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We would like to add this Observation to our Objection on Ref:16363 - In response to the Further
Information Clarification Response from Irish Water dated 3rd of November.

We again would remind you that we are a Society of Riparian Owners who's Rights are being
ignored by Irish Water and their responsibility not being observed. We ask that Wicklow Country
Council does not take part in this challenge against our Riparian Rights and refuse permission to
Irish Water.

NO Compensatory Flows

We are all disappointed in the fact that Irish Water has abandoned all negotiations with ourselves
and the wider Ashford Community in favour of a very hardline approach “People before Fish!”.
However, we now all know where we stand and it is absolutely clear as stated by them; Irish Water
has no intention to give Compensatory Flows to the river.

In summary, the sto-age available at Vartry has a [Imit 2n¢ if 2dc tional ‘water is provided
i compensaticn flows, it will have an Impact on I7ish Wate”s abillly W provide a
sustamnable drirking wate- suagly for the raqon.

Objectives in relation to downstream flows

e Vartry River immed ately downstream of the plant has oraviously run dey when Lack
pumping occurred. Under the lerms of this Plannitg Application, Trish Water are naw
committing to maintain a sel minimum fow in the river immediately dawnstrzam of the
planrl. This will be of mejor henefil to Lhe river and dawnstream users.

The ohjective I to ratumn Lhe rives o ils 'normal’ Now i€, &5 it was 'rom 1865 to when the
p'ant started to fall in 20CB, bul to provica (ha added benefit now of €nsurng a puoinum
fow is alwaye avallaba,

AS a resull of leaking plant and equipment, Irish Wate: is anare that the release to the
river has increased 1o an average 10,5 MLD n recent years. Irsh WWater nas reviswed the
submissions ra sed and ackncwledcas thair concerns ‘n relation 1o the antic/poted chonges
ir levels of river flow, Irish Watar is seekinc to manage fows inte tha rver, cognisanl of
the planred worke, whie also fulflling its stztutory duty to suop'y a secure and re’iable
scurce of drinking water to 200,000 neogple in wizklow and Dudhin.

No negotiation of Compensatory Flows for the River Vartry, an EU Protected River, is in direct
defiance of the River Basin Management Plan both past and present (currently in draft). The fact
that the traditional water source of Dublin’s and Wicklow’s drinking water is above this sensitive
ecosystem, does not negate the demands for water, based on the River Basin Management Plan



and ourselves, the Riparian Owners both founded in law. A solution must be found that takes into
account that the first priority is to protect the River Vartry in pristine condition. Irish Water is a
private company and they have no right to speak as if they are the owners of the water, the
treatment works and the River Vartry. They are required to be within the law and find a solution.

The current situation in the River at this date of November 7th is worse at the moment than any
time including when water was pumped back to the plant in 1997. Global Warming and other
environmental factor have lead to this but the situation is dire. If you look at the chart supplied by
Irish Water and their contention that ‘Natural Flow’ is 5SML per day, you will clearly see that this is
not so. The status flow for the past 9 years has been that we have been receiving well over10 ML
(closer to and sometimes above 15ML) each day.

The consistent times when the flow was dropped to zero were way back pre 1993

so we consider the references of Irish Water to the ‘Pumping Back’ totally irrelevant and should be
ignored. This is their misrepresenting the facts to suit their argument as seen clearly from
the only substantial zero flow on the graph below is between the periods of 1991 and
somewhere in1993 and calling this ‘natural flow’ is poor science. The ‘natural flow’ must be
considered to be the most recent period for almost 10 years from early 2007 to the present.
Since this is just a leak, it clearly shows that without the treatment works present, we would
‘Naturally’ be getting more than this amount.
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wores.
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Figure 1 Meamres Mar mff Arage = owe fram the WTR to the U '.'ar.'ﬁ,u ¢ Alver from 193F* 12 201G

Urranility in downetrerm flows cccurred durd=g sqill events ans from mus=off from the
downstream catchmeat Betk of which will not change 2 = ~esult of this ceve'opment

Bucagse therg e on established oractice of comsistent dischergs rolss ang because
watdability n flaw hee been provides by spill cvonts and the Zawnstreem catch™ent, hats
uf which wiill oot be Improted by thic Zevelopment, brere will not be a cignlﬂram aeffzct by
reiorming Lhe river 10 0ls normal’ Aow e, os 1 owes from 1865 te wien the olent sharred
Lo fael i 2008, with the addod Lonahit now of Cnserng o minimum Moe 5 always aveifable,

