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Date: 27t January, 2016 -

OurRef.  JSPE 172 L20

Your Ref: W0262-01

Re: Objection under Section 42(3) to the Agency in relation to Notification in accordance
with Section 42(2) of the Waste Management Act 1996 as amended, of a proposed
decision on a licence application in respect of a fagility at Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd,

.Foxtown Summerhill. Co. Meath, _ &
' S ERETN
Dear Sir, ‘ SRR -Gg?oié’é\-
IR S

J Shelts Planning & Enwronmental Ltd (adg@@@ as per above letterhead) have been mstructed on
behalf of Kiernan Sand and Gravel Ltggﬁz%&down Townland, Summerhill, Co. Meath to make an
objection in relation to a number of éB@?ons attached t6 a notification in accordance with Section
42(2) of the Waste Managementﬁ\ct 1996 ‘as amended, of a proposed decision on a licence
appllcatlon (EPA Reference 262-01) in respect of a facmty at Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd,

Foxtown, Summerhill. Co. Meath.

- Our client accepts all of the ’conditions- cf »'t’he proposed decisicn to graht the waste Itcence with the
exceptlon of condition No’s (3.3.2, 3.6.2, 37 39 6132 8.6.2,8.9,8.11,8.13.5and 12.1.1).

Please find enclosed the appropnate fee for makmg an objection by the applicant in accordance
with Article 42 of the Waste Management (Licensing) Regulations 2004. An additional fee for

making a request for an oral hearing of the objection is also enclosed. i.e.

Sub-Article ‘ Application , : Amount of fee
Article 42 | Objection by the applicant or licensee €500
Articie 44 | Request foran oralhearing. . . | €100
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W0262-01(WMP No. 2007/22) .- Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd — Foxtown, Summerhill, Co. Meath

The grounds of objection and the reasons, considerations and arguments on which they are based
are laid out as follows. For ease of referencing we have cross-referenced the relevant conditions
under objection as laid-out-in-the-proposed Waste Licence decision. ‘

o ety e L

3.3.2..The licensee.shall-mai
R 'movementlnto and oL

- d|g|ta| date stampmg Co

S "-'-Agency on request |

The proposed facility is operated by a small family run business. The facility has been operating
under a Waste Management Permit (Ref. No. WMP 2007/22) since 2007. The purpose of the
condition relates to’ facility security. As stated in the EIS (Section 2.4.:2.2 Site Security) which

accompanied the application: -

“The boundaries of the site are secure being established hedgerows and stock proof fencing. The
site benefits from betng bounded to the east by the local county road, to the wéet by agricultural
lands. The lands to the north and south are of pasture and a vagiéty of agricultdre type activity The
appllcatlon site is freehold and owned by James V Kiernandénd James Kiernan of Kiernan Sand &
Gravel Ltd. The site entrance gates are locked outs;g@ ﬁorma/ working hours and public warning

, not/ces are posted at approprlate locations alor@i@e%/te boundaly
0 A
The above security: measures are conS|d§£éd§\adequate to ensure that there is no unauthorised

access or dellvery of waste to the stte Q&etalled notlflcatlon recording and reporting of waste
RN

recovery activities WI|| be carried outO&u‘r compliance with Condltlon No 11 of the proposed waste

licence. As such it is.not cons(t ed necessary to maintain CCT\( at this existing site for the

recording of vehicle movements in and out of the facility.

It is considered that the requirement to mstall CCTV at this existing facrluty will place an
unnecessary financial burden on the operators. We consnder that the Agency shoutd consider

removing the proposed condition on the basis of the reasons outtmed above.

3627 “The hcensee ‘shall prowde and’ mamtaln a workmg telephone and a method for etectronuc’*

transfer of. lnformatlon at the facnllty

As previously stated the proposed facility is operated by a small family run business. The site is
not of a scale that permtts the abpointment of a ‘separate office administrator. The site facility
manager is generally responsible for recording and inspection of deliveries. - As such the preferred
method of contact is the site facility manager’s mobile phone. It is also our client’s preference to
maintain records in paper format at the tacility only. This is consistent with proposed Condition No.

11.10 which states that “the licensee shall maintain a written record for each load of waste arriving
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W0262-01(WMP No. 2007/22) Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd — Foxtown, Summerhill, Co. Meath

at the facility”. There is no provision at the existing site office for electronic transfer of information.
* Qur client will provide appropriate email contact with respect to communication with the Agency

and transfer of reports (e.g. AER’s) as necessary. -

The facility has been operating under.a Waste Management Permit (Ref. No. WMP 2007/22) since

2007. There is no weighbridge at the existing facility. Deliveries are recorded by the load and
weights derived ‘based on the volume of the vehicle. As stated in the EIS (Section 24311 -
2.4.31.1 - Delivery, Inspection & Acceptance) “typically loads of up to 9 cu.m will be imported to

site”. This will be typically by means of 8 x 4 Rigid trucks with maximum weight of 20 tonnes. .

