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RE: Whitegate-Aghada Waste Water Discharge Licence (D0423-02)

In response to Regulation 18(3)(b) request for information dated 10" March 2022 please see below

relevant information. &
6\\@
S
REGULATION 16 COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS ag?o S
F&
S8
1. Provide an updated Marine Outfall NL@%ﬁng Study which assesses winter and summer
impacts from the worst case scenarioﬁf\w%ste water discharges. In order to conclude that the
Good Water Framework Direct'géi&lFD) status of Outer Cork Harbour (WFD Code:
IE_SW_050_0000) will be maintaing&\\and that the seasonal DIN EQSs will not be breached, the
worst case winter and summer écharges must be assessed.
&
An assessment of impa%t modelling is currently underway and will be provided within 4
weeks.

2. In accordance with Regulation 16(3A), provide confirmation in writing from the planning
authority or An Bord Pleanala that an environmental impact assessment is not required by or
under the Act of 2000.

The Planning Authority (Cork County Council) concludes that the project does not require a
mandatory EIA under Schedule 5 of the Planning and Development Regulations, 2001 and
is further satisfied that the EIA Screening Report demonstrates that the proposal does not
require sub threshold EIA. Please see attached Planner’s Report — section 7 refers.

3. Provide details of existing or proposed measures to prevent unintended discharges and to
minimise the impact on the environment of any such discharges.

In addition to the measures described in Section C: Discharges & Monitoring of the
application form the following details in relation to storm water management within the

Stidrthaoiri / Directors: Cathal Marley (Chairman), Niall Gleeson, Eamon Gallen, Yvonne Harris, Brendan Murphy, Dawn O Driscoll, Maria O’ Dwyer
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Is cuideachta ghniomhaiochta ainmnithe até faoi theorainn scaireanna & Uisce Fireann / Irish Water is a designated activity company, limited by shares.
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Whitegate-Aghada Agglomeration are intended to address unintended discharges and

impact on the environment:-

Stormwater storage is provided at each of the 3 No. Pumping Stations (PSs) on the network
in accordance with Irish Water standards.

e A total of 379.9m3 (minimum) storm water storage is being provided in the
agglomeration.

e The PSs at Lower Aghada, Rostellan and Whitegate will be interlocked via Radio links and
PLCs to maximise the storm storage volumes within the agglomeration and PS storm
tanks.

e Chambers, V-notch weirs and ultrasonic flowmeters shall be included in each of the PS
overflows to measure any spills.

e All 3 PSs and the WWTP will have capability for mobile generator connections in the
event of a power failure.

e At the WWTP, a stormwater tank is being provided to capture all flows in excess of full
flow to treatment. The tank incorporates return duty / standby pumps.

e Monitoring instrumentation is also being provided at the WWTP to log any storm
overflows.

e An emergency procedures plan will be developed as part of the process of the design
and construction of the new WWTP to ensure uninte@ded waste water discharges and
potential impacts on the environment are kept to %h\'\mimum.

e A petrol interceptor will be in place at the WW'QD@ite.

S
SO
4. Provide an update on the Foreshore Licenceoaﬁgjf%ation comprising or for the purposes of the
waste water discharge to which this appli tion relates. If the Foreshore Licence is granted,
provide a copy of the Foreshore Licen&é?g@i]ed.
NN

N '\Q
The Foreshore Licence Appli&og@\n is currently at environmental review stage with the
Foreshore unit of the Depar&é&ént and a timeline for the completion of same is currently
unavailable but will be pr%@ed as soon as it becomes available.
oS
Yours sincerely,

Sheelagh Fanagan

Sheelagh Flanagan

Wastewater Strategy

I-CP

W
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PLANNER’S REPORT

PRIMARY
APPLICATION | 20/06463
NO. R
APPLICANT Uisce Eireann - Irish Water (@
DESCRIPTION

sewerage scheme, landscaping and associated sit ks for
the villages of Whitegate and Aghada. The scheméco ists of
the following components: A) A proposed wast T
treatment plant (WWTP) at Ballytigeen TD, wth associated
and ancillary development works includin @ccess road,
tanks, storage facilities, inlet works, all jated site
development works, boundary fenci und the perimeter of
the WWTP, a gravity sewer and lon@a tfall to convey

