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Office of Environmental Sustainability
Environmental Protection Agency

=
PO Box 3000

Johnstown Castle Estate

County Wexford

Y35 w821
27" January 2017
Dear EPA,
WL Application Ref: W0295-01
Applicant Name: Kildare Sand & Gravel Ltd.
Location of Facility: Boherkill, Rathangan, Co. Kildare
Re: Unsolicited Additional Informationgdé. Planning Decision
§®
N

In relation to above, Kildare County Council have c@?ﬁier decided to grant planning permission

. . O g
for the restoration of the above site. K D
Q&
'\OQ @‘\
Please find enclosed copies of: ROy

O
Gy

S
(1) Chief Executive Order, and ﬁ(@ing conditions
(2) Report of the Planning Degﬁo
(3) Chief Executive Statemg@\

®

&

Enclosed you will find 2 No. hardcopies and 2 No. copies of the content on CD-ROM. | declare
that the content of the electronic files on the accompanying CD-ROM is a true copy of the
original.

Yours sincerely,

W%(Z«?

Raphael Mc Evoy
RME Environmental

RME Environmental, 41 Ashbrooke Manor, Ballinagh Rd., Cavan, Co Cavan
Tel.: 0876390959 Email: rmeenvironmental@gmail.com
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Chief Executive Order

I, Peter Carey, Chief Executive, am duly authorised to make the following Order in accordance with
Section 154 of the Local Government, 2001, as amended.

ORDER NO:

SUBJECT:

SUBMITTED:

ORDER :

20/01/2017

CE10449 SECTION : Planning

16/526
Michael Ennis c/o Kildare Architects & Design Ltd, Abbey House, White Abbey
Road, Kildare Town, Co. Kildare. PERMISSION for Restoration of the existing
excavated gravel pit (previously granted planning permission 01/1270, 07/188
and 15/515) to the original ground levels and use as agricultural land, in order to
comply with condition 2(a) of planning permission 07/188, by importing
¢1,500,000 tonnes (1) of imported intert natural materials, principally excess soil,
stones, and/or broken rock, excavated on construction sites, (ii) Recovery of
imported inert construction materials, includ'r\tﬁ stones, granular fill, concrete
blocks, bricks and ceramic tile and (jii) reigStating existing overburden contained
on site and all other associated site wbrk?}. for a period of 10 years. The planning
application is accompanied by an. onmental Impact Statement (EIS). The
application relates to a restoratigh.development for the purpose of an activity
requiring a waste licence to l@é ued by the Environmental Protection Agency at
Boherhill, Rathangan, Co,gjf’ idare

\Q>
Planning Department ﬁéﬁoﬂs and recommendations together with an
Environmental Imp. @gPAssessment as endorsed by the Director of Services.

Pursuant to the iﬁtomsnons of the Planning & Development Act 2000-2015, and
the Regulations made thereunder, and having considered only the proper
planning and development of the area, regard being had to the provisions of the
County Development Plan and other relevant matters referred to in Section 34 of
the said Planning and Development Act 2000-2015 and reports from the
Planning Department and the Council’'s Technical Officers thereon, the Council
hereby decides to Grant permission for the said development subject to the 33
conditions set out in the attached schedule, and the applicant to be notified
accordingly.

It is further decided that at the expiration of 4 weeks from the date of receipt by

the applicant of the notification of decision, provided there is no appeal before An
Bord Pleanala affecting this decision then the aforementioned application be and

is granted.
4 d/t(//(..--;
ﬁ/\ e caii

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

v
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Planning Permission is sought for restoration of the existing excavated gravel
pit (previously granted planning permission 01/1270, 07/188 and 15/515) to the
original ground levels and use as agricultural land, in order to comply with
condition 2(a) of planning permission 07/188, by importing ¢1,500,000 tonnes
(i) of imported inert natural materials, principally excess soil, stones, and/or
broken rock, excavated on construction sites, (ii) Recovery of imported inert
construction materials, including stones, granular fill, concrete blocks, bricks
and ceramic tile and (iii) reinstating existing overburden contained on site and
all other associated site works for a period of 10 years. The planning
application is accompanied by an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The
application relates to a restoration development for the purpose of an activity
requiring a waste licence to be issued by the Environmental Protection Agency
at Boherhill, Rathangan, Co. Kildare - Michael Ennis — 16/526

Schedule 1 - Considerations and Reasons on which this Decision is based as
required by Article 31 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001.

Having regard to the nature of the proposed development, the previous planning
permissions on the site which required the restoration of the gravel pit, and to the
character of adjoining development, the provisions of the County Development Plan
2011-2017 in relation to quarry/pit restoration, it is £onsidered that, subject to
compliance with the conditions attached, the progtsed development would not
seriously injure the amenities of the area or ofcﬁgﬁ\ény in the vicinity, and would be
in accordance with the proper planning and gg;%ﬁnable development of the area.
&

Schedule 2 - Conditions to apply. &S

S &
1. The development shall be carri@out in accordance with the plans and particulars
and the EIS received by the Planning Authority on 23/05/2016 as amended by
significant further informatiopgeceived by the Planning Authority on 21/10/2016 and
revised public notices received on 18/11/2016, except where altered or amended by
conditions in this permission.

Reason: To enable the Planning Authority to check the proposed development when
completed, by reference to approved particulars.

2. This permission permits the phased restoration of the existing quarry over a 10
year period through the importation of inert natural materials, principally excess soill,
stones, and/or broken rock, excavated on construction sites as indicated in the
submitted documentation. No other material shall be used in the development. At
the end of the 10 year period, all restoration shall be completed, the temporary
structures, including wheelwash shall be removed from site and site shall be closed.
No extension of works beyond 10 years shall take place without the benefit of
planning permission.

Reason: In the interest of clarity and to ensure that the permission hereby granted
relates to the permission sought.
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3. The applicant shall apply for and obtain a Waste Licence from the Environmental
Protection Agency prior to waste activities commencing on site.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

4. The phased restoration shall take place in a north-south direction and shall be in
accordance with the details submitted in EIS received by the Planning Authority on
23/05/2016. Prior to the commencement of restoration works, and on an annual
basis thereafter, the applicant/developer shall submit, for the written agreement of
the Planning Authority, a detailed topographical survey, to indicate precise area of
lands for restoration within that phase in conjunction with previous phases having
taken place to date. Details shall include pre filled levels vis a vis restored levels
and cross sections of the lands showing the fill levels to date and shall include a
brief commentary on the progress of restoration at the site, including an estimated
completion of each phase.

Reason: In the interest of visual amenity, orderly development and the proper
planning and sustainable development of the area.

5. The applicant/developer shall submit to the Planglﬁr% Authority, on an annual
basis, from the date of final grant of permission, detaifs of the tonnage of intake into

the site during the preceding year. O&\\O\é\
e
Reason: In the interest of orderly develogm‘?@@ﬁl and to monitor the activities on site
on an annual basis. £
(&é’ 2

6. The site, including boundary tg{es‘a ment shall be landscaped fully in accordance
with the landscaping plan recew@ by the Planning Authority on 21/10/2016,
including the reinstatement of ge‘ld boundaries as shown on the Landscape Plan
Drawing No. 151324 - P - 08 &

Reason: - In the interest of visual amenity, orderly development and the proper
planning and sustainable development of the area.

7. The site shall be developed in accordance with the mitigation measures outlined
in the EIS received by the Planning Authority on 23/05/2016 and where relevant,
revised following receipt of further information/revised plans received by the
Planning Authority on 21/10/2016.

Reason: In the interest of the proper planning and sustainable development of the
area.

8. (a) The existing buffer area between the eastern edge of the quarry put and the
western edge of Recorded Monument KD 017-026 (moated site), shall be
maintained during all re-instatement works. The buffer area should be appropriately
marked with temporary driven stakes and tape.

(b) No construction or other vehicles should enter this buffer area during the course
of the re-instatement works
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(c) Removal of the silt bund shall be monitored by an archaeologist as per the
following requirement:

e The applicant is required to employ a qualified archaeologist to monitor the
removal of the silt bund.

e A report of the monitoring should include photographs of the area before,
during and after monitoring has taken place, as well as detailed photographs
of specific areas, as required.

s A key plan, clearly showing the location and direction from which photographs
were taken should be included in the report. (An annotated site location map
will suffice for this purpose).

e Should archaeological material be found during the course of monitoring, the
archaeologist may have work on the site stopped, pending a decision as to
how best to deal with the archaeology. The developer shall be prepared to be
advised by the Department of Arts, Heritage Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht
Aftairs with regard to any necessary mitigating action (e.g. preservation in
situ, or excavation) and should facilitate the archaeologist in recording any
material found.

e The Planning Authority and the Department of Arts, Heritage Regional, Rural
and Gaeltacht Affairs shall be furnished with a re;:(:grt describing the results of

the monitoring. {(@\
0

9. All wheels of trucks shall be washed to enlenng the site to reduce potential
for infestation with Japanese Knotwee% or other invasive species

Reason: In the interest of protecnén\ﬁ the landscape and the rural character of the
area. &9

X
10. All hauliers importing waste to or removing waste from the facility shall hold a
valid waste collection permit in accordance with the Waste Management (Collection
Permit) Regulations 2007, as amended.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

11. Surface and Groundwater Mitigation Measures specified in Sections 6.16.1 to
6.16.9 of the Environmental Impact Statement, written by Raphael McEvoy of RME
Environmental, dated May 2016 shall be implemented and mitigation measures
specified in Section 11 of the Hydrogeological Assessment, written by IE Consulting,
dated 21st October 2016 shall be implemented.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

12. Air Quality Remedial or Reduction Measures specified in Section 7.8.1 to 7.8.3

of the Environmental Impact Statement, written by Raphael McEvoy of RME
Environmental, dated May 2016 shall be implemented.
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Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

13. Noise Mitigation Measures specified in Sections 8.10.1 and 8.10.2 of the
Environmental Impact Statement written by Raphael McEvoy of RME Environmental,
dated May 2016 shall be implemented.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

14. Noise Control
(a) Noise from the development shall not give rise to sound pressure levels (LAeq 30
minutes) measured at *noise sensitive locations which exceed the following limits:

(i) 55 dB(A) between the hours of 0800 and 1800 Monday to Friday inclusive
(excluding bank holidays)
(i) 45 dB(A) at any other time.

(b) There shall be no clearly audible tonal component or impulsive component in the
noise emission from the development at any *noise sensitive location.

Note: *Noise sensitive location: &
&\y@ _____________________
Any dwelling house, hotel or hostel, healtg??@‘tuldlng, educational  establishment,
place of worship or entertainment, or any y facility or area of high amenity which
for its proper enjoyment requires the abg@gﬁ’é of noise at nuisance levels.

(g &
Reason: In the interest of publlQ(dqgé\th to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper

development. S

'
,\0

15. The total dust emnssuonoéﬁilng from all the on-site operations associated with
the proposed development shall not exceed 350 milligrams per metre squared per
day, averaged over a continuous period of 30 days, when measured as deposition of
insoluble particulate matter at any position along the boundary of the site.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

16. Applicant shall use “Best Practicable Means” to prevent/minimise noise and dust
emissions during the operational phase of the development, through the provision
and proper maintenance, use and operation of all machinery all to the satisfaction of
the Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

17. All overground oil, chemical storage tank(s) shall be adequately bunded to
protect against spillage. Bunding shall be impermeable and capable of retaining a
volume equal or greater than 100% of the capacity of the largest tank within the
bunding area or 25% of the total volume of the substance which could be stored
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within the area, whichever is greater. Filling and offtake points shall be located
within the bunded areas.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

18. All Waste Water from the facility shall be diverted to a holding tank. The
contractor collecting the waste water shall hold a valid waste collection permit in
accordance with the Waste Management (Collection Permit) Regulations 2007, as
amended. The wastewater shall be brought to an authorised waste water treatment
plant.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper
development.

