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I 

Gortacragher, 
Rossport , 
Ballina, 
Co. Mayo 

16* April 2007 

The Licensing Unit, 
Office of Licensing & Guidance, 
Johnstown Castle Estate, 
Co. Wexford 

Re: Application for an IPPC Licence to the developer Shell E&P Ireland Ltd- Register 
No. PO738-01. (Submission to oral hearing in the Broadhaven Hotel, Belmullet, County 
Mayo). 

Dear SirMadam, 

I refer to the above application for a proposed determination of the EPA to issue an IPPC 
licence to Shell E&P Ireland Ltd to operate a proposed gas refinery at Ballinaboy, 
Bellagelly South, County Mayo. I am listed under “Objection No.7” which was submitted 
under Treasa Ni Ghearraigh and others. I wish to make a submission on the other valid 
objections. I refer to “Objection No.6” submitted by Ed Moran, on behalf of Friends of 
Rossport Limited and Imelda Moran. I am in total agreement with respect to the detail 
which has been outlined in this submission. I would like to elaborate on a few points as 
outlined in the submission. 

Best Available Technology 

I would like to refer to my submission to the EPA dated the 06* September 2006 
whereby I outlined in the first paragraph that best available practice should be used. 
The proposed refinery at Ballinaboy does not comply with the use of Best Available 
Technology (BAT). In this regard I refer to a copy of a report, dated 01“ February 2007 
and entitled “Use yourprofit to clean up your mess”. This report blatantly demonstrates 
that the applicant does not qual@ as a “jit andproperperson” as an insight is given into 
the total disregard which is shown towards fenceline communities and their respective 
environments including our own. As a community we are h l l y  aware of the devastating 
consequences which this development will incur to our pristine environment. In this 
regard I refer to a recent article in the Irish Times newspaper dated the 28* March 2007 
entitled “Shell denies link to rising aluminium levels in water supply”. This is reflective 
of the true reality with respect to the monitoring of pollution in our area. The EPA issued 
a proposed determination to issue the IPPC licence, and since that time, and long before 
elevated Aluminium levels have been allowed to leave the site via the local river 
tributaries to Carrowmore lake (potable water supply for Erris) and Sruth Mhada Conn 
estuary. Both are protected EU sites. This is unacceptable and portrays the applicant and 
the monitoring agencies in a very poor light with respect to accountability. 
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Integrity of EIS - misinformation and omission 

Once again I would like to refer to my submission to the EPA dated the 06’ September 
2006 whereby 1 outlined in the 2nd paragraph that the EIS submitted to the agency was 
incomplete. The lack of clarity in the EIS is put in context by so many important and vital 
issues being so poorly researched and elaborated on, and omitted totally as in the case of 
the “cold venting” issue. This is in conflict with the statutory requirements of both Irish 
and EU legislation to do so, and is clearly in breach of the EIA Directive. To put this in 
context it is necessary to compare and contrast the successive EIS’s which have 
accompanied the various applications with respect to this unprecedented project. The first 
EIS in 2000 was deficient; however it contained revealing data which was omitted from 
the subsequent EIS for the later application. The 2nd EIS also recorded data relevant to 
certain categories with respect to environmental emissions that were reduced significantly 
compared to the first one even though the same circumstances pertained. This 
misinformation is highly reflective of the reality that the applicant has no credibility 
going on a trend analysis and thus displays that they do not qualifL as a ‘3fit andproper 
person”. This is also highly reflective of the disregard which the applicant displays 
towards the local residents, and their receiving environment and once again reflects the 
true reality that they do not take into consideration safeguarding the fenceline 
communities which are located in close proximity to their establishments. 

In conclusion it is self apparent that a close political/corporate climate exists within our 
Irish culture. It is clear that the Environmental Protection Agency like An Bord Pleanila 
is also subject to intense pressure to assist developments of this nature. This proposal is 
proposed to incorporate the most primitive technology in its design. This proposal does 
not have community consent, however if the offshore options were thoroughiy 
investigated it would have. The applicant has avoided carrying out any feasibility studies 
in this regard. I trust that you will take these considerations into account in your 
deliberations. 

Thanking you, 

Brid M c  Garry. (B. Agr. Sc, Food Science & Chemistry) 

Appendices: (1) Copy of submission sent to the EPA dated 6th September 2006 

(2) “Use yourproJit to clean up your mess” by the Shell Accountability 
Coalition, dated the 0 1‘ February 2007. 

(3) “Shell denies link to rising aluminium levels in water supply ’’ by 
Lorna Siggins (Marine Correspondent) dated the 2 8 ~  March 2007 
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September 2006 

Registered Number: 738 

I refer to the above application for a licence which is at present More the b ~ m e n b l  
l'rotection Agency. I wish to d e  a submission on the above LlW ficence application arid ' 
would mpcst tbat its OonfQlt bc fidly Considcrcd by thc qpq. 
T wish h) object to h e  grunting or the licence to lfie upp~igh (m u n m t m  or grounds ~t is my 
lltdman* that dle A$my itz thkr as t &tiw application for a licence are to 
consider all of the environmental aspects ld&&ore hcility includmg the chemical 
efnuent proposed for discharge into SNtfi && Conn estuary which is suxxmmdd by a 

dways o u h d  in my m s p n h w  tu the 
various agencies that the finl COIril, Gas projat (atid the use of its 
infrastructure for furthcr to thc hydrocarbon industry) including thc 
inlund rehay whiGh is t m d k  \-=- milure netxi to be subjwted tu U review re. 
health and safety aspects with respect to the devastating wwequmas which the 
chemicaJ emissioix fhni cation process at the proposed refinepy will inc~lr to the 
pristinc air, .sca and land ddibncntq. Thc best option in my opinion to rcrcolvc this issuc is 
to prooess the ly3mmbm offshore m a steel mter jacket platform, or by utiluing 'T~yista" 
technology at source. The resources offshore have inmased exponentdy in financd terms 
and thus thc cost issuc with rcspcct to thc dcvclapmcnt proposal should not arirC Lc. thc 
mources s h d d  be processed in ~ccordance with best uyilable pm@ce. A report based on 

