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“OBJECTIONTO PROPOSED DETERMINATION OF A REVIEW OF AN INDUSTRIAL "~ =~ ™
EMISSIONS LICENCE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 87(2) OF THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ACT 1992 AS AMENDED.
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I have expressed my deep concerns about the proposed Corrib Gas Project from its
inception and have used all legal and statutory means open to me as a citizen of
Ireland, a member state of the EU, to pursue the proper validation of these concerns.

1 wish to, once again, in this instance lodge my objection to Proposed Decision ref
P0738-03.

I find 1t incredible, given the length of time from application for IPPC licence ref
P0738-01 (December 2004) and the contorted and convoluted myriad applications for
changes to the proposed plan or project since then — and in fact since the original
planning application in November 2000 — that it can be stated by the EPA that 'no
reasonable scientific doubt remains as to the absence of adverse effects on the
integrity of these EU sites' (p4 Inspector's Report Addge??dum 3 08/04/15).

The following — Inspector's Report Addendu 63%/03/ 15 - which uses the terms 'not
likely' and 'unlikely' hardly qualifies as scigntific language.
525"
6. Section 16 Environmental Impaqﬁ%“sessmem (EIA) Directive
(85/337/EEC, as amended) and Segé‘ﬁ)n 17 Reasoned Conclusion on
Environmental Impact Assessm |
With regard to the conclusions'in Section 16 of the Inspector's report and specifically
the impact of any accidental emission, I would like to clarify that any accidental

emission 1s not likely to have a significant effect on the environment.

With regard to section 17 of the Inspector's report and specifically the potential
impacts on the environment, [ would like to clarify that they are unlikely to damage
the environment as a whole.

I have read in their entirety the submission of Mr Peter Sweetman together with the
submission of Ms Monica Muller and Ms Maura Harrington and 1 state that I concur
with and adopt these submissions.

Martin Harrington

Submitted by email Friday 08 May 2015 accompanied by fee €126 paid by credit card

EPA Export 12-05-2015:14:12:23 1