19. Prior to commencement of development, the applicant/developer shall submit
for the written consent of the Planning Authority, details on how the water from the
wheel wash system will be collected/stored and recycled.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure proper

development. &
é{\é
20. No surface water runoff from the site shall gi@g&%rge"onto the public road.
oS
O

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety. &Qé&')\*

&\0(\:@\
21 Lines of sight at entrance to the‘ggg.é'\@hall be provided strictly in accordance with
the requirements of the Design M@(B@}OT Roads and Bridges.

X

Reason: In the interest of traffi%s%fety.
&

; 9 2
22. Prior to commencement of the development the existing front boundary to the
erected dlong the sight visibility line as shown on Kildare Architects & Design
drawing numbers 151324-P-08 and 151324-P-10 received 21/10/16.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

23. The applicant shall erect appropriate warning signage in the vicinity of the
proposed entrance for the benefit of all those passing the entrance and those
entering and exiting from the site.

Reason: In the interest of traffic and pedestrian safety.

24. The existing wheelwash facility on site is inadequate and shall be removed. The
applicant shall install a mains or diesel powered wheelwash facility with wheel and
under carriage power wash installations. The size and type of wheelwash facility
shall be agreed in writing with the Planning Authority prior to commencement of the
development.
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Reason: In the interest of minimising the deposition of debris on the public road.

25. The applicant shall ensure that all trucks travelling to and from the site follow the
haul route submitted by Kildare Architects & Design Ltd. in Section 15 of their letter
responding to the request for further information received 21/10/16. There should be
no trucks travelling through the Market Square Kildare Town and through the
Dunmurray Road Railway Overbridge for this development. A maximum of 35
inbound and outbound trucks in both directions shall be allowed to access this site
for the duration of the 10 year period.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

26. The applicant shall keep a record of all traffic movements in and out of the site.
This record shall contain details of all traffic movements (including origin and
destination of vehicles, registration and type of vehicle) and shall be available for
inspection on site by the Planning Authority during working hours.

Reason: To assess the impact of the development on the existing road network and
to ensure that the levels of generated traffic are as per applicants’ submission.

27. The apphcant shall ensure that no vehicles acces@g&“ﬂ‘ne site which exceeds the
legal maximum axle weight limit. &
&\y@ _______________

Reason: To ensure the road network semn%oﬁjg;‘aevelopment Is protected.

0\ W\
28. No queuing of delivery trucks shQ&\Q&% place on the R401. Should a large
volume of deliveries take place on vén day, the site entrance and access road
shall be capable of accommodatm@ eliveries to the site.

Reason: In the interest of traffl%sﬁfety

29. Suffncnent car and truck parkmg and turning space shall be provided wathm the
actlvmes Car parklng giﬁa&es """ shall be in accordance with the Kildare County
Development Plan.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

30. - No spoil, dirt, debris or other materials shall be deposited on the public road,
footpath or verge by machinery or vehicles travelling to or from the development site
during construction phase. All wheels of trucks shall be washed prior to exiting the
site. The applicant shall arrange for vehicles leaving the site to be kept clean. A
special bond of €10,000 shall be paid to Kildare County Council to ensure
satisfactory compliance with this condition.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

31. Land and roadside drainage shall not be impaired. Drainage shall be provided at
the entrance which shall discharge to drainage on site.
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Reason: To ensure proper servicing of the development.

32. Hours of operation of the development shall be from 8am to 6pm weekdays
(Monday to Friday) and 8am to 1pm Saturdays. There shall be no operation of the
site on Sundays or Bank Holidays.

Reason: In the interest of residential amenity.

33. The applicant/developer to pay to Kildare County Council the sum of €160,500.00
being the appropriate contribution to be applied to this development in accordance
with the Development Contribution Scheme adopted by Kildare County Council on 5"
November 2015 in accordance with Section 48 of the Planning and Development Act
2000 as amended. Payments of contributions are strictly in accordance with Section
13 of Development Contribution Scheme adopted by Kildare County Council on 5"
November 2015.

Note: Please note water and wastewater development contribution charges now
form part of the water connection agreement, if applicable, with Irish Water.

Reason: It is considered reasonable that the developer should make a contribution in
respect of public infrastructure and facilities benefiting é'%elopment in the area of the
Planning Authority. &

ADVICE NOTE TO APPLICANTS N
All applicants are advised to make the msel(@@am of the requirements of the Building
Control (Amendment) Regulations (S.I. @1@20]4 which comes into effect on 1/3/2014 and
the Construction Products Regulations (QB‘ ﬁeguiation (EU) no.:305/2011) which came into effect
on 1/7/2013. Information leaflets can beViewed or'downloaded on the council's website
h_gp:{&;ildurc.icl(founl\-'("<)L|1'@l}_’hu§n°|1‘1Q_J’Hui IdingControl Department/ or the Department of the

Environment Community and Locaé}&vernment website http://www._environ.ie/en/
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KILDARE COUNTY COUNCIL

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Report 2 Planning Ref No. 16/526

Name of Applicant Michael Ennis
Address of Development Boherkill, Rathangan, Co. Kildare
Development Restoration of the existing excavated gravel pit

(previously granted planning permission 01/1270,
07/188 and 15/515) te the original ground levels
and use as agan\I@JraI land, in order to comply
with Condmgn é\@ a) of planning permission
07/188, b Ol(tibpor‘ung ¢.1,500,000 tonnes (i) of
lmpoﬂeqbo @en natural materials, principally
exceg&‘? \Q%ocl stones, and/or broken rock,
ex ed on construction sites, (ii) recovery of
{m@ﬂed inert. construction materials, including
gfones granular fill, concrete blocks, bricks and
:J ‘ceramic  tile and (i) reinstating existing

& |overburden contained on site and all other
& associated site works for a period of 10 years.

x‘/\

The planning application is accompanied by an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The
application relates to a restoration development
for the purpose of an activity requiring a waste
licence to be issued by the Environmental
Protection Agency

Type of Permission Permission

Date Inspected 17" January 2017

Due Date 21% January 2017

Note: Refer to previous Planning Report dated 15.07.16
Further Information
On the 15™ July 2016, the Planning Authority sought Further Information. The

applicant submitted a response to Further Information on 21%' October 2016
and the response was deemed by the Planning Authority to be significant.

35
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Revised public notices were received by the Planning Authority on 18"
November 2016.

The following lists the Further Information as it was requested and a summary
of the applicant’s response.

Landscape & Visual Impacts
1. The site is located in the ‘Chair of Kildare’ upland landscape character area, a

fact which is informed by its location on the foothills of Dunmurry Hill, and by
reason of its proximity to Grange Hill and Red Hill. Chapter 14 of the Kildare
County Development Plan 2011-2017 identifies this landscape character area as
having a high visual sensitivity and all three hills as being designated hilltop
views. Chapter 14 also identifies a long section of the R401 Regional Road
south of the site as a scenic route. It is considered that there are a number of
shortcomings in the information provided with respect to landscape and visual
impacts, which includes:

= The absence of a detailed assessment of the proposed development relative
to the landscape designations for the area in Chapter 14 of the County
Development Plan. Section 10.2.4 in the EIS refers to the elevated vistas in
the rural area, elevated road levels and low vegetation, and the availability of
extensive views, but does not correlate these&charactenstzcs with 1he
proposed development. :
= A predominance of the examination of more Ig@ﬁ:sed views on the site and in
the vicinity of the site; o
No assessment of views from Dunmunﬁ’ for Grange Hill;
The absence of a site specific aQ;R géparate landscaping plan to mitigate
potential visual impacts;

= Limited information pmw;;%ﬂﬁ relation to. existing planting to be

retained/protected, propose ting, the location of berming etc.
You are requested to submit fuit information to address these issues, which
should include: - 6\0

(@) A revised Iands’capeoiﬂ%\act assessment, to specifically take account of views
from Dunmurry Hill, Grange Hill, and views from the R401 Regional Road

‘south of the site. The landscape impact assessment shall consider in detail
the landscape designations in Chapter 14 of the County Development Plan.
(b) A comprehensive (and dedicated) landscaping plan for the site. The plan
shall clearly show the location and extent of existing trees and hedgerows,
proposed planting, and the location and extent of existing and proposed
berms/earth mounds.

(c) East — west section drawings of the site at an appropriate scale detailing
existing and proposed ground levels.

Applicants Response

The applicant submits the following:
* landscape and visual impact assessment;
» dedicated landscaping plan for the site;
» east-west sections at a scale of 1:500

The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment Report assesses the
landscape and visual impacts arising from the proposed restoration of the

36
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existing gravel pit. The report outlines the methodology employed in the
assessment report and assesses the visual impact within a 2km study area.

The report at Section 2.2 includes reference to the “Landscape Baseline”
which includes reference to the landscape designations outlined at Chapter
14 of the Kildare County Development Plan 2011-2017, including landscape
character areas, landscape sensitivity, scenic routes and protected views,
including views to and from hills.

The report also includes a “Visual Baseline”, which includes views of the site
from locations north, south, east and west of the site and a number of visual
receptors.

The report concludes that the landscape impacts of the proposed
development in a post development and do-nothing scenario. It is indicated
that the development is in accordance with Extractive Industry Policy outlined
in the CDP and there are no visual impacts on the scenic routes and
protected views on the vicinity. The do-nothing scenario would constitute the
recolonisation of the site without reverting to the original land form and use of
agriculture.
\\;!@

In terms of the visual impacts of the propgé%d restoration, the report
concludes that the impacts will be medlur@ @sitive and the significance of
same will be moderate/major (positive). oo??@

Q° &
A number of landscape mitigation Ires are indicated including:
e Retaining hedgerows alon@‘kgl?e boundary and reinforce with additional

planting; & A*\

e Provision for off-site regﬁoval re-use and/or recovery of all buildings ,
plant, infrastructure @‘rd paved surfaces on completion of restoration
activities; &

o Ensuring the final restored landform is graded at a shallow angle to as
to merge with surrounding fandscape.

37

EPA Export 09-02-2017:02:06:30




Plans & Particulars
2. You are requested to submit further information addressing (a) to (i) below:

a) Clarify the planning status and existing/intended use of the mobile home on
the site.

b) Detail on a 1:250 and 1:500 scale site layout plans the exact location, area
and design of proposed hardstanding, including specification drawings
regarding materials to be used, depth etc.

c) Detail on a 1:250 and 1:500 scale site layout plan the exact location, area of
the proposed temporary waste inspection area (concrete slab), and provide
suitably scaled plans/elevations for same.

d) Clarity on status of, and proposals for, existing weighbridge and wheelwash
facility on the site. Both are on the site but both are also identified as
‘proposed’ in Section 2.2.4 of the EIS. Specification drawings (suitably scaled
plans and elevations) of the weighbridge and wheelwash should also be
provided.

e) Clarity regarding type of number of temporary buildings/sheds etc. to serve
the development, detail same on a site layout plan and provide suitably
scaled plans/elevations for same.

f) Detail location(s) on site layout plan for the temporary stockpiling of topsoil
and subsoil pending re-use as cover material for restoration.

g) Detail the design and location of existing security @ncing for the overall site

N

(existing and proposed). &
: 0\\‘
Sy
Applicant’s Response S @3\
The applicant indicates that the existing*gﬁ\d intended use of the mobile home
on site is and will be used as a st cility incorporating staff facilities. It is
submitted that the mobile home®featured in drawings and the permission
granted under 07/188. <<°*Q$°’
&

A drawing showing the Ic@%otion, area and design of the proposed hard
standing area and a 10msx 10m x 150mm temporary hard standing / waste
inspection area, concrete slab on blinded hardcore is submitted.