[M, Peter,Ryn@on, Wted that this 
rermtnbl ,'desi& that acturi~3, .bczrimises 
is concept is ricid~eci with'I'envimnmenta~ 

uphold the statutoxy standads incmkr to 
pristine enviranmenf is upheld I 

011 tinm the applicant sent to Mr. Mark C&@Y, 
1anddatedtheII*~ugwt2OC%andpostedon 

by the agency. The lettw refm to the following 
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In the circumstances you should make immediate arraplgements to have the following 
ntfomation submitted to the Agmcy within o m  month of the date of this notice:- 

ami other shluiory ag&cies w m L ~  was incompete. IIK iipplirwnt must submit U new 
E.I.S. which takes into a m ~ m f ~ % i s  infbnmtiun re y.nting ,Uranganmts of which the 
applicant had been aware of+@& inception. As  the site and its surrounds which inclwie the 
uptrcam pipclinc and the ducnt discharge pipclinc arc undcr “ ~ G W  TT DircCtivc” as an 
establishmerrt md as this is new i n $ d o n  w2lich the RSA. did not have access to (even 
though the applicant did), OT the public Collsequenfly the full “donrino effects” with respect to 
risk, and Ctremcal explosions and chemical by-pducts w b h  can form. CarcinOgQls haw not 
beenpmperly msessed. It is the remit of the agency to assess =*ental nspects thus it 
must wcxic m tandem with the o$q =le& agencies to fosm 811 overall appreciation of,the 

’ dondensate on site which will‘lead to elevated envimnmental emissions ar’q@sed,to‘the 
lnlmmig of natural p- The blatant lack of the use of best available technolol~y is again self‘ 

,’ true e?cte?lt of the p t e n t i a l , ~ v j r & t a l ~ ~ ~ ~ .  I also &tk,to the bi?eratiOri of 

evident and I trust that you will take these wmsdexations jnto account in your deliheratim. I 9 
Y m  fkitbllly, 

?i-* &id q~ Ga,, 
Rn’d m cmny 
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LORNA SIGGINS, 
MARINE CORRESPONDENT 

Shell E&P Ireland has said it is 
not responsible for highly ele- 
vated aluminium levels in Car- 
rowmore lake, the public water 
supply for Erris, north Mayo. 

The company has also denied 
that it was pumping diesel from 
the Bellanaboy terminal site on 
Monday night into a stream, 
which feeds into the Carrowmore 
lake catchment. The company 
has acknowledged a “small” 
diesel leak from a generator at 
the site in the last few days. 

Results obtained by The Irish 
Times show elevated aluminium 
levels in a number of tests carried 
out in January and February of 
this year on Mayo County Coun- 
cil’s behalf for water run-off from 
the Bellanaboy terminal site, the 
Bellanaboy river and Carrow- 
more lake. The lake supplies 
drinking water to 10,000 people 
in Erris. 

The county council warned 
Shell over a year ago about the 
risk of elevated aluminium levels, 
as a result of work on the site 
which has disturbed the “doib” or 
soil layer under the peat. At that 
time, it had a report of aluminium 
levels in discharge water from 
the site of over three times the 
accepted limit. 

The company installed an 
Axonics treatment plant to deal 
with the problem, but “post 
Axonics” results dated January 
31st, 2007, show aluminium levels 
at over 200 times the recom- 
mended World Health Organisa- 
tion (WHO) maximum limit for 
drinking water. The recom- 
mended WHO guideline max- 
imum limit for aluminium in 
drinking water is 200 micro- 
grams per litre (ug/l). 

Aluminium levels of 1714 ug/l 
and 406 ug/l were detected in 
samples from the Carrowmore 

lake tested at University College 
Hospital, Galway (UCHG), dated 
January 24th of this year. A sim- 
ilar breach of recommended alu- 
minium levels in February 2006 
was described subsequently by 
the local authority as a “labora- 
tory error”. 

The council said last night that 
it was still very concerned that 
aluminium levels had not been 
reduced to agreed targets by 
Shell for run-off from the site, but 
said it was “not possible” that the 
elevated levels for Carrowmore 
lake for January 24th were caused 
by Shell. It said it believed it had 
identified the source of a “short- 
term problem”. 

Shell said that aluminium con- 
centrations in the Bellanaboy 
River would consist of soil mate- 
rial from the cat 
from eroding r 
water from Car 
treated. 

“Shell’s landholding around 
the terminal site comprises only 
two per cent of the total catch- 
ment area of Carrowmore Lake 
and the terminal earthworks area 
constitutes only a small part of 
the site,” it said. 

Last week, the company dis- 
missed as “spurious” concerns 
expressed by residents about a 
tar-like substance running off 
site. However, samples were 
taken for testing by the North 
Western Regional Fisheries 
Board. Reports of diesel being 
pumped off site on Monday night 
of this week were also denied by 
the company. 

However, Mary Corduff, one 
of the residents who witnessed 
the diesel run-off, has disputed 
this. She told The Irish Times that 
when residents tried to alert 
Shell security, they were told 
there was no one on site to deal 
with the issue. A group of gardai 
then arrived and ordered the 
group to “keep the road clear”. 
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