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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0870/2008 by Mr. John Keogan (Irish), on behalf of North East Against 
Incineration, bearing approximately 7000 signatures, on opposition to the planned 
construction of a biomass heat and power plant at College Nobber (Meath County, 
Ireland)

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner protests against the planned construction of a biomass heat and power plant at 
College Nobber (Meath County, Ireland). According to the petitioner, building a new 
incinerator would be unnecessary as two similar facilities, located at about 40 and 30 
kilometres away from Nobber, have been granted permissions for waste incineration. The 
petitioner argues that the College Nobber incinerator would burn about 52500 tones of 
agricultural waste per year and considers that its activity would pose a severe health risk for 
the residents.    

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 12 November 2008. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 30 January 2009.

The petitioner protests against the planned construction of a biomass heat and power plant at 
College Nobber (County Meath, Ireland). According to the petitioner, building a new 
incinerator would be unnecessary as two similar facilities, located at about 40 and 30 
kilometres away from Nobber, have been granted permission for waste incineration. The 
petitioner argues that the College Nobber incinerator would burn about 52 500 tones of 
agricultural waste per year and considers that its activity would pose a severe health risk for 
the residents



PE 420.031 REV 2/2 CM\785683EN.doc

EN

Council Directive 85/337/EEC1 as amended on the assessment of the effects of certain public 
and private projects on the environment (known as the Environmental Impact Assessment or 
the EIA Directive), applies to thermal power stations with a heat output of 300 megawatts or 
more.  Under this directive, projects likely to have significant effects on the environment by 
virtue, inter alia, of their nature, size or location, must be made subject to an assessment of 
their environmental effects prior to development consent. 

More precisely, under Article 3 of the EIA Directive, EIAs must address, amongst other 
issues, the effects of projects on human beings. Based on the information provided by the 
petitioner, a doubt emerges as to whether an EIA was carried out in this case and if so, 
whether this issue was properly addressed. 

Conclusion

As the information provided stands, the Commission cannot identify any breach of EC 
environmental legislation.  However, should the petitioner be able to communicate to the 
Committee on Petitions additional information, the Commission would then re-examine the 
case.

4. Further Commission reply, received on 19 June 2009.

The petitioner provided the Commission with additional documents so as to clarify whether 
an environmental impact assessment had been carried out for this project.  The documents 
provided illustrate that this was indeed the case.  However, a report made on behalf of the 
local authority states that certain elements of the submitted EIA are unsatisfactory in relation 
to the level of information submitted.

The EIA Directive, 85/337/EEC as amended2, establishes the minimum procedural rules 
under which an EIA takes place and sets the minimum content requirements for the 
information to be provided by the developer to the competent authority. It does not establish 
any basis on which the quality of the stages within the EIA procedure or the content of the 
information can be tested. More specifically Member States are responsible for ensuring the 
quality and adequacy of the data and information contained in the environmental impact 
study.  Consequently, under the EIA Directive, the Commission has a limited margin to 
intervene and challenge the decisions of the competent national authorities.

Furthermore, it appears that the application for the plant was withdrawn from the Planning 
Authority (An Bord Pleanala) in November 2008. 

The Commission remains unable to identify any breach of EC environmental legislation.

                                               
1 OJ L 175, 5.7.1985 p.40; OJ L 73, 14.3.1997 p.5; OJ L 156, 25.6.2003, p.17
2 OJ L 175, 5/7/1985, p.40, OJ L 73, 14/3/1997, p.5, OJ L 156, 25/6/2003, p. 17


