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Sent: 12 March 2015 15:04

To: . Wexford Receptionist

Cc: Noeleén Keavey

Subject: ' RE: Response to Objections to EPA PD Milvertone Soil Recovery Facility W0271-01
Attachments: 150312 501.00180.00013.32 EPA Milverton PDObjectionResponse Lisa Farrell.pdf;

150312 501.00180.00013.32 EPA Milverton PDObjectionResponse LiamDerham.pdf;
150312 501.00180.00013.32 EPA Milverton PDObjectionResponse JPBrowne.pdf;
150312 501.00180.00013.32 EPA Milverton PDObjectionResponse
‘SkerriesCommAssoc.pdf; 150312 501.00180.00013.32 EPA M|Iverton )
PDObJectlonResponse FolE.pdf

FAO : OFFICE OF CLIMATE CHANGE, LICENSING AND RESOURCE USE

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

Further to your letter dated 13 February 2015 notifying Roadstone Limited of an number of objections
submitted to the Agency in respect of its proposed decision to |ssue a waste licence for backfilling and
restoration of Milverton Quarry in Skerries, Co. Dublin (REF. WJ [ [£ase fnd attached a separate
response to each of the objections submitted by U ;

o

e Ms. Lisa Farrell , S - 3mR 2015

e Mr Frank Burke (on behalf of Mr. Liam Derham) _ §

e Mr. JP Browne ‘ oig\%w

e Skerries Community Association Q\\}QO@\@

¢ Friends of the Irish Environment. éy;\\oooé\\

S
S &
Please acknowledge receipt of this email as\rgf ccompanying submissions by return e-mail
Og\,\\o
OQ

Regards C
Derek Luby

Technical Director
SLR Consulting Ireland

Email: dluby@slrconsulting.com

Tel:  +353 12964667
Fax: +353 12964676
7 Dundrum Business Park, Windy Arbour, Dublin, 14, Ireland
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Confidentiality Notice and bisciaimer

This communication and any attachment(s) contains information which is confidential and may also be legally
privileged. It is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s) to whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended
recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution or any action taken or omitted to be taken in reliance on it, is prohibited
and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication in error please email us by return mail and then delete
the email from your system together with any copies of it. Please note that you are’not permitted to print, copy,
disclose-or use part or all of the content in any way.

Emails and any information transmitted thereunder may be intercepted, corrupted or delayed. As a result, SLR does
not accept any responsibility for any errors or omissions howsoever caused and SLR accepts no responsibility for
changes made to this email or any attachment after transmission from SLR. Whilst all reasonable endeavours are
taken by SLR to screen all emails for known viruses SLR cannot guarantee that any transmission will be virus free.

Any views or opinions are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of SLR Management Ltd,
or any of its subsidiaries, unless specrfrcally stated. ‘ S -

SLR Environmental.Consulting (Ireland) Limited (T/A SLR Consulting Ireland). Reglstered Offuce 7 Dundrum
Busmess Park Windy Arbotur, Dublm 14 Registered in Ireland'No: 253332 ‘
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12 March 2015

Licensing Unit:

Office of Climate Change, Llcensmg and Resource Use
Environmental Protectron Agency

Headquarters,

P.0O. Box 3000,

Johnstown Castle Estate

County Wexford

Our Ref: ' 501.00180.00013.23
Your Ref : W0272-01

Dear Sir / Madam

RE: ROADS TONE LIMITED MILVERTON INERT WASTE RECOVERY FACILITY
PROPOSED DECISION TO ISSUE WASTE LICENCE
RESPONSE TO THIRD PARTY OBJECTION BY ng)ltéa FARRELL

Further to your letter dated 13 February 2015 notlfyln%l%c;&dstone Limited of an objection lodged
by Ms Lisa Farrell in respect of the Agency's pr decision to issue a waste licence for
backfilling and restoration of Milverton Quarry in @nes Co. Dublin, we have provided herein a
response to the issues raised in her objections>ygte that we have addressed each of the points
in the same order and sequence as raised @‘ihg*objectlon

&
\\d%\\o :
At the outset, Roadstorie wishes t5 pdint out that although activity at Milverton quarry was
suspended in 2008 in response to tlge unprecedented downturn in construction related activity in
Ireland at that time, it still retains@l planning permission for quarrying and related value added
activities at the:applicatiaon S|te00° : .

Background

.Aithough the company submitted a waste licence application in 2009 to provrde for the backfilling
of the quarry, it can nonetheless resume quarrying activity at Milverton, subject to conditions
previously imposed by Fingal County Council in 2007 under Section 261 of the Plannlng and
Development Acts

Roadstone beheves that the proposed backflllmg of the quarry at Milverton is the best long-term
option for restoration of its quarry at Milverton, one which in addition to a significant |mprovement
in the local landscape, also addresses the need for waste recovery facilities for surplus soil and
stone generated by construction activity around North Dubilin.

Before addressing the issues raised in the objection in _more detail, Roadstone wishes to
emphasise that the proposed recovery facility will only handle inert soil and stone and minor
quantities of inert construction and demolition waste {principally concrete based products). The
activities present little or no environmental risk to the surrounding area and will not give rise to
any of the adverse impacts or nuisance associated with municipal landfills. The recovery facility
will not attract vermin-or scavenging birds, nor will it generate potentially odourous landfill gas
emissions or leachate with the potential to contaminate surface waters and/or the underlying
groundwater aquifer

Roadstone also wishes to pornt out that it has successfully operated a similar licensed recovery
facility at Fassaroe, Bray, Co. Wicklow (EPA Licence Ref. W0269-01) for several years, in an
area close to residential housing, without significant adverse impact on the local community.

SLR Consulting treland, 7 Dundrum Business Park, Windy Arbour. Dublin 14, Ireland
T:+3531296 4667 F:+3531296 4676 wwwslrconsulting com
Ditectors: R. O'Dowd, N, O'hMeiil, T.Paisd, N.Pershall {British}, D, Richards {British}. 1. Roberts (British]. Secretary; R. O'Doved

Registared in Irefand as: SLR Environmental Corsulting {Irefand] Limited. Registered No.253332. VAT No. 8253133
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Roadstone Ltd. 2 Ref:501.00180.00013.32

Milverton Waste Licence Proposed DeC|S|on (W0272-01)
Response to Third Party Objection (Lisa Farrell) 12 March 2015

Flora and Fauna

in her objection, Ms. Farrell raises a number of issues and concerns in respect of flora and fauna
at the existing quarry facility, which may be summarised as follows

e In view of the timing of the site surveys (in.May 2008 and more recently in May
: 2014), there is a possibility that a number of named plants which flower after thls
time would not have been identified; C

. If orchids occur at the quarry, they may have been oyerlooked as:"theyvdo not flower
every year. Quarries provide an alternative habitat to floodplains for orchids. The
company cannot prove that orchids do not occur,;

. A unique mini-ecosystem could develop at the quarry over time;

) The EIS failed to take due account of the fact that the song thrush, which is
protected under Annex Il of the Birds Directive, was recorded in.the bird survey
undertaken at the quarry;

. The lIrish hare, which was identified in the ecological survey, is protected under the
Wildlife Acts, is listed on Appendix I of the Bern convention (on the Conservation of
European Wildlife and Natural Habitats), is listed in Annex V(a) of the EC Habitats
Directive (92/43/EEC) and |s an lnternatlonally |mportant specres |n the Irrsh Red

Data Book; N , ) _

. The presence of dragonﬂles is an |nd|cat|on tha\t\ﬁﬁ%ere is a healthy and diverse
habitat in the area; o\

e . Thereis a pOSS|b|I|ty that there may be ér\t the quarry, no nig'ht-time‘ bat survey
was undertaken, bats are a protected s under the Wildlife Acts; .

. There are otters along the Mill St %e\r@band/or tributaries upstream and downstream

of the quarry. Otters are Ilsted‘@ Annex IV of the EC Habitats Directive which
prohibits actions which resulkﬁf?\gﬂe deterioration or destruction of species breeding
sites or resting places, reg@*d.ke%’s of whether rntentlonal or not;

" Roadstone 'will dischar e&\%ard untreated water, with' high Ievels of nltrates and
. nitrites into the Mill Stggam and could cause thermal pollution (on account of-low
water temperature) which could reduce the ecological quality of.the stream;

. Although the survey reports no ewdence of newts at the quarry more seasonal
surveys are required. : .

‘While many plants and animals may occur in the yicilnity of quarries and/or arqund Milverton and
Skerries, Ms. Farrell does not produce any evidence that those she mentions actually occur at
the quarry itself. In respOnse to the technical points raised ‘in the objection, we respond as
follows: ‘ " ' . o e

o The quarry was surveyed by a professronal ecologlst in-2008 (at a time when it was
still operational) and again in 2014 (after activity at the quarry had been suspended
for a period of 6 years) On each occasion,-no’ protected specnes of rora were
recorded at the quarry; \ ‘ ' )

. Whilst we recognise that orchids may not flower on an annual baS|s |t is consndered
that the habitats present at Milverton Quarry at this current time do not provide
optimum habitat conditions for green-winged orchid. (Orchis morio) and that any
further survey is unlikely to record this species at this site;

) It is noted that the document on orchids in quarries referenced in the objection is
. published by Heidelberg Cement, a company which has no quarnes or operations in
this country; . . L

SLR Consulting Irefand
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Roadstone Ltd _ 3 Ref:501.00180.00013.32
Milverton Waste Licence Proposed Decision (WO272 -01) ' ,
Response to Third Party Objection (Lisa Farrell) - .~ 12 March-2015

o In respect to the other species. .identified,. narrow-leaved bittercress  (Cardamine
" impatiens) is a species with a very restricted distribution in Ireland and probably only
native in Westmeath. Narrow-leaved helleborine (Cephalanthera longifolia) also has

a restricted distribution, primarily in the west and south of Ireland; - .