As stated above detailed notification, recordlng and reportlng of waste recovery actlvmes will be

carried out in compliance with Condition No.11 of the proposed waste licence.

it is also noted that condition 6.16 of the proposed waste L@ence requires that “a topographical
survey "shall be carried out on an annual basis. The g?rvey shall include measurement of the

, Q)
remaining available void space”. o -'o%é\

It is therefore considered that the Agency t@g@éh conditions relating to recordlng, reporting and
monitoring of waste volumes will have&é@cnent controls in place to accurately measure the
quantities and type of waste to be h@hg@d at the facullty subject to compllance wnth the proposed .

Q
waste licence. 6\00

The cost of installihg a vveigrb@%oge at this existi'ng facility would place an un-neoess’ary financial
burden on the operators. We consider that the Agency should consider removing the proposed

requirement for a wei'ghbridge on the basis of the reasons outlined above.

Please note that the operator has in place a wheelwash at the facnhty and as such our cllent is not

| appeallng thls aspect of the above condltlon
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W0262-01(WMP No. 2007/22) Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd ~ Foxtown,Summerhill, Co. Meath

it is not clear from the above condition whether the entire Cg,nstructlon and Demolition Waste
Recovery Area is required to be concreted. This would notobx@ considered practical. Our client has

proposed the following waste inspection procedur}@fé\r to EIS Sections 2.4.2.10, 2.4.3.1.6 and

Figure 2.4). o . \Q S
3 ) ‘ N @9
L ~ NS
2 4. 2 10 ~ Waste lnspection Areas &‘25“
Q) .
“A/I truck loads entering the site are gff/g@\a preI/m/nary /nspect/on on enter/ng the s:te
s\

Secondary mspect/on is carried ouﬁ%fter each load i, Is t/pped at the restorat/on /nflll area within the
site. Should a load of matenaPmd/cate contammat/on of non- -inert matenal on /nspect/on the

material is reloaded and the driver mstructed to remove the /oad offSIte to an approved fac;//ty

Occas:onally a load will conta/n mmor contam/nants (e g. p/astrcs rebar wood and paper) These
items are removed on /nspect/on by a S/te operat/ve and stored m sklps in a des:gnated
quarantine area pending removal offsite by a licensed waste disposal contractor to an appropriate

disposal facility”.
24316 Recovery of Construction Materials

"Clean construction and demolition waste will either be placed directly on haul roads or temporarily

placed in storage awaiting recovery.

Recovery and re-cycling activities at the application site involves tipping of previously stockpiled

‘unprocessed’ material into a crushing & processing plant using a front-end loader (Refer to

Figure D.1.1 — Rev A). The processing is undertaken periodically as materials are required

using semi mobile crushing and screening plant on site. Material produced by the plant is then
JSPE 172_L20 » ‘ 4
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W0262-01(WMP No. 2007/22) ' Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd — Foxtown, Summerhill, Co. Meath

transported by front-end loader from production stockpiles around the plant to ‘processed’

stockpiles. Recovered material will be used for internal haul roads and/or dispatched off-site”.

Our client is willing to accept that an appropnately sized “impermeable concrete slab” vvith drainage
via an oil interceptor be provrded for the Waste Inspectlon Area within the Constructlon and
Demolltlon Waste Recovery Area ThlS would be used for mspectlon and preliminary sorting of
Construction and Demolition waste prror to temporary storage of ‘unprocessed’ material on ‘the
existing hardcore ‘surface area’ adjoining the above inspection area. As detailed above the

processing of the material will be carried out on periodic basis to produce secondary aggregates.

The following guidance is given in Section 3.4.1 of the “Environmental Management Guidelines

~ Environmental Management in the Extractive Industry (Non-scheduled Minerals)” (EPA

2006) wnth respect to m|n|m|smg wmd blown dust.

«  Use covered (closed or sheeted) . veh/cles or\spraymg for the transpon‘ of dry fine
L
materlals | - 0@30\ r§

The above gurdance is also consistent w1t g@b Irish Concrete Federatlon EnVIronmentaI Code
~ 2" Edition (2005) which was endorse\db‘fz@the Minister for the Environment, Hentage and Local

Government ie. ,\Qf%\&o,
Nl
Sheetmg and load securlty 6\

ICF members will ensuredﬁ?%\ere appropriate, that loads of finer materials leaving operations
are properly loaded, trimmed and sheetéd to prevent dust (< 3mm) or any part of the load
causing hazard to the public. Alternatively, the spraying of loads can be used to dampen

"dust and reduce dust blows from an open truck.

Department of the Envuronment Herrtage and Local Government (2004) Quarrles and Ancillary
Activities — Guidelines for Planning Authorities. Section 3.3. of these gwdelrnes deals with
issues of dust deposition/air quallty and includes a guideline which allows for the use of spraying

as a mltlgatlon measure:

e  Covering of fine 'dry loads or spraying of loads prior to exiting the site,

The above guidance represents accepted best practice for this type of activity. It is considered that
the condition should either be removed and/or reworded to facilitate spraying/dampening. of finer

materials as an appropriate alternative to covering of all loads.

