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1. Update database with new agent for Applicant/Appellant

2. Acknowledge with BP Lo

1. RETURN TO SENDER with BP
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~anagagole, §
Bagenalstown,
Co. Carlow 070917-14

R21A3904

50 W/
250 ﬁ’?g kst

An Bord Pleanala,
64 Marlborough Street,
Dublin 1.

22™ March 2024.

Re: An Bord Pleanala File number: ABP-319198-24

Submission re First Party appeal to Carlow County Council refusal of planning

File ref No. 2360042

A Chara,

Please find attached a copy of my acknowledgement of receipt of submission or observation on
planning application ref no. 2360042 to Carlow County Council. | also attach the appropriate fee of
£50. | have attached the notice of decision to refuse by Carlow County Council by way of referencing
the name of applicant, particulars of the proposed development and date of decision to refuse.

1. In the applicant’s summary for grounds at page 4 they state that, “the NIS submitted with the
application had full regard to the potential for effects on the nearby SAC” yet no volume
analysis or assimilative capacity calculations were carried out on the Baumleath stream and
subsequently the River Barrow and River Nore SAC. This surely is a first principles approach to
cumulative assessment.

2. In the applicant’s initial application, it was not clear and not specified on the site notice that
blasting was to form part of the operations onsite. It was only under Fl that blasting became a
major part of the project description. | believe this to be a significant change to the plans and
particulars as initially presented and contend that the EIAR as presented both before and after
Fl is wholly inadequate.

3. In section 5.2 page 12 of the ground for appeal the applicant talks about, “These charges are
designed to remove 10% or less of the quantity of stone compared to a typical quarry blasting
operation”. This statement is in the context of type and quantity of explosives used. Surely all
the stone that is blasted is going to be removed not just 10%. Again, the applicant is telling
half stories and trying to divert the Board’s attention away from the fact that this quarry is
actually not viable as a dimension stone quarry and is in fact an aggregates quarry as detailed
in point 4 below. ’

4. The local authority explicitly asked for information regarding the type and vblume of material,
specifically unusable stone, thai will be leaving the site (Further Information dated 19" May
2023, item 4 ii). It has been shown by other submissions that the site will generate over






1,000,000 tonnes of unusable material which will have to be crushed, screened, and washed,
while only producing a small volume of so-called dimension stone. The tonnages and volumes
of each type of material to leave the site have disingenuously never been supplied by the
applicant.

5. 1stated in my initial submissions and am still gravely concerned about the local wells and water
table. No data has been presented regarding the logging or sampling of any domestic wells in
the neighborhood.

In conclusion | am fully supportive of Carlow County Councils contention that this application falls well
short of a proper and robust environmental assessment. The cumulative impact of this quarry has not
been appropriately assessed in conjunction with the adjoining quarry. This is a quarry for aggregate
material which will bring major traffic, environmental and nuisance to our locality. When considering
this application and alt the submissions made, | believe the Board should “REFUSE”, this appeal in line
with the assessment carried out by Cariow County Council.

Yours sincerely on behalf of the Dooley family,

Andrew Dooley, R\QSM \m‘cb AT \ .

Karen Dooley,/_

Amy Dooley,

"

Shane Dooley,

And Andrea Dooley.
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Aclkinowledgement of receipt of submission or observation
On a planning application

15/01/2024
PL Reference: 23/60042

Andrew Dooley On Behalf of the Dooley Family,
Banagagole,

Bagenalstown,

Co. Carlow.

