
but on the other hand they will be reducing water quality with the d&pokdof . . treated leachat; . . 

of coliforms which may also contain yird wntar@nants?. ; ..,:., .< . .  : . ;, ' ' 

. . 
The Iab'results for'~eninumera untreated leachate and foi the treated wastew&er atcastleb.? also >Gowed. .. , 
verv high levels for.BOD. :COD, Suspended Solids, all above the wastkwater treatment standards. . A,.:. ' . , . . . . . . . . . . . .  . -  - . .  - 

- In selecting a treatment $stem May;:County Council ~hould base the clecision upondtre$abity k&es . . .  ,. 

6ithir in in appr'oved laborato j o r  pilot scale using the actual leachate from Deninurnera Landfill.:.,!<,.: . : 
Leachite &ay.not behave like'other wistewaters. and its compositions vary with age oflandfill, thus 
a£FectirigdesiP&d $e+ting criteria (e.g.7 chemical dosigerequirements). T ~ ~ E I S  . . shodd cover . . future 

a: ' plans.fd.f,Deiriri~me'ia-~andm and of the ~ l u d g e . ~ u b  Centre.:.,;;~~,.{hz~~~;-p.$,,.&L5;x,,;~L: ::.it ...-. '. . 
.'. : . . . . . . .  ~ e t d e d  ......... ~i&iheii~y:i,la& . . . . .  p d  bakk up'&tems forleaihate-cohtrol,Gd its:trahs&tiiietit should be put in .. 
. . ..% 

& : @.~$t6.i1X&;&t th&j~Ssibiity.ofany .se&page$l df  any . . @nt~eate~cp$h$t.e.et~jqq+, .., ,+? . . 

.&&d~itkis; to ld&i?e~hwakr&ers and/or to the ma&e environment of Clew Bay. . . .  . . .  
. .'The . . . . . . .  Lka6hatk:i?.6%:~en$-era ..... :.. ..... 7, . . . - ,  . .-! ~ u q . . m & . b ~  renderedgs c l e & . a ~ , b e ~ t , ~ ~ e ~ t ~ ~ ~ ~ & ~ 1 ~ ~ : ~ ~ ~ @ t s ,  . , . 

'befoi&,dispatch~fiomm~e'irinumera ~&dfill to either westport or ~e.wpo.@~~+her~.c~clg of thG& , - ' . 
- -l6%ch%te b~@t~~~n:~d:~cs~~~:ch$rh;cal treatmWitmust take plac-it D e ~ i e r i % i d  . . .  - . . . . . .  - ..... the, 2 material . .  - .. - . . . .  must , 

:be ~em&id:i?&m the'leachate before dispatch and remain in aclosed waste cell ...... at -. the . .  - Deninurnera .- ............... site. -. .. .', 

~&nit&ing 'df  theel&dhit6, identifying all constituents must be canied out on an ongokg &is and m"st 
- be thorough'and ,tr&parent, .*thresults being available to the public inparticular the Clew Bay ~a r ine  

~or1.16 the Cley , L ~ a ~ . . ~ ~ ~ t e r ~ ~ o - o ~ e r a t i v e  and the Clew Bay CLAMS . . .  G~oup: . .. . : : ........ :; 
. . . . . . .  ; . . . ,  A :  : .  : : , :: . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . . :  . . . . .  . ....... 'Y:: : -::. 

. . ........... 
) 

. . . . . .  , , : :  : : i 3 ;: . . . . . . . . .  . .  .. . . .  . , . . .  . .  . . . : ; .  . . . . ............................. . . .  ... (ii.. ................... ,I,.. 3, ,.!A ... +. . . , :..:- ,,1,:, , ;. :. . '. ............... ...:.. ,':!,>..~ .. :. '. ..: >::- 
: ., 

h)  EIS - -Proposed new waste Water Treatment Plant M T P )  and sewerape scheme i n  Newport 
ind combined outfall from Demnumen  and Newoort WW-. ,. 
I It should be noted that with the initial scoping documents for the Newport WWTP did not mention the 

possible disposal of the leachate through the plant's outfall. - 
. . . . .  

a Is the provision of the Newport sewerage scheme dependant on providing adischarge point fortreated . . 
leachate komDemumera Landfill?. . 

