KILDARE COUNTY COUNCIL

Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended)
Planning and Development (Strategic Infrastructure) Act 2006

Planning Authority submission/observations in relation to
significant additional information received by An Bord Pleanala

An Bord Pleanala Ref. No.: 09.PAQ0D41

Applicant: Element Power Ireland Ltd.
Agents: Fehily Timoney & Company
Site location: 5 no. wind farm clusters - locations identified

as Ballynakill, Windmill, Drehid/Hortland,
Derrybrennan & Cloncumber (Note: 2 no.
turbines at Ballynakill are in Co. Meath i.e.
turbine nos. 1 & 2).

Summary of proposed Wind farm consisting of up to 47 no. turbines,
development: 1 no. electricity substation & associated
works.

Further to the receipt of your correspondence (dated 22/10/15) in respect of
the above mentioned case, and following an assessment of the significant
additional information in question, the observations of Kildare County Council
are summarised below.

Please be advised that the significant additional information was referred to
the relevant internal departments within the Council. For the full context of the
issues raised the text of each report should be referred fo. A copy of each of
the internal department reports is attached as Appendix 1.

The Council engaged the services of CAAS Ltd. to respond to the content of
the significant additional information that seeks {0 address the issues raised in
their initial report on landscape matters. A summary of the observations from
CAAS Ltd. are also outlined below. The full CAAS Report is attached as
Appendix 2.
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Transportation Department

Cable routes

While the removal of the extensive HV cabling associated with the two
connection options to the national grid is welcomed, there will still be a
significant quantity of cabling to be laid in public roads.

It is considered that despite proposed mitigation measures, the extensive
laying of cables within the public road network will have an overall negative
effect in terms of (a) the condition of roads, (b) additional roads maintenance
costs and (c) additional health and safety risk to road workers.

The Transportation Department identifies a number of issues for which further
information is still required:

1) While the applicant has completed a number of test trenches on a
selection of roads along the cabling routes, it is considered that all
testing listed in the Transportation Department's initial report should be
completed for all roads along the proposed cable routes.

2) The requirement for a topographical survey of all the cabling routes in
order to ensure that cables, joint bays, and communication boxes, are
located in the best locations.

3) Further details required to address concems regarding each of the
structures where direct drilling is required.

4) All existing services within roads (water, sewage, telecommunications,
ESB etc.) should be identified at application stage.

5) The capacity of the proposed cabling in relation to the power to be
generated should be identified, as well as any spare capacity.

6) A Traffic Management Plan should be provided at application stage, so
that the impact of the proposed development on the road network can
be assessed.

Haul Routes

While the applicant notes that the increase in HGV movements will be
temporary (i.e. 2 years) and relatively low for most roads, concermns remain
regarding the safety and capability of the road network, which should be
properly assessed.

Previously requested information has not been provided in relation to:

1) A Traffic Impact Assessment, paying particular attention to the increase
in HGV movements within the towns of Derrintunn and
Johnstownbridge.

2) A full structural assessment for all roads proposed as haul routes,
showing pavement depth and subgrade quality.

3) The submission of a detailed design for strengthening works where
required.

4) The requirement for a Traffic Management Plan.

Turbine Delivery Routes
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The Transportation Department requested a number of items to make an
informed decision regarding a Traffic Management Plan, Risk Assessment,
and Abnormal Loads Permit. This information has not been provided, and the
Transportation Department considers that this should be provided at this
application stage. In view of the aforesaid, further information is necessary to
address the following issues:

1) Estimated load of turbine components has not been provided, and a
structural survey of each of the proposed delivery routes should be
carried out.

2) The applicant should submit proposals to upgrade a road or structure
where it is shown to be structurally unsuitable.

3) Landowners should be identified and agreements put in place where
temporary works are proposed on third party lands.

4} A topographical survey of the delivery routes is required to ensure that
an accurate swept path analysis can be carried out.

5} It was previously highlighted that works outside of those identified
would appear to be required for nodes and bends in order to facilitate
the delivery of turbines. This issue has not been addressed.

New entrances onto public roads
The information submitted by the applicant does not adequately address the

issues that were raised. To fully assess proposals the following information is
still required:

1) A topographical survey covering the full extent of the sightlines.

2) Written agreement from third party landowners for hedgerow trimming
and removal.

3) Further details on the proposed entrance onto the R414 from the
Derrybrennan Cluster.

4) Full detailed design of the proposed entrances.

5) Sightlines and entrance design at Dunfirth substation should be
provided.

Developable Area

The Transportation Department is still of the opinion that the dispersed nature
of the proposed development increases potential impacts on the surrounding
network in terms of cabling and disruption to public roads, construction traffic
and turbine delivery routes.

Conclusions
The first option of the Transportation Department would be to eliminate the
installation of cabling in public roads where possible.

There is still a significant body of information outstanding to address the

concemns that have been raised. This information should be provided at
application stage.
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Water Services Department
It is considered that a development of the type and scale proposed requires a
detailed drainage design for consideration.

Details of the proposed foundations for turbines T1, T29, T30 and T34 are
required.

Existing and proposed finished ground levels of the turbine site and
associated access roads should be provided. It is noted that the construction
of a wind farm as a water compatible development does not remove the need
to consider the displacement of flood waters and the provision of
compensatory storage should the need arise.

Environment Section

It is not clear whether there will be discharge from the proposed diffuse
drainage system stilling pond to surface water. If it is proposed to discharge
to surface water a Section 4 Effluent Discharge License is required under the
Local Government {Water Pollution) Act 1977 (as amended).

There were concerns raised about the backfilling of drainage channels with
cement compounds and that potential contamination that may arise. The only
response to this has been the submission of an EPA Guidance Document
‘Storage and Transfer of Materials for Scheduled Activities’.

It should be specified that there will be no adverse impact on surface water
quality during the construction phase. The local peat ground conditions may
result in siltation of surface waters and an increase in ammonia
concentrations.

Concerns remain regarding the fact that a turbine model has not yet been
determined.

Environmental Health Officer
Turbine Model
It is noted that a specific turbine mode! has not yet been specified.

Noise

Noise limits during the construction phase should be set in conditions and
should be monitored. This should include noise associated with the
construction of access roads and cable routes, and should include restrictions
on the hours of operation to prevent noise nuisance at dwellings and other
premises used by the public (schools etc.).

Shadow Flicker

A plan for controlling shadow flicker within 10 rotor diameters of any turbine
and the investigation of associated complaints should be set as a condition if
permission is granted.
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Water Quality Protection
The proposed development is in the catchment of the River Barrow and the
River Boyne, both of which are significant public drinking water sources.

Johnstownbridge Well Field

The Johnstownbridge Well Field was one of just four groundwater resources
identified in an assessment for ‘Water Strategy for Council Kildare' in 2002.
The availability of groundwater sources suitable for development as public
drinking water schemes is scarce. It is considered that it would have been
better to avoid development in the inner source protection zone areas so
close to the wells.