It is submitted that the existing weighbridge and wheelwash currently on site
were permitted under 07/188 as extended by 15/515.

Further drawings showing the location of the existing office/weighbridge
building and existing temporary staff facility (mobile home), location of
temporary stockpiling of topsoil and subsoil for re-use as cover material for
restoration and location of proposed security fencing are submitted.

3. You are requested to submit further information addressing (a) to (i) below: 1

(@) A 1:500 scale site layout plan clearly delineating the boundaries of extracted
areas and areas currently being extracted;

(b) An overlay(s) of the details required in part (a) on previously permitted site
layout plans in relation to reg. ref. 01/1270 and reg. ref. 07/188 (PL
09.226737);

(c) Extraction (quarry floor) depths relative to the level of the water table/ground
water.

38
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Applicants Response

The applicant submits a number of drawings in response to this item and
refers to the boundaries of the extracted areas currently being extracted as
being within the boundary of the site permitted under 07/188 and extension of
duration 15/515. Details of extraction depths (ground leveis) are also
indicated which are benchmarked against surrounding ground levels. Section
drawings north south and east west are also submitted, showing the depths of
works to date. The drawing shows the water table level at 84.426, a lowest
extraction depth of 86.759 and a ground level at the public road of between
107 and 108m.

—— r —_

Eonsit_igqtion of Alternatives
4. The submitted EIS does not outline alternatives to the proposed development,
and therefore provides no reasons as to why the proposed development, as an |
option, was chosen. Section 5.2 of the DECLG ‘Guidelines for Planning

Authorities and An Bord Fleanala on carrying out Environmental Impact
Assessment (2013)’ states that:

The applicant/developer must also submit an outline of the main alternatives
studied... ‘
R4

You are therefore requested to submit further inf@ﬁ‘nation comprising a. robust
assessment of the alternatives considered to <t§43 Qg!;oposed development as part of

the preparation of the EIS. S
R
i L
: ' : WA
Cumulative Impacts & Interaction of Effécts
5. The submitted EIS does not p a specific chapter or section dealing with

cumulative impacts and integaction of effects.  In addition, from the Planning
Authority's assessment of co%c@t of the EIS, there appears to be an absence of
a robust and tangible assessment of combined effects. Apart from the matter of
traffic impacts, the main f#cus of the EIS appears more to be in relation to the
effects of the restoratimjﬂvorks to be carried out. You are therefore requested to
submit further information comprising an assessment of cumulative impacts and
interaction of effects. This assessment should consider:

= The combined effects of the proposed development with existing quarrying
activities taking place on the site. The importation of material to raise ground
levels will be taking place alongside quarrying/extraction activities.

+® The combined effects of the proposed development with other similar

developments (quarries and/or restoration works) being undertaken in the
wider area.

= The combined effects of the proposed development with other significant
developments in the area, whether existing/already operational, or existing
extant planning pemissions yet to be implemented.

Applicants Response (items 4 and 5)
A report is submitted by RME Environmental which addresses a number of
items of the request for Further Information.

With regard to ltem 4, the applicant submits an Assessment of Alternatives. It
is submitted that the assessment of an alternative location is not required
given that the proposed development is unique to the existing site from which
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material has been excavated. It is submitted that the void space can only be
filled where it exists. In terms of the availability of material used to restore the
site, it is argued that the location of the site, proximate to waste recovery
facilities and haul routes in the hinterland of Dublin renders it a suitable
location and in this regard, no alternative location was deemed to be
applicable.

It is submitted that within the development, alternative locations were
assessed including alternative locations for weighbridge and offices and
alternative locations for the materials inspection and quarantine areas. The
assessment deemed that the current locations on site are most appropriate.

In assessing alternative site layout and project design, the report indicates
that the proposed direction of the phased work over a 10 year period in a
north-south configuration would be the most suitable option.

Other alternatives considered site layout and boundary considerations and
final layout altematives. It is submitted that the final design decisions were
based on the results of the EIS insofar as it relates to ecology, landscape
assessment, benefits of restoration to agricultural Iang‘, health and safety and
economic benefit. &>
&
An assessment of alternative processes o%éé{t@considered the possibility of
providing an on-site screening, separﬁigho and reconstitution -of waste
maternial as it arrives at the site, witi@%&%lew to the creation of alternative
products for re-sale and re-distribut'@ﬁ(béck to the construction industry. This
altemative was deemed to be u#isuitable given the relatively small annual
volume required for the bacl@ﬁgﬁ’ operation and complex operational and
licensing of the facility, which\c%Quld lead to delays in delivering the ultimate
objective of a fully restored @%cultural field.
&

The “Do Nothing” Alternative is also assessed which concludes that a do-
nothing approach would be a wasted opportunity for the facility and loss of a
number of opportunities locally.

In response to ltem 5, the applicant indicates that the interactions of the
impacts of the proposed development were discussed under the respective
sub sections of the EIS, rather than a specific interactions section. In any
event, the applicant submits a matrix of interactions and a commentary on the
various headings of the EIS. Reference is also made to the proposed
mitigation measures proposed to be put in place to address any significant
effects on the environment.

In terms of the cumulative impact of the continuation of extraction, the report
indicates that:
o the proposal will result in less traffic movements generated at the site,
than currently permitted;
e there will be some direct impacts associated with extraction and
backfilling on the localised ecology within the quarry, but minor and
capable of mitigation;
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» all waste will be screened in accordance with waste acceptance criteria
prior to being accepted at the site — all material will be inert and non-
leaching;

e the proposal involves dry backfilling;

e there have been no transgressions below the water table;

e no predicted air emissions arising from traffic volumes - less than those
of the permitted extraction;

» management of dust at the site will be to acceptable environmental

norms;

e air quality impacts arising from traffic and dust can be mitigated
against;

e EPA Licence conditions and operating parameters will control the
development;

e no significant noise impacts at the nearest sensitive areas to the site —
no cumulative impacts of running the site simultaneously;

» on site machinery similar for restoration and extraction;

e cumulative impact on landscape will be positive — creation of 10.7ha of
newly constituted agricultural land — site not visible externally -
restoration of visual amenity;

e negligible direct impacts in respect of interacé@'is of the foregoing;

Hydrogeology N S
6. The applicant is requested to submit a detailed H ological Report, prepared by a suitably
qualified Hydrologist who is registered with a relevantsprofessional body. The report shall set out
details and recommendations on the prcpose% tion of the site, including:
RSN
(a) Groundwater flow direction(s); é’:‘\ §Q®

(b) Water table levels;

(c) Impacts on local wells, $aQ

(d) Impacts on public groundwater gé@‘\iy i.e. Monasterevin/Rathangan Well Field,

(e) Impacts on watercourses in the‘area; and,
(f) How open ponds on the site )@"ﬂ be reinstated.

7. Section 12.2.6 of the EIS details that it is not likely that many of the local houses
in the vicinity of the application site source drinking water from the local aquifer
as they are predominantly on a mains supply. However no figures or other
survey data has been provided to substantiate this contention. You are therefore
requested to submit accurate survey data of well water and public mains water

supplies in the area.

Applicant’s Response (items 6 and 7)

The applicant submits a Hydrogeological Assessment Report which
addresses the issues raised in ltems 6 and 7 of the Request for Further
Information. A number of mitigation measures are suggested in order to
reduce the impact of the existing site activities and proposed restoration
works on groundwater and surface water receptors. The report also includes
a Do-nothing scenario which outlines the potential risks to the site without the
restoration. A survey of accessible wells within a 1.5km radius of the site
identified 2 no. private wells to the north west and downgradient of the site.

The report concludes that any potential and existing risks to groundwater,
downgradient wells and surface water from the proposed restoration works
will be minimised / prevented through the adherence to the proposed
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mitigation measures. It is submitted that the site is located outside the
delineated zone of the Monasterevin / Rathangan well field and there is no
predicted impact on the public supply wells.

Noise
8. Baseline noise levels have only been taken for two noise sensitive locations,
identified as NSL 1 and NSL 4. You are therefore requested to camy out

baseline noise monitoring at two other locations in order to determine noise
emissions north and east of the site.

9. Table 8.7 in the EIS and Table 7.0 in the Noise Impact Assessment included in
Appendix 6 details predicted noise levels for ten noise sensitive locations.
However, baseline noise levels have only been provided for two locations.
Please submit further information to address and clarify this matter. The further
information shall also include predicted operational noise levels for at least four
noise sensitive locations north, south, and west of the site.

Applicant’s Response
The applicant submits a Noise Impact Assessment Report which includes the
two additional noise monitoring locations requested by the Planning Authority .
Additional sensitive receptors are included in the ggsessment. The report
concludes that the resulting noise emissions from<the proposed development
will be within recommended noise limits %g\@h\ Noise Sensitive Receptors
subject to appropriate noise control measgl%s@*
RS
Duration of Restoration Works V.\\o“i\%}w
10.In Section 3.4 of the EIS it is propgisgd that the duration of restoration activities in
the immediate vicinity of residenggs will be kept to a minimum. However, no
details are provided on how ﬁ?gg%tended to minimise the restoration works. You
are therefore requested to sybmit further information to clarify and address this
matter. Qf
ok

Applicant’s Response

The applicant indicates that Section 3.4 referred to the duration of the works
at a particular point on the site being kept to a minimum rather than the
restoration works being kept to a minimum. It is intended that the works will
commence at a point closest to the most sensitive residential receptors and
would progressively move further away over the course of the phased
restoration, thereby minimising the potential for impacts as time progresses.

Wastewater Management

11.Section 6.4 of the EIS states that wastewater from a toilet on the site is
discharged to an existing septic tank, and refers to a drawing in Appendix A in
relation to the location of same. However, there is no Appendix A for the EIS,
the submitted plans do not identify an existing toilet or septic tank, and elsewhere
in the application, including Section 2.2.9 of the EIS, reference is made to the
use of a portaloo system. Please submit further information to address, correct
and clarify these discrepancies.
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Applicant’s Response

The applicant indicates that there was a typographical error in the EIS and
clarifies that the existing wastewater treatment system during the extraction
phase was a portaloo arrangement. There is no septic tank.

12.Following consideration of the 10 year duration of the proposed development, the
Council's Environment Section have queried whether effluent disposal should be
catered for by a wastewater treatment system. Please submit further information
to address this issue. You are advised to liaise with Ciara Corrigan in the
Council's Environment Section prior to the submission of a formal response to
this request.

Applicant’s Response

A wastewater holding tank is proposed, which will be removed to a licensed
facility for treatment. It is proposed that the tank will be emptied every 28
working days, based on a 5.5 day working week, i.e. every 3.6 weeks. A
disposal agreement with a local contractor will be entered into for collection
and disposal of waste. Note: the calculations for the holding tank are based
on 5 no. staff members and occasional use by visiting truck personnel.

Staff ' F
13.Please submit further information regarding the n@ﬁ%__erof staff, permanent and
temporary, that will be employed on the site, gnqghe nature, extent and design of

staff facilities that are to be provided. ~ £°<&
\Q\J x \QU
o Rt
Applicant’s Response RPN

X
The applicant indicates that the‘g\:l;@[b acilities include a temporary staff office
building with 2 no. offices, sto e&&m and wec and-a temporary staff building
(mobile home) comprising a si@ﬂ‘ room, changing room, store room, shower
room and wc. °
00{&\
It is submitted that the proposed restoration works will have no impact as
regards existing employment levels, which will remain at 2 no. permanent

staff. A further 1 no. employee may be required if necessary.