. Contrary to Ms. Farrell's assertions, May is an optimum time of the year to record
flora and it is considered that were any of the named species were present at the
.quarry, they would have been identified and recorded by a professional ecologist,
even if not in flower at the timé of the survey visits.

. Falcon : 1t is recognised that all bird species are protected during the breeding
season, with other species i.e. peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus) especially
protected. The statutory protection afforded to the peregrine falcon is recognised in
the EIS and in the development proposal. It has been agreed in principle with the

- National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) to retain part of the exposed quarry face
as a roosting and nesting area for the peregrine falcon (refer to SLR letter dated 9
February 2011 issued in response to the agency’s Article 14 Compliance Notice);

e Song Thrush : It is noted that the ‘Song Thrush is not an Annex 1 species which is
afforded special protection under national and EU legislation. The proposed
recovery facility will not affect the local population of this species, particularly in view
of the fact that there is more than sufficient alternative habitat in the surrounding
local area. The song thrush was present in the locality at the time of the original bird
survey in 2008 when the quarry was still operati gl Itis inferred on this basis that
the prev:ous quarry operation had little or no agy%rse impact on the speC|es

. Hares ! The lIrish, hare recorded in 200%@%@35 not recorded within the quarry site but
rather in an adjacent agricultural flelg'/??@‘hnng the 2014 survey, no Irish hares were
recorded as present within the qugﬁ%@ e.

) Bats. :"All the trees and buj js within the application site are assessed as

providing negligible opportu;m for breeding bats. Similarly the cliff faces do not
present any obvious roo Dpportunities for bats. Whilst the application site may

be 'used by bats for foragitg, it is not likely to be important or critical for any local
population of bats giv he availability of alternative suitable foraging habitat in the
wider surrounding ay

o Otters : No evndence to indicate the presence of otter at Mllverton Quarry was found

during the habitat survey in 2014. The flooded quarry floor is a relatively recent

- event and is not likely to support fish populations that would attract otters to this site.

In respect of the Mill Stream, it is considered unlikely that this watercourse is used

by otters for breeding purposes on account of its size and that it is unlikely to support

sufficient fish populations to sustain breeding otters. It is-however considered more

than likely to form part of a territory for otters within-the wider area, and in particular
along the coastiine around Skerries.

. Newts / Amphibians : The habitat survey in 2014 was undertaken when it would be
expected that any evidence of amphibians (breeding or otherwise) would be found
either through the presence of adults, eggs or tadpoles / efts. We can confirm that
no evidence was found through an inspection of the flooded quarry floor or in the
terrestrial habitat surrounding this feature of any amphibian species.

. Water Quality : As regards the perceived impact of discharges on water quality in
“the Mill Stream, it is noted in the discharge licence application' (reproduced in
Appendix 6.6 (Section 2.3.1) of the EIS), that the discharge from the récovery facility
has the potential to slightly improve the water quallty |n the M|II Stream, partlcularly

in terms of its phosphorus loading.

SLR Consulting ireland
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Roadstone Ltd. 4 Ref:501.00180.00013:32
Milverton Waste Licence Proposed Decision (W0272 01) - ' : :

Response to Third Party Objection (Lisa Farrell) 3 : . 12 March 2015

Human Beings

In her objectlon Ms. Farrell asserts that the operatlon of the waste facmty

) will have no positive effects on the environment or on Iocal people'i in the area;
) will have a massively negative impact on road conditions; Coy
. will adversely impact the quality of life for nearby residents in terms of noise and air

pollution, particularly in view of the fact that d:esel emissions have recently been
classified as carcinogenic;

) will eliminate existing use of the road by walkers cyclists and horse riders (in the
absence of a footpath); . o _

‘e will present an unacceptable risk of contamination”of the underlying highly to
extremely vulnerable groundwater aqu1fer particularly on account of refuelling
activities.

In response Roadstone would point out that the EIS submltted in support of the licence
application does not seek to portray all impacts arising from the proposed. waste recovery activity
as positive. Impacts have generally been assessed and described in terms of magnitude / scale,
significance and duration, and where the impact has been-found to" be negatlve th|s has been
duIy acknowledged in the EIS. ‘ "

Sections 11.3 and 12.3 of the EIS, address the impact of the piposed recoVery faoility and its
associated traffic levels on local residential amenity and the\docal road network. Sections 7.3
and 8. 3 assess the impact of recovery actrvmes on air qgal&}pand noise on nearby residents.

At the time the waste licence apphcatlon was rtted in September 2009 Roadstone
envisaged that waste recovery activities would &or, ence at Milverton within a relative short
time period after quarry activities had been %)%}Qéhded The company did not anticipate that
there could be a 5 year hiatus in obtammgﬁﬁ Qhecessary waste authorisations for this facility.
For this reason, and because quarryrngs&\@lty at the application site is still authorised, it is
considered reasonable and appropnat@o‘t aP'the |mpact assessments presented in the EIS have
due regard to the levels of traffic prewgu%{ty generated across the local road network by quarrying
and related activities at the site. ~

As regards concerns about the-potential adverse impact on groundwater, it is noted that the
backfilling of the quarry with imported clay soils will ultimately afford a greater degree of
protection to the aquifer than that which exists at present. Potential groundwater risks and
impacts arising from fuel handling activities at the waste recovery facility have been discussed
and assessed in Section 6.3 of the EIS. Appropriate mitigation and/or risk management
measures (many of which had previously been implemented on-site) are outlined in Section 6.4
and include fuel storage in bunded tanks, plant maintenance at the on-site workshop and plant
re-fuelling over drained pavement surfaces.

The Company

Roadstone asserts its commitment to implement the highest environmental management
standards in its industry at each of its operating locations in Irefand and trusts that this is fully
recognised by the Agency in I|ght of past and contlnumg engagement wrth it on waste
management and related issues.

The Site

In closing, Ms Farrell asserts that the quarry at Mrtverton should be desrgnated a Special ‘Area of
Conservation, citing the presence of a falcon, otters and the unproven existence of bats around
the quarry and quoting selected citations or recitals from the preamble to the 6" Community
Environment Action Programme (2002) as the reason to do SO.

In response Roadstone would point out that the loss of the exrstlng habrtat( ) at Milverton, has
been fully assessed in the EIS and should be balanced against a number of competmg interests
and objectives including: »

SLR Consulting Ireland
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Roadstone Lid. ‘ 5 - Ref:501.00180.00013.32

Milverton Waste Licence Proposed Decision (W0272-01)
Response to Third Party Objection {Lisa Farrell) 12 March 2015
. the need / demand for an inert soil waste recovery facility in this area of North

County Dublin and in particular one of sufficient size and scale to support the highest
standards in environmental and waste management;

. the policies and objectives of the Fingal County Development Plan and Dublin Waste
Management Plan, both of which recognise the particular merits of locating such
facilities in worked-out quarries (refer to Section 1.6 of the EIS);

) the long term-protection of the underlying groundwater resource provided by
backfilling the quarry with imported inert soil and stone waste;

o the removal of a disturbed landform and long-term enhancement of the visual quality
and integrity of the local landscape

As previously noted, the decision on the licence application must also recognise that

. the application site was previously developed / degraded and was in use as a quarry
almost up to the time that the waste licence application / original EIS was submitted
in 2009;

. authorisation / approval for backfiling and restoration of the quarry was previously

secured from Fingal County Council in 2009. This position was recently reaffirmed
in an email to the Agency from a senior staff officer in Fingal County Council's
planning department, dated 28 August 2014.

&‘
Close éo

We trust that the answers provided above adequately ad %ss the issues raised in Ms. Farrell's
objection and that you will shortly be in a position to bﬁ\sﬁq a final decision in respect of this waste

licence application. & eé
S
Yours sincerely \OQQQ}\
SLR Consulting Ireland eé\@\
SN
S&O
\°O
O
&

s

Derek Luby
Technical Director

cC Ronan Griffin (Roadstone Ltd.)
Shane Geraghty (Roadstone Ltd.)
John Glynn (Roadstone Ltd.)

SLR Consulting Ireland
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12 March 2015

Licensing Unit

Office of Climate Change, Licensing and Resource Use
Environmental Protection Agency

Headquarters, . . .
P.O. Box 3000, o o
Johnstown Castle Estate '
County Wexford

Our Ref:- 501.00180.00013.23
Your Ref : wW0272-01 '

Dear Sir / Madam

RE: ROADSTONE LIMITED MILVERTON INERT WASTE RECOVERY FACILITY
. PROPOSED DECISION TO ISSUE WASTE LICENCE
RESPONSE TO THIRD PARTY OBJECTION £>Y SKERRIES COMMUNITY
ASSOCIATION

Further to your letter dated 13 February 2015 notifyi adstone Limited of an objection lodged
by Skerries Community Association (SCA) in resp@é%%f the Agency’s proposed decision to issue
a waste licence for backfiling and restoration \Iverton Quarry in Skerries, Co. Dublin, we
have provided herein a response to the issueérgised by SCA in its objection.’ Note that we have
addressed each of the points in the samegﬁgﬁ nd sequence as raised in the objection.