Architectural Conservation Officer (A.C.O)

The A.C.O has raised concerns that the digital photomontages could be the
wrong format to represent a human eye viewpoint, as they are wide angle
panoramic views.

Visual impact studies should be taken for minimum winter foliage.

Heritage Officer

Ecology

The significant additional information contends that there is no requirement in
the EIS to appraise impacts at a cluster scale. However, it is considered in
view of the size of each individual cluster, their non-contiguous nature, the
dispersed nature of the proposed development and the entire footprint of the
proposed development, that a separate impact assessment is warranted for
each individual cluster, It is possible that the matter of potential impacts at a
cluster scale could be reduced/diluted when impacts are only considered for
the proposed development as a single site. The Board should therefore satisfy
itseif that the scale and nature of the impacts have been adequately
addressed.

The amount of compensatory habitat to be provided to account for the loss of
97.94ha has not been addressed.

While the revised mitigation measures to replant trees and the availability of
replant lands is noted, details of such lands have not been provided, nor have
they been assessed as pan of this EIS. Also, details on the quantity and
species types for replanting have not been given.

No information is given in the EIS or in the significant additional information
regarding the protection of retained ecological features, in particular the
protection of trees and hedgerows during on-site construction activities.

The inclusion of additional mitigation measures to reduce bat mortality during
peak bat active months is noted. However, it is still considered that every
effort should be taken to avoid this impact by removing turbines 11, 34, 42
and 43 from the development.

No details have been submitted on the proposed landscaping plan. While
there is reference to replanting with native species, no reference has been
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made to the defails of the proposed landscaping plan, including impacts on
adjoining habitats.

The proposed landscaping plan should also be subjected to Appropriate
Assessment Screening.

Natura Impact Statement (NIS)

The Board should satisfy itself that the NIS has been updated to take account
of any changes to the proposed development as a result of the significant
additional information and any other further information requests.

Tourism
The significant additional information does not address tourist attitudes to
wind farms in an Irish setting.

Royal Sites of Ireland (UNESCO World Heritage Site)

The assessment of the impact of the proposed development on the potential
of Dun Ailinne to be designated as a UNESCO World Heritage site is
inadequate. The assessment was not prepared by an independent expert on
World Heritage nominations.

Node Upgrades for Turbine Delivery Routes

The EIS identified the requirement to undertake structural surveys of the
following structures: Johnstown Bridge (RPS B04- 25), Fear English Bridge
(RPS B04-24) and Agar Bridge (RPS B17-15) and the Canal Bridge at Node
ref. ‘NKDERBQOO4 Canal Bridge’. The applicant proposes to delay the
assessment of these structures until after the grant of permission. This is
considered inadequate. The Board should satisfy itself that the condition of
these structures will not be negatively impacted by the granting of this
application.

Recommendations

Having considered the impact on built, natural (in paricular protected
species), archaeological heritage and the impact on the tourism potential of
the Barrow navigation (Blueway), it is considered that the Cloncumber cluster
should be removed from the proposed development.

Due to the potential high risk of bat mortality it is considered that Turbines 11,
34, 42 and 43 should be omitted from the proposed development.

CAAS Ltd.

A detailed commentary report has been provided by CAAS Ltd. on behalf of
Kildare County Council in response to the details in the significant additional
further information, and is attached as Appendix 2. Key points addressed at
the outset of the CAAS Ltd. report are as follows:

1) Regarding the Kildare LCA - the applicant states that CAAS by turns
‘oversimplify’ [1.1.2.3]; ‘selectively interpret’; [1.1.2.3] the Kildare LCA
and point out that the CAAS report is based on the desktop review of
the EIS [1.1.2.4]. The facts are that CAAS prepared the original LCA
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and the Review of Scenic Views for the Kildare County Development
Plan in 2005 — as stated in the ‘Methodology’ of the initial report to
Kildare County Council — and is very familiar with these issues and
areas.

2) Regarding the methods — the applicant relies upon and refers to the
relevance and importance of methods derived from the Guidelines for
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (GLVIA — 2013). [1.1.2.3,
1.1.2.12 ] and specifically points to the need to value the judgements of
experienced landscape professionals and the methodology for
determining landscape and visual impacts provided in GLVIA 2013
[1.1.2.4] while pointing to the need for separate appraisals for
landscape impacts and visual impacts are stipulated as being
fundamental in GLVIA.

3) The CAAS report was prepared by Dr. Conor Skehan, co-founder and
past president of the Irish Landscape Institute who has prepared the
Landscape Character Assessments and/or Designated Viewing Point
Designations for @ counties and who was a member of the first two
steering committees of the GLVIA, all editions of the EPA’s Guidelines
on EIA as well as being a member of the Steering Committee for the
National Landscape Strategy. This information is provided to
demonstrate that the assessment has been carried out by an expert
with a good and detailed knowledge of the landscape of County Kildare
in particular, and of Irish landscape as well as a detailed knowledge of
impact assessment and landscape and visual impact assessment.
Statements that assert limitations of understandings of any of these
documents should take account of these facts.

Contributions

The Board should note that a new development contribution scheme was
adopted by the Council on 05/11/15 and contains provisions in relation
contributions for wind turbines. The rate adopted was €10,000 per megawatt.
The new scheme is available to view on the Council's website.

/
Wesley Keogh
Assistant Plan
2511115
d(fﬁ[!_- d-’
Anita Sweeney

Senior Executive Planner
25/11/15

Michael Kenny K(MM)

Senior Planner
25/11/15
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Environment Section

Element Power Ireland Ltd — Proposed Maighne Wind Farm

Slightly amended noise conditions

Noise: A condition should be attached to any grant of planning permission ensuring
the day-time noise limits and night time noise limits are not exceeded.

Daytime: 45dB (Lago, 10 minute) for Ballynakill, Windmill, Drehid-Hortland,
Derrybrennan wind farms

Night-time: 43dB (Lago, 10 minue) for Ballynakill, Windmill, Dehid-Hortland,
Derrybrennan and Cloncumber.

Please note that the day time noise level for Cloncumber Wind Farm shall not
exceed:

40 dB(Lago, 10 minutey When wind speeds are less than 4.5 m/s at 10m height and

45 dB (Lago,10 minute) When wind speeds are greater that 4.5 m/s at 10m height.

A Noise Survey of the site operations shall be carried out annually by a competent
Environmental Consultant. The applicant shall consult with An Bord Pleanala on the
timing, nature and extent of the survey and shall develop a survey programme to the
satisfaction of An Bord Pleanala. The survey programme shall be submitted to An
Bord Pleanala in writing at least one month before the survey is to be carried out. A
record of the survey resuits shall be available for inspection by any authorised
persons of An Bord Pleanala at all reasonable times.