The development which consists of the Constructiog of a~

treated discharge effluent from the TP to White Bay
through Glanagow TD and Trab@ D. B) A proposed
underground wastewater pu% on and associated
infrastructure in Rostellan at % omas Kent Memorial Park
at Knockanemorney TD, in g an underground pump
sump, underground stor r stgrage tank, valve and
flowmeter chambers, les@pework, access road and

gate, control kiosks a t gégck. C) A proposed rising main
at Knockanemorne <«~\

Baltynafarsid TD and Aghada TD, to
convey flows f -i;;,-',g. oposed Rostellan pump station to a
proposed pu in Lower Aghada. D) A proposed
underground W ater pump station and associated
‘f»; k fower Aghada located west of the pier at
: luding an underground pump sump,
undergzoyRsl stormwater storage tank, valve and flowmeter
§/manholes, pipework, access road, gate, control
kiggksy surge vessel, a vent stack and the decommissioning of
arfsting package wastewater treatment plant. E) A proposed
11 main to convey flows from the proposed Lower Aghada
p station to an existing sewer in the Upper Aghada
werage network at Aghada TD. F) A proposed upgrade to
the existing sewerage system by the replacement of an existing
150mm diameter sewer with a proposed 225mm diameter
sewer at Aghada TD and Curragh TD. G) A proposed
underground wastewater pump station and associated
infrastructure at the Square in Whitegate Village including an
underground pump sump, underground stormwater storage
tank, valve and flowmeter chambers, manholes, pipework,
control kiosks and vent stack, and decommissioning of existing
pump station, in Mosestown TD and Ballincarroonig TD. H) A
proposed rising main to convey flows from the proposed
Whitegate pump station to the proposed WWTP at Mosestown
TD, Corkbeg TD, Ardnabourkey TD and Ballytigeen TD. I) A
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proposed 225mm diameter gravity sewer in Ardnabourkey TD
and decommissioning of an existing septic tank. A natura
Impact Statement (NIS) will be submitted to the Pla
Authority with the application. .
LOCATION Townlands of Knockanemorney TD, Ballynafarsidﬂ‘% Kghada
TD, Curragh, Mosestown TD, Ballincarroonig gﬁge , TD,

Ardnabourkey TD, Glanagow TD, Trabolgan, igeen, Co.
Cork N

DECISION DUE | 11/01/2021 )

DATE A\&

Q>
N

1. Site Notice and Date of Inspection @
I inspected the site on the 13/12/2020- on in%c on the site notices (multiple
notices) were in place and legible @

&‘
S
®®

)
O

2@ ite Description

@ The subject site relates to the settlement of Aghada/ Whitegate and
encompasses an overall area of land which extends for approx 7km. The site
extends primarily alongside the R630 between Rostellan and Lower Aghada
and whitegate tieing into the existing public sewer system at these locations. .

Page 2 of 21
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The proposed wastewater treatment plant is located on agricultural land
approx 1.5km to the SW of whitegate village to the immediate South of the oil
refinery. Treated effluent from the WWTP will discharge via a marifall
at Whitebay, approx 1km to the SW of the treatment plant

%
3. History g

=
\I /
Ballihte /)

; Arira

!

—Tullahesn .

L Ll ==.=4\
i

a1 |
Q\ iTulIahean Beg :’jf_f"._rzl;aﬂyhrz
Mag CAT
P i=asllle

ig

There are no previg lications along the area of the site. There have been
applications in prgkiiity to the site area. These have been detailed in the
application doc s. Examples include-

Pl Ref No. (pier area in lower aghada). Permission sought by Jimmy
and Mar lly for Demolition of existing retail shop, canopy, petrol
pumps, @lechanic workshops, removal of underground fuel storage tanks
and \Tg 2 no. containers on site and construction of: [1] 1 no. two storey
bui omprising 2 no. units:- [a] first unit to accommodate on ground
flogr; new retail shop with delicatessen and seating area, store, office and
uel store and first floor to accommodate storage area to serve adjoining

%r shop, [b] second unit to accommodate on ground floor; new car
&pechanic workshop, customer reception and waiting area, staff canteen and
disabled w.c. and first floor to accommodate 1 no. office, lobby and storage
@ area, [2] new petrol station forecourt and canopy, [3] new car wash, [4]
installation of new 3 no. underground fuel storage tanks, [5] erection of new
% petrol station identification/advertising sign, [6] new front boundary wall, [7]
2 no. new site entrances and alterations to existing 1 no. site entrance to

Page 3 of 21
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include new slip lane, and [8] construction of new retaining wall and all
associated site works. This application was refused owning to concerns over
negative impacts on Cork Harbour Natura site