O 0)
Background S \\

At the outset, Roadstone wrshes to\poornt out that although activity at Mllverton quarry was
temporarily suspended in 2008, ?esponse to the unprecedented downturn in construction
related activity in Ireland at tha& me, it still retains full planning permission for.quarrying and
related value added activities atthe application site.

Although the company submitted a waste licence application in 2009 to provide for the backfilling
of the quarry, it can nonetheless resume quarrying activity at Milverton, subject to conditions
previously imposed by Fingal County Council in 2007 under Section 261 of the Planning and
Development Acts. ,

Roadstone believes that the proposed backfilling of the quarry at Milverton is the best long-term
option for restoration of its quarry at Milverton, one which in addition to a significant improvement
in the local landscape, also addresses the need for waste recovery facrlrtres for surplus soil and
stone generated by construction activity around North Dubtin. .

Before addressing the issues raised in the objection in more detail, Roadstone wishes to
emphasise that the proposed recovery facility will only handle inert soil and stone and minor
quantities of inert construction and demolition waste (principally concrete based products). The
activities present little or no environmental risk to the surrounding area and will not give rise to
any of the adverse impacts or nuisance associated with municipal landfills. The recovery facility
will not attract vermin or scavenging birds, nor. will it generate potentially odourous landfill gas
emissions or leachate with the potential to contaminate surface waters and/or the underlylng
groundwater aquifer

Roadstone also wishes to point out that it has successfully operated a similar licensed recovery
facility at Fassaroe, Bray, Co.' Wicklow {(EPA Licence Ref. W0269-01) for several years, in an
area close to residential housing, without significant adverse impact on the-local community.

SLR Consulting Ireland, 7 Dundrum Business Park, Windy Arbour, Dublin 14, ireland
T:+3531296 4667 F:+3531296 4676 www.sirconsulting.com

Bhzcions: R 0Q'Dowd, N O'Neitl, T.Paul, N Penbatl (British), ©. Richards {British), 1. Roberts {British}. Seczetary: R.O'Dowd
ngmercd i Jreland ast SLR Envireomental Cor wsulting (eland) Limited. RewsrereJN 253332 VAT No. 8251332
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Roadstone Ltd. ' 2 Ref:501.00180.00013.32
Milverton Waste Licence Proposed Decision (W0272-01) o
Response to Third Party Objection (Skerries Community Association) 12 March 2015

Water Quality

The Mill Stream flows from the quarry, through the centre of the town park, to the sea. The
park and the sea, including the Blue Flag beach, are of crucial importance to the ecology,
community and tourism infrastructure of the town. Therefore the SCA feels that
insufficient controls have been put in place to ensure that non-inert material will not
contaminate material being deposited at the quarry. It is possible for inert material to be
stored offsite and contaminated at the point of storage before being transported to the
Milverton Quarry. Given that even a very small amount of hazardous material could be
sufficient to contaminate the Mill Stream, the potential consequences of such
contamination could be disastrous to the local ecology. There could also be serious
health risks as the stream flows through the town park where children's playing pitches
are located. Therefore the SCA requests assurances that all material will be fully tested
off-site before being transported to the quarry prior to granting of the licence.

Roadstone considers that the risk based approach to the acceptance and importation of inert
waste set out in the Agency’s proposed decision is both reasonable and proportionate. The
company will establish robust waste importation and acceptance procedures at the facility to
minimise the risk that non-inert or hazardous soil will be placed at the facility.

Roadstone envisages that the bulk of inert soils and stones imported to the proposed facility at
Milverton will be sourced from greenfield sites with no previous development history. Soils from
such sites are likely to present very low risk of contamination. If soils from brownfield sites are
imported to the facility, they will be subject to a 3 tier. class‘ifiqé%ion, compliance and validation
test regime along the lines of that provided for in the’proposO ecision. - '

Roadstone’s experience of operating a similar wast%gé;e@ery facility -at Fassaroe, near Bray in
Co. Wicklow (Licence Ref. W0269-01) is that no @gﬁﬁally suspect or'contaminated' soils have
been accepted at the facility over the past 5&@%&5 and that no contamination of surrounding
ground or groundwater has materialised. O{\Q K - '

In general, soils are likely to be excavae?m\\@ﬁ\d loaded directly onto HGV's /:tipper trucks and
immediately dispatched off-site to the re: &éry facility at Milverton as
O

N Coe
(i) ~ stockpiling materials on-sﬁg@ées up the often limited available space and
(i) incurs additional costs@&b‘%ugh double handling of materials.

Consequently the risks of post@?cavation | pre acceptance contamination of soils are likely to be
minimal. C o

Roadstone does not intend to import non-inert or hazardous waste to the proposed recovery
facility, nor would it secure any material benefit from doing so. The waste licence application and
proposed decision both include provisions in respect of waste inspection and quarantine to
handie such materials in the unlikely event that a systematic failure occurs and that such
materials are inadvertently imported to and accepted at the facility.

Traffic

The volume of traffic on the road to the quarry will be significantly increased during the
proposed operation of the facility. It is likely that the road is incapable of serving this
level of traffic. The licence should not be granted until a more detailed investigation of
the impact on traffic can be made. Since the quarry was last in operation the town has
grown considerably and as a result there is an’ increased number of road users
commuting to Dublin on a daily basis. There are serious safety concerns resulting from
this increase in traffic that also need to be investigated before granting the licence. For
instance. there are no conditions proposed relating to traffic other than the hours of
operation, minor signage changes and hedge trimming. At first sight, it would seem that
the increase in the level of vehicle traffic is moderate (estimated to be less than 10%
overall). However, this will be very different at certain times. According to the EPA
documentation, this could mean an extra (relative to current,traffic:‘ levels) 26 HGV
movements per hour at busy periods on winding and undulating roads extending for over
10 kilometres (Skerries to Blakes Cross). Busy periods will definitely include harvest

SLR Consulting Ireland
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Roadstone Ltd.’ ' 3 Ref:501.00180.00013.32
Milverton Waste Llcence Proposed Decision (W0272- 01) - o
Response to Third Party Objection (Skerries Community Assocaatlon) 12 March 2015

times when there are also a lot of agricultural vehicles on the roads. Large slow moving
vehicles will mean a lot of dangerous overtaking on a road that is very winding,
undulating with white line stretches that are unlikely to be respected by drivers eager to
overtake slower large vehiclés. Pedestrians and cyclists will be even more vulnerable
along this road than they are at present. Furthermore no restrictions have been put in
place to prevent trucks being overloaded and spiiling material onto the road surface

The traffic related impacts of the proposed recovery facility have been assessed in Section 12 of
the updated EIS submitted to the Agency in June 2014,

As is noted, road surveys indicate that there has been a significant reduction in traffic along the
R127 between 2009 and 2014 (almost 40% lower). The potential for HGV stopping or queuing
along the road outside the quarry is therefore likely to be reduced, particularly. outside of peak
hours.

Section 12.2.3 of the EIS addresses sightlines at the access to / egress from the application site.
While visibility along the R127 Regional Road is good to the east of the access, it is slightly
obstructed by a flagpole and signage to the west. The mitigation measures necessary to
address these obstructions, outlined in Section 12.4 of the EIS, are considered appropriate and
proportionate.

Ecological / Geological Value

The quarry itself is listed as being of specnal geological s nlflcance by Fingal County
Council. Given its geological importance, further study of impact of the works on the
local ecology needs to be made before granting the liceite. We are concerned that the
Environmental Impact Statement submitted by Roa@tgﬁe did not adequately address this

issue. Many passages, for instance those ref to nesting falcons, were repeated
verbatim from an earlier Environmental Impact Statement. The geological significance of
the site was dismissed by Roadstone in thej ement. In this regard, and in relation to

the above points, the SCA feel that the En\‘é‘rgﬁmental Impact Statement is neither fair nor
reasonable &é’ -
\.

The EIA baseline study describes t \éx&tmg ecological habitats at the application site and
assesses its ecological value as impo Aat a local scale. If there are similarities between EIS’s
prepared on separate dates, this mérely indicates that there has been no change in relevant
baseline conditions over the mterv@%lng period and it is unreasonable to make the inference that
the EIS is somehow deficient asgé\result

As regards the geological environment, it is incorrect to state that the geological significance of
the site was dismissed in the EIS. Section 5.2.9 of the EIS discusses the geological heritage
value of the application site and assesses it to be of local, and at best, of regional importance.
Due account of the site’'s geological heritage value was taken in the subsequent impact
assessment, and in the proposal to retain an existing face exposure in particular.

Duration of Activity

Finally, given the significant impact the activity at the quarry will have on traffic, noise
levels and the local environment, and the increasing likelihood of accident or error with
the passing of time, the licence should not be granted without some clearly defined limit
being in put in place on the duration of activity at the site

Roadstone is of the view that the waste licence should not be time limited and that the recovery
facility should be permitted to remain in operation until such time as backfilling and restoration is
complete and the proposed final landform is achieved. The company sees no environmental,
planning, land-use or economic value or gain in terminating waste recovery activity at the
application site if the quarry void is only partially backfilled.

SLR Consulting Ireland

EPA Export 16-03-2015:23:09:10




Roadstone Ltd. 4
Milverton Waste Licence Proposed Decision (W0272-01)
Response to Third Party Objection {Skerries Community Association)

Ref:501.00180.00013.32

12 March 2015

CIose C o - B S T

We trust that the answers provuded above adequately address the issues ralsed in the Skerries
Community Association's objection and that you will shortly be in a position to lssue a final

decision in respect of this waste licence application.

Yours smcerely
SLR Consuiting Ireland.