The applicant shall be required to implement the mitigation measures outlined in the
EIS Chapter 6 Noise and Vibration, dated March 2015.

CONCERN:

It appears the applicant Element Power Ireland Ltd has not yet decided on the
model/type of turbine for the proposed development. Environment staff has
concerns that a decision will be made by ABP on the proposed development
without the turbine model being determined.







Combhairle Contae Chill Dara
Kildare County Council

Ref:

Mr. Niall Morrissey,

Director of Roads, Transport & Public Safety,

Kildare County Council,

Aras Chill Dara,

Devoy Park,

Naas,

Co. Kildare. 19/11/2015

Re: Application under Strategic Infrastructure Act
Maighne Windfarm by Element Power Ireland Ltd.

I refer to the application under the Planning and Development (Strategic
Infrastructure) Act 2006, by Element Power Ltd. to An Bord Pleanal4 for the
development of a series of windfarms and the installation of underground cables along
public roads including roads in County Kildare. This report should be read in
conjunction with a separate report by Ms Kathleen O’Brien A.E. and previous report
dated 26th May 2015.

This report is a response to the considerable additional information submitted by the
developer and refers specifically to the issues raised in my previous report mentioned
above.

Developable Area

The additional information does not address many of the issues raised previously but
does confirm that the development looks at the sites available to the developer and
does not examine the overall developable area to identify the optimum positioning of
a wind farm development. From Section 1.2.1 of the submission the entire issue
seems to clarify itself into the question:

Is the development premature pending the development of an overall strategy
and plan for exploitation of the wind resource in the locality?

However the omission of the transmission lines from the development has reduced the
magnitude of this issue from a roads and transportation perspective. It remains in
relation to the effect on the other cable routes along public roads.

Alternative Routes for Power Transmission
This has been resolved by omission of the main transmission lines from the
development.

Absence of Site Investigation and Design Detail
The developer has submitted a significant amount of additional information which
may be considered adequate for a preliminary design. However much of the detailed
design seems to have been put off for another day. This absence of detail raises the
following questions:
o Extent of road closures required. The figures T1 to T4 provide a more detailed
design response to our previous concerns and reflect the greater knowledge

[f) /xidareCountyCounci Comhairle Contae Chill Dara, Aras Chill Dara, Pairc Ui Dhubhui, An Nas, Co. Chill Dara.

(8 @iidareCaCo Kildare County Council, Aras Chill Dara, Devoy Park, Naas, Co. Kildare.
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gained from the site investigation. However the details do show that there may
be significant need for road closures.

e The extent of documentation which will have to be presented before
agreement on detailed design is given by Kildare Co. Co. will be significant. If
that process is left to the construction stage (as seems to be implied in the
submissions) then time is needed so that resources can be put in place by
Kildare Co. Co. to deal with the project. To do this Kildare Co. Co. will
require advance notice (probably 6 months) of the intended date for
submission of that detailed design. Also the Council would require 3 months
from the date of presentation of the complete design for examination and
approval. I suggest no road opening licence could be given until that process
was complete.

e [t should be noted that the developer is willing to fund Kildare's monitoring
and supervisory resources (for the construction stage).

Delivery Routes
I do not consider the query raised in my previous report was addressed.

General
I would like to draw attention again to the final paragraph in my report dated 26th
May 2015.

The developer states that this type of roadworks is subject to a Road Opening Licence
and implies that the terms of that licence ensures that these types of works are well
regulated. This seems to suggest that much of the mitigation (of the effect on public
roads) and the detailed design necessary (when building a structure through the public
road) will be controlled by that process.

This is not the case. It is not possible or appropriate that the Local Authority would
design the detail of this project and then set it out in a Road Opening Licence. It is the
developer who should provide the design for all to examine in this public consultation
process. I consider this has not been done to date.

Yours sincerely, /& (JWJ

Senior Engineer
Kildare Co. Co.
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MEMO
To: Michael Kenny, SEP Planning
From: Kathleen O’Brien, AE Transportation
Date: 18" November 2015
Re: Maighe Windfarm — Response to Further Information Submission

The Transportation Department of Kildare County Council made a submission on the
application for a Windfarm at Maighne in Co. Kildare. The submission outlined a number of
concerns relating to the deficit of information in relation to the proposed cabling routes,
haul routes, turbine delivery routes and entrances. The applicant has responded to specific
issues raised and the Transportation Department wishes to note the following comments
with regard to the applicant’s response under the following headings:

Cable routes

Haul Routes

Turbine Delivery Routes
New Entrances
Developable Area

I e

Alternative Routes for power Transmission

1. Cable routes

The removal of the extensive HV cabling associated with the two options for connection to the
national grid is a welcome alteration to the planning application. However despite this change there
is still a significant quantity of cabling to be laid in the public road due to the dispersed arrangement
of the windfarm sites.

The Transportation Department maintain that the extensive laying of cables within the
public road network, despite the mitigation measures suggested, will have an overall
negative effect in terms of the condition of the road, additional costs in maintaining and
improving the roads and structures along the cabling route and additional health and safety
risks to road workers.



Kildare County Council
Transportation Department,

Devoy Park, 2\ g 43

Aras Chill Dara,
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The applicant states their commitment to completion of detailed site investigation and road
pavement design work during the detailed design stage of the project. However due to the
potential negative implications on the public road network the local authority will require
that the full guantum of information requested in the previous Transportation Department
submission should be provided at application stage.

The following further information is required:

a.

2.

The Transportation Departments submission outlined a schedule of testing to
confirm the structural capacity of the road network. The applicant has completed a
number of these tests on a selection of roads on the cabling route, to produce
sample trench reinstatement details. The Transportation Department maintains that
all testing listed in the original Transportation Department submission should be completed

for all roads along the proposed cable routes. This will enable trench reinstatement details
to be confirmed as acceptable.

The original Transportation Department submission requested that a topographical survey
of the routes be carried out to ensure that cables, joint bays and communication boxes are
located in the best locations these should be identified in plan and cross section so that the
proposals can be properly assessed.

A full structural assessment for each of the structures where direct drilling is proposed was
requested. A visual survey was completed for structures along the cable route, but further
details are required to adequately address concerns raised.

It was also requested that existing services within the road should be identified to ensure
the proposed routes are acceptable. This should include water, sewage,
telecommunications, ESB, Bord Gais, broadband etc. The applicant has noted that some of
these services have been identified and all service providers will be contacted during the
detailed design. This information should be provided at application stage.

The applicant should provide details of the capacity of the proposed cabling in relation to
the power to be generated by the proposed windmills. The developer should identify any
spare capacity.

A Traffic Management Plan for the cabling works was requested. The applicant has stated
that this will be provided at detailed design stage. The Transportation Department require
the submission of this information at application stage so that the impact of the scheme on
the road network can be assessed.

