
Ms. Nodeen Roche, B a k ,  
The Envirmmenlal Prokction CoUn&y Mayo 
Y.O. Box 3000, 
Johnstown Castle Estate, 07/09/2006 
Co. Wexf'brd. 

RegNo: 738 
- .  - -. - --__ __ 

Rc: d Control 0.P.P.C) licence based 
on an Environmental Impact Statement received fkom Shell E&P Ireland Limited on the 
OW1 2QOO4. ' I 1  

Application for an Integrated Pollution 

( I  

1 refkr to the above apphca~on for a hcence whch 1s before the agency. 1 msh to object to the 
grantmg of the licence to the applicant on a n m k  of grounds as per my mginai submission 
in order to maintain the public wei€;re and the environment. 

T refer to a letter seeking M e r  information fim the appiicant sen1 e0 bfr. Ma& Carrig, 
Operaiom lvhxtger [or Iht: proposed &ai ami hltxi he i Iai h g u s i  2W. 1 R ~ H  io the 
foilowing paragraph in said 1exte.r: 

In the cirmnzstm~es 1 you shotild nz& inmediate arrungenzents to have the following 
infomation subnzitted'to the .Ig'mcy within one nzonth of die date of this notice:- 

C@date the EIS so as it re$ects the current IPPC licence application where 

Provide n scaled lnycnrt plan of the rejkmy, identtzing all principal components 

Quantifi the.firel and water repired during operationdphme and hydrocarbon 

qproopriate. 

and emission pointv. 

condenside prod&on '7 . .  . 

I 

- 

, 
I I /  the health and ?€e$, 11 i .  and environmental repercussions I1 

i I 
j 
~ 

the gas issue. %e Health & %fit$ Atitho~ity have confirmed in c 
O1 A&!t 2005 that it is an issue re "risk assessment". ,'l%is lconfirmation in , 

s thatithe applicant must apply to m y 0  ounty Council for pkmnuig 
. / I  f 

    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 25-07-2013:19:59:26



permission. It is not acceptable for the H.S.A. to be excluded from forming an up to date 
opinion on th~s reality and thus the regulatory standards with respect to the relevant agencies 
must be upheld. It is not acceptable in my opinion therefore that the applicant is requested to 
s u h t  further inlitrmation at this stage re: venting keqwncy as they were awart: of this 
information i om the beginning ancl this was not iriclded in the initial Envimmiental hipact 
Statement on wlicli public and ageiicy subnxssions were based. The developers were aware 
that their proposal included "cold Venting' arrangements so therefore a new and complete 
G.I.S. must be h s h e d  as it does not comply at &IS present time with: '%lrticle 14(2)(6) of 
the Environmental Protection Agency (Zicensina) Regulations 1994 to 2004 that the HS does 
not _comply with mb Article 14(1@ -s- so far __., as =- the risk of environmental pollution from the 
mtivity is concerned " as per you statement of the 1 i * A G t  2006. The activity described as 
"cold venting" requres full planning prrmssion based on a complete EIS. and thus ths 
activity must'be properly assessed through the planrung regulatory process whch includes 
observations from all h e  relevant agencies to hm a more complete asst;ssrnmt of the actual 
liwlth atid safety and aivironniental consequaxes. I bust ttmt die agency w-ill uphold die 
statutory standards with respect to this reality in its considerations. 

--_ - 
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