Derek Luby
Technical Director

cc Ronan Griffin (Roadstone Ltd.)
‘ Shane Geraghty (Roadstone Ltd.):
John Glynn (Roadstone Ltd.)
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Licensing Unit )
Office of Climate Change, Llcensmg and Resource Use . .
Environmental Protection Agency

Headquarters,

P.0O. Box 3000,

Johnstown Castle Estate

County Wexford

OurRef:  501.00180.00013.23 ,
Your Ref: .  WO0272-01 - . ) e

DearSIr/Madam" S e

RE: ROADSTONE LIMITED, MILVERTON INERT WASTE RECOVERY FACILITY
PROPOSED DECISION TO ISSUE WASTE LICENCE o
RESPONSE TO THIRD PARTY OBJECTION BY FRISNDS OF IRISH ENVIRONMENT

Further to your letter dated 13 February 2015 notifying stone Limited of an objection’lodged
by Friends of the Irish Environment (FIE) in respect Agency’s proposed decision to issue-a
waste licence in respect of the proposed bac "5@ and. restoration of Milverton Quarry in
Skerries, Co. Dublin, we have provided herejt ayresponse. to the issues raised by. FIE in its
objection. Note that we have addressed ea@ﬁ @f‘ he points in the same order and sequence as
raised in the objectlon N &6’0@

Background ‘ Qé <§\ P
At the outset, Roadstone W|shes tqéBomt out that although activity at Milverton quarry was

temporarily suspended in 2008, in“response to the unprecedented downturn in construction
related activity in Ireland at thatfime, it-still retains full planning perm|SS|on for quarrying and
.related value added activities &t'the application site. .

Although the company submitted a waste licence appllcatlon in 2009 to provnde for the backfilling

-of the quarry, it can nonetheless resume quarrying activity at Milverton, subject to conditions
previously imposed by Fingal County Council in 2007 under Section 261 of the Planning.and
Development Acts. ‘

Roadstone believes that the proposed backfilling of the quarry at Milverton is the best Iong-term
option for restoration of its quarry at Milverton; one which in addition to a significant improvement
in the local landscape, also addresses the need for waste recovery facilities for surplus soifl and
stone generated by construction activity around North Dublin.. :

It is emphasised that the proposed recovery facility will only handle inert soil and-stone and minor
quantities of inert construction and demolition waste (principally concrete based products). The
activities present little or no environmental risk to the surrounding area and will not give rise to
any of the adverse impacts or nuisance associated with municipal landfills. The recovery facility
will not attract vermin or scavenging birds, nor will it generate potentially odourous landfilt gas
emissions or-leachate with the potential to contaminate surface waters and/or the underlying
groundwater aquifer :

Roadstone also wishes to point out that it has successfully operated a similar licensed recovery
facility at Fassaroe, Bray, Co. Wicklow (EPA Licerice Ref. W0269-01) for several years, in an
area close to residential housing, without significant adverse impact on the local community.

SLR Consulting {reland, 7 Dundrum Business Park, Windy Arbour, Dublin 14, ireland
T:+3531296 4667 F:+3531296 4676 viww.slrconsulting.com

Dirzciors: R O'Dowd, N.CNeill, 1. Paul. M. Penhall {British), ©. Richards [British), | Robaris (8ritishy. Secsetary: R.ODowd
Registered in lreland as: SLR Environmental Consulting {irefandj Limited. Registered N 253332, VAT No. 8253332)
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Propérty Values

There is no evidence presented to suggest that local property will be devalued due to the
presence of this waste soil recovery facility. In any event this is not a matter that is within
the remit of the Agency

Roadstone considers that the proposed backfilling and restoration of the quarry, the eventual
cessation of activities at this site after a period of over 60 years and the long-term enhancemerit
of the visual quality and integrity of the local landscape will, if anything, have-a positive impact on
property values over the longer-term.

Planning Status / Licensed Activities

Fingal County Council carried out a review of the planning status in 2012 in accordance
with the requirements of Section 261A of the Planning Development Acts. That review
determined that Roadstone should apply for Subsequent Consent. However An Bord
Pleanala subsequently determined that Substitute Consent was not required on the basis
that the quarrying operation was a pre-1964 operation and therefore decided to set aside
the Council’'s determination.

Thus it would appear that the normal requirements of proper planning and development
have not been undertaken on the grounds that the quarrying operation was a pre-1964
development.. -But the proposed development is -not for -quarrying..- It includes soil
reclamation from natural, clean soil and stone but also perr&nts gasnfucatlon and pyrolisis
as part of composting and other biological treatment. ,

In transport demands alone, these are somally con&en&@us operatlons Accordmg to the
EPA Guidance Manual : 0(\0 A

“Biological treatment'- means com (d?g, anaeroblc digestion, -mechanical-
biological treatment or any other b@kgﬁ’cal treatment process for stablllsmg and
sanitising blodegradable waste, lq&f\q\dmg pre-treatment processes. .

How can an exemption for quarryl Iy to anaerobic digestion? Gasification and
pyrolysis were not even envnsage ThIS would be Alice in Wonderland were it not
that residents have constitutional ngﬂ S of ownershlp that the planmng system is there to
balance with the common good. S ,

The Planning Appeals Boartzr’ ould attend an oral heanng to explaln their position and
demonstrate how the prope plannmg and development is served with this proposal
exempted..

The backfilling and restoration of the quarry at Milverton was previously not|f|ed to and approved
by Fingal' County Council in accordance with the provisions of Condition No. 13 of the quarry
authorisation issued by it on 19 April 2007 (Planning Ref. Q/05/003) in accordance with the
provisions of Section 261 of the Planning and Development Acts. Further background detail on
planning status is presented in Section 1.5 of the EIS and in. SLR's letter dated 9 February 2011
submitted in response to the Agency’s Article 14 Compliance Notice.

It is Roadstone’s position that the proposed quarry restoration is tied to the overall quarry
development, rather than a stand-alone waste management facility. It is noted that much of the
required infrastructure to service the recovery facility is already in place, that the necessary
environmental management issues and practices are similar for both quarrying and restoration
activities and- that backfilling activity can be regulated / controlled from a planning perspective
using the provisions of the existing Section 261 authorisation. '

As FIE has noted, the waste licence application makes provision for Class 3 recovery activity,
defined as ‘recycling / reclamation of organic substances which are not used as solvents
(including composting and other biological transformation processes) which includes, pyrolysis
using the components as chemicals'. The purpose of including this class of activity in the orlglnal
application was to provide for the recovery of imported-topsoil though deposmon on land.
Topsoil has a high organic content and the concern at the time of the making of the application i
was that it could technically be classed as an organic substance or material. This is the only
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Response to Third Party Objection {Friends of the lrish Environment) - 12 March 2015

reason why the licence application included provision for Class 3 recovery activities. It is noted
-that no mention is made of composting or other biological recovery processes in the licence
application under review, nor are any conditions relating to these activities set out in the
proposed decision. ) ’ '

Surface Water Quality

If the file is correct in stating that any Discharge Licence will ho longer-apply to the
operations at this location once a Waste Licence is issued then further attention must be
given to the discharge conditions, especially to surface waters. Dissolved solids must be
sampled as well as suspended solids and sampling must be continuous.

The submission from Fingal County Council recorded in the Inspector's Report states that
‘there must be no discharge of suspended solids or any deleterious matter to
watercourses and-that the Applicant should be asked for his proposals to ensure that
there is not a wash out from the settlement ponds during periods of heavy rainfall.’

No such proposal appear to have been provided, the Inspectors responsé simply
repeating reliance on the pump controls (‘affording control of discharges to the receiving
water') when the issue is a wash out which overwhelms the pumping system.

it is noted that the concerns expressed by local authority officials in correspondence with the
Agency about off-site discharges from the proposed recovery facility have been addressed by
conditions in the proposed decision in respect of run-off / effluent g&eatment and monitoring.

As regards the potential for intense rainfall event to ove \}elm the proposed wastewater
management system, it is noted that the system will be d_es'@‘\ed to treat rainfall run-off pumped
through at a maximum rate of approximately 15 I/seco@gﬁace water run-off will not be pumped
up from the floor of the quarry / infill area at a r%t? %eeding that limit and as such, will not
overwhelm the installed treatment system. In t\tg%@\/ent that there is an exceptionally intense
rainfall event, the quarry void would essentialyQ vide some attenuation or storage and some
ponding of surface water run-off could ocg&g\@%und pumps at low points / sumps within the

quarry void for a short period of time. <®§(\§
Ecology QOOQQ

Aside from national protection, in@%ationally, Peregrines are also listed in Appendix 1 of
the Convention on Internationaldrade in Endangered Species (CITES). This is the highest
level of protection given to any species - the same level of protection given to tigers and
giant pandas and reflects the importance given to the species by the international
community. We were also unable to find surveys for critical species (like bats).

The value of the site for nature conservation in an area where intensive agriculture has
removed traditional small field patterns with their hedgerows and shelters has not been
assessed. In fact, the current and future potential for a biodiversity hotspot to support
our obligations under the Biodiversity Convention appears to be absent from any
considerations, as has the amenity value.

The EIA baseline study describes the existing ecological habitats at the application site and
assesses its ecological value as important at a local scale. There are no grounds to support the
view that the application site could evolve into a designated nature conservation site at some
unspecified time in the future.

Regarding bats, it was noted that the trees and buildings within the application site provided
negligible opportunities for breeding bats. The quarry faces similarly do not present any obvious
roosting opportunities for bats. Whilst the application site may be used by bats for foraging, it is
not likely to be important or critical for any local population of bats given the availability of
alternative suitable foraging habitat in the wider surrounding area.
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Close - . ' Co - o ’

We trust that the answers provided above adequately address the issues raised in the Friends of
the Irish Environment's objection and.that you will shortly be in a position to issue a flnal deC|S|on
in respect of this waste hcence application.