JSPE 172_L20 -5
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W0262-01(WMP No. 2007/22) _ Kiernan Sand & Grave! Ltd — Foxtown, Summerhill, Co. Meath

:',8 6.2 The followmg materuals shaH not be used for backflll at the facility:
; '_(i) Top 'soil: PR

(i) Peat; - S
- ,'Sou and stone and fmes denved fr

he treatment of constiuction and defnolition -

. Any.ot .,e'r-f\fivaé'te'ft.ha'tfihéiZ\dency

It should be noted that topsoil is imported to the site for use as final capping of the filled materials.
As stated in the EIS. '

- 24313  Recovery of Soi/s

| “following the second inspection the material will be accepted and placed within the 'restoration
(placement -by bulldozer) area or in the case of topsoil blaced in temporary storage. awaiting

final placement”:
24314  Phasing of Restoration Works

“Good quallty soil material for final capping WI// be placed in ter@oorary storage areas Topsoﬂ and

* subsoil will be stockprled separately to maintain the mtegr/@g%f the soil”:
) Q@
The EPA should consider whether the above con %\d needs to be reworded and/or clarification

provided that the intention of the condition lsQ\tS@e\ncourage the conservation of topsoxl for final

capping as opposed to being used for geng?%kc%ackflll operatuons a
R
8. 9 The loadmg and unloadmg of nﬁ@fgﬁals shall be' carried out’in deS|gnated areas protected
agalnst splllage and Ieachate (ﬁn off P
_ Oo<‘
Refer to previous objectlons in relation to condition 3.9 above. As. dlscussed prewously our client

considers that this condition is reasonable with respect to the Waste Inspection area for the
Construction and Demolition waste but would not be practicable with respect to the backfilling of
soil and stone which is to be subject to both prellmmary and secondary mspectlon as detalled in
EIS Sectlon 2. 4 2.10.

Occasionally a load will contain minor contaminants.(e.g. plastics, rebar, wood and paper). These
items are removed on inspection by a site operative and stored in skips in a desig_nated quarantine
area pending removal offsite by a licensed waste disposal contractor to an appropriate disposal
facility”. o o | |

Th|s condition appears to be more relevant to a Mumc1pal Solid Waste Facility as opposed to a Soil

recovery facmty
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W0262-01(WMP No. 2007/22) Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd — Foxfown, Summerhill, Co. Meath

-8. 11 Waste shall be. stored in de3|gnated areas protected as may be: appropnate agalnst sanage

and leachate run off The waste shall be clearly Iabelled and appropnately segregated

Refer to previous objections in relation to cohditiOn 3.9 and 8.9 above.

The propose:d annual contribution of €6,,306.is“ the sa_nﬁe‘as t_'hat attached to the recent WaSt'e

Licence (W0280-01) granted to Roadstone Ltd for their waste recovery facility at Brownswood,

Enniscorthy, Co. Wexford. This facility can accept up to 400,000 tonnes of inert soil and stone.

(EWC code 17 05 04) Compared to 187,400 tonnes for waste at the Foxtown facility. The Foxtown
facility in terms of projected annual throughput is 47% of the Brownswood facility and on a pro-rata
basis the annual contribution would be €2,964. It is also considered that the EPA should provide

the basis on which the annual contribution has been calculated.

It should also be noted that under the terms of the existing Waste Permit (WMP2007/22) the annual
contribution with respect to monitoring the activity by Meath County Council is €1,7648.48. We
therefore consider that a more reasonable annual-contribution of say between €1,800 and €3,000

should be considered.

JSPE 172_L20 7
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W0262-01(WMP No. 2007/22) Kiernan Sand & Gravel Ltd — Foxtown, Summerhill, Co. Meath

The condition also allows for provision for the EPA to revise the annual contribution from time to
time as considered necessary to enable performance by theAgency of its relevant functions under
the Waste Management Act 1996. '

12.1.2 In the event that the frequency or extent of monitoring or other-functions carried out by the
. Agency needs to be increased,-the licensee shall contribute such sums as determined by
the Agency to defray its costs in fegard to items not covered by.the said annual contribution.

Refer to previous comments relating to con@ifio'n_ __12'.1 N above. As di_sc_usséd above we consider
that the Agency has sufficient provision th‘rough this condition to revise and/or recover its costs

with respect to annual monitoring..

On the basis of the grounds of objection and the reasohs, c'onsideratiohs and érguments on which
they are based we respectfully request that the Agency amend the said conditions accordingly as

set out above.

Yours Sincerely,

| & | ‘

For J Sheils Planning & Environmental Ltd, -~ - - {\é\} e S '
A oo
/ . e .OQQ\ \ . o .

John Sheils MSCSI, MRICS 55 |
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