Natural Heritage
14.The report received from the Council's Heritage Officer identifies a number of

issues that require further attention as follows:

= The EIS does not contain a habitat map so it is unclear as to what locations
are referred to in the EIS.

= The Appropriate Assessment Screening Report in the Appendix of the EIS
refers to Sand Martins as an Amber listed Bird nesting in the south west
corner of the site, however, no mitigation measures were identified for the
protection of these species.

» No reference has been made to breeding birds or wintering birds or the
likelihood of their occurrence.

» No bio security measures have been provided to prevent the importation of
soil infested with invasive species.

= No recommendations are given for the protection of hedgerows during the
restoration process.
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Taking account of these issues, please submit the following further information:

a) A detailed habitat map of the site which shall be overlaid on the proposed site
layout plan.

b) A Breeding Bird Survey, with particular reference to Red or amber listed bird
species in the current list of Birds of Conservation Concern in Ireland i.e.
Sand Martins identified on the site.

¢) Identify the bio security measures to be taken with the importation of inert soil
to the site to avoid contamination of the site with invasive species.

Applicant’s Response

The applicant submits an Ecological Report which includes details of the
habitats on site and includes a map. The report also includes details of
breeding birds and details of the bio-security measures necessary to prevent
the establishment of invasive species.

Transportation

15.Please submit suitably scaled location maps detailing haul routes for the
proposed development. Haul routes shall be detailed to avoid Kildare Town.
You are requested to liaise with Siobhan O’'Dwyer in the Cguncil’s Transportation

Department prior to the formulation of a response. @f\‘“

&
16.The sightlines to the north of the existing entra\?e*“to the site are inadequate.
You are therefore requested to submit furtherdntormation on how it is intended to
achieve sightlines in accordance with the igh Manual for Roads and Bridges
(D.M.R.B) at the entrance. |f proposal &chieve sightlines requires hedgerow

on adjoining lands to be set back, plag& owing required hedgerow removal and
replacement planting should be pro e
$ S
; ; ) i : :
17.Please submit a site layout ﬁ clearly detailing the proposed site traffic
management layout, the numheér of car parking spaces and how such car parking

is to be provided.

N

(\
oY
18.Please submit a site layout plan detailing adequate tuming movements within the
curtilage of the site for the number of proposed traffic movements and vehicle

types. The plan shall ensure that vehicles will not be required to reverse onto the
adjoining public road.

19.You are requested to submit details on the preventative measures to be put in
place to ensure dust does not enter or get blown onto public roads.

Applicant’s Response

The applicant submits details of the proposed haul route from the site to the
M7 Motorway, avoiding the built up area of Kildare Town. The route includes
the use of existing public roads including the public roads through parts of the
Curragh.

A drawing of hedgerow removal and replanting is submitted. A drawing of the
site traffic management layout, number of parking spaces and location of

same is also submitted and also includes details of tuming movements within
the curtilage of the site.
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Details of preventative measures are submitted which includes spraying dry
exposed surfaces as and when required, grassing restored areas as soon as
practicable after placement of cover, minimising bare or exposed soils, use of
a wheel wash facility, minimised stockpiling of imported soils and periodic
sweeping of internal access road and local road to front of the site.

Third Party Submission
20.Please be advised that a third party submission has been received in relation to

the proposed development. The applicant may wish to comment on the content
of the third party submission as part of the response to the further information
request. A copy of the submissions is attached and is also available to view

online. '

Applicant’s Response
The applicant indicates that contact was made with An Taisce. It is indicated
that An Taisce is in favour of the restoration works in order to comply with
Condition 2(c) of 07/188.

In response to the submission from Environmental Action Alliance-Ireland, the
applicant suggests that planning permission was not required to comply with
the condition and as a result no EIS would be requigzed. It is-submitted that
the current application is being made to comply@wth the permission under
07/188 (PL09.226737). 0§\0\ Q@
It is submitted that all requirements J IS directive and other relevant
directives have been complied with. @?‘s suggested that the submission is
vague, erroneous and unsubstanti gﬁ%@i‘

R &\
It is submitted that the site ‘hgs been granted planning permission under
07/188 (PL09.226737) wuth san additional area to include location of
temporarily stored overburg@x

It is indicated that planning permission 15/515 was granted for the extension
of duration of planning permission of 07/188 until August 2020, which permits
the continued extraction of sand and gravel.

The site area is 10.7ha and the extraction area is 7.8ha. It is indicated that
the additional area is used for the storage of temporary overburden stockpiles
which will be reinstated into the lands as part of the restoration process.

In relation to the warning letter UD34585, it is indicated that the case is now
closed.

It is submitted that objections to a proposal which seeks to comply with a
condition imposed on a planning permission to restore lands to their original
use is vexatious, frivolous and an abuse of process.

Significant Further Information

The applicant’s response to Further Information was deemed to be significant
and the revised public notices were received on 18" November 2016,
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Submissions/Observations on Significant Further Information
Submissions on the Significant Further Information were received from the
following:

Transport Infrastructure Ireland, Parkgate Street, Dublin 8:
e indicates that its position remains the same as of June 2016, which
indicated no objection subject to compliance with Spatial Planning and
National Roads Guidelines for Planning Authorities 2012;

Environmental Action Alliance-Ireland:

e The content of this submission is similar to the previous submission;

e The submission raises issues of concern in relation to the EIS/EIA
carried out by the applicant. It is stated that the EIS is non compliant
with the EIA Directive 2011/92/EU ;

e The EIA Report does not comply with the requirements of the EIA
Directive;

* Inadequate description of the physical characteristics of the project in
the EIA Report;

e Issues are raised in relation to unauthorised developments prior to the
making of the 07/188 planning application; & _

o Raises issues of a legal nature between the applicant and
owner/occupiers of adjacent dwellingsiy. «°

e The planning history of the site angﬁi@-oompliance with conditions of
previous planning permissions; \\}QO R

e The details of pre-planning ,\rg@gh%gs with the Planning Authority in

relation to the proposed res, @ﬁo_n of the site;

Extraction has taken place below the groundwater level;

European Case Law in refation to carrying out EIA;

Non-compliance with Directive 2011/92/EU;

Non-compliance witk"European Waste Directive 2008/98/EC;

Non-compliance with the Aarhus Convention;

Reqguirement to address landscape impacts and compliance with the

National Landscape Strategy for Ireland (2015-2025);

e |t is submitted that the application should have been returned as it is
invalid.

e & ©® o o @

Internal Reports

This application was referred to the following internal departments, reports
received as indicated below. Please refer to the specific report on file should
further details be required.

Area Engineer: (verbal report) No objection — refer to Roads Report
Water Services: No objection subject to conditions

Environment: No objection subject to conditions

EHO: No objection subject to conditions

Transportation: No objection subject to conditions

Heritage Officer:  No objection subject to conditions

Kildare NRO: No objection
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Compliance: Enforcement file UD3455 refers (Case Closed)

Summary of key planning issues and assessment
As per previous report, the proposed development comprises the following
elements:
= Restoration of existing excavated gravel pit to original ground levels by
importing ¢. 1,500,000 tonnes of material using target inert materials
comprising (a) soil and stone, (b) concrete, (c) bricks, and (d) tiles and
ceramics, and including placement of cover soils and seeding.
= Phased restoration of the gravel pit over a period of 10 years, working
from its northern (rear) end to its southern (roadside) end.
= Tonnage requirement for restoration approximately 158,400 tonnes per
year in approximately 7920 HGV loads (i.e. 20 tonnes per load). The
aforesaid equates, over a 5 ¥z day week, to 3260 tonnes, or 592 tonnes
per day.
= Existing permitted truck movements under condition no. 2 of 07/188
(50 inbound and outbound loads per day) will not be exceeded.
Proposed restoration works will require 30 inbound and outbound
movements per day, while extraction activities will be 5 inbound and
outbound movements per day. .
= Continued excavation (and export) on a Ii@ﬂ%d basis of the residual
resource of sand and gravel still remaining® Section 6.4 of the EIS states -
that there is sufficient reserves fo aﬂg@if\; proximately 2-3years works of
about 100 tonnes per day (c. 5 loads)&” 3
= Temporary stockpiling of topsoi* d subsoil pending re-use as cover
material for restoration. &\0(\@\\
= Materials to be accepted: § the site between Bam to 6pm each
weekday and 8pm to 1pm o Saturdays.
Access from existing ga@@% entrance off R401.
Car parking to be provided on existing stoned out area.
Construction of temporary hardstanding area.
Installation of weighbridge and wheel wash facility on the site, close to
the entrance from the R401.
= Construction of temporary waste inspection area (concrete slab) north
of the entrance from the R401.
= Storage of plant/equipment fuel in double skinned bowsers on
hardstanding area (not intended to provided bunded fuel storage tanks
on the site and no refuelling of HGV trucks to take place on the site).
= Mains water available on the site.

The applicant’s response to Further Information is noted.

The site was inspected on 17" January 2017. The site is closed up and not
currently operating. A number of photographs were taken and are appended
to this repont. It is clear from the site visit that the site, whilst not openly
visible from the surrounding locality, is a remarkable feature of the landscape
within the site boundaries.

The following assessment should be read in conjunction with the previous
planning report on file.
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Principle of Development

As per previous report, the principle of quarry restoration is considered to be
acceptable. It is broadly accepted that there is merit in restoring and
rehabilitating worked out gravel pits, primarily due to the removal of the
negative visual impacts associated with quarries/pits in the rural landscape,
and the return of such sites to appropriate land uses such as agriculture. The
relevant provisions of the CDP and DoEHLG guidance support the restoration
and rehabilitation of gravel pits to suitable lands uses. Of particular note in
the CDP is Policy E 12, which seeks “To ensure that all existing workings are
rehabilitated to suitable lands uses and that extraction activities allow for
future rehabilitation and proper land use management”.

The site is an established (currently closed) gravel pit with an existing extant
permission under reg. ref. 07/188 (PL 09.226737). The appropriate period of
permission reg. ref. 07/188 was extended to 20/08/20 under reg. ref. 15/515.
In essence therefore, the applicant is permitted by the permission, to continue
extraction at the site up to August 2020.

Landscape and Visual Impact ‘

The applicant’s response to the Further Informatior&a“ga noted. It is considered
that landscape and visual impact assessmenl&eport has addressed the
principal requirements of the Planning Autlaé%@ including an examination of
the proposal in the context of Chaptero%'bf__thg CDP and the landscape
character/sensitivities of the area. oThe conclusions of the report are
considered to be acceptable as are: proposed mitigation measures which
includes retaining hedgerows alg Site boundary and its reinforcement with
additional planting and ensurin‘% e final restored landform is graded at a

shallow angle to as to merge vgit?] surrounding landscape.
X

The current application isﬁ‘oéé; the restoration of the quarry to agricultural use
required by condition 2(c) attached to 07/188 (PL09.226737) (as extended by
15/515). In this regard, it is considered that the impact of such a condition,
would have been assessed as appropriate prior to permitting the continued
- extraction at the site.

There are no further outstanding issues from the Council’s Heritage Officer in
relation to landscape and visual impact.