<
13/5464- (close to WWTP site) Permission granted to Vodaphon%nd Ltd
for 36m multi-user support structure (to replace existing temp@% mobile
structure), carrying associated telecommunications equipment, associated
equipments cabins, all within secure compound, including ss track. The
development will form part of Vodafone Ireland Ltd’s e *5. GSM and 3G

Broadband telecommunications network Q

Proposed Development (including supporting @al)

The development which consists of the co tion of a sewerage scheme,
landscaping and associated site works, fg villages of Whitegate and

Aghada. The scheme consists of the fo ing Cgﬁa%ponents A) A proposed
wastewater treatment plant (WWTP ;\ lytﬁeen TD, with associated and
anc111ary development works 1nc1u -,- g é@cess road, tanks, storage

through Glanagow TD ar%%g olgan TD. B) A proposed underground
wastewater pump statio \ ssociated infrastructure in Rostellan at the
Thomas Kent Memoria ‘?“ at Knockanemorney TD, including an

Ballynafarsid TR @®d Aghada TD, to convey flows from the proposed
Rostellan pu tion to a proposed pump station in Lower Aghada. D) A
proposed ufdeyground wastewater pump station and associated
infrastr t Lower Aghada located west of the pier at Aghada TD,
includinie underground pump sump, underground stormwater storage
e and flowmeter chambers, manholes, pipework, access road, gate,
Kiosks, a surge vessel, a vent stack and the decommissioning of an
g package wastewater treatment plant. E) A proposed rising main to
onvey flows from the proposed Lower Aghada pump station to an existing
%rer in the Upper Aghada sewerage network at Aghada TD. F) A proposed
pgrade to the existing sewerage system by the replacement of an existing
@ 150mm diameter sewer with a proposed 225mm diameter sewer at Aghada
TD and Curragh TD. G) A proposed underground wastewater pump station
and associated infrastructure at the Square in Whitegate Village including an
underground pump sump, underground stormwater storage tank, valve and
flowmeter chambers, manholes, pipework, control kiosks and vent stack, and

<

Page 4 of 21

EPA Export 23-04-2022:02:40:00



PLANNER’S REPORT
PRIMARY

decommissioning of existing pump station, in Mosestown TD and
Ballincarroonig TD. H) A proposed rising main to convey flows from the
proposed Whitegate pump station to the proposed WWTP at Moses D,
Corkbeg TD, Ardnabourkey TD and Ballytigeen TD. I) A propose% 22

of an

diameter gravity sewer in Ardnabourkey TD and decommissiory

existing septic tank. A natura Impact St g

5. Pre-Planning @
Yes- the project was outlined as a part of a pre-planni f&etmg on the
26/11/2019 Q

6. AA Checklist Option @&

The development site is situated next to Corki{JarBour SPA. A NIS has been
submitted. The file has been referred to H section for further comment

7. EIAR @A‘ Q@O“
SHS
N

S
‘i@pment Regulations, 2001 outlines

Schedule 5 of the Planning af &
projects for which an EIA is mg#t&a

Regulations 2001-201 .('g Ryste water treatment plants with a capacity of 150,000

populations would autng

falls well short o@yopulation tigure (P/E c. 3000)
Under Part 2, 1 (other projects)
Wastewater, ent plants with a capacity greater than 10,000 P/E as

defined in axtidle 2 point 6 of Directive 91/271 EEC not included in Part 1 of
the sche@ Again the proposal does not exceed this threshold

t 1, Class 16
. l@es with a Diameter of more than 800mm and a length of more than 40km

e,

he proposal does not exceed either of these thresholds

Urban Development

% Part 2, Class 10

Infrastructure Projects
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(iv) Urban development which would involve an area greater than 2hectares in the
case of a business district, 10 hectares in the case of other parts of a built upnd
<

20ha elsewhere

The subject proposal comprises approx %ha of land and is not d /n& to be
within a “business district”. The 10ha threshold that is applicd&yas not
been breached

Part 2, Class 13 deals with extensions to existing projec aving considered
same, the proposal does not breach the thresholds o dn the section
While the project does not trigger a mandatory s per the categories

outlined above, the proposal also needs to b%n ered in the context of
“sub threshold” EIAR. To this end, an EIAI% ing document has been
submitted. The EIA screening document s the project in the context of
sub-threshold development utilising th ag@}ia lgﬁ,ted under schedule 7.
Having considered the nature of the p al Q\@a the criteria listed under this

schedule, I would satisfied that the §ag;\§§)es not trigger requirement for
sub threshold EIA O