Re: PERMISSION for the demoiition of existing disused buildings and the
development of a dimension stone quarry with a projected lifetime of c. 14 years
{12 ~ 13 years operational with an additional l-year to allow for the
implementation of a restoration plan} at this site of c. 9.34 hectares at
Bannagagole, Old Leightin, Co. Carlow, The preposed quarry void (c. 2.44 ha) will
be extracted to a depth of 2 no. benches of ¢. 10m from top of bedrock, with a
final floor level of ¢. 56.5m AOD with a proposed rate of rock extraction of
€.30,000 cubic metres (84,000 tonnes) per annum, A proposed working area of
¢, 1.2 hectares to the south of the extraction zone will provide for the grushing /
processing of unusable stone and temporary storage of dimensional stone and
will include machinery storage shed {c. 115m2?), staff welfare (c. 45.7 m2y ,
wastewater holding tank, weighbridge & Office (c. 14m?) and staff car parking
area. The proposed development will also include for earthen screening berms
to a height of ¢. 3 m, a wheelwash facility; Installation of surface water
attenuation and settiement ponds for the treatment of suspended solids in the
fioor of the guarry void; socil storage area with an average storage depth of c. 4
m and all other site development works above and below ground inciuding the
restoration of the final quarry void (extractive area). Access to the proposed
development will be facilitated by a HGV site entrance from the L3036 at the
eastern boundary of the proposed site. An Environmental Impact Assessment
Report (EIAR) and a Natura Impact Statement (NIS) has been submitted at
Bannagagoie, Oid Leighlin, Co. Carlow.

Applicant: Milford Quarries Limited
Dear Sir/Madam,

A submission/observation in writing has been received from Andrew Dooley Ony Behalf of
the Dooley Family on 15/01/2024 in relation to the above planning application.

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.






CARLOW COUNTY COUNCIL
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACTS 2000 {(AS AMENDED)
NOTIFICATION OF DECISION TO REFUSE

T Milford Quarries Limited,
Clo Bernard Dwyer,
Tom Philtips + Associates,
30 Harcourt Street,
Dublin 2,
D02 F449,

Planning Register Number: 23/60042
Valid Applieation Received: 27/03/2023
Further Information Received Date:  05/12/2023

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the above-mentioned Acts, Carvlow County Codncil
itas by Order dated _’:}F@i’l,\_% decided to REFUSE T(O GRANT PERMISSION for development of
land, namely:-

ihe demolition of existing disused buildings and the development of a dimension stone quarry with a projected
lifetime of ¢, 14 years (12— I3 years operational with an additional 1-year to allow for the implementation of a
restoration plan) at this site of ¢. 9,34 hectares at Bannagagols, Old Leighlin, Co. Carlow,

The proposed quarcy void (c. 2.44 had will be extracted to a depth of 2 no. benches of ¢. 10m from top of
bedrock, with a final floor level of ¢. 56.5m AOD with a proposed raie of rock extraction of ¢.30,000 cubic
metres (84,000 tonnes) per annum. A proposed working area of ¢. 1.2 hectares to the south of the extraction
zone will provide for the crushing / processing of unusable stone and temporary storage of dimensional stone
and will include machinery storage shed {c. 115m?), staff welfare (c. 45.7 m*) , wastewater holding tank,
weiglibridge & Office (c. 14m®) and staff car parking area.

The proposed development will aiso include for carthen screening berms to a height of ¢. 3 m, a wheslwash
facility; Installation of surface water attenuation and settlement ponds for the treatment of suspended solids in
the floor of the quarry void; soil storage area with an average storage depth of ¢. 4 m and all other site
development works above and below ground including the restoration of the final quarry void (extractive area).
Access to the proposed development will be facilitated by a HGV site entranee from the L3036 at the eastorn
boundary of the proposed site. An Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) and a Natura Impact
Statement (NI8) has been submitied AT Banunagagole Old Leighlin Co, Carlow IN ACCORDANCE WITH
THE PLANS SUBMITTED WITH THE APPLICATION.

For the 2 veasons set out in the Schedule bewsio.

Signed on behalf of CARLOW COUNTY COUNCIIL

SENIOR EXECUTIVE OFFICER

oo AN

Au appeal against a decision of a Planning Authority maybe made to An Bord Pleanala.