Haul routes

The Transportation Department’s submission highlighted a number of concerns centering
on the increase in HGV movements within towns and on the local road network. The
applicant noted that the increase in traffic is temporary (2 years) and relatively low for most roads.



*Kildare County Council
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However concern remains and the safety and capability of the road network and this should be
properly assessed. Both Derrinturn and Johnstownbridge will see a significant increase in the volume
of HGVs through the towns for a sustained period. Johnstownbridge will see 154 additional HGV
movements per day. The local roads will also need assessment for their suitability to cater for a
significant increase in HGV traffic for a sustained period of time.

The following information previously requested were not provided:

a. A Traffic Impact Assessment paying particular attention to the increase in HGV movements
within the towns of Derrinturn and Johnstownbridge and on the impact of HGYV movements
on the local road network. There is concern that the width and structural capacity of some
of the roads are insufficient to take the proposed increase in HGVs proposed. The traffic
impact assessment shall assess the capability of the roads to cater for the increased volume
of HGV traffic particularly local roads.

b. A full structural assessment is required for all roads proposed as haul routes to show the
pavement depth and subgrade quality.

c On the basis of the above assessment the applicant should submit detailed design for
strengthening works where required.

d. A Traffic Management Plan as requested should be submitted.
Turbine Delivery Routes

The applicant has stated that a Traffic Management Plan, Risk Assessment and abnormal loads
permit will be completed prior to construction. The Transportation Department requested a number
of items of further information that it deemed necessary to make an informed decision. This
information has not been provided and the Transportation Department is of the opinion that this
information shou!d be provided at application stage rather than after a grant of permission.

For this reason the following information is required:

1. The estimated load of the turbine companents has not been provided and a structural
assessment of each of the proposed routes and structures along the routes should be carried
out. Although there is some overlap in the turbine delivery routes and the cable routes, there
are additional stretches of road that will require analysis. 30 stream crossings were identified in
Section 9.3.5 of the EIS for the turbine delivery route.

2. Where a route is shown to be structurally unsuitable the developer shall submit plans to
upgrade the road or structure.
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3. Temporary works have been identified on third party lands. Landowners should be identified
and agreements put in place. Failure to reach agreement for required works could result in an
entire route being discounted.

4. A topographical survey of the route is needed so that accurate swept path analysis can be
carried out. Full dimensional details of the load to be transported should be included.

5. The previous submission from the Transportation Department highlighted that it seemed that
works outside of those identified would be required. It would appear that there are outstanding
nodes and bends that will likely require works to facilitate the delivery of turbines. This concern
has not been addressed and would require the submission of the above information to clarify.

New entrances onto public road

The information submitted by the applicant in response to the issues raised does not sufficiently
address the points raised. The level of detail submitted on drawings nos. LE14-731-04-120 Rev A and
LE14-731-04-121 Rev A is not sufficient to adequately assess the sightlines.

The following details are required to fully assess the proposals:

1. A topographical survey is required covering the full extent of the sightlines. The level of detail on
the drawings submitted is not sufficient to adequately assess the proposed entrances.

2. Hedgerow trimming and removal has been identified on lands that appear to be outside of the
control of the developer and permission from the landowner agreeing to relocation or trimming
of their boundaries should be provided. Where third party lands are required to set back
boundaries to facilitate sight lines, written agreement from the landowner should be provided.

3. A new access road is proposed to access onto the R414 regional road. The only details are an
indicative location marked on the route maps. The new access road entrance onto the R414
from the Derrybrennan Cluster is to be included in this analysis outlined above.

4. Full detailed design of the proposed entrances including width, turning radii, set back and
construction should be submitted. This should be submitted as part of the sightline assessment
and where third party lands are required written permission for their use must be submitted.

5. Sightlines can only be measured to the centre of the road for the left hand side approach (e.g.
Junction 1, Ballynakill).

6. Sightlines and entrance design at the Dunfirth substation should also be included in the
assessment.
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Developable Area:

The Transportation Department raised concerns regarding the large area in counties Offaly and
Kildare which were identified as suitable for the development of windfarms and the lack of a master
plan for the potential development of the overall area.

The applicants response to this point is noted however the view of the Transportation Department
that the dispersed nature of the windfarm sites increases the impact of the development on the
surrounding network in terms of cabling and disruption to the public road, construction traffic and
turbine delivery routes. In the absence of national wind energy guidelines and of a Wind Energy
Strategy for County Kildare the application could be considered premature.

Alternative Routes for power Transmission

This issue has been adequately addressed with the removal of the two HV cable transmission
options.

Summary:

In summary the Transportation Department is of the opinion that the proposed development is
premature. Although the length of HV cable to be laid in the public road has been reduced there
remains a significant volume of MV cable to be laid in the public road connecting the various
windfarm sites.

If a scheme of this nature is to go ahead our first option would be to eliminate the instalment of
cabling within the public road where possible. Where this cannot be achieved, the most suitable
routes should be selected and finally appropriate mitigation measures should be applied.

It is acknowledged that the applicant has completed additional investigative works in relation to the
condition of the road network and structures, however there is a significant body of work
outstanding to satisfy our concerns and the Transportation Department is of the opinion that this
information must be submitted at application stage to allow a full assessment of the proposal to be
carried out. This inciudes topographical surveys, structural assessments, agreements for works on
third party lands etc.

Signed: Bleom O A Date: i< I nlIS

n O’Brien, AE Transportation

Endorsed:

Date: [Q\l u\l 5
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Aidan Murray. - Re: Fwd: Maighne Wind Farm - Significant Additional Information

From: Aidan Murray.

To: Keogh, Wesley

Date: 25/11/2015 16:52

Subject: Re: Fwd: Maighne Wind Farm - Significant Additional Information

Wesley,
Can I sum up Ailish's reply as follows:

Details of petrol/oil interceptor acknowledged.

A diffuse drainage system with a stilling pond is proposedIf it is to discharge to surface water a section
4 effluent discharge is required under the Local Government (Water Poliution ) Act 1977 as amended.

Our concerns about the backfilling of drainage cahnnels with a cement compounds and the potential
contamination which may result have not been addressed.

It should be specified that there should be no adverse impact on surface water quality during the
construction phase. The local ground condition of peat may arise in siltation of surface waters and an
increase in ammonia concentrations.

UL pl

>>> Ailish Nolan 19/11/2015 09:07 >>>
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Aidan, s i[>
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Environmental Healtlh Repart 17" November 2015

Re: Maighne Wind Farm Application and Response to Submissions documents

Preamble
1 have read the “Response to Submissions™ documents received in October 15, | understand that the

competent authority assessing this application is An Bord Pleanala.

The Irish Department of Ervironment Wind Energy Development Guidelines issued in 2006 when the
turbines were not of such significant dimensions. Revised guidelines have been drafted but have not
been issued. The 2006 guidelines have been used in the assessment of this application.

