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|_SECTION 131 FORM |

Appeal NO:_ABP_5 (7 (¢~ Z ¢, DeferRe O/H [ ]

Having considered the contents of the submission dpf;d/ received _ 2 ?A ”/f/z"cz g

from

. o therS
LV le A<y ad I recommend that section 131 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000

s n .
be/not b invoked at this stage for the following reason(s):.& o) Mah,n,a/{ M@.} KA S

E,O_;QNWM § (g:(\mf. Date:ﬁ/’f/zc’/

For further consideration by SEQ/SAO
Section 131 not to be invoked at this stage. [

Section 131 to be invoked — allow 2/4 weeks for reply. []

S.E.Q.: Date;
S.A.O: Date:
M

Please prepare BP - Section 131 notice enclosing a copy of the attached
submission

to: Task No:

Allow 2/3/4weeks — BP
EQ: Date:

AA: Date:




File With

S.37

E:ORRESPONDENCE FORNU

Appeal No: ABP ’3 (C% Z%ﬂ, 74

7 4 - ,
Please treat correspondence received on _ < f%) ;L/ gos L

as follows:

1. Update database with new agent for Applican’dAppellant

2. Acknowledge with BP YO
3. Keep copy of Board's Letter O

1. RETURN TO SENDER with BP
2. Keep Envelope: ]
3. Keep Copy of Board's letter O

Amendmentleomments

4. Attach to fileE/
(@) RIS (d) Screening O

(b) GIS Processing O (e) Inspectorate []
(c) Pracessing O

RETURN TOEO []

Plans Date Stamped O
Date Stamped Filled in [l
eo: 0ona gy N aa: Ylon  Cofcplon

Date: l—?/@ 3/202%




Validation Checklist

-odgement Number : LDG-070935-24

Sase Number: ABP-319198-24

customer: | 2 Meaney and Others
_odgement'wate: 27/03/2024 10:41:00
Validation Officer: Ronan Megannety

2A Name: Carlow County Council

°A Reg Ref: 2360042

Case Type: Normal Planning Appeal PDA2000
-odgement Type: Observation / Submission

An
Bord
Pleandila

Validation Checklist

Value

Zonfirm Classification

Confirmed - Correct

Zonfirm ABP Case Link

Confirmed-Correct

~ee/Payment

Valid — Correct

Name and Address available

Yes

Agent Name and Address available (if engaged)

Not Applicable

Subject Matter available Yes
srounds Yes
Sufficient Fee Received Yes
Received On time Yes
cligible to make lodgement Yes
Zompleteness Check of Documentation Yes
Observation: ABP-319198-24
To AA:
Acknowledge Obs. Task- 377869-24 BP40 with receipt

1. Please acknowledge observation aud/pIace on file if not yet screened.
Ql{servation received and list on inside cover of

2. Complete file front cover to reflect

file.
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Blackbush

. Banagagole
S SESREREN 0ld Leighlin
Carlow
" 23/03/2024
RE: Carlow County Council S’O C
PL: Reference 23/60042 C?-Q(P .0.9‘_9 N f

Dear Sir/ Madam,

We wish to make a submission to An Bord Pleanala, reference number: ABP-319198-24. We
have serious concerns if this planning goes ahead as follows:

1. There was no consultation between the applicant and the local community.

2. The Applicant has not given adequate responses to the issues raised surrounding
transport and local infrastructure.

3. Our main issue is water; section 12.2.9 of the EIAR states that, “once quarrying
operations extend below the ground water table; ground water tables in the
surrounding area will be lowered.” We as dairy farmers depend entirely on a good
supply of water from our own private well to sustain our livelihood. There was no
testing or analysis of any private wells in the community surrounding the proposed
quarry site.

4. Farming will be seriously disrupted, for e.g., movement of machinery between fields,
which occurs daily; also movement of dairy cows across the road twice a day will be very
difficult and unsafe.

5. Road safety is a major issue as roads are currently disintegrating rapidly from existing
quarry, further heavy traffic will cause major problems as it is, lorries cannot pass on the
narrow road and as a result ditches and drains are severely damaged.

We strongly request that the appeal be refused. We enclose the appropriate fee of £50.

Thanking you,

Luke, Mary, and Michael Meaney.