N
8. Policy Context %&fg@é\

The County Devel(@ an 2014
WS 3-1 (b) Ens at development in all main settlements connect to public

waste water t@em facilities subject to sufficient capacity being available
which doesQof)interfere with the councils ability to meet the requirements of
the Wat ework Directive and the Habitats Directive. In settlements
lic waste water system is either available or proposed or where
acity and licensing issues have been identified in existing plants,
elopments will be unable to proceed until adequate waste water

i@ructure is provided
< \

%ING Preserve and protect ground water.

development meets a high standard of design, discourage the removal of
hedgerows, trees and historic walls.

%@ GI 6-1 Protect the visual and scenic amenities of the area and that and new
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GI 7-1 General views and prospects of sea views, rives and lakes, unspoilt
mountains, upland or coastal landscape, historical and cultural signg ce
and views of natural beauty to be preserved. g“@
Q<
GI 7-2: Scenic Routes. Protect the character of those views and prospects oftainable
from scenic routes and in particular stretches of scenic routes theg have very
special views and prospects.

no adverse
vulnerable
evént significant
d encourage

GI 7-3: Development on Scenic Routes. Demonstrate that ther
obstruction or degradation of the views towards an
landscape features including mitigation measure
alterations to the appearance or character of the are
appropriate landscaping and screen planting. .

GI 10-2 Protect and improve the status and qualil&@aee water.

GI10-3 Preserve and protect ground water.

GI 10-5 Ensure that the discharge from sept an@@waste water treatment
systems comply with relevant ap st%g{%iards including installation and
maintenance. Consider the cumg(atigeyinapact.

O &

., \&

N

HE 2-1 Protect all Natural Heritfge si @Cluding Special Area of Conservation,

Special Protection Area, 3 Heritage Areas, Statutory Nature reserves,

Refuges for Fauna ar%é;\géar
Q

HE 3-1: Protection of logical Sites

a) Safeguard sites ings, features and objects of archaeological interest
generally. b) SecufQth®’preservation (i.e. preservation in situ or in exceptional cases
preservation by 1 ) of all archaeological monuments including the Sites and

and Places a blished under Section 12 of the National Monuments (Amendment)
Act, 1994 mended and of sites, features and objects of archaeological and
histo q\ est generally. In securing such preservation, the planning authority

i @ pgard to the advice and recommendations of the Department of Arts,
Heritay -/} nd Gaeltacht as outlined in the Frameworks and Principles for the

Pion of the Archaeological Heritage.

Monuments@ (SMR) (see ww.archeology.ie) and the Record or Monuments
s

Q
%E}Z: Underwater Archaeology

rotect and preserve the archaeological value of underwater archaeological sites and
associated features. In assessing proposals for development, the Council will take
account of the potential underwater archaeology of rivers, lakes, intertidal and

§@ subtidal environments.

HE 3-3: Zones of Archaeological Potential
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Protect the Zones of Archaeological Potential (ZAPs) located within historic towns
and other urban areas and around archaeological monuments generally. Any
development within the ZAPs will need to take cognisance of the potential
subsurface archaeology and if archaeology is demonstrated to be present ap iate
mitigation (such as preservation in situ/buffer zones) will be required, S

A\

DB boundary objective 01- Promote the developmen 190 houses
within the plan period

eme that discharges
ocations though primarily at

East Cork Municipal District LAP 2017

“The existing sewerage scheme is a combined sewera
without treatment to the lower harbour at a num
long point. Privision of a new foul sewer system a new wastewater treatment

plant is required prior to further development place in Aghada/ Whitegate

SS &
L

@%@

Q

@

. . P R

9. Recreation & Amenity Comp 4 A
N/A 9

10.  Internal Consultants %%9\
Water services enginee indicated no objection to the proposal
Environment section indicated no overall objection to the proposal

Co. archaeologist h rted- has recommended F.I
Area engineer ha ted- has indicated no overall objection subject to
relevant conditjo