Environmental Manapement Plan

A Construction and Environmental Management Plan will be put in place by the developer io prevent,
control or mitigate poiential negative envirornmental impacts arising during the construction,
operational and decommissioning phases.

Noise

It is envisaged that the revised Wind Energy Development Guidelines will increase the set-back
distance from residences and other sensitive receptors based on noise output from the industrial type
turbines proposed. The applicants have stated that the proposed turbine mode! selecied will comply
with the revised guidelines when issued. It is noted that a specific turbine model has not heen specified
in the response to submissions documents received in October 2015. In the application it was stated
that a candidate turbine was assessed with regard to noise and the need for management of the noisc
output from that turbine model was acknowledged. | note in the information that vibration nuisance is
not considered to be an issue with the proposed development.

The applicant has stated that a noise monitoring plan will be in place in order to assess compliance with
noise limit conditions if planning permission is granted. The noise output from the proposed substation
at Drehid will be included in this plan.

Construction Phase - Noise and Vibration

Noise limits should be set in conditions and should be monitored during the construction phase. Noise
associated with the consiruction of access roads and cable routes should also be included in that plan.
The hours of operation should be controlled in order to prevent noise nuisance at dwellings and other
premises used by the public such as schools, etc.

Shadow Flicker

The applicant states that the nuisance caused by shadow flicker can be managed and controlled. The
applicant is undertaking to ensure that nuisance from shadow flicker at any dwelling within 1200m of a
turbine shatl not exceed 30 hours per annum or maximum 30 minutes per day. The applicant further
states that there is only one dwelling within 500m of a turbine and that dwelling is in the ownership of
a consenting iand owner. It is recommended that a plan for controlling shadow flicker within 10 rotor
diameters of any turbine and investigation of associated complaints should be set as a condition if
planning permission is granted.

Air Quality

Dust limits should be set in the conditions and dust should be monitered during the construction and
operational phases if permission is granted. | note that measures are proposed to control dust
generation on un-surfaced roads and that a dust control plan will be developed.






Water Quality Protection

The proposed wind farm is in the catchment of the River Boyne and the River Barrow both of which
are significant public drinking water sources.

The Ballyna Group Water Scheme proposed to serve northwest Kildare is leng awaited in the area and
many houscholds made financial contributions years ago in expectation of the development of this
scheme. The expectation was that the Johnstownbridge Well Field development would be the
groundwater source for the proposed Group Scheme in addition to providing & public drinking water
resource. A Compulsory Purchase order was approved. However the proposed well field development
has not been included in the Irish Water Capital Investment Programme and work on the project has
ceased.

The Johnstownbridge well field was one of just four groundwater resources identified in an assessment
for Water Strategy for County Kildare in 2002, The availability of groundwater sources suitable for
development as public drinking water schemes is scarce.

The proposed cable routes pass through the Inner and Outer Source Protection Zones of the
Johnstownbridge well field. The cable routes proposed leading to and from the substation at Drehid are
located in the inner protection zone and close to wells ww2 and ww23 in the Johnstownbridge well
field. The mitigation measures proposed to protect the groundwater resources during the construction
of the turbine base structures, sub-station and the access roads and tracks are noted including enhanced
measures at T44 and T45. In my opinion it would have been better to aveid developments in the inner
source protection zone areas so close 1o the wells.

Protection of Private Well Water Supplies

Some areas on the proposed cable routes are not served by public mains drinking water. Wells used as
drinking water sources located near new access tracks/roads and cable routes need to be protected from
contamination during construction. Shallow wells which serve some houses are more vulnerable. The
propasals to protect surface waters and groundwater by the provision of safe fuel oi! storage and good
management is noted.

Bt Ko
Eileen Loughman J
Environmental Health







ACO KCC Cbservations Maighne Wind Farm SID

Re : Maighne Wind Farm - Significant Additional Information

My response to above is:

1.My observations are as per my original report, for more detailed analysis refer to
the Landscape consultants report.

2.1 note that the digital photo montages displayed by applicant could be of the wrong
format for a human eye viewpoint, as they are a wide angle panoramic views. This
would make the applicant's visual impact study invalid. Also visual impact studies
should be taken for minimum winter foliage, this condition should be confirmed.

Signed \%%v KW\\\\ \D.
N L\

Peter Black Architect RIBA MUBC

Architectural Conservation Officer

Kildare County Council
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Planning File Ref. | Maighne Wind Farm: PA0041

Prepared by Bridget Loughlin, Heritage Officer
Date Prepared 23/11/2015
Ecology

The significant additional information contends that there is no requirement in the EIS to appraise impacts at a
cluster scale. However, it is considered in view of the size of each individual cluster, their non-contiguous
nature, the dispersed nature of the proposed development and the entire footprint of the proposed
development, that a separate impact assessment is warranted for each individual cluster. It is possible that the
matter of potential impacts at a cluster scale could be reduced/diluted when impacts are only considered for
the proposed development as a single site. The Board should therefore satisfy itself that the scale and nature of
the impacts have been adequately addressed

The reply to the submission is noted however the issue of the amount of compensatory habitat to be provided
to compensate for loss of 97.94ha of habitat has not be addressed.

While the revised mitigation measure to replant trees is noted, as is the comment that replant lands are
available, details of such lands have not been provided, they have not been assessed as part of this EIS and
details of the quantity and species for replanting have not been given.

No information is given in the EIS or this submission regarding the protection of retained ecological features,
in particular the protection of trees and hedgerows during on-site construction activities.

The inclusion of additional mitigation measures to reduce bat mortality during peak bat active months is
noted. It is still considered that every effort should be taken to avoid this impact by removing turbines 11, 34,
42 and 43 from the development as within the mitigation hierarchy avoidance is the first course of action.

No detail has been submitted on the proposed landscaping plan. While there is reference to replanting with
native species no reference has been made to the detail of the proposed landscaping plans including impacts
on adjoining habitats. The landscaping plan should also be subjected to Appropriate Assessment Screening.

NIS

The Board should satisfy itself that the NIS has been updated to take account of any changes to the proposed
development as a result of this submission. A revised NIS shall be prepared to take consideration of any
changes to the proposed development on foot of other further information requests, detailed method
statements provided and landscaping proposals in order to ensure a full Appropriate Assessment can be
carried out by the Board to determine if the development is likely to have direct, indirect or ‘in combination’
impacts on the habitats and/or species for which the SACs identified in the EIS are designated.

Tourism

While the EIS refers to Scottish surveys when assessing the views of tourists regarding wind farm
development, the location, scale and nature of the wind farms which were used in such surveys is unclear.

The reply to this submission does not address tourist attitudes to wind farms conducted in an Irish setting.