Yours sincerely
SLR Consulting Ireland

Derek Luby
Technical Director

cc Ronan Griffin (Roadstone Ltd.) o _
Shane Geraghty (Roadstone Ltd.) . ) o o
John Glynn (Roadstone Ltd.) :

. SLR.Consulting Ireland
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Llcensmg Unit :

Office of Climate Change, Licensing and Resource Use’
Environmental Protectlon Agency
Headquarters,

P.O. Box 3000,

Johnstown Castle Estate
County Wexford

Our Ref: 501.00180.00013.23
Your Ref : W0272-01

Dear Sir / Madam

RE: ROADSTONE LIMITED, MILVERTON INERT WASTE RECOVERY FACILITY

PROPOSED DECISION TO ISSUE WASTE LICENCE

RESPONSE TO THIRD PARTY OBJECTION BY MR. Q;Jl}e BROWNE

Further to your letter dated 13 February 2015 notlfylng
by Mr. JP Browne in respect of the Agency’s propo

gtone Limited of an objection lodged
cision to issue a waste licence for the

backfilling and restoration of Milverton Quarry in S Qips Co. Dublin, we have provided herein'a
response to the issues raised by Mr. Browne in jection. Note that we have addressed each

of the points in the same order and sequenc%cé‘(s\g‘alsed in his objection..
, P <
Background . (ég \Q&o

At the outset, Roadstone wishes to<<% \t out that although activity at Mllverton quarry was
temporarily suspended in 2008, in r\e@ onse to the unprecedented downturn in construction
related activity in Ireland at that tipe€, it still retains full planning permission for quarrylng and

related value added activities at application site:

Although the company submitted a waste licence application in 2009 to prowde for the backfilling
of the quarry, it can nonetheless resume quarrying activity at Milverton, subject to conditions
previously imposed by Fingal County Council in 2007 under Section 261 of the Planning and

Development Acts.

Roadstone believes that the proposed backfilling of the quarry at Milverton is the best long-term
option for restoration of its quarry at Milverton, one which in addition to a significant improvement
in the local landscape, also addresses the need for waste recovery facilities for surplus soil and

stone generated by construction activity around North Dublin.
Before addressing the issues raised in the objection in more detail,

Roadstone wishes to

emphasise that the proposed recovery facility will only handle-inert soil and stone and minor
quantities of inert construction and demolition waste (principally-concrete based products). The
activities present little or no environmental risk to the surrounding area and will not give rise to
any of the adverse impacts or nuisance associated with municipal landfills. The recovery facility
will not attract vermin or scavenging birds, nor will it generate potentially odourous landfill gas
emissions or leachate with the potentlal to contamlnate surface waters and/or the underlylng

groundwater aquifer

Roadstone also wishes to point'out that it has successfutty operated a similar licensed recovery
facility at Fassaroe, Bray, Co. Wicklow (EPA Licence Ref. W0269-01) for several years, in an
area close to residential housing, without significant-adverse impact on the Iocal_ community. -

SLR Consulting Ireland, 7 Dundrum Business Park, Windy Arbour, Dublin 14, ireland

T:+3531296 4667

Diractors: R O Qowd. N C'iveifl, T.Paul. M. Penhal (British), . Richards {British), L. Robarts {Bizig)
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Traffic

With an estimated average tonnage of 250,000 tonnes (and a maximum of 400,000 tonnes)

a year entering the site, there will be a severe increase in the level of traffic on the narrow .
windy road approaching the old quarry. This could lead to extended traffic jams and the .
increased potential of public road damage due to the extra heavy goods vehicles (HGVs)

_ using the road. | would submit that these quantities are very much excessive. With the

increased usage of the road, the safety of road users will also be substantially

diminished. Depending on the capacity of the HGVs, there could be sixty plus such

vehicles entering the site daily. | am informed that when the quarry was open, there was

never this quantity of traffic. It is stated that the landfill could have a ten year work life.

This could lead to constant and unrelenting discomfort for the residents of Milverton,

Skerries and surrounding areas. Adequate signage as per the Inspectors report (dated

22" December 2014) does not alleviate any of the potential traffic problems.

For clarification, it is noted that the proposed decision under review is for an mert waste recovery
facility rather than for a landfill. 4 .

Roadstone would point out that there has been quarry development and related enterprise
activity at the application site for many decades and the principle of development at this location
has been long established. Currently, activities at the application site are regulated by the
operating conditions imposed by Fingal County Council under Section 261 of the Planning and
Development Acts. L D

An assessment of road impacts arising from the propose@?ecovery actlvmes presented in
Section 12.3.2 of the EIS identified a maximum potential affic increase of 4.3% on 2014 levels
along the R127 Regional Road, a level consrderablb&) iBw the impact threshold established by
the NRA Traffic and Transport Assessment Gwde&ﬁ%@,“&OO?) L

The level of service along the local road netwo:gk @xoften constrained by its alrgnment the speed
limit, surrounding development and land us@ thaffic levels and other factors. " Users of existing
road networks have no entitlement to e@f an established level of service to be maintained
over a specific road. If that was the &sé\ development of any kind would be inhibited, as all
development has the potentlal to ad\férdsgé y |mpact servuce levels (however mlnlmal)

As noted in the EIS, road surveysy\ﬁtdlcate that there has been a significant reduction in traffic
along the R127 Regional Road g@tween 2009 and 2014 (almost 40% lower). The potential for
HGV queuing along the road 6%tsnde the quarry is hkely to be srgmflcantly reduced particularly
outside of peak hours.

Section 12.2.3 of the EIS addresses sightlines at the. access to / egress from the application site.
While visibility along the R127 Regional Road is good to the east of the access, it is slightly
obstructed by a flagpole and signage to the west. The mitigation measures necessary to
address these obstructions, outlined in Section 12.4 of the EIS are consrdered approprtate and
proportionate.

Water Poilution

I have read the documents available made available on the EPA websrte and have strong
concerns in relation to the treatment and drspersal of surface / storm waters. It appears to
be the case that no water will escape the site on to public roads; however, | understand
the water will be directed to the Mill Stream (which was previously deemed not suitable
before being classified as "good”) which in turn flows to the sea at the South Strand. This
beach was recently awarded a Blue Flag award from An Taisce early Iast year. Any water
flowing from the quarry site (which will be accepting inert waste on a Iarge scale) could
have a hugely detrimental effect on the beach as well as the town. The beach is used all
year round by swimmers, sailors, water sport enthusiasts and fishermen.

Section 6. 2 3 of the updated EIS submltted in June 2014 (under sub headmg ‘Dlscharge) notes
that much of the discharge to the Mill Stream comprises direct rainfall to the quarry void, with
some run-off from surrounding areas and relatively low volumes of groundwater flow out of the
quarry faces.
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A discharge licence covering off-site discharge of treated rainfall-run-off was previously issued by
Fingal County Council in May 2011 (Ref WPW/F/074). Surface water run-off from the recovery
facility is to be passed through settlement ponds (to remove sediment) and a hydrocarbon
interceptor (to removed any fuel) prior to discharge off-site. It is noted that parameter
concentrations for the treated effluent in Schedule B2 of the proposed decision are more onerous
than those -applied by the eX|st|ng discharge licence. :

As regards the perceived impact of discharges on water quallty in the Mill Stream and ultlmately
on the quality of bathing waters at South Strand, it is noted in the discharge licence application,
(reproduced in Appendix 6.6 (Section 2.3.1) of the-EIS), that the discharge from the recovery
facility has the potential to slightly improve the water quahty in the M|II Stream, partlcularly in
terms of its phosphorus loading.

Wildlife

It is accepted that the site in question is the habitat of the protected Peregrine Falcon,
along with other protected and unprotected species. It is proposed that a certain area of
the quarry be left exposed so that the falcons can nest. With the arrival of hundreds of
HGVs every week, unloading the inert waste material, and the heavy (and loud) machinery
used on site to shift the waste material, it seems extremely likely that the falcons will be
disturbed from their current peaceful habitat.

As reported in the response dated 9 February 2011 to the Agency’s Article 14 Compllance
Notice, the anecdotal evidence from quarry personnel at the time gf the original ecological survey
in May 2008 was that a falcon had successfully nested on onegp‘?the abandoned quarry faces at
Milverton for a number of years previously. The use of abandoned quarry faces for nesting
purposes by falcons is not unknown, even within quar&ésfz@hlch remain in operation. Quarrying
is arguably beneficial in that it creates new hablt ch extends the range of the peregrine
falcon inland from coastal areas, where they areg&@&%@nantly to be found nesting in sea C|IffS

Given that the peregrine falcon had estabhs\bﬁeg}*a nest and had become accustomed to noise
and vibrations generated by ongoing quggf’y (including blasting and rock breaking) and by
concrete production activity at the tme{bgg\\ e survey, it is considered that any disturbance
associated with the future backfllllngO restoration of the quarry is unlikely to have any
significant impact on the peregnne\@ con's continued use of the quarry face for nesting
purposes. O

The proposed restoration plar(ﬁakes provision for a high cliff face, suitable for roosting and
nesting by the Peregrine Falcon, to be retained at the recovery facility at Milverton. The height of
the retained quarry face, at approximately 8m to 10m, is considered sufficient to provide
protection to the nest and eliminate the risk that it could be accessed and destroyed by human
predators.