Plans and Particulars
The applicant was requested to submit an overlay of the permitted extraction
areas. Drawing 151324 P-05 is submitted which shows the following:

e the extracted area;

e the extraction site boundary of 01/1270;

o the extraction site boundary of 07/188 (PL09.226737);

e the restoration area including the area of overburden storage subject of

the current application (10.7ha);
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. . kS
:07/188 (PL09.226737) extraction area remaining Drg No 151324-P-05

It'f.cé'n,__:be- seen from the drawing that there is a portion of land towards the
‘eastern boundary, which has yet to be excavated — permitted under 07/188,
the life of which has been extended by 15/515.

Having regard to the above, it would appear extraction activity at the site to
date, has taken place within the permitted extraction areas.

Assessment of Alternatives

It is considered that the examination of alternatives, in this case, is somewhat
limited due to the nature of the development which is required on foot of a
previous planning permission. However, it is considered that the applicant’s
response to the Further Information in relation to alternative approaches to
the restoration of the site is acceptable.
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Cumulative Impacts/Interaction of Effects

It is considered that the proportion of lands remaining to be excavated is a
small proportion of the already quarried lands. In addition, it is considered
that the impacts of the restoration of the quarry which is a requirement of a
previous permission, in conjunction with continued small scale extraction at
the site would be negligible and/or capable of appropriate mitigation.

Technical Matters

The applicant’s Hydrogeological Report submitted as part of the Further
Information response is noted. The revised noise report is also noted, as is
the detail submitted in relation to the wastewater treatment at the site. The
Environment Section is satisfied with the applicant's response, subject to
conditions.

In relation to Natural Heritage, the applicant’s response which includes a
landscaping plan, habitat map and revised ecological impact assessment is
considered to be acceptable. The Council's Heritage Officer is satisfied with
the proposal, subject to conditions in relation to archaeology and bio-security
measures to prevent invasive species.

The applicant’'s response in relation to transpoﬂaé’ré()%} issues is noted. The
Transportation Section is now satisfied with the posed development. The
suggested haul route as outlined in the r@%@‘ﬁsa‘ to Further Information is
noted and is listed as a condition. It iscéf%&‘ noted that there is a condition
requiring the existing wheel wash facili@?@?the site, to be upgraded as part of
the proposed development. éyoi@
‘(\& \0
It would appear therefore tha}o\' (\technical matters appear to have been
addressed to the satisfactioré\ the Planning Authority and there are no
further matters arising. Qéé\\
QO

Having regard to the Planning History of the lands, including an extension of
duration of the permission, the results of the Board's determination under
Section 261A and the applicant's response to the request for Further
Information, it is considered that the use of the lands for extraction of sand

and gravel over an extraction area of 8.78ha is authorised and permitted.

Prescribed Bodies and Third Parties

The issues raised by TIl related to compliance with the DECLG Spatial
Planning and National Roads Guidelines for Planning Authorities (2012). TIl
have no further comment in this regard. The concerns raised by DAHRRGA in
relation to archaeology and archaeological monitoring are addressed by way
of condition.

A number of the issues raised by Mr. David Malone Environmental Action
Alliance Ireland in his two submissions have been addressed in
documentation on file including the applicant’s reply to the request for Further
Information, in the Council’'s technical department’'s consideration of the
application. Other issues raised are addressed elsewhere in this report, in
the EIA appended to this report and in the recommended conditions of the
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internal departments of the Planning Authority. It should be noted that
matters of law are for the Courts to adjudicate on.

In summary, the following is of note:

e Council Policy as expressed in the CDP 2011-2017, Chapter 10,
Section 10.8 to ensure that quarries/pits are rehabilitated to suitable
land uses.

e The site is required to be restored under condition no 2(c) of 07/188,
as extended by 15/515;

e Failure to restore the quarry would be a in breach of a condition
attached to a previous permission;

The principle of quarry restoration is acceptable;
The technical matters arising in the request for further information have
been addressed to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority;

¢ A do nothing scenario would not be in the best interests of the site and
the wider locality;

It is considered therefore that the restoration of the quarry would be in
accordance with the proper planning and sustainable development of the
area. &

| - &0
It is recommended that permission be grante{@, )

: A
Recommendation 0@0 &
It is recommended that permission bgcgz[&?ﬂed subject to conditions:

S

Schedule 1 - Co:msideratia::_ns,\‘&%ilO Reasons on which this Decision is
based as required by Arti‘éwm of the Planning and Development
Regulations 2001. \6\0 _
Having regard to the nawf\e of the proposed development, the previous
planning permissions on‘he site which required the restoration of the gravel
pit, and to the character of adjoining development, the provisions of the
County Development Plan 2011-2017 in relation to quarry/pit restoration, it is
considered that, subject to compliance with the conditions attached, the
proposed development would not seriously injure the amenities of the area or
of property in the vicinity, and would be in accordance with the proper
planning and sustainable development of the area.

Schedule 2 - Conditions to apply.

1. The development shall be carried out in accordance with the plans and
particulars and the EIS received by the Planning Authority on 23/05/2016 as
amended by significant further information received by the Planning Authority
on 21/10/2016 and revised public notices received on 18/11/2016, except
where altered or amended by conditions in this permission.

Reason: To enable the Planning Authority to check the proposed
development when completed, by reference to approved particulars.

2. This permission permits the phased restoration of the existing quarry over
a 10 year period through the importation of inert natural materials, principally
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excess soll, stones, and/or broken rock, excavated on construction sites as
indicated in the submitted documentation. No other material shall be used in
the development. At the end of the 10 year period, all restoration shall be
completed, the temporary structures, including wheelwash shall be removed
from site and site shall be closed. No extension of works beyond 10 years
shall take place without the benefit of planning permission.

Reason: In the interest of clarity and to ensure that the permission hereby
granted relates to the permission sought.

3. The applicant shall apply for and obtain a Waste Licence from the
Environmental Protection Agency prior to waste activities commencing on
site.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.

4. The phased restoration shall take place in a north-south direction and shall
be in accordance with the details submitted in EIS received by the Planning
Authority on 23/05/2016. Prior to the commencement of restoration works,
and on an annual basis thereafter, the applicant/gé'veloper shall submit, for
the written agreement of the Planning Authorhir a detailed topographical
survey, to indicate precise area of lands f@k@%torahon within that phase in
conjunction with previous phases havingstaken place to date. Details shall
include pre filled levels vis a vis restors levels and cross sections of the
lands showing the fill levels to dat \@1 shall include a brief commentary on
the progress of restoration at thg&@% including an estimated completion of
each phase. <° Q$
\

Reason: In the interest of visual amenity, orderly development and the
proper planning and sustajhable development of the area.

5. The applicant/developer shall submit to the Planning Authority, on an
annual basis, from the date of final grant of permission, details of the tonnage
of intake into the site during the preceding year.

Reason: In the interest of orderly development and to monitor the activities
on site on an annual basis.

6. The site, including boundary treatment, shall be landscaped fully in
accordance with the landscaping plan received by the Planning Authority on
21/10/2016, including the reinstatement of field boundaries as shown on the
Landscape Plan Drawing No. 151324 - P - 08

Reason: In the interest of visual amenity, orderly development and the
proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

7. The site shall be developed in accordance with the mitigation measures
outlined in the EIS received by the Planning Authority on 23/05/2016 and
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where relevant, revised following receipt of further information/revised plans
received by the Planning Authority on 21/10/2016.

Reason: In the interest of the proper planning and sustainable development
of the area.

8. (a) The existing buffer area between the eastern edge of the quarry put
and the western edge of Recorded Monument KD 017-026 (moated site),
shall be maintained during all re-instatement works. The buffer area should
be appropriately marked with temporary driven stakes and tape.

(b) No construction or other vehicles should enter this buffer area during the
course of the re-instatement works

(c) Removal of the silt bund shall be monitored by an archaeologist as per the
following requirement:

* The applicant is required to employ a qualified archaeologist to monitor
the removal of the silt bund.

e A report of the monitoring should include photographs of the area
before, during and after monitoring has taken place, as well as detailed
photographs of specific areas, as required.

e A key plan, clearly showing the Iocation @nd direction from which
photographs were taken should b ﬁ\uded in the report. (An
annotated site location map will suff g§ this purpose).

e Should archaeological rnatenalQo @ found during the course of

monitoring, the archaeologlst ﬁﬁ@ have work on the site stopped,
pending a decision as to how @st to deal with the archaeology. The
developer shall be prepare {0 be advised by the Department of Arts,
Heritage Regional, F{u’r%.ls\‘and Gaeltacht Affairs with regard to any
necessary mitigating r;g;i‘?on (e.g. preservatlon in situ, or excavation)
and should facilitate $he archaeologist in recording any material found.

e The Planning Autﬁ8nty and the Department of Arts, Heritage Regional,
Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs shall be furnished with a report describing
the results of the monitoring.

Reason: In the interests of preserving archaeological material.
9. All wheels of trucks shall be washed prior to entering the site to reduce
potential for infestation with Japanese Knotweed and/or other invasive

species

Reason: In the interest of protection of the landscape and the rural character
of the area.

10. All hauliers importing waste to or removing waste from the facility shall
hold a valid waste collection permit in accordance with the Waste
Management (Collection Permit) Regulations 2007, as amended.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.
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11. Surface and Groundwater Mitigation Measures specified in Sections
6.16.1 to 6.16.9 of the Environmental Impact Statement, written by Raphael
McEvoy of RME Environmental, dated May 2016 shall be implemented and
mitigation measures specified in Section 11 of the Hydrogeological
Assessment, written by IE Consulting, dated 21st October 2016 shall be
implemented.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.

12. Air Quality Remedial or Reduction Measures specified in Section 7.8.1 to
7.8.3 of the Environmental Impact Statement, written by Raphael McEvoy of
RME Environmental, dated May 2016 shall be implemented.

Reason: [n the interest of public health, to avoid poliution, and to ensure
proper development.

13. Noise Mitigation Measures specified in Sections 8.10.1 and 8.10.2 of the
Environmental Impact Statement written by Raphael McEvoy of RME
Environmental, dated May 2016 shall be implemente%

S

)
Reason: In the interest of public health, to %@% pollution, and to ensure

proper development. ™
oS

. QO . K

14. Noise Control Q“}\é&)\

(a) Noise from the development sg'aﬁoﬁot give rise to sound pressure levels
(LAeq 30 minutes) measured at&heise sensitive locations which exceed the
following limits: S

&
(i) 55 dB(A) between @“8 hours of 0800 and 1800 Monday to Friday
inclusive (excluding bankdiolidays)
(ii) 45 dB(A) at any other time.

(b) There shall be no clearly audible tonal component or impulsive component
in the noise emission from the development at any *noise sensitive location.

Note: *"Noise sensitive location:

Any dwelling house, hotel or hostel, health building, educational
establishment, place of worship or entertainment, or any other facility or area
of high amenity which for its proper enjoyment requires the absence of noise
at nuisance levels.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.

15. The total dust emission arising from all the on-site operations associated
with the proposed development shall not exceed 350 milligrams per metre
squared per day, averaged over a continuous period of 30 days, when
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measured as deposition of insoluble particulate matter at any position along
the boundary of the site.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.

16. Applicant shall use “Best Practicable Means” to prevent/minimise noise
and dust emissions during the operational phase of the development, through
the provision and proper maintenance, use and operation of all machinery all
to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.

17. All overground oil, chemical storage tank(s) shall be adequately bunded
to protect against spillage. Bunding shall be impermeable and capable of
retaining a volume equal or greater than 100% of the capacity of the largest
tank within the bunding area or 25% of the total volume of the substance
which could be stored within the area, whichever is greater. Filling and
offtake points shall be located within the bunded aregé,

&
Reason: In the interest of public health, to.axé?d-pollution. and to ensure
proper development. o@;\dé\

& \@6
18. All Waste Water from the facilily@?f&ﬁ be diverted to a holding tank. The
contractor collecting the waste watg;lp all hold a valid waste collection permit
in accordance with the Waste Mandgement (Collection Permit) Regulations
2007, as amended. The waste@@%r shall be brought to an authorised waste
water treatment plant. \6\00

Reason: In the interestsdf public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.