Royal sites of Ireland tentative World Heritage Site UNESCO

Notwithstanding the applicants response to the impact of the proposed development on the potential of Dun
Ailinne to be designated as a UNESCO World Heritage Site, as part of the Royal Sites of Ireland, this
response was not prepared by an independent expert on World Heritage nominations. It is considered that the
reply to the submission is inadequate and as stated in the previous submission the Board should be satisfied
that the granting of this permission will not negatively affect the potential designation of the Royal Sites of
Ireland as a UNESCO World Heritage Site.




Node Upgrades for Turbine Delivery Routes

The EIS identified the requirement to undertake structural surveys of the following structures: Johnstown
Bridge (RPS B04- 25), Fear English Bridge (RPS B04-24) and Agar Bridge (RPS B17-15) and the Canal
Bridge at Node ref NKDERB004 Canal Bridge. The applicant proposes to delay the assessment of these
structures until after the grant of permission. This is considered inadequate. The board should satisfy itself that
the condition of these structures will not be negatively impacted by the granting if this application.

Recommendation
The information submitted in reply to the submission does not change the recommendation.
¢ Having considered the impact on built, natural (in particular protected species), archaeological

heritage and the impact on the tourism potential of the Barrow navigation (Blueway) the Cloncumber
cluster should be removed from the proposed development.

¢ Due to high risk of bat mortality remove Turbines 11, 34, 42 and 43 from the development.

Conditions of Grant
The following conditions should be attached to any grant of permission.

o All mitigation plans and method statements prepared as part of the design stage shall prior to the
commencement of the proposed development, be screened to assess potential impacts on Natura 2000
sites. The Natural Impact Statement should be revised to reflect the findings of the screening. Any
mitigation measures resulting from this screening shall be attached as conditions to any grant of
permission

e A revised CEMP shall be prepared which shall contain all mitigation measures, including any
contained within devised method statements.

» All mitigation measures outlined in the outline CEMP and the revised NIS shall be attached as
conditions of grant of permission.

e All hedgerows to be replaced with indigenous native species similar to what has been removed,
except in close proximity to turbines to ensure protection of bat species.

e A site ecologist shall be on site for the entire duration of the project and shall submit a report to show
compliance with all mitigation measures and conditions outlined in the final CEMP.

» A detailed site management plan should be provided for each wind farm cluster, cable and haul route,
which conforms to “BS 5837:2012- Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction”.

Budot bougfs

Bridget Loughlin




Kildare County Council
Water Services

MEMO

To: Michael Kenny, Senior Planner. &\

From: John McGowan, Senior Engineer.
Brigette Rea, Senior Executive Engineer.

Date: 12th November 2015

Re: Strategic Infrastructure Planning Application - Maighne Wind Farm.
ABP Planning Reference 09.PA0041. - Response to further
information.

The following are the points raised by the Water Services Department.

Comments

1. Chapter 9, Section 9.7.1., bullet point 18 states "The conceptual site
drainage has been designed to complement existing overland flow and
existing bog, agricultural and forestry drainage. The drainage design
will be developed in full at the detailed design stage." The concluding
paragraph of Section 9.7.1. states "The Site Drainage Management
Plan shall be finalised in accordance with this outline plan foliowing the
appointment of the contractor for the main construction works."

Recommendation
Kildare County Council considers that a development of this type and scale
should include a detailed drainage design for consideration.

2. Chapter 9, Section 9.4.5., paragraph 3 states that "There will be no
appreciable obstruction to flood flows in the floodplain as a result of
new access roads and turbine hardstanding areas, which will be mostly
at grade with the existing terrain.” Four turbines T1, T29, T30 and T34,
are within an area identified in the OPW PFRA mapping as an
indicative floodplain (Flood Zone A) for a 1 in 100 year return period
flood.






Recommendation

Kildare County Council requests that details of the proposed foundations of
the aforementioned turbines are included. The applicant is requested to
submit for consideration the existing and proposed finished ground levels of
the turbine site and associated access roads. The construction of the wind
farm as a water compatible development does not remove the need to
consider the displacement of flood waters and provision of compensatory
storage should the need arise.

This Department has considered Section 1.5.2 of the applicant's response to
the request for further information. The response has been noted and this
Depariment has no further comment.

'

5

Brigette Rea,
Chartered Engineer,
Senior Executive Engineer,
Water Services.

zE iz./u (MS‘,

1. Me L cwtnD
John McGowan,
Senior Engineer,
Water Services.







Environment Section

Element Power Ireland Ltd — Proposed Maighne Wind Farm

Slightly amended noise conditions

Noise: A condition should be attached to any grant of planning permission ensuring
the day-time noise limits and night time noise limits are not exceeded.

Daytime: 45dB (Lago, 10 minute) for Ballynakill, Windmill, Drehid-Hortland,
Derrybrennan wind farms

Night-time: 43dB (Lags, 10 minute) for Ballynakill, Windmill, Dehid-Hortland,
Derrybrennan and Cloncumber.

Please note that the day time noise level for Cloncumber Wind Farm shall not
exceed:

40 dB(Lago, 10 minute) When wind speeds are less than 4.5 m/s at 10m height and

45 dB (Lago,10 minute) When wind speeds are greater that 4.5 m/s at 10m height.

A Noise Survey of the site operations shall be carried out annually by a competent
Environmental Consultant. The applicant shall consult with An Bord Pleanala on the
timing, nature and extent of the survey and shall develop a survey programme to the
satisfaction of An Bord Pleanala. The survey programme shall be submitted to An
Bord Pleanala in writing at least one month before the survey is to be carried out. A
record of the survey results shall be available for inspection by any authorised
persons of An Bord Pleanala at all reasonable times.

The applicant shall be required to implement the mitigation measures outlined in the
EIS Chapter 6 Noise and Vibration, dated March 2015.

CONCERN:

It appears the applicant Element Power Ireland Ltd has not yet decided on the
model/type of turbine for the proposed development. Environment staff has

concerns that a decision will be made by ABP on the proposed development
without the turbine model being determined.

Signed: Date:
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Appendix 2 - CAAS Ltd. Report
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COMMENTARY ON APPLICANTS RESPONSE TO THE

ASSESSMENT OF LIKELY LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL
EFFECTS

AS PART OF THEIR RESPONSE TO

SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED BY AN BORD PLEANALA

FOR THE

PROPOSED MAIGHNE WINDFARM

for: Kildare County Council

by: CAAS Ltd.

2™ Floor, The Courtyard,
25 Great Strand Street,
Dublin 1

Nov 2015



Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

1. Terms of Reference
2. General......cc.. - (5 S 3

3. Clarification and commentary on applicant’s FESPONSES........cuviviiivmimiiminensinsisinseeosiooneod

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council 2



Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

1. Terms of Reference
CAAS have been requested to examine the relevant information supplied in support of a proposal
for a SID application in Co Kildare — to develop a dispersed windfarm in the northern-most part of
the county. A Report was supplied Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm dated May 2014.

Kildare Council have requested comments to response made by the applicant concerning that
report.