Triel Water plen carly thal the cxisting ahetraction o A=nenclan D-idgs wil 2esee apos
U= oropossd develvoment at Uactry ix completz. This will add a furtre- C2MD o
covnstrezm Fows.

the G raling of the river al Antageizn Bnoge (downstream of the water Treatment pPlant
but unstream of Dowvils Glen 8nd Asaford) hes Soen at Q4, Q45 or G5 ancs manitanng
began in the 1970's and when =g 'normal’ flaw wouls have been anproximately SMED.




What Irish Water are proposing is to cut the ‘natural flow’ from regular 15ML to 5ML or 1/3 of the
current flow. We want your inspector to stand upon the bridge at Ashford and look upon the water
running over the weir now, at Spawning Season of one of the most protected and productive
Salmon rivers in the EU, and glance at what is really happening.

Try to imagine looking at this with only 1/3 of the water that photo currently show coming down
from the treatment works. This will be a dead stream, not an EU protected river. THIS IS THE
LAST CHANCE FOR THE RIVER by overturning this planning permission and finding a solution
that works for the River, not against its survival. The photo was taken on this date of November
the 7th.

We have included further photos, taken on November 3rd, to illustrate the impossibility of ignoring
the River’s fate. They are taken on upstream of Ashford below Devil’s Glen where the Salmon and
Sea Trout spawn. Where you see exposed rocks and a small stream, should be a substantial
stream and none exposed.









These are the actual spawning beds which are below what is feasible for spawning in the as
illustrated clearly by the dog. The width and depth does not support spawning.

The Irish Water claim that the SAC, the Murrough, and Devil’s Glen will not be affected, is
completely unsound as clearly shown by the lack of water flowing and the destruction of the fish
caused by no Compensatory Flows. This can not be considered as a sound Environmental
Assessment.We dispute this strongly,

Becauss there is an estanished practice ct consistent cischarce rates erd because
variability n flow ha< heen ravided by spill events and [hie downshream catchment, soth
of which will ot be impactad oy this developmen?, there will not be a significant effect by
retuming ke -iver t@ its 'normal’ flow |Le. as it was fram 18365 to when the alant staitec
tu Tail in 2008, with the added benefic now of casaring a minimum Muw is always avaitable,

Irish Water zglso clanify that the exisling abhstrackion at Annaqaoian Bridoo will ceasa ance
the proposed devzlopmert at vartry is cemplete, This wil add a futhe- 1.2MD tc
dovirstraam flows.

ine Q rating cf tha rivar at Arragelan Bridge (dovwinstream of the water Treatment 2lant
but upstream of Cevils Glen and Asnford) hes be2en at Q4, Q45 cr QS sinc2 monlorng
begar inthe 1970’ and wnen the ‘normal’ fidw woulc hava been approximately SVMLD,

The monitoring of flow ended in 1970 not began and ‘Normal Flow’ is what we currently have at
15ML per day. In almost 10 years, the fish have begun to restore and adapt to this regime and the
ecosystem is in reasonable health. This perfectly coincides with when the leaks started and is not
a coincidence. The fish quality has ONLY been restored to high quality over the same period of the
leakage. Please refer to IFI to confirm that this increase of fish is in direct correlation to the
leakage from 2007, if you have any doubts of our claim.

We ask that based on this hardline approach taken by Irish Water that the
planning permission is denied and support given to the River.

Plant Discharge

On the subject of discharge to the River Vartry we have a great deal of concern. Foremost the new
approach illustrates the lack of trust that you can place with what Irish Water says. We questioned
their approach to retreating the discharge by running it though the old sand filters and the long term
viability of maintaining the old beds. We questioned what they would do with the blocked up water
when a discharge ‘event’ had occurred. Wicklow County Council supported us in this and asked in
the clarification for details to answer our concerns. Irish Water now say that they are going to
pump the discharge back to the Reservoir rather than retreat it. Does this not reflect badly on their
previous plan and whether they were to be trusted to actually perform on this commitment? Does
this point to “poor science”, lack of correct technical expertise, or poorly constructed solution? Or
does this point to intentional deception on their part? We no longer believe them in their solutions.



