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1. Company and background t0-thi.s report 

Kiernan Sand and Gravel Limited own and op 
' activities a t  the-facility comprise* backfill of-an 

soil and stone and production of secondary aggr 
waste. The applicant proposes to use this ag 

This report relates to a valid ,firs 
Proposed Decision (PD) issued to 

dispatch . offsjte. t,a .. .i 8 .  3 , .  

in.srel;ition to the 
ecem ber 20 15, 



Objection 

bjekion are summ'arised1'6elow 
s for greater detail and expansion of particul 

!Objection 1: I.  Condition . 3.3.2 . . < , * s  

f3.3.2 The licensee shall maintain a hich records all 1 t i.+\ waste, 

s stiall'be kept on site and. 

The *a'dBP'Iitant"refers to the existinq security measures on-site, such as Kedgerows and stock 

J tem shall be operated-at" 
1 %  

' I  : I the.Agerity Tbi.1 request. . ! 
I .  

- 6  

public warnigg 
at2 to5ensure .t 

A?* 4% IiEant continu& t 
ried outin com 

of the FD and,ihat , e ' *  the requirement for i 
cia1 burden. Ultimately, the applicant 'req- .- 

e's Evaluation: 

an important enforcement tobl for putposei' of motiitbring of 
'the TC considers the requirement, for. CCTV appropriate and reco 

!change. (. j 

. . -  
r electronic transfer of information. 
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Objection 3:.Condition'sl3.,7.and 8Xt3.5' ' j 5  I(  >, 
- ,  
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3.7 Weighbridge and Wheel Cleaning 

The applicant, states thatithe fa 
since 2007 and there is no*ibe 

aster Management Permit 

reasonable-and ireaom 
condition, amendmen 
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Recommendation-: ~ - p : , , j c > ,  , 
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olition Waste Recovery Area 

three month from the date of granf,of;this.lic 
nd maintain a construction and demolition wa 
ure shall a t  a minimum comprise t 

(i) an impermeable concrete slab; 

;a1 iifristructure for all run&; , r( $ 2  

bu-nding to provide visual and noise . .  
I S  

kpiles shall. be adequately.contained to miniqise-.dustigen'ePa$ion. 

3.9.3 0 demolihdh waste :tiall be acc 
that are capable of being recovered shall be sep 
-tempor.ar;ily, in thisr;area .;in -advance .of being' s 

: b t , , 4  :<activities atttihetlfa.cility or transported off the facility. , : r 1 

$ -  
1 .  

at"itiis not clear from. Conditi 
fqRecovery -Are& IS teqdred' 

tire area wbuld not be considered practical. 

, $  &i* & V L  t2- * '? 
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arrangements proposed 
d*materials:andl processi 
that an-appropriately siz 

or.tis 'provided for a t  the 
Waste Recovery Area. It is stated 

and preliminary sorting of C&D 
d material on the existing hardcore surfa 

? ^  :r t i  



Recommendation: 
I 
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Objection 5:'Conditioii" 6i-l!3 . r  

6.13.2 The .liceg:,ee 
I and' material-s 

aste& and re.moving,!waste 

The applicant refers to publications wh of dry fine materials or 
,that* Concjition 
of finer materi 

Technical Committee's Evaluation: 

Recommendation: 

- I '* 

8.6.2 The f o l l ~ w i h g ~ m a ~ ~ r i a l ~ s h ~ l l  not 

(i) Top soil; 

(ii) Peat; 

(iii) 

(iv) 

' ,  

Soil and stone and fines derived from the treatment of construction 
and demolition waste; and, 

Any other waste that the Agency deems to be unsuitable. 
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itions 8.9 and 8.11 

ttee's Evaluation: 
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The applicant states that 
to a facility which ac 
the basis on which th 

In respect of Conditi consider that the' Agency has 
sufficient provision through Condition 12.1.1 to revise and/or recover its costs with respect 
to annual monitoring. 

Technical Committee's Evaluation: 

The TC used the Agency's Guidance on 
Enforcement Category of Licences, in particul 
recalculate the installation's enforcement ca 
be of an enforcement category C2 which is 

The TC notes in addition that the annual contribution in the PD includes a standard charge 
for the annual sampling of water. As there are no emissions to water from the facility, the 
TC recommends removing this charge. 

Overall, the C2 enforcement category and the removal of the charge for water sample from 
the Agency's enforcement charges system resulted in lowering of an annual contribution 
from €6,306 to €5,028. 

Recommendation: 
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ct Assessment Directive - Rea 
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ed Decisiqn, a 4 

roposed in this report. 
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