THE APPLICANT FOR PERMISSION OR ANY OTHER PERSON may appeal within four weeks beginning on the date
of the making of the decision by the Planning Authority, Appeals should be addressed to An Bord Pleanala, 64
Marlborough Steet, Dublin 1, and be accompanied by a fee of -

{a) €4,500 (appeal against 3 decision of a planning authority on & planning application relating to commercial
development, made by the person by whom the planning application was made, where the application includes the
retention of development. (€9,000 i EIS or NIS involved)

(b} €150 (appeal against a decision of a plenning suthority on a planning application relafing to commcma[
development, made by the person by whom the plauning appiication was made, other than an appeal mentioned at (a)
{€3,600 if EIS or MIS involved)
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You will be advised of the Planning Authority’s decision on the above application in due

course. Your letter will form part of the documentation available for inspection by the
public.

Yours faithfuily,

(ot Placlitont

For Senior Executive Officer

This is an important document!

Keep this document safely. You will be required to produce this acknowledgement to An
Bord Pleandta if you wish to appeal the decision of the planning authority. It is the only form
of evidence which will be accepted by An Bord Pleanala that a submission ar observation has

been made to the planning authority on the planning application.







PL Ref: 23/60042
Refusal

Planning permission for the demolition of existing disused buildings and the development of 2
dimension stone quarry with a projected lifetime of ¢, 14 Years (12 - 13 years operational with
as additional 1-year fo aflow for the implementation of a restoration plan} at this site of ¢, 9.34
hieciares at Banuagagele, Qld Leighlin, Co. Carlow. The proposed quarry void (e. 2.44 ha) will -
be extracted fo a depth of 2 no, benches of ¢, 10m from top of bedrock, with a final floor level of
. 56.5m AOD with a proposed rate of rock extraction of €.30,000 cubic metres (84,000 tonnes)
per anmum. A propesed working area of ¢, 1.2 hectares to the south of the extraction zone will
provide for the crushing / processing of unusable stone and temporary storage of dimensional
stone and will juclude machinery storage shed (e. 115m™), staff welfare (c. 45,7 m®) , wastewater
holding tank, weighbridge & Ofiice (c. 14m?) and staff car parking area. The proposed
development will also include for carthen screening berms to 2 height of ¢, 3 m, s wheelwash
facility; Installation of snrface water attenuation and settlement ponds for the treatment of
suspended sofids in the floor of the quarry voeid; soil storage area with an average storage depth
of ¢. 4 m and all other site development works above and below ground including the

restoration of the final quarry vaid (extractive area). Access to the proposed development will
be facilitated by 2 HGV site entrance from the L3036 ai the eastern boundary of the proposed
site. An Environmentsl Impact Assessment Report (FIAR) and a Natura Impact Statement
(IS} has been submitted.

For: Milford Quarries Limited,

L. It is considered that the submitted Environmental Impact Assessment Report (ETAR) and
subsequent addendurms to the EIAR provided as further information are both deficient in
information with respeci (o an cvaluation of potential cumulative impacts between the
proposed development and othey plans and projects, including the existing operational
quarry adjoining the site, and with respect to an assessmient of potential environmental
impacts including from blasting as a method of extraction and proposalz to ¢rush and
pracess aggregate on site. Therefore, 1o permit the proposed development In the absence
of such assessments would present a risk of significant negative environmental impacts
n the area, which would be tontrary to the proper planning and sustainable development
of the area,

2. Having regard (o the nature and extent of the proposed development, the Planning
Authority is not satisfied on the basis of the Appropriate Assessment carricd out on the
information contained in the planning application, the Environmental Impact Assessment
Report and the Natura Impact Statement, that appropriate or adequate consideration has -
been given to the effects of the development on the environment, in accordance with
Article 6(3) of the EU [labitats Directive, or that the integrity of Special Area of
Conservation (River Barrow and River Nore SAC) would nof be adversely affected by
the proposed development, In these circumstances, the proposed development would
contravene Policies NS. P1 and NS P2 of the Carlow County Development Plan 20722-
2028, which seek io support the conservation and protection of Natura 2000 sites and
would therefore be contrary fo the proper planning and sustainable develfpment of the
area.
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