Clarification in relalian to 1(i) to 1(iii) - Discharge Quality

Irish \Wetar note the clarifizations raised by Wicklow Ccunty Courcl In relation to the
quality of the propased ciecharge. While it s tha oreferenca of l-ish \Yater ta cischarge
troated procass water, Inish Water wish to address @ ny concerns relabing Lo tha qualily af
water discharged “rom tha p'ant, lor chic reason, Ir'sk Water clarify that all sreated process
waler will be returncd Lo the head of e workes, Thers will Lhercfuars be a0 dischangs to
the River Vartry from thz raw wata- treatment plart and tha existing cischarge from the
siow sand washings will cease.

Irish 'Water wil ensure there is a continucus flow of resz voir water dJowrstream of the
Mant hy divert ng water abstractod fFom Vartry Reservalr throwgh <te pipewark inta the
existing <pil way channel,

Thz above clarificaticr will ensurg thers is no risk to water quality curing the operation of
the propcsed deveiopment ard addresses [terms 1 ), (ii) and {iii) of che ciarification
request. An updoted Appropriate Assessment Scrocning is etiached to lake account of this
c'arlfication,

Ary additional works, required t2 ensurs that there will e no dischargz of trzatad water
to the River Va:ty by means of returning all tregtad process water o the head of the
veorks, shal’ e cuntaincd wikive The apolicebon sile and will be of a scale consistent with
the proaosal. In the svent of 3 grant cf permission [nsh water shall susmit compliznoe
drawings showag the fnzgl Eyout of the dovelapmeant.

We believe that taking the discharge, high in Alum, and putting it back into the reservoir is not a
process that can be recommended anywhere in the world. Again we do not believe this is really
the plan, but if it were so, then an ABSOLUTE condition imposed by Wicklow County Council on
the Planning permission must be to revoke all and any discharge licenses currently and in the
future from the Roundwood Treatment Plant regardless of Irish Water’s own future or
management. This includes the current license for 1.7ML at two locations and the proposed 4.0ML
at four locations.

The other concern is that we understood that the original offer was for this discharge to reach the
river with a further 5ML of water always below the EU standard of high water quality . We are now
to understand that we will only get 5ML per day total to the river.

We believe that the Wicklow County Council must clarify just how and the science behind dumping
4ML per day back into the Reservoir at the outlet end is going to be sustainable and produce
quality water for Dublin considering the high concentration of pollutants such as Alum as well as
many others. This will eventually lead to contamination of the reservoir and require “adjustment”
involving dumping to the river.

We ask that this planning permission be denied base on the dumping of the
discharge back into the reservoir.



Source of Flow to the River

We ask the question which is not addressed in their new submission, “What is the source of the
proposed 5ML flow to the River?” Again the plant does not have the facility to release water to the
slipway and the only water that is available for running down the discharge pipe is fully treated
water containing Chlorine and Fluorides.

This again is not well thought out and are further indication of the lack of real concern towards the
environment by Irish Water or their consultant.

We ask that planning permission is denied since they have demonstrated
their lack of thoroughness in all of their submissions. Asking another third
Further Information is unacceptable from our standpoint.

An EIA is Required

We again emphasise the lack of professionalism in all of the submissions from Irish Water and
continually turning back on what they just said. Their research has been shown to be poor, their
science flawed, their reversals suspect and their continual ignoring of the need River Vartry
shocking. This is emphasised by including the statement that “if they give compensatory flows it
will have an impact their ability to provide drinking water to the region”. This clearly indicates the
vested interest of a business ignoring the environment in favour of a lucrative solution. How can
the Wicklow County Council not require an EIA? Irish Water can not be trusted to cover the
environment in an Impact Statement without being biased by the income created by going ahead
with this plan. An EIA is required by law as outlined in our previous submissions and by their own
failings in presenting a sound and believable assessment of the Environmental Impact on the EU
Protected River Vartry.

We ask that you deny permission until which time a full independent EIA is
carried out with the River Vartry Protection Society, representing the Riparian
Owners as an interested party.

Thank you for your help in this matter and we hope that you will listen to us for the greater good of

Wicklow and the environment.

Matthew Weiss - Spokesperson

for the River Vartry Protection Society