Is the proioked combined outfall pipe at Rosmore required to give the dilution facwr for the leachate . . . . . . . .  by .. . . . .  . .~ the wastewater &om Newport WWTP ?. 
Concern has also been expressed that no U.V. treatment equipment is to be installed in the new Newport 
WWTP. As bacterial and viral contamination in shellfish poses a clear risk to human health the Group 
request that U.V. equipment be installed in the Newport plant to further reduce final concentrations of 
faecal wliforms and &uses in the discharge. The Group will request the Department of Communications, 
Marine & Natural Resources to include the installation of a W treatment system in Newport WWTP as 

.. part of the conditions of the foreshore licence for the outfall pipe. 
WJl the EIS investigate higher treatment methods for wastewater such as tertiary treatment systems, as 
Clew Bay is designated as an area for shellfish production?. 
Wfl the design of the new WWTP take into account hture population growth over the next 20 years or 
more in the Newport area also taking into account new developments in the town such as the new hotel?. 
Will the new treatment plant have sufficient volume in the holding tanks to deal will storm overflows?. 
WdI a system or a notification procedure be put in place by Mayo County Council to inform sheash 
producers of storm overflows?. - 
The EIS should address the number of storm overflows per year and look at the past 20 years rainfall 
records. 
Is there going to be a separate drainage system for runoffs from road 1 street for rainwater to reduce storm 
overflows through the proposed new Newport sewerage scheme ?. 
The present location for sewage outfall at Newport would be preferable due its distance &om shelltish 
beds. 
From the lab results shown by Tobiins Consultant Engineers at the consultation meeting 26/6/04 it appears 
that the levels of faecal and total coliforms in the leachate from Derrinumera and in the treated wastewater 
at Castlebar WWTP are vely high. The EIS should address the effective treatment of bacterial and viral 1 
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~.-.. 
+;T. 

. .  , 
. . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . .  -. . - .%Z&y -. 

I%$ w&aminants at Derrinumera to ens& that tiiere wiU be no deterioratio* in water quality in Newport Bay .>- 

md Clew Bay giveri that there will be new ,wiiitewatei tretment plaht . . . .  in-Newport. . . . . . . .  ., . .,- .' should benoted that sheU6sh adseaweeds are "bio-accumulatOrs" and take up and fix contaminants in .. 
their tissues for as long as the.contaminants are present in the marine environrrieht. There'is a'high-risk . 

- that tolcic contaminants fro& the leachate would,accumulate in sheffish and Seaweed and enter the human 
:f& chain and.therefore result in them behg unfit forhuman consumptioii 'In addition there is a risk over 

, , . . -time . . . . . .  that. contamination will affect growth and reproduction, and this is unacceptable to. producers 
'pBm$darlith& ~lew,%ay Oyster Co-operative. li , . : . ., .. The EIS should take into acwunt seasond factors fo; flora and f a u q  such & larval counts for the 

:. . diierentshelE&h &.fish sp~iesincluding migratory species of fish and buds: - .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . .  .. _-- , ..,,- .~.. ...... . . .  

I .. - -  EIS should I:vl. include toxicity testing on marine species. Toxicity limits are eq~ivalent'to emission limit 
'. . . . . . . . .  .&Uek.for z.i... ch&mid ..::. and >: ,,.. . bhysical parameters: : i  : - .  

. . . . . . . . .  . B&&n&&di'es&da full en&&entd impact a&es&ent of the receiving waters are required to. 
- - - establish ,,?. current ..... :..> state of the marhe enviroqentbefore any effluent or leachate material is discharged. 

. . ~ h e ~ ~ ' s h o u 1 d ' a s s e s s  a id  identify &ep61ential risks to the marine environment fromthe dischaige of 
leachate'and that'the.marine environment will not be put-at risk &om any additional loadings from the 
effluent and leachate. 

. . .  . What pF~cl.d$es will bkp;t in place to monitor the effects of both discharges? 
 h he ~ r o u i  is opposed to the proposal that leachate &om Derrinumera would be tiansported to the new 
treatme& ijlant k ~ e s t p b & b n  a t&mpdtajbiiisuntil such time that the new plant in Newport is up &d 
running add pipeline to it from Iandm is complete. The disposal of leachate at Westport was not explored 

. . in the initial EIA. and the plant wai not desiped to receive leachate. Further studies are necessary to. 
ensure that the marine environment is not affected and that the-S.I. No. 20011994 is not contravened. 
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Kaodcbreaga, N e m  Co. Kayo 
Tellfax: (098J 41616 

E-mail innishoo@,hotmail.com 

Mr. Pat Commons, 
SEO, Capital Works, 
Mayo County ~our\cil, 
Aras an Chontae, 
Castlebar, 
Co. Mayo. 