19. Prior to commencement of development, the applicant/developer shall
submit for the written consent of the Planning Authority, details on how the
water from the wheel wash system will be collected/stored and recycled.

Reason: [n the interest of public health, to avoid pollution, and to ensure
proper development.

20. No surface water runoff from the site shall discharge onto the public road.
Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

21 Lines of sight at entrance to the site shall be provided strictly in
accordance with the requirements of the Design Manual for Roads and

Bridges.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.
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22. Prior to commencement of the development the existing front boundary
to the north of the existing entrance shall be removed and a new boundary
hedge shall be erected along the sight visibility line as shown on Kildare
Architects & Design drawing numbers 151324-P-08 and 151324-P-10
received 21/10/16.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

23. The applicant shall erect appropriate warning signage in the vicinity of the
proposed entrance for the benefit of all those passing the entrance and those
entering and exiting from the site.

Reason: In the interest of traffic and pedestrian safety.

24. The existing wheelwash facility on site is inadequate and shall be
removed. The applicant shall install a mains or diesel powered wheelwash
facility with wheel and under carriage power wash installations. The size and
type of wheelwash facility shall be agreed in writing with the Planning
Authority prior to commencement of the development.

Reason: In the interest of minimising the deposnt@ﬂ of debris on the public
road. &
&\\ &

25. The applicant shall ensure that all @(s travelling to and from the site
follow the haul route submitted by Kll reArchitects & Design Ltd. in Section
15 of their letter responding to th \9@quest for further information received
21/10/16. There should be no triigks travelling through the Market Square
Kildare Town and through the/Dunmurray Road Railway Overbridge for this
development. A maximum of“35 inbound and outbound trucks in both
directions shall be allowed o;g?au:c:ess this site for the duration of the 10 year
period. &

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

26. The applicant shall keep a record of all traffic movements in and out of
the site. This record shall contain details of all traffic movements (including
origin and destination of vehicles, registration and type of vehicle) and shall
be available for inspection on site by the Planning Authority during working
hours.

Reason: To assess the impact of the development on the existing road
network and to ensure that the levels of generated traffic are as per
applicants’ submission.

27. The applicant shall ensure that no vehicles access the site which
exceeds the legal maximum axle weight limit.

Reason: To ensure the road network serving the development is protected.
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28. No queuing of delivery trucks shall take place on the R401. Should a
large volume of deliveries take place on a given day, the site entrance and
access road shall be capable of accommodating all deliveries to the site.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

29. Sufficient car and truck parking and turning space shall be provided
within the curtilage of the site for all operations carried out in association with
the permitted site activities. Car parking spaces shall be in accordance with
the Kildare County Development Plan.

Reason: In the interest of traffic safety.

30. No spoil, dirt, debris or other materials shall be deposited on the public
road, footpath or verge by machinery or vehicles travelling to or from the
development site during construction phase. All wheels of trucks shall be
washed prior to exiting the site. The applicant shall arrange for vehicles
leaving the site to be kept clean. A special bond of €10,000 shall be paid to
Kildare County Council to ensure satisfactory compliance with this condition.
Reason: In the interest of traffic safety. @0&
6\
31. Land and roadside drainage shall nQﬂQé\ impaired. Drainage shall be
provided at the entrance which shall dlscgé’@ to drainage on site.
L
Q"&
Reason: To ensure proper serwcmegﬁ){dhe development
&
32. Hours of operation of {h \\%evelopment shall be from 8am to 6pm
weekdays (Monday to Frlday)@ﬁd 8am to 1pm Saturdays. There shall be no
operation of the site on Sunghys or Bank Holidays.
(\
Qo
Reason: In the interest of residential amenity.

Levies as applicable — quarry restoration to agricultural use 10.7ha. é 1O, SO0 -0
See  aodred Lgulﬁ ( Q(JLM

EHO - separate letter

Yy .

Noofyeen V. it

Executive Planner Senior Executive Planner
ml‘\ﬂ 20 (.
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Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Report
(To accompany Planning Report for Reg. ref. 16/526)

Updated EIA Report in relation to Further Information Received on
21.10.16

The aim of the EIA Report is to identify and assess the effects (direct and
indirect) of the proposed development on various environmental factors, in
order to assist in considering whether it is consistent with the proper planning
and sustainable development of the area. An assessment of the adequacy of
the information contained in the planning application and Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) is therefore required. The content of a number of
chapters of the EIS are more pertinent to the competent internal departments
of the Planning Authority. The EIA Report has therefore also been informed
by reports received from the Planning Authority’s integhal departments.
Submissions received from prescribed bodies an%ﬁ‘uird parties have also
been taken account of. Inthe interest of clgﬁty@nd legibility for the reader it
is proposed to structure this EIA Report |g§ff@é with the sequencing of the
information contained in the EIS. It is g@t\gﬂﬁe intention of this EI1A Report to
summarise the content of the EIS, gﬁi@%ther to address the information
contained therein in a direct and\@ inct manner.The content of this EIA
report has had regard to the DE@_G ‘Guidelines for Planning Authorities and
An Bord Pleandla on carryﬂ;g%ur Environmental Impact Assessment (2013)".
&
Please be advised that thc;s EIA Report has been updated, where required, to
take account of further information received by the Planning Authority on
21.10.2016.In the interest of clarity for the reader, the updated information will
be identified with coloured and bolded sections.

The sequencing of the content of this EIA Report is as follows:
1) Consideration of Alternatives
2) Cumulative Impacts & Interaction of Effects
3) Human Beings
4) Natural Heritage/Ecology
5) Hydrogeology (Soils, Geology, Water)
6) Noise & Air Quality
7) Archaeological Heritage
8) Landscape & Visual Impacts
9) Traffic & Transportation
10) Material Assets
11) Conclusion
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1) Consideration of Alternatives
The submitted EIS does not outline alternatives to the proposed development,
and therefore provides no reasons as to why the proposed development, as
an option, was chosen.

Section 5.2 of the DECLG ‘Guidelines for Planning Authorities and An Bord
Pleanala on carrying out Environmental Impact Assessment (2013)’ states
that:

The applicant/developer must also submit an outline of the main alternatives
studied...

The DECLG Guidelines further state in Section 5.3 that:

The study of alternatives carried out by the applicant may, however, give
useful guidance to the competent authority on its decision on the application
and while it does not form part of the assessment as defined in section 171A,
the EIA Report should comment on and assess the rgbustness of the
applicant’s conclusions on the environmental effe@? of the alternatives
outlined. 0&30;@

_ FL
The information provided in the fur{!@é\%formaﬁon response has

identified a number of alternativﬁi@%arding the alternatives possible
within the site. The consideraoﬂ?:\)\gg’*‘of alternatives at the site is largely
limited due to the nature and<‘§§\ale of the development having already
taken place on the lands. ?ﬁ\esponse to the further information request
the applicant has submitted a range of alternative approaches to the
development of the lands as follows:

(i) Alternative Locations
It is stated that given the location dependent nature of the development,
no alternative location is therefore applicable in the instance of the
proposed development. An alternative location for the weighbridge and
offices is considered, however there was no environmental or
commercial benefit to be accrued from their relocation.

An alternative location for the materials, inspection and quarantine
areas was considered as part of the response to the further information
request, however the proposed option was deemed to be the most
secure way to manage the intake of material and to ensure the utmost
levels of environmental protection and health and safety are observed.

59

EPA Export 09-02-2017:02:06:31




(ii) Alternative Site Layout and Project Design
Having considered alternative layout and design approaches, the
development as proposed is considered to be the optimum solution to
minimise potential impacts on the environment.

(iii)Phasing
Consideration was given to the backfilling of the site starting at the
southern end of the site and working back towards the northern end of
the site. However given the requirement of additional haul routes within
the site, it was considered that this would not represent best
engineering practice.

(iv) Operational Issues
Consideration was given to establish whether alternative phasing would
give rise to mitigation effects, however given that the noise and dust
arising predictions do not indicate any significant environmental issues,
an alternative proposal was not deemed to demonstrate any

environmental gain. &

&

&
(v) Site Layout and Boundary Consid%i%j@ns
Having regard to the requirements of tiéproposed development to have
a waste licensed issued by the EPQ,Q‘?@QP design team assessed the full

boundary of the ‘owned’ site vegggﬁ:gﬁwe void space location.
. . g <<0<§‘§&
(vi) Final layout design «*

All design decisions were based primarily on information arising from
the project EIS and decjgied upon in order of importance as follows:

» Ecology

¢ Landscape Assessment

» Benefit of restoration to agricultural land

s Health and Safety

o Economic Benefit

(vii) Alternative Processes
An assessment of alternative processes on site considered the
possibility of providing an on-site screening, separation and
reconstitution of waste material as it arrives at the site, with a view to
the creation of alternative products for re-sale and re-distribution back
to the construction industry. This alternative was deemed to be
unsuitable given the relatively small annual volume required for the
backfilling operation and complex operational and licensing of the
facility, which could lead to delays in delivering the ultimate objective of
a fully restored agricultural field.
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(viii) The ‘Do Nothing’ Approach
While it is stated that there are what are considered to be temporary
negatives to the carrying on of the development such as noise, dust, air
quality and traffic issues, these are temporary and the willingness of the
developer to make the commitment to restore the site should be taken
into account. The “do nothing’ approach could only be viewed as a
wasted opportunity.

It is considered that the approach adopted by the applicant is
reasonable and justified.

2) Cumulative Impacts & Interaction of Effects
Key considerations in relation to cumulative impacts include:

= The combined effects of the proposed development with existing
quarrying activities taking place on the site. The importation of material
to raise ground levels will be taking place alor@ude :
quarrying/extraction activities. @ ; _
= The combined effects of the proposegeég@elopment with other SImllar
developments operating in the wi gf%r a. '
= The combined effects of the prgpb\é@d development with other
significant developments in | @ ea, whether existing/already
operational, or existing e)(tﬁ@‘planmng permissions yet to be
implemented. QoQ
&
&
The EIS does not prewde(;f‘spemflc chapter or section dealing with cumulative
impacts. From the information included, there appears to be an absence of a
robust and tangible assessment of potential combined effects. Apart from the
matter of traffic impacts, the main focus of the EIS appears largely to be in

relation to the effects of the restoration works to be carried out.

The further information response submitted on 21.10.16 provides a
specific section on the Cumulative Impacts and Interaction of Effects of
the proposed development.

The matrix included as part of the response to further information
adequately demonstrates that the proposed development has been
assessed to consider the potential impacts and effects. The matrix
submitted has identified where possible interaction that may result
between various environmental impacts.