11.  External CqQ tants
Inland ‘ ies Ireland- no overall objection to the proposal

Gasorks Ireland- no overall objection however it is noted that some gas
pipelthe#/are in proximity to the subject development. GNI would ask to be
conqulted in relation to development in proximity to said pipelines

o oes not advise against the granting of permission in the context of the

g%@rveso” directive

1 Public Submissions
8 no. public submissions have been received. While many of the submissions

%@ broadly support the proposal works, some specific elements of concern are

highligthed

Page 8 of 21

EPA Export 23-04-2022:02:40:00



PLANNER’S REPORT
PRIMARY

1.Brian and Anne Martin
e Concerns regarding the proximity of the WWTP to their dwellin%

e Impact of the outfall pipe on whitebay

e Roads in area are inadequate /\ N
2.Shane Russell §
e Possible flood risk concern re; whitegate

e Ensure construction impacts are managed

e Impact of the proposal on the proposed village er@nent plan

(whitegate) Q
3.Whitegate residents committee

e Possible flood risk concern re; whitegate &
e Ensure construction impacts are manage
e Impact of the proposal on the proposegkxillage enhancement plan

(whitegate)

4. Thomas Kent Committee § &
e Ensure construction impacts @ agﬁ‘é in the village of Rostellan
n

e Ensure works to the Thomas @ﬁi and coastal area are carefully
<O

P ~@b
o

carried out

5. Jim Reaney Q
e Has queried t ibility to re-routing the sewer line from under the
Ardnabm& ate
6.Local residents hitebay
J Conce@er the outfall pipe location and the possible impact of same

on a({ocal eddy. Concerns that the submitted detail is insufficient in
thi rd

7.Chfgsellp Holdings
o\\t&{s noted that the proposed works subdivide a section of the chriselle
landholding ( part of the overall Industrially zoned lands) and thus
\ limit future developability.

'S
@Conrad Howard

e Wishes to ensure none of the infrastructure will be visible on whitebay

@ beach
% I he items raised will be discussed under assessment below
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13. Public Representative Submissions
None received
14. Assessment and Conclusion @

%
Proposal/ Principle %

The proposed development consists of a new WWTU and n@e outfall, 3
new pumping stations with interconnecting network o s and a proposed
upgrade to part of the existing sewer network

At present, the majority of the whitegate- aghada d¢glomeration is served by
a collection network which discharges untreate ge into Cork Harbour, a
protected Natura 2000 site. In order to ensurg&ﬁ iance with the Urban
Wastewater Treatment Directive (91/271/EEC) e higher standard Waste
Water Discharge (Authorisation) Regulation@ﬁt is imperative that this
situation be addressed. The current pro ilLhelp meet this legislative
requirement as well as improving Wate&alit gin Cork Harbour with

associated public health and enviro tal énefits. In addition to same, the
proposed development will allow, aahing Authority to meet its
objectives in terms of housing ifi this settlement (there is a target to

deliver 190 dwellings to the g¢ttle #t over the plan period however this
housing target is Contingent O quate infrastructure being in place).
Therefore and having reg [tathe foregoing, the proposed development is
fully compliant with th 3 b]ectlves of the CDP 2014 and the East Cork
Municipal District L

Strategic Reach
The proposed is intended to cater for a PE of 2479. Documents
submitted i d that certain components of the scheme are intended to

cater for 10 Pop projection while other elements can be upgraded to cater

for a 30 @population

@e the East Cork MD LAP outlines that in 2015, the settlement had

893 dwwllings (translating to a population of 2321 based on a 2.6 household
he projected growth target of 190 dwellings would add a further 494
ns to the settlement (an overall total of 2815. While it would have been

referable to see the proposed WWTU sized to this level at this juncture, it is
@ acknowledged that it may be many years before a target of 190 additional

dwellings is reached. The application outlines that the scheme can be
2 @ optimised at future date to account for increased loadings. In total, the

scheme would appear potentially cater to a P/E of 3700

Page 10 of 21

EPA Export 23-04-2022:02:40:00



PLANNER’S REPORT
PRIMARY

Design/ Layout/ Scheme particulars

The following section gives an overview of the main design layout @
components to the proposed scheme

Figure 1 Proposed Whitegate-Aghada Sewerage dcheme Layoul §
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Figure 2: Location of Proposed WWTP Serving the Whitegate-Aghada Agelomeration

i Q
A&

%
3

WWTU) may be subject to nge as part of the final design/ build process

)
&
&
@@’\
Please note that the detail provi spect of the various elements (PS’s and

$

As per the images abov Q’ pumping stations are envisaged at Rostellan,
Lower Aghada and (6’% Yate. Each of these PS’s is in a coastal/ scenic

location however ifisi®énded that the infrastructure will be undergrounded
in each of these Igeations