1 4 ~ ~  July 2004 

Dear Sir, 

Newport Seweragescheme and proposed Derrinumera Sludge Hub Centre 
8 Landfill Leachate outflow t o  Newport Bay 

The members of:tk-€M.ay-Marine-forom (CBMF).wish to thank Mayo 
County Council ~~-li4ayf16thxonsulfaf;ion regardimphe proposals for a - 

sewage treatment-plmtinNewpok-md-the proposakf6r an outflow of 
treated Leachate from the Landfill site and 'Sludge Hub Centre at . . 

Derrinumera. Unfort-wtately, time constraints madeit-difficult to discuss the 
proposals fully, so we have set out our comments and concerns below and 
we request that attefthesebe addressed in--theEtS2s under preparation for 
these proposals. - - 

I 
% .  

We are extiemelyeeneernebthat-.the--marine-induein Clew Bay will be 
adversely affected should these proposals go ahead: Whilst the provision of 
a WWrP in Newpol.t-6ffm-someimprwement--tswater quality, the 
treatment and discharge of leachate from the landfill and the sludge hub . . 

centre are segaratqvats-m&hreaten+&ueewater quality 
considerably. Contrary to the benefits to be derived from the treatment of 
sewage currently.beins&ehargedd.in-.a.raw-.she bay, the 
introduction of landfill and 'sludge hub centre' leachate treatment and . .. 

discharge offers n-+&to-human-.beiwMnd fauna, or in material 
assets to Newpart's maritime activities. In fact, leachate discharge will 
reduce water qual i ty im~rt - -Bayunle5r f t t t t -Wment  can be provided 
onsite at Derrynumera for bacterial, viral, chemical contaminants, 
endocrine disruptors-and-iPapplicable;fa~-al-eontamination. 

Newport WWTP 
CBMF welcomes the propmat-for asewagetreatment plant in Newport due 
to the improvement to the water quality of Clew Bay. However the 
members would prefer the dischar~metuding the storm outflow to remain 
in its current position i r t  Newport and for UV treatment to be installed and 
used and we will request-the Dept-oC€mmunicatiom;-Mafine & Natural 
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'i without which expensive depuration i s  required to market produce. It i s  not 
reasonable to exgect local people and businesses to pay the price of the 
commercial discharge of any additional levels of contamination from other 
areas and effective treatment must be put in plate-to protect local 
industry. 

Endocrine Disrupt- 
Sewage wastes conta-irreftdocrine~~disruptors-: Studies-show that use of the 
female contraceptive pill i s  causing sewage wastes to contain high levels of- 
female-ho~moner Thearhormnuexhave..been.sho.w4 trhave an effect on 
shellfish and fish reproduction in some cases causing sterilfty and even sex 
change..Oystersare-p&ieularly suxeptibte-to.the-effeebof these 
hormones and the reproductive cycles of the native oyster and other species 
will be put at-risk;- f rmtkimportat im-of-sl t ldger+Fd~rine disruptors 
are unable to be removed prior to discharge. . . -  

! Newly Emerging-Cmtaminants 
Recent studies showthatsewage contains levels ofWE-chemical 

' contaminants and levels of PBDE contamination are now being studied and 
recorded in fish. Whibbthese chemicat~are-not yet-e~thebanned l i s t  and 
are only one example, they are bioaccumulating in the food chain and are 
believed to gossess-edtdofrine.~disrupthgabilSties~-kis-iR1perative that the 
treatment facility in Derrynumera is sufficiently adaptive-to remove these 
types of newly.em&~mt-aminat-iowprio~to..diseha~-in Newport's food 
production area. ..... 

Hospital wastes 
Derrynumera t d i t t o p e f a e d -  as an unlicensed-lmdfik from the 1970's and 
no records are available of what went into the dump during that period. 
Since Derrynumwais-theclosest landfilt--to.-C-astlebarttespital, there i s  a 
s t r ~ n ~ - ~ o s s i b i l i t ~  that the landfill received hospital wasterprior to the 
granting,of the Liceme;-Sincecertain types-of.~hospibhvastes contain and 

I emit radiological contamination, analysis i s  required to identify radiological.--- ..-- 

contamination anbi~heeessary:,stepshettlbbe~ketrto-prevent access or 
radiation to the environment via the leachate. - 