In terms of the cumulative impact of the continuation of extraction, the
report indicates that:
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e the proposal will result in less traffic movements generated at the
site, than currently permiited;

o there will be some direct impacts associated with extraction and
backfilling on the localised ecology within the quarry, but minor

and capable of mitigation;

e all waste will be screened in accordance with waste acceptance
criteria prior to being accepted at the site — all material will be
inert and non-leaching;
the proposal involves dry backfilling;

» there have been no transgressions below the water table;

e no predicted air emissions arising from traffic volumes - less than
those of the permitted extraction;

e management of dust at the site will be to acceptable
environmental norms;

e air quality impacts arising from traffic and dust can be mitigated
against;

e EPA Licence conditions and operating parameters will control the
development;

¢ no significant noise impacts at the nearest sensitive areas to the
site — no cumulative impacts of running the’site simultaneously;
on site machinery similar for restoration&nd extraction;

e cumulative impact on l.andsc::apeoav\fm$ be positive — creation of
10.7ha of newly constituted a tural land - site not visible
externally — restoration of visusl amenity;

« negligible direct mpacts@i@ respect of interactions of the
foregoing; (g &

%
The reports of the Council’ s\l@%hmcal departments in relation to Further
Information response shqﬁs a satisfaction with the proposal and in this
regard, to the potentlai@%mulatwe impacts arising from the proposed
development which have been indicated as minimal and where arising,

capable of appropriate mitigation.

3) Human 'éei'ngs
Chapter 3 of the EIS

The EIS identifies 8 dwellings in the more immediate environs of the site (See
Fig. 3.1 in the EIS. The application documentation includes a number of
signed letter from neighbouring property owners expressing their support of
the proposed development and citing that they have experienced no
disturbances from the gravel pit.

There is a lack of detail and clarity in regard to the use and adequacy of

existing berming and proposed temporary earth mounds as referred to in the
EIS. They are not identified on the submitted site layout plans. Aside from
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containing visual impacts, the use of berming and earth mounds would also
serve to suppress and control noise and dust emissions from the site.

In Section 3.4 of the EIS it is proposed that the duration of restoration
activities in the immediate vicinity of residences will be kept to a minimum.
However, no details are provided on how it is intended to minimise the
restoration works.

The report from the Council's Environment Section refers to deficiencies in
regard to the baseline noise monitoring that was carried out. The report notes
that while reference is made to ten noise sensitive locations in Table 8.7 of
the EIS, baseline noise levels were only taken for two locations. The ten
noise sensitive locations are also listed in Table 7.0 of the Noise Impact
Assessment included in Appendix 6.

The report from the Council’s Transportation Department highlights that no
measures have been proposed to prevent dust being blown onto public roads.
Notwithstanding the aforesaid, it is noted that remedigtand reductive
measures in relation to dust are set out in Sectiono&% of the EIS.

T
The revised reports submitted in resp@f@oto the Further Information
have served to address the impact§\¢§‘(&ﬁe proposed development on
various aspects of the environmejiz ecting Human Beings. The
Environment Section has no gﬁ}\@tion to the development subject to
conditions in relation to inte?gﬁa the mitigation of noise and dust. The
matrix submitted with the application shows that there will be an
interaction between Hum#in Beings and Water, Air Quality, Noise,
Landscape, Material Assets and Traffic, however the interactions and
effects have been demonstrated to be relatively low during the
development stage. Condition Numbers 14, 15 and 16 of this permission
specifically deal with the control and minimisation of noise and dust in
the area.

4) Natural Heritage/Ecology
Chapter 4 of the EIS examines ecology, flora and fauna; Appendix 1 includes
an ‘Ecology Report’, while Appendix 2 includes an ‘Appropriate Assessment
Screening Report’

The matter of impacts on natural heritage and ecological impacts has been
assessed by the Council’s Heritage Officer, whose report lists a number of
deficiencies with respect to the information provided:

= The EIS does not contain a habitat map so it is unclear the locations
referred to within the EIS report.
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= The Appropriate Assessment Screening Report in the Appendix to the
EIS refers to Sand Martins an Amber listed Bird nesting in the south
west corner of the site, however, no mitigation measures were
identified for the protection of these species.

= No reference has been made to breeding birds or wintering birds or the
likelihood of their occurrence.

= No bio security measures have been provided to prevent the
importation of soil infested with invasive species.

= No recommendations are given for the protection of hedgerows during
the restoration process.

In view of the issues listed above, the Heritage Officer is seeking further
information as follows:

g) The requirement for a detailed habitat map to be overlaid on the
proposed development.

h) The requirement for a Breeding Bird Survey, with particular reference
to Red or amber listed bird species in the currefit list of Birds of
Conservation Concern in Ireland i.e. Sand Martins identified on the site.

i) ldentify the bio security measures to g%@ken with the importation of
inert soil to the site to avoid cont%ﬁ:@ﬁ?ion f the site with invasive
species. : OQQ;\@‘

& 0§ ;
Impacts on Natura 2000 Netwg@c%&%s have not been raised as an area of
concem by the Heritage Officeo\r@ﬁ in the submission from the DAHRRGA.

X

The revised reports received in response to the further information
request have been deemed to be satisfactory by the Heritage Officer.
Impacts on Natura 2000 Network sites have not been raised as an area
of concern by the Heritage Officer, or in the submission from the
DAHRRGA.

5) Hydrogeoloqy (Soils, Geoloqgy, Water)
Impacts of soils and geology are examined in Chapter 5 of the EIS, while
impacts on Water are covered in Chapter 6. Separate reports on soils and
geology and water are also included in Appendix 3 and Appendix 4.

The Council’s Environment Section is not satisfied with regard to the
information provided in respect of hydrogeology. The key issues that are
cited in this regard include (a) groundwater flow direction, (b) water table
levels, (c) impacts on local wells and on the Monasterevin/Rathangan
Wellfield, and (d) impacts on watercourses. The Environment Section also
seeks details on how the open ponds on the site will be re-instated.

64

EPA Export 09-02-2017:02:06:31



The proposed development was discussed with the Environment Section on
13/07/16. It was noted that from their inspections of the site that extraction
appears to have taken place below the level of the water table. For this
reason a more detailed survey of hydrogeological conditions is required.

The report from the Environmental Health Officer raises no concerns
regarding potential impacts on hydrogeology.

The report from the Council's Water Services Department also expresses no
objection to the proposed development. The report also states that (a) the
site is well outside source protection zones and (b) the reservoir adjacent to
the site has been decommissioned.

The revised reports submitted in relation to hydrogeology have been
deemed to be satisfactory to the Environment Section.

The report from the Environmental Health Officer raises no concerns
regarding potential impacts on hydrogeology. é\)&
&

The report from the Council’s Water Servg&gﬁbepaﬂment also
expresses no objection to the propos@@evelopment The report also
states that (a) the site is well outsrd\@‘ﬁ@ume protection zones and (b)
the reservoir adjacent to the SIt%Jﬁg@ een decommissioned.
< A*\&\

6) Noise & Air Quality «*
Chapter 7 of the EIS examn};eﬁ Alr Quality, while Chapter 8 examines Noise.

&

Potential noise and air quality impacts from the proposed development have
been assessed by the Council’'s Environment Section and by the
Environmental Health Officer.

It is considered that there is a lack of detail and clarity in regard to the use
and adequacy of existing berming and proposed temporary earth mounds as
referred to in the EIS. They are also not identified on the submitted site
layout plans. The use of berming and mounding would assist in noise and
dust containment.

Section 3.4 of the EIS proposes that the duration of restoration activities in
the immediate vicinity of residences will be kept to a minimum. However, no
details are provided on how it is intended to minimise the restoration works.
The report from the Council's Environment Section refers to deficiencies in

regard to the baseline noise monitoring that was carried out. The submitted
documentation identifies that only two monitoring locations were utilised.
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The report from the Environmental Health Officer expresses no objection to
the proposed development subject to conditions. The proposed development
was discussed with the E.H.O on 13/07/16. During this discussion the E.H.O
highlighted that there is no history of any complaints received in the Kildare
offices of the HSE, noise, dust related or otherwise, regarding the operation of
the quarry.

The report from the Council’'s Transportation Department highlights that no
measures have been proposed to prevent dust being blown onto public roads.
Notwithstanding the aforesaid, it is noted that remedial and reductive
measures in relation to dust are set out in Section 7.8 of the EIS.

Noise and Air Quality issues have been resolved to the satisfaction of
the Environment and Roads Section, subject to conditions requiring
appropriate mitigation measures.

7) Archaeological Heritage &
Chapter 9 of the EIS deals with cultural heritage, @usive of archaeological
heritage and architectural heritage. Appench\gﬁ}l the EIS includes a ‘Cultural
Heritage Report’ which specifically addr%gfé\@é‘ archaeological heritage.

R
No impacts or other effects are ide@ﬂﬁe% with respect to architectural heritage
i.e. protected structures or NIAI—O{@\\ ctures. There are no such structures on
or in the vicinity of the site. \ooQ\\’

,\0
The submission from the@flo-lRRGA recommends a number of
archaeological mitigation measures in relation to the two Recorded
Monuments adjacent to the site (KD017-026 and KD017-038). The mitigation
meastures centre on the establishment of a buffer and archaeological
monitoring. Apart from the mitigation measures, the DAHRRGA submission
expresses no objection to the proposed development.

In line with the DAHRRGA submission referred to above, the report from the
Council’s Heritage Officer also recommends mitigation measures in relation to
the two Recorded Monuments beside the site. The Heritage Officer refers to
Section 5 of the Cultural Heritage Report in Appendix 7 of the EIS in this
regard.

In conjunction with the DAHRRGA submission, the report from the
Council’s Heritage Officer also recommends mitigation measures in
relation to the two Recorded Monuments beside the site. The Heritage
Officer refers to Section 5 of the Cultural Heritage Report in Appendix 7
of the EIS in this regard.
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8)Landscape & Visual Impacts
The matter of landscape impacts is dealt with in Chapter 10 of the EIS and in
the associated photographic survey provided in Appendix 8 of same.

As referred to in the attached planning report, benefits do result from restoring
and rehabilitating worked out gravel pits. A planning gain results from the
removal of the negative visual impacts associated with such pits in the rural
landscape, as well as the return of such sites to suitable land uses like
agriculture.

A key factor in the consideration of landscape and visual impacts is that the
site is located within a visually sensitive area. In Chapter 14 of the Kildare
County Development Plan 2011-2017 the rural area is included with the
‘Chair of Kildare’ upland landscape character area. More specifically, the site
is positioned on the foothills of Dunmurry Hill, and is in proximity to Grange
Hill and Red Hill, all three of which are designated hilltop views. Chapter 14
also identifies a long section of the R401 Regional Rgad south of the site as a
scenic route. The landscape character of the are%@. therefore such that a
thorough and robust landscape and visual wg}s}gﬁ assessment is required.
However, it is considered that there are ngﬁ’p‘?ous inadequacies in relation to
the information provided in the applnc@%@ﬁocumentatlon listed as follows:
é}\ &
= The absence of a detalleq\‘égéessment of the proposed development
relative to the Iandscap§ dés:gnatsons for the area in Chapter 14 of the
CDP. Section 10.2.4 isthe EIS refers to the elevated vistas in the rural
area, elevated roaddevels and low vegetation, and the availability of
extensive views, but does not appear correlate these characteristics
with the proposed development.
= A predominance of the examination of more localised views in the
vicinity of the site;
= No assessment of views from Dunmurry Hill or Grange Hill;
=  The absence of a site specific and separate landscaping plan to
mitigate potential visual impacts;
= Limited information provided in relation to existing planting to be
retained/protected, proposed planting, the location of berming etc.
= Section drawings not provided at regulatory 1:200 scale.
= No east — west section drawings of the site provided.

Landscape and visual impacts are identified as being largely positive.
There are no further matters arising from the Heritage Officer in relation

to landscape and visual impact.

9) Traffic & Transportation
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Chapter 11 of the EIS deals with Traffic.

A central tenet of the application documentation, including Chapter 11 of the
EIS, is that the traffic movements generated by the proposed development
(inbound and outbound) will not be more than the maximum of 50 already
permitted under condition no. 2 of reg. ref. 07/188 (PL 09.226737). This
assertion is on the basis that (a) the proposed development will result in 30
movements (inbound and outbound) per day, and that (b) existing extraction
activities result in 5 movements (inbound and outbound) per day.