The propose@l‘ P will be located off the R630 on land currently used for

agricultura oses albeit on lands zoned for Industrial purposed (the oil
refinery j ox 200m to the North of the subject site area). The site is
accessed rivate track which serves an existing telecommunications

conggounil located to the East of the subject site area. The closest dwelling is
indicaR¢ as being 517m from the WWTP site.

o

outfall pipe conveying the final treated effluent will be constructed

%

pipe will be constructed under the beach and under the sea bed reaching a

@lrough agricultural land alongside hedgerows towards whitebay beach. The

&

diffuser port approx 295m below HWM. Whitebay is not a designated
bathing beach. It is stated the construction would require the closure of the
beach for one summer season. A foreshore licence will be required for this
aspect of the development and an application for same is currently in train
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A 2.4m high fence would be required to secure the facility

The pumping station elements are outlined below @
<

Rostellan PS /\

This will be constructed in an area of OS known as Thomas Ke@%rk- a flat

grassed area. There are existing picnic tables, sculpture, comamemorative

plague and flag pole located in this area. It is proposed to @Ve and store

these elements during construction and replace same %e works are
complete Q

will be some over ground elements (control kio a 7.6m high vent pipe
which will resemble a street light). An access hard standing area will

also be required &

A 1.4km rising main will be constructed @ the Rostellan PS with the
lower aghada PS. This will run under ub eroad along the verge

Wf
@’ *

The pump station (56m3) will be an undergroun %;ucture however there
d

'.ll |r-r-

O@an PS cross section- typical for all elements

@ Lower Aghada PS
@ This is to be constructed on an irregular section of land close to the existing
service station on lower Aghada pier. The shore also bounds the NW section
of the site. This site is currently used as the location for an existing package
treatment plant which would be decommissioned as part of the proposed
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development. Control kiosks will be located on the eastern boundary of the
site adjacent the public road.

will also be some over ground elements (2 no. control kiosks an 6rithigh
vent pipe which will resemble a street light), a surge vessel, accefg road and
1.2m high post and rail fencing

The pump station (85m3) will be an underground structure howezﬁr@

C700m of rising main will connect the new PS to the exist'@)per Aghada/
a

whitegate sewer network. . These works will also see £, cement of an
existing 150mm diameter pipe with a new 225 diam ipé located below
ground. &

Whitegate PS g@

The PS proposed for whitegate is to be co ed on an open space area
within the centre of the village. This is a angdscaped area with seating
and is surrounded by public roads an en&gégular parking. The PS has a

volume of 111m3 Q\\‘ Q@O
SN
&

@ S
A new gravity sewer is to be (o S cted along a local road which will pick
up flows from the existing Ar{\ abourkey housing estate. This will allow an

existing ST to be decomm$&iored. This gravity line will flow to a new PS
The pump station wil % underground structure however there will also
be some over ground ents (2 no. control kiosks and a 7.6m high vent pipe

the North of the ea adjacent the regional road. The second will be
located on the@ ea within the village. It is stated that final landscaping of
this area willteift with sanctioned CCC part 8 proposal for “village
improveme@

which will resem@treet light), One of the control kiosks will be located to

n is required to connect the PS to the WWTP which is to be
prox 1.5km to the SW.

g%ironment Impact

Currently the Whitegate-Aghada agglomeration is non compliant with the
Urban Wastewater Treatment Directive, and non compliant with the
Wastewater Authorization issued by the EPA (D0423). The agglomeration is
currently served by three untreated outfalls, and a septic tank. The scheme
will see reduced loadings of nutrients from three untreated outfalls along the
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eastern side of outer Cork Harbour, discharged via one primary treatment
outfall, the removal of two untreated discharges into an SPA, and the removal
of untreated discharges away from shellfish producing areas. In ove ms
therefore, the proposal will lead to improved water quality in Cork Harxb&ur
with associated public health and environmental benefits. /X <

The environment officer has commented on the application anﬂ:& noted
that the final discharge quality will not meet the licence. Theenvironment
officer goes on to note “However, under the Protection of the l@nment Act
2003, a Planning Authority may not impose conditions relatin 5‘& Q the control of
emissions from a site/activity subject to a licence from the . The EPA prescribe
limits and/or standards of treatment under the Waste WaterNH.
(Authorisation) Regulations 2007 -2020. Cork County (Quncil is thus restricted to
assessing whether or not the proposed development ave an adverse effect on
WFD status. It is the EPA, as the environmental r% who will decide whether

the proposed treatment standard is appropriate. &

In other words, It is the responsibility of t@‘hvironment Protection
Agency to consent or otherwise grant %ﬂnee ‘gﬁ conditions for a
discharge and the type of treatment ppfopriate having regard

to the status of the receiving waters! ‘ié@e%ﬁltside the jurisdiction of
the Planning Authority 25
ol
. <

Finally it is noted the enviro

impact of the neap tides Vg‘g%é
N

the submissions)-

mitigated by an RS

E.coli (Section ¢ yestimates <50 cfu/100mls or “excellent” water quality 50m from
5 be noted that White Bay is not designated bathing water under

g Water) 2006/7EC.