Independent Risk- .. . . 
An extensive Risk Asessmentshoutd--be-carried.-ouMetailing a 
comprehensive profile of  the current and expected chemical and physical 
characteristics of thdeaehate by reference to-beth-$omestic and 
internationally published data on Leachates, giving detailed information 
outlining forecasthcj-met ds. 
The Risk ~ssessmertt-s d d e s c r i b e  thelikety-significant-effects, direct and 
indirect, on the environment of each one of the chemicals identified in the 
above leachate profiteexplained~bp.referencetCritspsibe impact on:- All 
species of flora and fauna referred to in the SAC list for species, their food 
sources and all of thehshes.-of- those.s~ie~partr ieular ly the larval, 
juvenile and reproductive-stages.:-Beerisk.-assessFuld identify which. 

i 
contaminants may escape the treatmentpmcess.and.what their effects will. 
be. If adequate. information i s  not available in. the published scientific 
Literature then sfudiesshould be carried-out including ecotoxicology testing 
on bivalw-develqwwd2t- bioaccum-n .to de tW+ke-dskc that .  . . 
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Resources to include UV treatment as part of the conditions for the 
foreshore license. 

WWTP Discharge Location.- 
Bacterial sampling.and.~analy.sis currently being-carried out in Newport 
estuary indicates that there is  a considerable reduction in e-coli levels by 
the time the.effluent-fmm-thdocat-~opulation reaches the native Oyster 
beds closest to the existing discharge and we would expect that the WWTP 
should safeguard and-improvethis area's classification:-However, discharge 
at the proposed site in Rosmore is too close to the oyster beds and poses an 
additional threat to-L-ttgh-Furnace. It is  clear fromthe Westport WWTP that 
depth of water / navigation i s  not an absolute requirement for a WWTP 
.discharge. If depth-+%required-foradditional dilution-of the landfill / sludge 
hub centre leachate, then a higher level of treatment than i s  currently 
being considered-for+his-b'ichargeis-needed. . . 

Chemical and heavpetuf-rontamination 
Chemical and heaw metattontamination in the food chain has become a 
global problem. The discharge into Newport Bays shellfish production area 
of landfill leachateearrg.iR&-elevated levels of chemical and heavy metal 
contamination increases the risk of higher than background levels being 
present in shellfiskanbetiwvprodme. Dilution-of-bisaccumulative 
contaminants with waste water and after discharge may hide the pollution 
by transferring Weanethef-medittnt,-kt-it does-nubeduce the 
contamination risks to shellfish. Substances with the ability to 
bioaccumulate, suckas-heavy metalsi-PCB% dioxins; furans, priority 
substances and other relevant pollutants must be identified and removed 
prior to discharge. 

International Standards 
Clew says produce-is-mrketedpfimarity m-mainland-Europe, it i s  therefore 
imperative that the treatment of leachate conforms to the highest European 
expectations to prwntareduetioniPrmarket value and perception. There 
should be a full review of available treatments with a full assessment of 
alternatives worldwidewit-hferences to international examples of 
discharges to shellfish waters. - 

Sludge Hub Centre 
The creation of a comlriat-sludge-.hubcentre-akDerrynumera, with 
sewage wastes imported from all of Mayo and other counties introduces 
many additional risk Sewace-wastes.-contaiwbaeterial and.vira1 
contaminants. At present, classification is directly related td e-coli and 
faecaLcoUfom Levels ~ n W ~ f ~ i a n & f w  "it'-~L-assifTCation must be 
lower than 230 e-coli or 300 faecal coliform per 10Og. Indicative water 
levels of e-coli tmackiew"A2- classification wdess-thm--per 700ml. The 
proposal to discharge faecal coliform levels of 2000 per 100ml puts Clew Bay 
North in danger o f  -beiwdeclassified.to-'C' or worsestill, unfit for shellfish 
production. The method of determining classification may change in the 
future with more emphasis on-viral-.contarninatieR;Since.eNewport already 
has areas that are struggling to conform to 'A' classification, it i s  essential 
that. bacterial-and viral contaminants are eradicated:-q- the treatment works 
at Derrynumerashellfish production-relies on pdstine-water-quabity;: 
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particular contaminants, which may escape the treatment process, pose to 
human health. 