Vermin

Given that the old quarry is surrounded by fields, it is highly likely that vermin live on or
around the site. Although there are strict conditions as to what waste can be accepted, it
is likely that the filling of the existing void at the quarry will disturb the land, and in turn,
disturb any vermin residing nearby. This could lead to several other associated problems.

The proposed waste recovery activities at Milverton will not attract any vermin as there will be no
food, biodegradable or litter waste imported for recovery at the facility. Roadstone’s experience
of operating a similar waste recovery facility at Fassaroe, near Bray in Co. Wicklow (Licence No.
W0269-01), which also adjoins some residential properties, is that vermin do not create any
nuisance at this type of facility.

Impact on Community

While it is fully accepted that the site in question is in private ownership, the granting of
the licence as it stands will undoubtedly negatively impact the community of Skerries.
Skerries is a beautiful town on the coast of north county Dublin. We have many sports
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- and communlty based clubs working with people of all ages; we have a growing tourist
trade with many great amenities and events on offer for visitors to the town and produce a-
large range of local food products from the land and sea. The people of Skerries are very
proud of their town and possess a magnificent community spirit.. The Skerries Tidy
Towns Committee have recently won the Cleaner Communities Award as well as
achieving 316 points in the last Tidy Towns Awards (only four points behind the overall
national winner). | openly accept change and progression, but believe that the issuing of
this licence, as it currently stands, will damage the serenity, beauty and reputation of the
town.

As noted in the EIS the: proposed recovery facility ultimately provrdes for removal of a dlsturbed
fandform and long-term enhancement of the visual quality and integrity of the local landscape.

Impacts of the proposed waste recovery on human beings, economic activity and existing
amenities are assessed in Section 3 of the EIS, while impacts on material assets are assessed in
Section 11 of the EIS. ‘ , §

Close

We trust that the answers provided above adequately address the issues rarsed in Mr Browne s
objection and that you will shortly be in a position to issue a final decrsron in respeot ‘of thls waste
licence appllcatron

1

Yours sincerely - : . og; ,
SLR Consulting Ireland : &> :
. . : ' c?? <O
G
SN
&
) O
\ . &
Derek Luby . O
Technical Director . oSS
. : r g ° - .
N
O
O

cc - Ronan Griffin (Roadstqrﬁs\ Ltd.)
Shane Geraghty (Roadstone Ltd.)
+ John Glynn (Roadstone Ltd.)
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Llcensmg Unlt '

Office of Climate Change, Licensing and Resource Use
Environmental Protection Agency

Headquarters,

P.O. Box 3000,

Johnstown Castle Estate

County Wexford

Our Ref: 501.00180.00013.23
Your Ref : W0272-01

Dear Sir / Madam

RE: ROADSTONE.LIMITED MILVERTON INERT WASTE RECOVERY FACILITY :
PROPOSED DECISION TO ISSUE WASTE LICENCE :
RESPONSE TO THIRD PARTY OBJECTION BY LIA\Q@,\DERHAM (FRANK BURKE)

Further to your letter dated 13 February 2015 notlfylng Roﬁgéstone Limited of an objection lodged
by Mr. Frank Burke (on behalf of Mr. Liam Derham) i ct of the Agency’s proposed decision
to issue a waste licence for backfilling and restoratigfi §f Milverton Quarry in Skerries, Co. Dublin,

we have provided herein a response to the issu ed by Mr. Burke in his objection. Note that
we have addressed each of the pomts in cfhgf‘same order and sequence as raised in the
objection. . F

\\&x\\o
Background , ) ((0 %\\0)

At the outset, Roadstone wishes to p%mt out that- although activity at Milverton quarry was
temporarily suspended in 2008, esponse to the unprecedented downturn in construction
related activity in Ireland at tha cf%rﬁ\e it still retains full planning permission for quarrymg and
related value added activities af-the application site. - ‘

Although the company submitted a waste licence application in 2009 to provide for the backfilling
of the quarry, it can nonetheless resume quarrying activity at Milverton, subject to conditions
previously 1mposed by Fingal County Council in 2007 under Section 261 of the-Planning and
Development Acts.

Roadstone believes that the proposed backfilling of the quarry at Milverton is the best long-term
option for restoration of its quarry at Milverton, one which in addition to a significant improvement
in the local landscape, also addresses the need for waste recovery facilities for surplus soil and
'stone generated by constructlon activity around North Dublin. .

Before addressmg the issues raised in the objection in more detail, Roadstone wishes to
emphasise that the proposed recovery facnhty will only handle inert soil and stone and minor
quantities of inert construction and demolition waste (principally concrete based products). The
activities present little or no environmental risk to the surrounding area and will not give rise to
any of the adverse impacts or nuisance associated with municipal landfills. The recovery facility
will not attract vermin or scavenging birds, nor will it generate potentially odourous landfill gas
emissions or leachate with the potential to contaminate surface waters and/or the underlying
groundwater aquifer

Roadstone also wishes to point out that it has successfully operated a similar licensed recovery
facility at Fassaroe, Bray, Co. Wicklow (EPA Licence Ref. W0269-01) for several years, in an
area close to residential housing, without significant adverse impact on the local community.

SLR Consulting {reland, 7 Dundrum Business Park, Windy Arbour, Dublin 14, ireland
T:+3531296 4667 F: 43531296 4676 www.streonsulting.com
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(1) . Invalid Application - The public notice erected on-site was not clearly visible to a
: member of the public in that the notice was erected on the gate leading to the old
quarry. This gate is over 15m from the public road. In essence the notice is on
private property. Further the gate has a number of other signs and notices erected
there-on which distract from the view of the notice, as such the not:ce is not

readily visible to a member of the public. o

It is noted that Article 7 of the Waste Management Liéensing Regulations (2004) requires
a site notice erected or fixed on any facility premises which is the subject of a waste
licence application should

‘(a) be painted or inscribed, or printed and affixed, on a durable material = . .

b) be securely erected or fixed in a conspicuous position
(i} on or near the main entrance to the facility or premises from a public road, or
(i) on any other part of the facility or premises adjoining the pub//'c road.’

and shall be so erected or fixed and the text shall be so printed, inscribed or pr/nted that the
notice shall be capable of being read by persons using the said public road.’

Roadstone asserts that the notice fixed at the main entrance to the application site at
Milverton was in full compliance with the requirements of the regulations. ‘it is noted that
the objector concedes as much in his statement that ‘the notice was erected on a gate
leading to the old quarry’. It is also noted that nothing in the regulations prohibits the
placing of public notices on private property, provided thgghotice is visible.

(2) Planning Permission - We would contend thatias well as the waste licence, a
planning permission is also required. In respegt of this contention, we would bring
to the attention of the EPA that (a) the prdpcsed activity involves a change of use
from a quarry to a waste disposal nd (b) that the proposed activity will
generate substantial volumes of tra@t \Ilch as to create a potential traffic hazard.
Where there is a potential traffic %H a change of use albeit otherwise allowable
is not exempt. We would indi @\ that in the event of a grant of a licence, my
Client proposes to raise theKS@ of planning with Fingal County Council and/or
An Bord Pleanala. We wo:.ﬂa@*?dlcate that both Meath County Council and an Bord
Pleanala subsequently insFespect of a waste permit site determination about
exempt development indicated that planning permission was a requirement. The
volume of the HGV ements and the sightlines at the Meath s:te were vastly
superior to the Milverton site. :

Roadstone would point out that the backfilling and restoration of the-Roadstone quarry at
Milverton was previously notified to and “approved by Fingal County Council in
accordance with the provisions of Condition No. 13 .of the quarry authorisation issued by
it on 19 April 2007 (Planning Ref. Q/05/003) in accordance with the provisions of Section
261 of the Planning and Development Acts. Further background detail on planning
status is presented in Section 1.5 of the EIS and.in SLR’s letter dated 9 February 2011
submitted in response to the Agency’s Article 14 Comphance Notice. '

A copy of proposed final restoration scheme notified to.Fingal County Council under
Section 261 and a copy of Fingal's letter dated 4th August 2009 confirming acceptance
of the proposed restoration scheme is provided in Attachment B3 of the waste licence
application. .

It is further noted that the posmon of the Plannmg Authority in respect of the planning
status of the proposed recovery activity was recently reaffirmed in an e-mail to the
Agency from a senior staff officer in Fmgal County Councu ] plannmg department, dated
28 August 2014. . "

It is Roadstone's view that the proposed quarry restoration is tied to the overall quarry
development, rather than a stand-alone waste management facility. Itis noted that much
of the required infrastructure to service the recovery facility is already in place and that
the activity can be regulated / controlled from a planning perspective using the provisions
of the existing Section 261 authorisation. As noted at the outset, the Section 261
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authorisation is still live and there is no |mped|ment to |mmed|ate re-commencement of
activities at the application site. :

Roadstone is not aware of the details of the case which informs Mr Burke's view that a
separate planning permission would be required and cannot therefore comment
definitively on it.

(3) Traffic Hazard - The sightlines at the entrance both in respect of stopping
sightlines on the approaches to the entrance and egress sightlines at the entrance
are inadequate given the status of the receiving road (regional), the operational
speed of the traffic and the volume of same on the road. In particular, the stopping
sight distance on the Dublin / M1 approach to the entrance is substandard and as
such the use of the entrance would, in our opinion, create a traffic hazard. We
would add that the danger will increase if there are a number of HGV's lined up in a
queue waiting to enter the quarry, as was common place when the quarry was in
operation. The EIS nor the EPA have not addressed of stopplng sight distance on

the R127 in the conditions of the draft licence. )

Roadstone would point out that there has been quarry development and related
enterprise activity at the application site for many decades and the principle of
development at this location has been long established. Currently, activities at the
application site are regulated by the operating conditions imposed by Fingal County
Council under Section 261 of the Planning and Development Acts.