The restoration of existing excavated gravel pit to original ground levels is
proposed by importing c. 1,500,000 tonnes of material over a phased 10 year
period, using target inert materials comprising (a) soil and stone, (b) concrete,
(c) bricks, and (d) tiles and ceramics, and including placement of cover soils
and seeding.

The tonnage requirement for restoration is given as an approximate 158,400
tonnes per year, equating to approximately 7920 HG¥loads (i.e. 20 tonnes
per load). Over a 5 ¥z day week, 3260 tonnes wilgt??-:- imported onto the site,
amounting 592 tonnes per day. 4?0{\;\&@

F&

The pit will continue to be excavated gn%fmited basis, on the basis that
there are sufficient reserves to cov@i@%eriod of 2-3years i.e. 100 tonnes per
day (c. 5 loads per day). Permig \gfr reg. ref. 07/188 (PL 09.226737) is not

due to expire until 2020. \oo®

O

The Kildare NRO takes sgé‘?i}ic account of the stated traffic movement figures
in their report, which expresses no objection to the proposed development.
The Kildare NROs expression of no objection is on the basis that traffic
movements (inbound and outbound) will not be more than the maximum of 50
already permitted under condition no. 2 of reg. ref. 07/188 (PL 09.226737).

The Tll submission refers to the requirement to abide by official policy in
relation to development on/affecting national roads, as outlined in the DECLG
‘Spatial Planning and National Roads Guidelines for Planning Authorities
(2012)’. Apart from the aforesaid, the Tll submission raises no objection to
the proposed development.

The report from the Council’s Transportation Department requires a number
of issues to be addressed relating to:

= Revised haul routes so that Kildare Town is avoided;

= Existing inadequate sightlines at existing entrance;
= Measures for the previous of dust being blown onto the public road;
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= A site traffic management layout;

= On-site car parking;

= Turning movements within the site in terms of vehicle numbers and
types.

The traffic movements generated by the proposed development
(inbound and outbound) will not be more than the maximum of 50
already permitted under condition no. 2 of reg. ref. 07/188 (PL
09.226737). This assertion is on the basis that (a) the proposed
development will result in 30 movements (inbound and outbound) per
day, and that (b) existing extraction activities result in 5 movements
(inbound and outbound) per day.

Although the pit is currently closed there is permission to allow it
continue to be excavated on a limited basis, on the basis that there are
sufficient reserves to cover a period of 2-3years i.e. 100 tonnes per day
(c. 5 loads per day). Permission reg. ref. 07/188 (PL 09.226737) is not
due to expire until 2020. &

\\Qé

The report from the Council’s Transporta@rﬁ)epanment following
assessment of the applicant’s responsﬁitp\%urther Information
expresses no objection to the propgsqﬁ' restoration of the quarry,
subject to conditions including th2 ﬁmgnatlon of an appropriate haul

route. The report of the NRO eﬁ@*esses no objection.
®

10) Material Assets &6\

Chapter 12 of the EIS assesses material assets that could be potentially

impacted on by the proposed development. That is, human origin assets

such as infrastructure, economic activities and property values in the area.

The matter of impacts on the public road infrastructure requires further
attention in relation to the identification of haul routes, sightlines at the existing
site entrance, and the potential for dust to be blown onto roads. The report
from the Transportation Department refers in this regard.

The application documentation details that the traffic movements generated
by the proposed development (inbound and outbound) will not be more than
the maximum of 50 already permitted under condition no. 2 of reg. ref. 07/188
(PL 09.226737). Reg. ref. is an extant permission which is not due to expire
until 2020. The proposed traffic movement figures are therefore a key
consideration that would mitigate impacts on the public road infrastructure in
the area. The report from the Kildare NRO expresses no objection to the
proposed development on the basis of the traffic movement figures provided.
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Also, the submission from Tl expresses no objection to the proposed
development.

Section 12.2.4 in the EIS refers to the fact that the proposed development will
restore the excavated pit to an agricultural landscape. This would represent a
positive impact both in terms of providing a suitable land use and in terms of
the appearance of the rural landscape.

Section 12.2.6 of the EIS details that it is not likely that many of the local
houses in the vicinity of the application site source drinking water from the
local aquifer as they are predominantly on a mains supply. However no
figures or other survey data has been provided to support this contention.
The report from the Environment Section also highlights that further
information is needed in order to assess impacts from the proposed
development on groundwater.

Further baseline noise monitoring is required in order to be able to assess
impacts from noise on dwellings in the area. As the Bfivironment Section
repoﬂ points out, only two noise monitoring Iocatlgf% have been utilised.
: Q@ S
The proposed development will restorg?ib)‘é excavated quarry to an
agricultural landscape. This would\@éﬁ?’esent a positive impact both in
terms of providing a suitable Iag@@% and in terms of the appearance of
the rural landscape. N
<<°Q$
The reports submitted with.the application, together with the documents
submitted in response @“?h? request for Further Information have, in
conjunction with appropriate mitigation measures, been adjudged to
satisfy the requirements of the Council’s internal departments.

Conclusion

This report comprises an Environmental Impact Assessment of the proposed
development. The aim of the EIA Report is to identify and assess effects of
the proposed development on various environmental factors, in order to assist
in considering whether the proposed development is consistent with the
proper planning and sustainable development of the area.

It is considered that all anticipated effects on the environment from the
proposed development as identified and detailed in this EIA Report have been
comprehensively evaluated and addressed in the application plans and
particulars (including the EIS) received on 23/05/2016, and in the Further
Information response received on 21/10/2016 and in all internal department
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reports, including the planning reports. Submissions and observations
received from prescribed bodies and third parties in relation to the proposed
development have also been considered in this regard.

It is considered that the nature and extent of the anticipated effects on the
environment are such that they can be suitably mitigated, reduced and/or
avoided, where required, by conditions in the grant of planning permission.
These conditions are necessary to ensure that the mitigation measures
contained in the EIS and in the response to the request for Further
Information are implemented and that further measures are carried out where
required by condition.

2 .
Signed "‘LM"(%{—“A- Signed_ t’_ (alen
Executive Planner Senior Executive Planner
l‘t\t\l’l 2 ol o1
S|gned W Lk/\/\/\/') g@ W
Senlor Planner P tor f Services
2. 1.1 .OQQé@G‘ @47@“ 207 7
L’ ;
DO\
<(0\ *'\\0)
55
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Appropriate Assessment Screening Report

Development Type Restoration of the existing excavated gravel pit
Development Location Boherhill

Rathangan

Co. Kildare
Natura 2000 sites within the The proposed development is within 15km of the
potential impact zone following Natural 2000 sites:

The Barrow SAC (002162)
Pollardstown Fen (000396)

Mouds Bog (002331))
Long Derries (000925 )
Species or habitats listed on None ol
Annexes of the Habitats or Birds
Directive which might be )
£ R4
impacted &
&
Planning File Ref 16/526 0&?0;?@
&
Description of the project NN
pti proj . OQQé\\&‘
A & sl L
KO

The project consists of the following)*e\l\gﬁtents:

e The use of imported inert qsf%ral materials, principally excess soils, stones, and/or
broken rock excavated gﬁoconstruction sites, to backfill and restores a large existing
void created by previgus extraction of sand and gravel.

e Recovery of imported inert construction materials, including, granular fill, concrete

blocks, bricks and ceramic tiles.

_Separation and quarantine of any non-inert construct ion and demolition waste

Continued excavation on a limited basis
Export of sand and gravel off site
Phased restoration of the backfilled void ( including placement of cover soils and
seeding)
Return to grassland
e Temporary stock piling of topsoil

Distance from designated sites in potential impact zone*

There are no surface water bodies directly connected to the proposed site, The proposed
development will not discharge directly to any water body and will therefore have no
significant impact on the4 water quality of hydrogeology of the surrounding area. The hydro-
geological assessment indicated that the goundwater level is deep in this area.
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List any potential impacts on Natura 2000 sites that you have identified.

Given the location of the proposed development, the relative distance of it from any Natura
2000 site and the lack of a hydro-geological connection between the proposed development
and any Natura 2000 site no significant impacts have been identified on any Natura 2000
site.

List any potential impacts on species listed on Annexes Il and IV of the Habitats Directive,
and species listed on Annex | of the Birds Directive (outside the Natura 2000 network).

None

If there are potential impacts, explain whether you consider if these are likely to be
significant :

(significant impacts include any impact on a habitat for which the Natura 2000 site is
designated; any activity causing serious or ongoing disturbance to species; any activity
affecting populations of species within the Natura 2000 site; any activity which interferes
with mitigation measures put in place for other plans or projects). e

No significant impacts identified for reasons set out above.

Conclusion of assessment &

&0 |
Given the scale, location, nature of the project, pro&\ﬁi@ to the nearest SAC, lack of a hydro-
geological connection and based on the project attached, including the EIS and AA
screening document, it can be concluded thatsosignificant effects on'any Natura 2000 sites

(European Sites), individually or in combnr@ﬁ@\ with other plansor projects can be expected
from the carrying out of the projects as;ﬂ%&‘nbed above and therefore no further

assessment required. 3 \\q
<
&
Consultation &o\
&
O
_Com pleted By Bridget Loughlin B =
Date 19/01/2017
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Development Contributions Calculations

File ref: 16/526 —

Michael Ennis

Boherkill, Rathangan, Co. Kildare.

Restoration of existing excavated gravel pit to
agricultural land by importing ¢.1,500,000 tonnes of
inert materials for which a waste licence

is required to be issued by the EPA

The development can be categorised as both a
‘landfill’ development and a ‘waste recovery’

development.

The rate for both categories is €15,000 per hectare.

Waste Recovery Developments — Para 8 (viii) of ghe CDS 2015-2022
Landfill Developments — Para 8 (ix) of th%@DS 2015 - 2022

| Hectare Rate per Levy to be agpg@
) i Hectare S

10.7ha €15k €1 60.5@6%&1@5

Al Sppt e .
G
Comments ** €1 s,odb“xﬁﬁ% 60,500.00
<,0\ \\0’ ; i
S7’€160,500.00

 Levies Applicable

&

| Signature:

s¢ | Joanne Percival

Date; = 1

20/01/2017

ninNN Q. 3\)@1’1 A rv{
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Written Statement of Decision Maker (Chief Executive)

It is noted that the Environmental Impact Assessment carried out by the
Executive Planner and reported on in the EIA Report dated 19/01/2017, and
approved by the Senior Planner and Director of Services, has been carried
out giving full consideration to the Environmental Impact Statement and all
plans and other particulars received by the Planning Authority 23/05/2016, the
further information received on 21/10/2016, all County Council intemal
department reports, and all submissions and observations received from
prescribed bodies and third parties made in relation to the environmental
effects of the proposed development.

It is considered that the EIA Report dated 19/01/2017 contains a fair and
reasonable assessment of the likely significant effects of the proposed
development on the environment. The EIA Report is adopted as the
assessment of the Planning Authority of Kildare County Council.

It is considered that all anticipated effects on g::g environment from the
proposed development have been comprehe sively evaluated in the EIA
Report. The nature and extent of the antu@ t@ effects on the environment
as identified in the EIA Report can beg%’@hably mitigated, reduced and/or
avoided, where required, subject to spg&%ﬁé conditions in the grant of planning

permission. é}% (\Q}
Q
5
< )
. [f CeC &
Signed: E 2 Py
Chief Executive QO°
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