Planning and Design 
The capacity of the leachate treatment facility and lifespan of the landfill is 
of concern to the members since there are so many variables associated 
with the proposals. Whatis-the anticipated lifespan of  cell linings in the 
landfill and what long term plan i s  in place in the event of failure I 
expiration of the cett-tirringsFlt.is crucial thatthere-are no discharges of 
untreated leachate effluent and the planning phase should factor all of t h e -  
variables into the design-capacity.to ensure that,:population growth, 10year 
storm events, additional landfill cells and climate change scenarios are 
scientifically assesset-for-a.-20+ year life span: There should also be an 
emergency contingency plan in the event of overload with notification 
procedures laid wt-twprwent contaminated produce reaching the 
consumer. This plan should specify compensation-measures agreed with 
producersand baekebeappropn'ate..insuranee.bond, in the event of 
disruption to production, product contamination, market recall and loss of --.. 

market image. 

Monitoring and R~&&w-Procedttres. . - 
The EIS's should addresrpfoposals-tozagree,-transparet procedures to 
monitor the discharges effects, the method of disposal of leachate solids 
and the~estimated-future~~of-Leartrate:The'~EISshould include a 
detailed review of all the alternative technologies available for the disposal 
of leachate togethefwith-bCstBmfi t  analysimf-each. The EIS should 
also state what review procedures are proposed as scientific understanding 
grows and leachate-treatmentmethods-impqove? 

Treatment 
~ l m o s t  no informatiemas-avaitable-regardingythe-level of treatment that 
the leachate wil l receive. The EIS should incorporate a comprehensive 
description of the4reatrPlent..technology~nd~processes--We.-also request to 
be consulted in the decision making process on the effectiveness of primary, 
tertiary, polishing:am+additionai,-chemical.-removal at-extracting 
contaminants from the leachate to agree what is the most suitable . .. 

treatment for this ef ent. "I 
Previous c o r r e s p o ~  - 

As stated in our let€&-oClZ%ecember: 2002,CBMFremain strongly 
opposed to proposat~tcrtreat and discharge LeaekatG.in Westport WWTP as a 
temporary measure until the Derrinumera plant Et pipeline i s  operational. - 

This facility was nofzk&tf~r-this type of treatment-&we do not believe 
that this activity would conform to 51 No. 20011994 Ft the.Quality of 
Shellfish Waters Directive; In.-that letterwe-urged-tkecwncil to carry out 
an expert and independent assessment of the long-term effects that 
leachate discharg&whabon.-thecastlebar River-over-the past 2-3 years, 
we would like to know if this work has been carried out and i f  so we request. 
copies of the findingsy-Wealso expressed..our-surpriseatthe consultant's 
plans to conform to the wastewater treatment standardronly after initial 
dilution. We do not-betieve-that.diLution-n-is-in.itself-afetution and are now 
even more-concerned.since.it appears.that our Comments- havebeen... ' 
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disregarded. The consultants propose to use dilution to disguise the 
contamination Levelsof the leachateand thatthisis the main method of 
achieving discharge standards. We do not believe that this offers Newport's 
food production area sufficient protection and that it makes nonsense of the 
discharge standards. The EIS's should specify true values in  the form of the 
total quantities of contaminants that will be discharged per annum over the 
anticipated lifespan of the facilities. 

Further Comments 
The treatment of the leaehate will need to be of a uniquely high standard to 
achieve the requirements of The Quality of Shellfish Waters Regulations, 
under which Clew Bay is designated. The members recognise that a 
reasonable stance regarding this designation should be taken, but we feel 
that these proposals-ptacetoo much emphasis on dilution and not enough on 
treatment and are a threat to our survival. Unfortunately, to date, 
consultation and fottowup communicatbn have failed to reassure and our 
concerns have increased.At this point it must be asked how reasonable is it 
to expect the sensit ive-f~production waters in Newport and Clew Bay to 
withstand the deterbration in water quality that these proposals will cause? 

At the Internatio&o~ference on Molluscan Shellfish-Safety held in Galway 
last month, no fewer than 27 presentations of papers from all over the 
world were gjven-ent- themicrobiological status-efshetlfish, shellfish 
viruses & pathogens and chemical contamination of shellfish. The studies 
agree that shellfisha*a9sentind2 bioindieatms-of-water quality and many 
of them are looking at ways of detecting contaminants to prevent them 
reaching the table. EtewBagrhetlfish aretldetewithstand Newport's 
relatively low levels of pollution and s t i l l  produce a top quality product. 
After absorption of sewage-d landfill contamination from all over 
Connaught, what quality of shellfish will Clew Bay export to European 
tables? 

We would be gyateftttb~the-opport~nit~~discussChese points further at 
your earliest convenience and look forward.to--your reply. 

Yours sincerely, 

Niall O'Boyle. 
CBMF Secretary. 
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I T  

CLEW BAY OYSTER 
Co-Operative Society &&ted I 

THE QUAY, NEWPORT, COUNTY MAYO, IRELAND. ' (098) 41402. 