Sightlines / stopping distances were addressed-in the 5?3. Information in respect of the

existing site entrance / egress is presented in Section”12.2.3.of the EIS and a number of

minor mitigation measures which provide i ove visibility and advance warning of
" turning vehicles are outlined in Section 12. zg{?&\o -

As regards queuing of HGV's on the- R@\Reglonal Road it iIs not.anticipated.that this
will be a significant problem, as in a.\\véb case scenario, during intermittent periods of
intensified waste importation and ry.at the facility, there will be only one additional
HGV movement (in or out of ti]\ ication site) every 5 minutes, over and above that
which occurred previously. 4,\\

(4) Traffic Volume - Notw:titis%andlng the madequate s:ghtlmes the EPA have
approved Roadstone to gﬁport the annual tonnages sought in the application. We
would point out that ﬁ annual volume allowance of 400,000 tonnes based on an
average load of 16 tonnes would generate some 25,000 loads and a similar volume
out over a 48 week working year. This would amount to c. 170 HGV movements per
day over a 51/2 day week or 16 movements per hour over an 11 hour working day
(7am to 6pm). .We would expect that peak hour loads would be 3 to 4 times the
average. We would contend that the 19 tonnes average load quoted in the EIS is in’
our view excessive, Clearly the addition on average of some 50pcus (taking 1 HGV
movement as equivalent to 3 pcu's (passenger car units) per hour will greatly
impact on both the level of service experienced by users of the R127 and the
reserve capacity of the road. We would indicate that the AADT at over 6,500 per
day is high. In this brief assessment, we have made no allowance for other
vehicles entering the quarry, e.g. fuel Iorry, transporters, site staff, visitors etc. My
client has a major difficulty with the proposed increase in the volume of traffic as
currently he has great difficulty in accessing the R127. If the licence is granted, he
would welcome a limit been set on the number offloads generated at the minimum
level mentioned in the EIS of 3-4 loads in per hour. We would contend that the
maximum tonnage specified in Schedule A -Table A.1.1 limited accordingly.

Roadstone would point out that Section 12.2.3 of the EIS addresses sightlines at the
access to / egress from the application site. While visibility along the R127 Regional
Road is good to the east of the access, it is slightly obstructed by a flagpole and signage

. to the west. -A number of mitigation measures to address these obstructions are outlined
in Section 12.4 of the EIS.
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In Roadstone’s experience, the assumption of an average tare of 19 tonnes per HGV in
the EIS is likely to result in a realistic assessment of the HGV traffic levels generated by
the proposed waste recovery activity. It is considered that the average payload of 16
tonnes, as advocated by Mr. Burke, is unrealistically low, and would be overly
conservative in assessing HGV traffic levels generated by waste recovery activities. '

It is noted that traffic surveys have recorded a significant reduction in traffic levels along
the R127 Regional Road between 2009 and 2014 (almost 40% lower).. It is anticipated
that any reduction in the level of service along the R127 associated with the proposed
recovery activity at the application site (real or perceived) will have been more than offset
/ mitigated by the reduction in traffic Ieve|s along the road since 2009.

An assessment of road impacts presented in Section 12.3.2 of. the EIS identified a

+ + - maximum potential traffic increase of 4.3% on 2014 levels along the R127, a level
considerably below the impact threshold established by the. NRA Trafflc and Transport
Assessment Guidelines (2007). . . ,

(5) Opening Hours - we would contend that the opening hours should be restricted to
: 08.00 to 18.00 on weekdays and from 08. 00 to 13.00 on a Saturday

The hours proposed for waste recovery activities at the apphcatlon site are the same as
those already authorised by conditions imposed on quarry operations by Finga!l County
Council under Section 261 of the Planning and Development Act. For consistency, and
to avoid any confusion, Roadstone considers that the game opening hours should be

" adopted in the waste licence. It is noted that 07.00 howrs is generally adopted as start of
the working day / daytime in many EPA lndustnal or waste licences.

(6)  Facility Management - we would conten gat in respect of facility management
that both an approved EMS and the Faé.f anager should be in place before the
operation commences. Given they; year -timescale for the operation, the |
Environmental Objectives and T. (ré‘eés‘ should be set and reviewed every 2 years ‘
and not 5 as set out in the prop %cence :

" Roadstone implements Envir, %@ tal Management Systems (EMS) at all of it locations _
across [reland and previous y)oQ plemented an EMS at the quarry at Mtlverton In i’
response to the suggestlons\éﬂade by Mr. Burke, we note that :

‘e ‘ "Condition 2.1.1 dgfuwes ‘the facility manager (or deputy) to be present on the
_ facility at all timcés during its operation;
. . -Condition 2.2.1 requires an EMS to be in place pnor to commencement of
recovery activities at the application site; . .
. ' Condltlon 2.2.2.2 requires that the EMS be revrewed annually

(7) Facility Roads - a tarmac finish or similar should be specified for the main facility
road and hard-standing area. .

- 'Paved surfaces are already in place around the entrance to the quarry at Mllverton
These surfaces will be subject to ongorng raintenance and repair as- requrred

(8)' Site Office - we would contend that the effluent treatment system for the office
should meet the current EPA standard Planning ‘approval may be required to
upgrade the current system.

The septic tank servicing the existing site office is in functtomng order and itis envusaged
that the existing septic tank will be regularly malntained once actlvmes resume at the
application site. : :

It is noted that Condition 3.20 of the’ proposed decision requires the waste water
treatment system to comply with the EPA Code' of Practice for Wastewater Treatment
and Disposal Systems Serving Single Houses. Roadstone proposes to commission a
site characterisation study to assess the degree to which the existing on-site system
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complies with this standard, and what, if any, retrofitting works may be required to ensure
it complies withit. .

As regards requirement for planning approvals for any additional infrastructure at the
application site, the Agency will be aware that under Section 7(2). of the Planning and
Development Regulations 2000-2014, any works which are necessary to give effect to a
condition attached to a waste licence issued by it under Part V of the Waste
Management Acts 1996-2014 is classified as exempted development.

(9) Wheel Cleaner - we would contend that the wheel cleaner and effluent treatment
system should meet the current EPA requirement. Planning approval may be
required to install a new system. ‘ ’

It is noted that a number of conditions in respect of management of silt and effluent
generated at the proposed wheelwash facility are included in Condition 3.8 of the
proposed decision. Co : .

As regards requirement for planning approvals for any additional infrastructure at the
application site, it is again noted that under Section 7(2).of the Planning and
Development Regulations 2000-2014, any works which are necessary to give effect to a
condition attached to a waste licence issued by the EPA under Part V of the Waste
Management Acts 1996-2014 is classified as exempted development.

(10)  Surface Water - we would contend that the proposed surface collection and
disposal system should meet the current EPA reqiiifement. Information on the
capacity of receiving waters to accept the discharge should be assessed. We note
that a limit is set for the discharge, but ther ‘is no assessment in any of the
documentation submitted to indicate that tﬁ%\?g\ceiving waters can.cater for same
in a drought. On:site storage facilitiesg??@\need to be provided to cater for low-
flows. . _ v S

Section 6.2.3 .of the updated Eﬁo@\bmitted in June 2014 (under sub-heading
‘Discharge’) notes that much of t B%harge to the Mill Stream comprises direct rainfall
to the quarry void, with some @h-@ﬁ from surrounding areas ‘and relatively low volumes
of groundwater flow out of thg gﬁ’arry faces. This assessment is supported by the fact
that over 6 years from the te@w%orary suspension of quarrying activity and dewatering at
the application site, the wg&\r level within the quarry void (-2mOD) is still markedly lower

than the surrounding gr@p‘ﬁdwater level (+15mOD). '

A discharge licence covering off-site discharge of treated rainfall run-off was issued by

. Fingal County Council in May 2011 (Ref WPW/F/074). A copy of the issued licence and

- discharge licence application are provided in Appendices 6.5 and 6.6 of the updated EIS

respectively. It is noted that parameéter concentrations for the treated effluent in

Schedule B2 of the proposed decision are more onerous than those applied by the

existing discharge licence, albeit the upper limit on discharge volume remains
-unchanged.

The information presented in the EIS highlights that the discharge volume from the
quarry will vary in practice, between 0 I/sec during drought conditions to in excess of
15l/sec during a 1 in 50 year storm event. The EIS records that the 95% (low) flow in the
Mill Stream close to the discharge point is approximately 280 I/sec. The discharge licence
application in Appendix 6.6 (Section 2.3.1) indicates that the average discharge from the
quarry (based on average annual rainfall), at just 1.3 i/sec, equates to just 2% of the
50%ile flow in the Mill Stream. It also notes that, based on a review of baseline water
quality data, the discharge has the potential to slightly improve the water quality in the
-Mill Stream, particularly in terms of its phosphorus loading. :

Given that |
e the volume of treated effluent discharged from the quarry is predominantly

controlled by rainfall events and associated surface water run-off across the
application site; '
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o the same factors which determine discharge rates from the appllcatlon site also
influence the flow and assimilative capacity within the Mill Stream:;

e there will be no discharge from the application site in periods of low rainfall /
drought when low (ie. 95%ile) flow conditions occur in the Mill Stream;

. parameter concentrations for the treated effluent in the proposed decision are
more onerous than those previously apphed lﬂ the drscharge licence;

e average discharge volumes “from "the quarry are a relatrvely insignificant
“proportion (2%) of the average flow in the Mill Stream;

o the discharge has the potential to slightly improve the water qualrty in the Mill
Stream, particularly in terms of its phosphorus loading

Citis considered that the receiving waters of the Mill 'Stream have the capacity to accept
treated discharge (of the quality stipulated) from the proposed waste recovery facility.