) standards are established for Coastal Waterbodies in European

15
@tﬂtus: <0.17 mg/N/I
Xegod Status: <0.25 mg/N/1

&ispersion modelling (Section 6.5.3) estimates reduced DIN throughout the outer

%@@

harbour, except in very localised areas around the outfall, but at values less than the
environment quality standard. For orthophosphate and total ammonia the situation is
repeated, there will be a net reduction in the concentration of pollutants discharged to
Cork Harbour. In that sense, the development is to be welcomed in principle”
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Visual Impact

The overall site area is located in a scenic/ coastal location thus the @
visual impact of the proposal is a key consideration. In the main,

would be satisfied that the visual impacts associated with the pr&lo
are likely to be of minor consequence. The three main pumping
stations will be buried underground thus will generate no ap le
visual impact. It is acknowledged that each PS requires suppQrting
apparatuses (i.e vent stacks, control kiosks). The vent stac the

most pronounced of these items (typical height of 7.6 wever they
are narrow cylindrical structures that resemble typi hting
columns found in urban areas. In total, only three of t stacks are

required thus their overall impacts are not consideged problematic

The control kiosks are box like structures witl heights of 2m

and an average size of 4sqm. While these argno¥the most aesthetically
pleasing of elements they are essential to ctioning of the

infrastructure. They have been placed al
the PS sites which helps soften their o

village enhancement scheme. Please note

T A

proposal tie in with the appr Z
attained part 8 planning permission in 2013

Cork County Council sough
for the construction of a ,\,, 2
the green area of the pr a(%. 2d Whitegate pump station as far as Barrack St.
Whitegate. The schenfigg#
scheme. The applig®
the finishes to thgaxe
planning granted The area engineer has also commented on this aspect.

Should perm@ be granted, this issue can be addressed by condition

ensuring th§ tigal design detail adheres to the requirements of the permitted

part 8 sc@

&
&
<
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The WWTUN\gs#f is located in a less sensitive location accessed via a

private t@ It involves 3 no. primary settlement tanks (which are
2d as well as associated infrastructure and small welfare

mos

faci@prox 30sqm and 3.3m in height). The treatment facility is in

preximity to the substantial oil refinery site thus any visual impacts are
o e@’absorbed in the context of the surrounding industrial

gwelopment. In addition, the WWTU site is on land zoned for

dustrial purposes
@ In conclusion therefore I would be satisfied that the proposal will not

%@ generate any adverse visual impact
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Flood Risk

A Stage 1 and Stage 2 Floor Risk Assessment have been undertaken. @
Of the 4 main areas of development (3 pumping stations sites and the
site of the WWTU), 3 of the areas are found to be within (or park& <

within) a flood risk area (zone B). The 3 affected areas are the s{tes
containing the proposed pumping stations (these are all locat

to the coast). A justification test in respect of each of these ents.

e

The proposal relates to essential infrastructure (as per the flaod)risk
guidelines). Given that each of the PS will be buried, na&aqgible
impact to existing flow paths will arise as a result of @: roposal. Itis
noted that each of the PS sites contains some minor ovegground
elements (the control kiosks for examples). It is st% that these will
be on plinths to mitigate any potential floor risk@ PS’s themselves
should be encased in watertight material. Onglz]\nﬂ\% sis the FRA
assessment submitted concludes that the 3 eléme#ts pass the

justification test and will not generate/ co, e to flood risk in the

area. The area engineer has not raised a cifig.concerns in relation
to this detail &\‘3‘0
&
3
S
o
M

&

Roads and Transportation X &

Qe
The area engineer has rev%%@o’this element and is generally satisfied

with the proposal. Eac @-,- PS sites and the WWTU require an
individual access . It ' td that the applicant has not shown SD

e,
triangles in respect afNfgbe entrances but in any event traffic volumes

)

are expected to be light. The area engineer has addressed same by
condition {

N

Construgtieq Environmental Management Plan

Nz been submitted. As the project is intended a “design and
peration, the CEMP submitted is indicative and will likely be
subgect 6 variances as per the final appointed contractor. An updated

o should be required at such time. This would be important as
of the submissions received relate to the correct re-instatement of