2. General
The Applicants response makes a number of statements throughout that need to be addressed from
the outset;

Regarding the Kildare LCA — the applicant state that CAAS by turns ‘oversimplify’ [1.1.2.3];
‘selectively interpret’; [1.1.2.3] the Kildare LCA and point out that CAAS report is based on the
desktop review of the EIS [1.1.2.4]. The facts are that CAAS prepared the original LCA and the Review
of Scenic Views for the Kildare County Development Plan in 2005 — as stated in ‘Methodology’ of the
report to Kildare County Council — and is very familiar with these issues and areas.

Regarding the methods - the applicant relies upon and refers to the relevance and importance of
methods derived from the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (GLVIA — 2013).
[1.1.2.3, 1.1.2.12 ] and specifically points to the need to value the judgements of experienced
landscape professionals and the methodology for determining landscape and visual impacts
provided in GLVIA 2013 [1.1.2.4] while pointing to the need for separate appraisals for landscape
impacts and visual impacts are stipulated as being fundamental in GLVIA.

The CAAS report was prepared by Conor Skehan, co-founder and past president of the Irish
Landscape Institute who has prepared the Landscape Character Assessments and/or Designated
Viewing Point Designations for 9 counties' and who was a member of the first two steering
committees of the GLVIA, all editions of the EPA’s Guidelines on EIA as well as being a member of
the Steering Committee for the National Landscape Strategy. This information is provided to
demonstrate that the assessment has been carried out by an expert with a good and detailed
knowledge of the landscape of County Kildare in particular, of Irish landscape as well as a detailed
knowledge of impact assessment and landscape and visual impact assessment, in particular.
Statements that assert limitations of understandings of any of these documents can take account of
these facts.

! carlow, Clare, Kildare, Kilkenny, Mayo, Meath, Tipperary, Waterford and Wexford.

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council 3



Commentary On Applicant Response Te The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects OF The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

3. Clarification and commentary on applicant’s responses

Consideration of Applicant Response to CAAS Report:

on Landscape
and
Settlements’

15.7) to highlight areas of the
landscape that may be subject to
more prominent views of

| the proposed turbines on the

basis of scale in relation to
distance and terrain screening.
The authors of the CAAS report
note that some of the higher
zones of TVI score coincide with
dense concentrations of
settlement, routes, amenities and
features, particularly around the
northern and southern extents of
the proposed development. By

Reference | Applicant Comment CAAS Response
1.1.2.1 | At section 5.1 the authors of the | The assessment confirms that evidence
Response to CAAS report acknowledge that supplied by the applicant is ‘comprehensive,
Section 5.1- “the environmental impact | systematic and thorough'.
‘The Applicants | assessment provides an |
descriptions of | appropriately comprehensive, | The reason for this confirmation is to
landscape systernatic and thorough highlight the disparity between the evidence
effects’ description of the likely supplied by the applicant and the
magnitude and extent of effects contradictory assessment of the significance |
of the proposed development”. of this evidence that was supplied by the
They conclude that “there is applicant — as pointed out in section 5.1, p8
sufficient information upon of the assessment supplied by CAAS.
which to base a determination”
{p24). Indeed, the authors of the | There are no ‘disparity of opinion’ — the
CAAS report are relatively assessment throughout is based upon factual
complimentary of the considerations — based upon material
methodology and graphics supplied by the applicant.
employed as well as the
descriptions of effect used in
Chapter 15 of the EIS. However,
they make it clear that there is
disagreement with the ultimate
determination of impact
significance. Having established
where disparity of opinion arises
between the EIS and the CAAS
report, this will be the focus of
the RF! response below,
1122 At section 5.2 of the CAAS report, | This statement is correct.
Response to the authars refer to the
Section 5.2 - Theoretical Visual Intensity (TVI) | The reason for this confirmation is to
i ‘Likely Effects map provided in the EIS {Figure highlight the disparity between the evidence

supplied by the applicant and the
contradictory assessment of the significance
of this evidence that was supplied by the
applicant.

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council



Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

contrast, it is acknowledged that
areas more central to the
development have much lower
densities of sensitive features.

These are fair observations,
however, it must be reiterated
that like a Zone of Theoretical
Visibility (ZTV) map, a TVImap is a
theoretical computer generated
output based on bare-ground
terrain. It therefore takes no
account of screening from
vegetation, which is significant in
this flat rural landscape. In this
regard, the results of the Route
Screening Analysis (RSA) must be
relied upon as a more
comprehensive form of analysis
based on the reality of visibility
within the central study area,
rather than the theoretical
analysis generated by the ZTV and
TVI maps. Indeed, this is the main
reason that RSA was undertaken
in addition to computer
generated visibility mapping for
this project — because the latter
considerably averemphasises
visual exposure in flat vegetated
landscapes such as this.

The statement about the limitations of the
ZTV is correct.

However the RSA analysis is limited to views
from roads - and not the overall landscape
which is an important consideration for a
development of this magnitude that affects
the landscape to such a degree over such an
extensive area.

However for developments of this scale it is
important to be aware of the potential for
visibility when screening from vegetation is
removed — especially the mature forestry
that is so prevalent in this area — an issue
explored in more detail by the eminent
farester and landscape architect Mr Micheal
Cregan {in the submission by David Mulcahy
Planning consultants have prepared a
submission on behalf of the Donadea against
Turbines

(DAT) group]

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council



Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessmient Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

1.1.23
Response to
Section 5.3 -
‘General effect
of turbines in
these
landscapes’

In this section, the authors of the
CAAS report discuss the
sensitivity of the receiving
landscape with reference to the
landscape character assessment
for County Kildare. CAAS suggest
that “the landscape

within the development area is
recognised {and designated) as
having a general sensitivity on
account of its inability to visually
absorb development”. This
appears to be an
oversimplification of the
Landscape Character Assessment
and its relationship to
development plan policies.

See the General comment above about
suggestions that CAAS misinterpret or
oversimplify the Kildare LCA.

The assessments of the landscapes is part of
the Landscape Character Assessment[LCA]
of County Kildare which is part of an adapted
County Development Plan — that has been
adopted on a number of occasions including
the same LCA.

These designated views of the Kildare
County development Plan are the result of
extensive public consultation [including
workshops about landscape preferences and
values as well as public display and feedback]
and as such represent the considered views
and values of the population of County
Kildare. These have been incorporated into
the County Development Plan — a statutory
document - that must be taken into account
in the determination of planning applications
- notwithstanding the opinions expressed by
the applicants.

