with Baseline Naise Maonitoring Locations BN1 - BN5
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The noise monitoring equipment used during the survey has been detailed in Table 4-1 overleaf.
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Comhairle Cathrach & Contae Phort Lairge

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT of RECEIPT of SUBMISSION or OBSERVATION on a
PLANNING APPLICATION

21/772

Mary Stack

Canty

Cappagh

Dungarvan

Co Waterford 12/05/2022

Applicant: Roadstone Lid.,

Address: SLR Consulting (Ireland} Ltd
7 Dundrum Business Park
Windy Arbour
Dublin 14

Dear Sir/fMadam,

I wish to acknowledge receipt of submission/observation received from you on 10/05/2022 in connection with
planning application by Roadstone Ltd., for the development will comprise the following on an application site of 18.2
hectares:-a satellite quarry to the east of Cappagh Quarry {previousty permitted under Planning Permission 06/1599
and An Board Pleanala Pl 24.225443 and the focal access passageway which delineates its eastern boundary., The
satellite quarry will extend to 13.6 hectares (33.6 acres) of which 9.7 hectares (24.0 acres) will be extracted:
Construction of a 40m concrete tunnel underpass; Stripping of soils; Processing of excavated rock; Demolition of a
derelict house; Temporary diversion of section of local access passageway; Temporary access gate and ramp.
Demolition of concrete supports; Construction and operation of new concrete batching facility; Batching control
office, and mixture storage shed; Closed loop concrete recycling facility; Aggregate storage hardstanding area;
Continued use of established site infrastructure: Realignment of wali and demolitions; Restoration and extraction
across satellite quarry area. Permission sought for up to 20 years. An EIAR and NIS will be submitted to the Planning
Authority in connection with the application. at Capgagh Quarry Ballykennedy, Kilgreany and Canty Townlands
Cappagh.

The submission/ observation is in accordance with the appropriate provisions of the Planning and Development
Regulations 2001, as amended, and will be taken into account by the planning authority in its determination of the
planning application.

Yours faithfully,

H-CCL:I\

for DIRECTOR,
CORPORATE SERVICES, CULTURE AND PLANNING.

Waterford City and County Council, City Hall, The Mall, Waterford.
Combhairle Cathrach agus Contae Phort Lairge, Halla na Cathrach, An Meal, Port Liirge

contact@waterfordcouncil.ie Tel: 0818 10 20 20 www.waterfordcouncil.ie
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Comhairle Cathrach & Contae Phort Lairge

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT of RECEIPT of SUBMISSION ar OBSERVATION on a
PLANNING APPLICATION

21/772

Edrmond Stack

Canty

Cappagh

Dungarvan

Co waterford 12/05/2022

Applicant: Roadstone Ltd.,

Address: SLR Consulting {Ireland) Ltd
7 Dundrum Business Park
Windy Arbour
Dublin 14

Dear Sir/Madam,

I wish to acknowledge receipt of submission/observation received from you on 10/05/2022 in connection with
planning application by Roadstone Ltd., for the development will comprise the following on an application site of 18.2
hectares:-a satellite quarry to the east of Cappagh Quarry (previously permitted under Pianning Permission 06/1599
and An Board Pleanala Pl 24.225443 and the local access passageway which delineates its eastern boundary. The
satellite quarry will extend to 13.6 hectares (33.6 acres) of which 9.7 hectares {24.0 acres) will be extracted:
Construction of a 40m concrete tunnel underpass; Stripping of soils; Processing of excavated rock; Demolition of a
derelict house; Temporary diversion of section of local access passageway: Temporary access gate and ramp.
Demolition of concrete supports; Construction and operation of new concrete batching fadility; Batching control
office, and mixture storage shed; Closed loop concrete recycling facility; Aggregate storage hardstanding area;
Continued use of established site infrastructure: Realignment of wall and demolitions; Restoration and extraction
across satellite quarry area. Permission sought for up to 20 years. An EIAR and NiS will be submitted to the Planning

Authority in connection with the application. at Cappagh Quarry Ballykennedy, Kilgreany and Canty Townlands
Cappagh.

The submission/ observation is in accordance with the appropriate provisions of the Planning and Development

Regulations 2001, as amended, and will be taken into account by the planning authority in its determination of the
planning application.

Yours faithfully,

L,} ‘CCLH) |

for DIRECTOR,
CORPORATE SERVICES, CULTURE AND PLANNING,

Waterford City and County Council, City Hall, The Mall, Waterford.
Combhairle Cathrach agus Contae Phort Lairge, Halla na Cathrach, An Meal, Port Lairge

contact@waterfordcouncil.ie Tel : 0818 10 20 20 www.waterfordcouncil.ie