(11).  Groundwater - The quarry is fed by ground water sources and this inflow may need

' to be discharged on an on-going basis to facilitate the landfill. Further, there are a
number of wells in private ownership in close proximity to the quarry, including a
well owned by my Client that could be negatively impacted by the lowering of the
water table for the operation. There are no conditions in the proposed licence to
protect water levels etc. in my Client's well or other adjacent wells.

For clarification, it is noted that the proposed decrsron ugder review is for an'inert waste
recovery facility rather than for a landfill. © » é\

As noted above, past dewatering experrenee OMilverton was that the volume of
groundwater abstracted and discharged frons'ﬁdi e quarry was relatively fow. and that
.. dewatering could be achieved using just. ugiber of sumps on the quarry floor.

N\ : B
Available well monitoring data and. gr @?@%ter contours in Figure 6.4 of the EIS indicate
that the hydraulic gradients surrous Q@b the quarry void are relatively steep and that
there is minimal lowering of gro er beyond the application site.” This is consistent

- with the observation that ther @mnlmal groundwater inflow from the quarry face.

Notwithstanding this, it is al oo??ornted out that there will be no increase in groundwater

“drawdown over and abovesthat which applied previously when the quarry at Milverton
was operational. As sdgﬁ, it is considered that there is no requirement for licence
conditions relating to pFootectlon of groundwater levels in wells at nearby propertres

(12} Peregrme Falcons - We would contend that the conditions set out in Section 3.22
in respect of protecting the falcons are inadequate. We would contend that in
advance of the works proposals to do so should be agreed with the National Parks

. and Wildlife Service together with a monitoring regime. These proposals should

" be put on record and reviewable annually.  Clearly, given the protected status of
the birds, if there is any negative impact works should céase immediately and a
condition to this effect included in the licence.

We note that Condition 3.22.3 of the proposed decision includes provision for further
engagement with the National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) to address concerns
about ecology at the site and the peregrine falcon in particular. The Agency will be
aware that the restoration and backfilling proposals have previously been discussed and
agreed in principle with local officials from NPWS. Further details of consultations with
NPWS and agreed modifications are provided in SLR'’s letter dated 9 February 2011
which was submitted in response to the Agency’s Article 14 Compliance Notice.

It is further noted that Condition 6.14 calls for an annual bird survey and for the results /
findings of this survey to be incorporated in the Annual Envrronmental Report (AER) to
be submitted each year to the Agency.

(13) Seagulls - we are concerned that there are no conditions incIUded in the licence to
cater for the nuisance arising fromr seagulls. The operation will by way of the
nature of the operation create broken ground and as such attract seagulls to the
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(14)

15)

(16)

area. Proposals should be put in place to minimise the impact on the local
community from this negative impact. We would have to contend that the EPA
Inspector in Section 4.7 of his report was incorrect.

The proposed waste recovery activities at Milverton will not attract any scavenging
seagulls as there will be no food, biodegradable or litter waste imported for recovery at
the facility.

Roadstone’s experience of operating a similar waste recovery facility at Fassaroe, near
Bray in Co. Wicklow (Licence No. W0269-01), which is also-close to the coastline, is that
scavenging seagulls do not create any nuisance at this type of facility.

Road Debris - Condition 6.11.3 is totally inadequate to cater for the potential of dirt
and spillages arising from traffic entering and leaving a landfill site. The Applicant
should be required to employ on a permanent basis suitable pavement cleaning
machines. Details on road cleaning arrangements should be agreed with the Fingal
County Council and specific conditions to this effect included in the licence

For clarification, it is noted that the proposed decision under review is for an inert waste
recovery facility rather than for a landfill. :

~ Roadstone recognises that the provisions in Condition 6.11.3 of the proposed decision

are appropriate, as they place the onus on it as Licensee to dchieve the stated end-
objective (removal of debris from public road network) mud rather than stipulating how it
should attempt to achieve it (which may noét alwayso‘%e effective). Given its past
experience of quarrying at the application site and th%\%quwement for a new wheelwash
facility, Roadstone is confident it can comply wn@ tge ondition 6.11.3.

Source of Materials - we have concerns %@ondlﬂons 8.4 and 8.5 are inadequate
to cater for the potential of "rogue” | s arising from traffic entering the landfill
site. The applicant should be requir, tz9‘test in advance the sources for suitability
and carry out further tests at lea @wce during the first 2000 tonnes and once
every 5000 tonnes thereafter Slflc conditions to this effect included in the
licence, as such Table A3 s ? e amended; We would further contend that the
2% allowance for contamin g?} matenal in A2 for non-greenfleld soil and stone is
excessive .

For clarification, it is a?&ﬁ?‘ooted that the proposed decision under review is for an inert
waste recovery facility rather than for a landfill. ' .

Roadstone considers that the risk based approach to the acceptance and importation of
inert waste to the proposed facility is both reasonable and proportionate and does not
consider there to be any requirement to increase the frequency of testing of soil
generated by development at greenfield sites, as suggested by the objector.

We note that the provision for 2% contamination refers to inclusions of minor proportions

- of material of anthropogenic {(non-natural) origin (concrete, bitumen etc) in materials

excavated at non-greenfield sites, rather than to contaminated soil.. Roadstone considers
once again that these provisions are reasonable, pragmatic and proportionate.

Non-inert C& D Waste - We would ,centend that no separation of this type of
material should be allowed on-site. If a proper pre-testing and monitoring regime
is adopted by the applicant, there is no need for this arrangement.

Roadstone has absolutely no intention of importing non-inert waste to the proposed
recovery facility, nor will it secure any material benefit from doing so. Provisions made in
the licence application in respect of waste inspection and quarantine are necessary to
handle such materials in the unlikely event that there is a systematic failure and that such
materials are inadvertently lmported to the facmty

Roadstone’s expenence of operating .a similar waste recovery facnllty at Fassaroe over
the past 5 years is that there has not been a need for it to use this infrastructure.
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(17) . Unsuitable Loads - The applicant should be ‘required to retain full details of
refused/ rejected” loads and the EPA notified immediately. .

It is noted that the reporting requirement in respect of refused / rejected loads is largely
addressed through Conditions 11.9 and 11.10 of the proposed decision and that the

. information sought will be included in Annual Environmental Reports (AERs) submitted to
the Agency. : .

- Roadstone does not consider there to be any merit in notifying the Agency that it has
rejected or refused waste consignments. The fact that waste intake has been refused or
rejected means that there is no environmental risk at the licence site which would require
the Agency’s attention or action.

(18) . Financial Charges - Given the volume of HGV's and their impact on the pavement
structure, we are concerned that there is no levy put on the applicant in.respect of
road damage. Clearly the turning movements at the entrance will impact negatively
on the surface of the pavement immediately outside the facility and a condition
should be imposed requiring the applicant to maintain the section of the R127 in
good condition or at least make a suitable arrangement with the County Council.

The Agency has no statutory power to impose road contributions in issuing a waste
licence. Traffic and road related impacts are outside of the Agency's remit as they arise
outside of the waste licence application area and neither it nor the Licensee has the
necessary legal or statutory powers to upgrade and/or rgg‘mtain the 'pub!.ic road network.

As noted above, the Local Authority has approved O&% backfilling and restoration of the
quarry in accordance with conditions |mposeg\ L,g\der Section.261 of the Planning and
Development Acts. \o*

(19) Monitoring Committee - We would Qgr ‘contend that given the scale of the
" . operation and the potentlal-lmp the local environment that a "local”
monitoring committee should b ed to oversee the management of the facility.
This committee should mcluqé{l\&:al elected representatives, residents, EPA and
"NPWS officials with meeti take place once or twice a year.where progress
with the EMS and the Ilcengé? an be reviewed. A condition for the formal setting

up and terms of reference\éf this committee should be included imthe licence.

In view of the limited imgacts and environmental risks attaching to the proposed recovery

facility at Milverton, ahd in light of experience at similar licensed facilities, Roadstone

considers that there is no requirement for a formal monitoring commnttee along the lines
. suggested-by Mr. Burke. :

It is considered that any concerns in respect of. the operatlon and management of the
facility can be adequately addressed through the EPA’s online complamt facilities / EDEN
networks. .

it is further considered that any mformatuon in respect of the enwronmental performance
of the facility can be obtained o ‘ .<

¢ by informally contactmg the facility manager and/or the delegated éupervisor, one
or other of whom will be- at‘the’facility at all times during operating hours; ’

e ]nspectnng records held at the site office (in: ‘accordance with' the communications
and public awareness requirements of Condition 2.2. 2.7 and Condmon 11.7 of
the proposed decision) or . , o Lo

e - accessing / downloading a copy of the Annual Environmental Report' (AER) for
- the facility which-is uploaded to the EPA website (www ( .epa.ie ) '

Close

We trust that the answers provided above adequately address the |ssues raised in Mr Burke’'s
objectuon and that you will shortiy be in a posmon to issue a final decision in respect of this waste
licence application.
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Yours sincerely .
SLR Consulting Ireland

! Derek Luby
! Technical Director

cc Ronan Griffin (Roadstone Ltd.)
Shane Geraghty (Roadstone Ltd.)
John Glynn (Roadstone Ltd.)
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