? Chapter 14 Landscape, Recreation & Amenities
http://kildare.ie/CountyCouncil/Planning/DevelopmentPlans/KildareCountyDevelopmentPlan2011-
2017/Chapter-14.pdf
Volume 2 - Appendix 3 Landscape Character Areas (description — CS check if same as 2005)

http://kildare.ie/CountyCouncil/Planning/DevelopmentPlans/KildareCountyDevelopmentPlan20131-
2017/Appendix-3.pdf

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council




Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

These comments rely on a series
of relatively generic ‘critical
landscape factors’ that are
repeatedly applied to Landscape
Character Areas (LCAs) in which
they happen to occur.

| Section 4 of the CAAS Report provides

| summaries of the LCA characteristics of the

receiving environment.

' These, and the LCA for the County, provide
| detailed description of the interpretation of

The main critical landscape factor | sensitivity — which notes ‘limitations in scale

highlighted by CAAS is ‘smooth
terrain’ as this allows “Long
distance vistas”, with an “inability
to visually absorb development”.
It is important to note that
contradictory ‘critical

landscape factors’ are often
applied to the same landscape
character area, presumably on

i the basis that both may accur in

different parts of it. With respect

| to the canals for example, CAAS

fail to acknowledge that ‘shelter
vegetation’ is also considered to
be a critical lIandscape factor
described as “natural vegetation
that grows along the shores of
the canal, as well as by coniferous
and mixed plantations adjacent to
the water corridor”. Furthermore,
the receiving landscape is not
‘recognised or designated as
having a general sensitivity to
development’ as the sensitivity of
the two LCAs containing the
proposed turbines (Western
boglands and North-Western
Lowlands), are identified as being
of ‘medium’ and ‘low’ sensitivity
respectively.

and magnitude’ as being limiting factors for
the acceptability of acceptable
developments.

The same section provides details of the
designations of LCA 13, 14 which deal with
the Grand Canal’s significance and
sensitivity.

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council




Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

Another example of selective
interpretation of the Landscape
Character Assessment with regard
to this proposed development
occurs where CAAS highlight that
within the description of the
Western Boglands LCA it is stated
that the area is “highly distinctive
due to the existing large areas of
bogland vegetation”.

What also needs to be noted in

! this regard is policy LL5 from the

County development plan which

| is; “To recognise that cutaway

and cut-over boglands represent
degraded landscapes and/ or
brownfield sites and thus are
potentially robust to absorb a
variety of appropriate
developments”.

The former is an evaluation of the
characteristics of the landscape.

The latter is a statement about cutaway and
cut-over boglands that refers to the ability to
absorb ‘appropriate development’

The authors of the CAAS report
state at section 5.3 that “the
Applicants evaluation of
landscape sensitivity erroneously

| classifies the canals as being of

medium sensitivity”. This
judgement was not made in error,
but rather, on the basis of the
universal sensitivity criteria
employed by Macro Works,
derived from the Guidelines for
Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment {GLVIA - 2013). It is
commaon occurrence throughout
the country that planning
authorities apply sensitivity and
value classifications with regard
to landscape features and LCAs

. within their jurisdiction. In

absence of a national landscape
character assessment, value and
sensitivity judgements can vary
between local authorities in
relation to similar landscape
features or areas. The challenge
for landscape practitioners is to
apply landscape sensitivity and
value judgements consistently
across County boundaries using
universal criteria.

The description of the designated sensitivity
and significance of the Grand Canal is clearly
set out in the CAAS report at Section 4, p6 ~
which provides references to the County
Develgpment plan Designations.

The applicant invites a setting aside of the
formal and adopted designation in favour of
their own evaluation.

| In support the applicant refers to the

Guidelines for Landscape and Visual impact
Assessment (GLVIA — 2013) which points to
the need to value the judgements of ;
experienced landscape professionals and the
methodology for determining landscape and
visual impacts. This guidance only refers in
the determination of the methods to be
used for evaluation on a case by case basis. It
is not intended to supplement and not to
supplant formal designations.

CAAS Ltd, for Kildare County Council




Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

When undertaking project
specific LVIA, it is necessary to
take cognisance of any existing
landscape character assessments,
particularly those produced by
statutory bodies. However, this
does not negate the need for the
landscape professional to
undertake their own appraisal of
landscape character and
sensitivity when preparing the
baseline. Sections 5.12 to 5.17 of
GLVIA - 2013 deal with the use of
existing landscape character
assessments in landscape and
visual assessment, Although
existing LCAs are recommended
as a useful “first step in preparing
the landscape baseline”, the
remaining paragraphs suggest
that they should not be simply
accepted as definitive. However,
it is suggested that “justification
should be provided for any
departure from the findings of an
existing, established LCA” {GLVIA -
p79). lustification for the
sensitivity rating of the canals and
other landscape features within
the study area is provided in
section 15.12.1 of the EIS.

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council




Commentary On Applicant Response To The Assessment Of Likely Landscape And Visual Effects Of The
Proposed Maighne Windfarm

This does not suggest that the
canals are without sensitivity and
value, only that the degree of
sensitivity equates more readily
to the ‘medium’ classification
used in the EIS. That is: “Areas
where the

landscape character exhibits
some capacity and scope for
development. Examples of which
are landscapes

which have a designation of
protection at a county level or at
non-designated local level where
thereis

evidence of local value and use”.
It is not considered that the canal
network in this area equates with
the

high sensitivity criteria applied in
the EIS. That is: “Areas where the
landscape character exhibits a
low

capacity for change in the form of
development. Examples of which
are high value landscapes,
protected at

a national or regional level (Area
of Qutstanding Natural Beauty),
where the principal management
objectives are likely to be
considered conservation of the
existing character”. It should be
noted that neither

of the adjacent counties {Meath
and Westmeath) identify the
Rayal Canal corridor as a highly
sensitive

landscape feature.

The applicant seeks to suggest that the
canals are not, or ought not to be,
considered significant or sensitive. The facts
are that the Kildare County Development
plan is clear and specific on this matter. The
Canal’s national significance is also
recognised by other bodies.

Section 4 of the CAAS report provides details
of the designations of LCA 13, 14 which deal
with the Grand Canal’s significance and
sensitivity.

The applicant acknowledges at [3.22.3 Royal
Canall1i?

The Royal Canal lies within the study area.
The Royal Canal Way is a National
Waymarked Way].

1.1.24
Response to
Section 5.4 -
‘General
significance of
effects on
Landscape and
settlements’

This statement tends to devalue
the judgements of experienced
landscape professionals and the
methodology for determining
landscape and visual impacts
provided in GLVIA 2013, by
reverting to a simple
mathematical formula derived
from an undisclosed source. For
example, it is not reasonable to
consider that a 160m tall building
equates in terms of visual

The assessment provided in this section has
been provided on the basis of the
judgements of experienced landscape
professional in determining the methodology
for landscape and visual impacts - as
provided in GLVIA 2013 [See general
comments above].

The assessment is not provided by a ‘simple
mathematical formula derived from an

undisclosed source’ — rather the effects are
jHlustrated [Figures 4 — 8] throughout by the

CAAS Ltd. for Kildare County Council
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