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We welcome the Advantica report which supports out contention that the Environmental Impact Assessment of the application for a consent under Section 40 of the Gas Act 1976 was inadequate.

We would like to add the following comments and supply extra factual information.

We are restricted in making our submission by virtue of refusal of a copy of the AGEC Draft Report 2004 and the fact that the Technical Advisory Group has not yet supplied the alignment sheets.

Nevertheless here are our comments to the Advantica Draft Report relating to:

1. Waste pipeline

2. Population Density

3. Investigation works by AGEC

4. Alignment Sheets

1. Waste pipeline

We notice that Advantica has not taken into consideration the fact and probable effects of the waste water pipeline exporting waste water from the gas processing plant to the outfall point at sea.

The waste pipeline is proposed to be installed in the same overall trench as the gas pipeline and the umbilical line.

The Advantica Report appears to be deficient as it makes no reference to the waste pipeline which Shell E & P Ireland Ltd., their consultants and Mayo County Council state is ancillary to the import gas pipeline.

The Advantica Report should verify whether or not the waste pipeline is part and/or ancillary to the gas pipeline or part and/or ancillary to the gas processing plant in Bellanaboy, and if the placing of the waste pipeline in the same overall trench is best practice.

2. Population Density

The Advantica Report, on page 34, states:

“The pipeline section with the highest population was identified as being the western end of the northern shore of Struwaddacon Bay.” (sic)

“No buildings likely to contain large numbers of people (such as schools) were identified, and….”.

I submit that the secondary school in Rossport has been omitted from proximity calculations at the western end of the gas pipeline route. Rossport College would appear to be within 1700 metres in direct line from the pipeline route. This should be verified and taken into consideration.

3. Investigation works by AGEC

I take great offence at some of AGEC’s statements, which are not in accordance with facts and which directly concern me and my farm.

I refer to Advantica Report pages 76 and 106 and following.

The Advantica Report, Page 106, states:

“Some of the proposed trial locations could not be reached. This was caused partly by the refusal of some of the landowners granting the research team permission to access their land…..”

 My farm is situated at CH 86.600 to 86.800. Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. and/or AGEC have not carried out soil investigations on my farm and nobody has asked me for permission to carry out soil investigation works in 2004 or earlier for the AGEC 2004 Report. Therefore I could NOT have refused, as AGEC are quoted to state in their report. I believe that my farm contains the deepest peat and was subject to an earlier peat slide.

TAG, Technical Advisory Group, Department for Communication, Marine and Natural Resources, has refused me access to the AGEC Report (see attach emails).

I find this attitude to inclusive consultation as very unhelpful, creating further mistrust and flies in the face of open assessment of the gas pipeline based on verifiable facts.

I therefore do not know if there is further misinformation and references to allegations against landowners having refused access and hindered investigation.

Advantica Report, page 76, states:

“On the section of the pipeline route north of the river, which runs approximately from KP 87.800 to KP 89.800, no access to the site was granted by the landowners. Therefore no trials could be performed in this area and no soil data is available on this section. However, it is assumed that this section of land consists mainly of virgin peat with an unknown depth. The soil characteristics in this section are thus expected to be different that the examined sections of the route of the route between KP 84.500 and KP 87.800.”

I submit that this is an astonishing distortion of facts.

I submit a letter I signed and posted to Mr. O’Cathain, predecessor of Mr Pyle, General Manager of Shell E & P Ireland Ltd., dated 24/11/2000 in which I complain that Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. agents have carried out unauthorized works.

I attach copy of my letter to Mr. O’Cathain in which I reported my observations of the investigation works, statement by the machine operator to my questions and the comments at the meeting in Castlebar by Mr. Barry-Dukes.

The following is an extract of my letter:

“Also three trial holes were opened on the commonage without anybody’s consent, when asked by one of our community, on whose instructions/authorization he was acting, your contracted machine operative replied “Mayo County Council”. When this matter was raised by our delegation with your Mr. Brian Barry-Dukes in Castlebar no explanation was forthcoming, however an apology was offered for misleading us.” 

The Commonage referred to is located at the eastern end of the pipeline route, starting 87.600, Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. One of the trial holes I observed was at location 87.800 adjacent to the small track leading to the shore. Two more trial holes were dug further along the route, east of the boreen.

A further trial hole was dug and a drilling rig set up at 87.600 directly behind the small derelict cottage which is situated on private property not commonage.

It is therefore untrue that access to the land by the owner of the small cottage had been denied. Quite early on, most landowners (including the owner of the small cottage) had signed up and had no objections to trial holes for which they were paid.

The Advantica Report, page 76, relies on the information provided in the AGEC Report, 2004:

“Therefore no trials could be performed in this area and no soil data is available on this section.”