%he public areas impacted by this proposal

@ In general is it noted that an approximate 16month build schedule is

g @ intended. Hours of operation are to be 7am-7pm Mon to Friday and

8am to 2pm Sat.
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Appropriate Assessment

Given the nature of the works and the location of the site within
Harbour (a natura 2000 site), the applicants have submitted a N
been reviewed by the co. ecologist however I do not have this re
adjudication. Having spoken to the reporting ecologist, I unders
generally satisfied with the applicant’s submission howeve@ne additional

element of detail required. Case planner to review &

The co. archaeologist has reviewed the proposal@ noted the following

N\

Heritage

The Archaeological Impact Assessment states thé%e of the treatment plant and the
route of the proposed upgrade at Whitegate / @a contains NO Recorded
Monuments although notes there are lot i& rogg@ling landscape.

N
I am not satisfied with this assessment.QNr ‘tﬁ%zOSites and Monuments Record
(SMR) is not referred to as a source. (-“ ' ase is updated with new sites
identified since the issuing of the FVRE: $998. Secondly, the AIA does not provided
details on the location and prox t §16)088-032 Holy well in regards to the
development and that the develq is within it’s Zone of Archaeological Potential.
More significantly the Recorddd 4 \Qhaeological monument CO088-101 Mound is
within the development a e line of the upgraded route and will be directly
impacted by developme gddition Recorded Monument CO088-031 Ringfort is
clearly shown within t elopment site - Area 1 as shown in Fig 2 of the AIA but
not referred to as sudftSonsequently the report does not provide an assessment of the
impact of the prop velopment on the above three monument’s which makes the
assessment inad and unacceptable. Finally it does not provide an underwater
assessment of, marine treatment effluent outfall pipe or provide and
assessment t Medieval archaeology/cultural heritage along the route. Both these
may not issue but given the coastal location and the maritime heritage of the
area i ave been considered/addressed in the AIA assessment.

FurtherMnformation has been requested

@ Issues

@%)ne of the submissions on file (Chriselle Holdings) notes that the location of

&

the WWTU is not optimum vis a vis the functioning of the wider Industrial
zoning applicable to the land. It has been suggested that the WWU be moved
200m to the South in order that it be located in a more peripheral location
which would be less impactful on the wider zoning
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It is noted that this issue was also raised as part of the CPO process for these
lands and was given due consideration by the ABP inspector (the inspectors
report has been provided as part of the application). Ultimately it w.
concluded that that subject plot represents only 1% of the total Industr
zoned lands in this area and the site of the plant would not imp%o
potential delivery of development across the wider Industrial laRds. ¥h fact it
was determined that the delivery of this essential infrastructu&y be net
beneficial for the wider industrial zoning. The location of theglant is also
essential in terms of generating an optimum gravity feed fI r the marine
outfall. Moving the plant South would generate additj capital cost where
there would not appear to be any overriding reason posing such a
burden. On the basis of the foregoing, I would not see™®3y need to re-visit

this issue &

The submission from Jim Reaney queried the lity of re-routing the
existing sewer line serving the Ardnabourk&(isP te as same runs under his
property. The current scheme intends picl@ the discharge from this
estate. At present, re routing within the is g@outside the scope of the
current applicant but it could be an iss@%ver&éurther consideration by IW
separate to this process S Q@O

S A
<O
@'\&
O
\&
: Y/
Conclusion @

RS
\,\§

carry out an (a) pater archaeological assessment of the new marine treatment
effluent outfall ay
features (identSy Bhtures, assess impact of the development on same and propose
mitigation (Qeagyires) within the proposed development site.  The underwater
assesstne be undertaken to the specifications advised by the National
Mon @mice of the Department of Housing Local Government and Heritage.

The< ted archaeologist shall liaise with the County Archaeologist Mary Sleeman
AurinyY¢ preparation of both Assessments.

the proposed entrances for each of the site. Please submit an appropriate
istance triangle at the proposed access points

gm noted that the applicant has not shown Sight distance triangles in respect

4
oq°
Iy
—
0

It is noted that there are a number of direct discharges not being picked up by the
proposed scheme in particular between Lower Aghada and Rostellan. Please clarify
this matter accordingly
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Executive Planner
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