Mr. Pat Commons, 
SEO, Capital Works, 
Mayo County Council, 
h a s  an Chontae, 
Castlebar, 
Co: Mayo. I 

Environmental Impact Studies for Derrinumera Leachate Treatment 
and Sludge Hub Centre nnd Newport Waste Water Treatment Plant. , 

The Board of Directors ofthe Clew Bay Oyster Co-operative wouid like to thank th& i i 
Mayo County Council's invitation to the meeting on May 26th, a t  which the Mayo ~ @ n t y :  
Cound's proposals for the Newpon Waste Water Treatment Plant, the Derrinumerd ' 
~eachate ~reatment ~ l a k ,  the Demnumera Sludge Hub Centre and the discharge pi+ / 
locations for these projects were discussed. i . .  . . .. . 

However, it is this Board's view that any Environmental Irnpact'Assessment Studies th4t 
precede the installation of any of the above projects that are comissioned by the : i 

, . , . ~eveloper , ;~ayo County Council, must take into account the following items: : I .: i ! 

0 

, . 
demonstrate that the research intothis legislation has been exhaustive. . . .  water -; 
-The best available technology must be researched to ensure thatmy . 
risks through bio-accumulation of toxins discharged into Clew Bay are eliminated by;; 
removal of all toxins at their source in Demnumera . . 

. . 
0 

mm&h to reduce the feacal colifom loading in the final effluent entering Clew 
', 

Bay. I 
! j . -need to be considered, and the reasoning behind the 1 I, 

. inclusion or exclusion of these alternative sites must be clearly and thoroughly I 

demonstrated. 
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\ 

CLEW BAY OYSTER ' 

Co-Operative Society Limited 
THE QUAY. REWORT, COUNTY MAYO. IRELAIYD. (098) 41402. 

. nsnns -with &r with 
and the best practice for Clew 

Bay be developed from this comparison. 

I -- 
.I look forward to your reply, and an opportunity to discuss these matters further at your 
earliest convenience. 

Yours sincerely, 

Secretary. 

cc: Board ~embers,  
B.1.M 
Clew Bay Marine Forum, 
Marine Institute, 
CUI Frank Chambers, Newport. 
Cllr Micheal Holmes, Tiemaur. 
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The County Manager 
Mayo County Council 
A m  an Chontae 
The Mall 
Castlebar 
County Mayo 

Re Clew Bay Oyster Co-Operathe Limited 

Proposed waste water treatmentplant at Newport Bay, County Mayo 

Proposed sludge hub centre and leochate treafment plant ai Deninurnera' 
Londfll near Newport, Counv Mayo 

Dear Sir, 

We act for the Clew Bay Oyster Co-Operative Limited ("CBOC"). We refer to the above 
mentioned proposed developments and to previous correspondence and submissions by 
individual members of CBOC to Mayo County Council in relation to concerns regarding the 
potential impact of those proposed developments on water quality in Clew Bay, and in 
particular, on Newport Bay. Please note that our client has no objection in principle to the 
proposed development of the Newport waste water treatment plant, (which technically, is a 
separate proposed development), save insofar as it  may adversely affect water quality in Clew 

1 Bay. 

We have been advised that Mayo County Council is currently revising an Environmental. . 
Impact Statement ("'EIS") for the proposed treatment plants at Demnumera Landfill and may 
shortly submit the EIS to An Bord Pleanaa for approval. 

Mayo county Council is hereby put on notice that the relevant receiving waters in Newport 
Bay meet all of the criteria for designation as "Shellfish Waters" under Council Directive 
791923EEC on the quality required of shellfish waters ("the Directive"). Newport Bay 
constitutes coastal and brackish water requiring protection or improvement in order to 
support shellfish life and growth and thus to contribute to the high quality of shellfish 
products directly edible by man'. The European Court of Justice has held in proceedings 
Commission v ltal$ that there is 

Fi~wil ton House. Wrlton Place, Dublin 2. Ireland t. +353 r 609 9500 6,353 I 662 8290 e: info@philiplee.ie u?vw.philiplee.ie 
F:\CLIfWT'S\Clew B ~ ~ r 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n  Nicola Dunleavy Jonathan Kelly - 1 

Associates: DamienYoune FerealRuane CawDennis RoeerLeviton Alice Whittaker Aim~Krl lv  In=---r:-- -L-- -. 
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