This is not factual.

I take great objection that AGEC is misrepresenting the facts and Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. is withholding relevant information to Advantica.

The trial hole at 86.200 is located in my neighbor’s field, known to have a shallow peat overburden and the most stable ground along the pipeline route. This trial hole is reported in the Advantica Report as “Only one trial pit: STP1-03A (ch 86200) is related to peat.”

“More significantly, no access to the site was granted by the landowners from CH 87800 to 89700.”

This statement is at variance with the facts as described in my letter to Mr. O’Cathain and not rebutted.

“Therefore no trials could be performed in this area and no soil data is available on this section.”

This is actually untrue as pits were dug and investigation works did take place in 2000. By 2004 Compulsory Acquisition Orders were in place, which allowed access without any further permission required. There were no obstacles for Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. to carry out investigation works. In fact Shell personnel entered my farm to install and later remove the laid out waste pipelines across my farmland this summer and autumn.

It is amazing that AGEC remember the pit or trial hole in my neighbor’s field (CH 86200)  as part of soil investigation in 2000, but lost all records and memory of trial holes I observed in 2000 carried out on the commonage, starting at 87.600.

As Oscar Wilde is quoted to have said:

‘To loose one parent I a misfortune, to loose two is negligence.’

We are unable to ascertain the accuracy of the AGEC report; we have already stated that TAG has denied us a copy of the AGEC report. 

But remembering the cross examination of the representative of AGEC at the An Bord Pleanala Oral hearing in 2002, re the planning application for a gas refinery, I am still shell shocked at the lack of AGEC understanding of the stability of peat issues. AGEC’s spokesperson declared the peat depository and construction as ‘JUST A CONCEPT’ (this appears in the transcript).

No site investigation has been carried out on my farmland (Ch 86.600), there is no evidence of the underlying ground or of how extensive the peat overburden is on my farm land (it might look green pasture but unfortunately for my sheep it ain’t). 

Therefore I fail to understand how AGEC or anybody else can assure me of the impossibility or minimal probability of a land/peat slide occurring on my farmland. My only escape route is into the sea, tidal water, strong current and fact is, I am a lousy swimmer.

On reading the report is becomes obvious that neither AGEC nor Advantica can know if or not the deepest peat on the pipeline route is in area 86.800 or not.

The Advantica Report states on page 105:

“I would appear from the documents furnished that an adequate level of investigation has been carried out along the pipeline route, with the following caveats………”

and on page 107:

“The Geotechnical Reports provided appear to deal adequately with the route, with the exception of the area where access has been denied.”

I submit that I have no trust in these conclusions as they are based on misleading information and hidden data of carried out investigation works.

Neither the Advantica report or the AGEC report seem to understand our concerns, relevant to the peat, which is :

There is a layer of extremely greasy peat of about 5mm thick between the rock and the upper peat should water ingress this it will cause the bog to float down towards my house, leaving no avenue of escape.

4. Alignment Sheets

I have only now become aware as a result of my queries that Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. has amended and revised the alignment sheets and titled the sheets as REV 05.

As I have not seen the alignment sheets supplied to Advantica I do not know the extent of the revisions or dates of same.

However I am told by the Technical Advisory Group that the sheets have been revised and referenced as REV 05.

Furthermore I have seen alignment sheets submitted by Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. to Mayo County Council, REV 05, annotated as ‘re-issued 3/12/2004’. 

As the AGEC Report is dated 2004 I am at a loss what the date entails. Does it mean that the alignment sheets have been revised AFTER the AGEC Report had been issued? Furthermore, the re-issued alignment sheets show two temporary access roads to the landfall at Glengad, but no access road to the beach valve station neither temporary of permanent.

This concerns me greatly, as it is obvious that there should be safe, secure and usable access for operational, monitoring and emergency works. I have difficulties imagining Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. staff finding their way at night across a bumpy field at night, pushing their way through cattle and sheep and encountering possibly an irate bull or ram.

I am legally advised that this amendment the consent granted by the Minister under Section 40 of the Gas Act 1976 as amended, required a public application to the Minister for variation.

From the documents available it is clear that the alignment sheets have been amended but no application has been made to the Minister, and if Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. has made an application this has not been made public.

Also the alignment sheets discovered by Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. to the High Court on the 8th October 2005 were Rev 02. Would Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. discover documents to the High Court, which had been superseded? 

It is strange that Shell E & P Ireland Ltd. claim to have agreed amended drawings with Mayo County Council.  Mayo County Council has no legal jurisdiction in the matter of an amendment of consent granted under Section 40 of the Gas Act as amended.

Yours sincerely,

Monica Muller and Peter Sweetman

Monica Muller

Peter Sweetman
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