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INTRODUCTION

As part of the Strategy for Inter Urban Roads in
Ireland, Kilkenny County Council applied for planning
permission in 2005 to develop the 64km long N9/N10
Waterford to Powerstown National Primary Route. The
proposal, part of the 110km N9/N10 Kilcullen to
Waterford Road Scheme, was of national importance, was
to be developed to motorway or high quality dual
carriageway specification and was to be funded by the
National Roads Authority at a capital cost estimate in
2002 of €662M exclusive of preparation, land and
compensation costs and VAT. Arup Consulting Engineers
/ Roughan & O’Donovan Maunsell-Alliance constituted
the Design Team for the Council.

This paper relates to the planning of a particular
section of the N9/N10 Waterford to Powerstown scheme
(Figure 1). Construction of this stretch was ultimately
costed at €350M exclusive of VAT, land charges and fees
(2008 construction estimate).

ABSTRACT

A permitted and quarried resource of dolomitic limestone near to Kilkenny is one of only 12 sites with the benefit
of a State Mining Lease in Ireland. This paper describes the potential impact of a national strategic highway on the
resource and the reverse effect afforded by the prospect of an extension to the quarry and state income. The deci-
sion making examined:

• geological and hydrogeological settings and mineral exploration exercises;
• legal definitions of ‘scheduled minerals’ and the role of dolomite content;
• gradual changes in product markets from industrial to construction;
• quarry design parameters and sterilisation of resources by various route options;
• operational economics, state royalties and potential compensation payments;
• the significance of other constraints such as cultural heritage and ecological features,
a proposed bridge to cross a nearby river and the location of a large landfill site; and

• the weight attached to a State Mining Lease on a planning consent for the extension.

The paper reviews operator claims and third party counter-claims about resources in the quarry extension and external
agricultural lands and their attempts to influence the proposed route alignment. It concludes with a resume of a public
oral hearing and how evidence affected the Inspector’s recommendations on an objection to the final alignment.
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THE PRESENCE OF MINERALS

The upgrade of the N9/N10 road was recognised
within Ireland’s National Development Plan 2000 – 2006,
and thus, preliminary design for the scheme commenced
in October 2000. Following an extensive ‘Constraints
Study’ and a series of three public consultations held
during 2001, a Preferred Route Corridor was identified
(PRC). During this stage, a number of quarries were
identified in proximity to the route corridor of the
scheme. The ‘Constraints Study’ acknowledged that as
specific routes could impact on the viability of opencast
mining, mineral resources were to be considered at route
selection stage via consultation with the Department of
Communications, Marine and Natural Resources (since
renamed as the Department of Communications, Energy
and Natural Resources). The only ‘mining’ site identified
in the constraints study area was an active dolomite
operation near Bennettsbridge, referred to as
Maddoxtown Quarry and located approximately 6km SE
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of Kilkenny City (Figure 1). Maddoxtown Quarry was at
the time owned and operated by Roadstone Provinces
Limited (RPL), with a production output of the order of
500,000 tonnes per annum.

Figure 2 shows the relevant RPL landholding, planning
permission, operational and potential extension areas at
Maddoxtown Quarry in 2003. It also highlights their
relationship to a State Mining Lease boundary (see State
Mining Facility below).

THE MINERAL RESOURCE

Geology

Maddoxtown Quarry (Figure 3) and its potential
southern extension lands lie within and above the
Butlersgrove Formation of Lower Carboniferous age,
which typically comprises dark grey argillaceous
limestones that have undergone varying degrees of
dolomitisation. At the local scale the quarried strata dip
at about 8 -10° on the SW limb of a Variscan NW-SE
trending anticlinal structure (Tietzsch-Tyler et al., 1994).
Regionally the limestone beds exposed in the quarry are
on the SE limb of an Upper Palaeozoic synform, which
rests unconformably above the Leinster Granite
(Devonian) that intrudes Lower Palaeozoic rocks and is
Ireland’s largest batholith.

Hydrogeology

Ground levels within the Maddoxtown Quarry
southern extension area define, in broad terms, a series
of NE-SW trending shallow ridges and valleys (Figure 2).
The levels vary from about 68m A.O.D. on the eastern
fringes of the extension to about 57m A.O.D. at the south
western corner. Beyond the western edge of the
extension, ground levels fall more steeply into the valley
of the River Nore, a candidate Special Area of
Conservation (cSAC), where the adjacent river levels have
been estimated to be in the range of 30-35m A.O.D.
Published geological information (Tietzsch-Tyler et al.,
1994) indicates that groundwater drains towards that
river. As the river levels are much higher than the
projected maximum depth of the proposed extension
(25m B.O.D.), then future workings would be expected
to intersect the water table. Evidence from a resistivity
survey carried out by a third party on behalf of RPL
indicated existing groundwater at plausible levels of
about 40-45m A.O.D. in the extension.

During the site visit in August 2003, groundwater was
observed in the lowest working level of the active
Maddoxtown Quarry (Figures 2 and 3). The water was
artificially depressed by pumping to dewater the quarry
and stood at approximately 10 – 15m A.O.D. i.e. some
35-40m above the projected depth of working. A digital
flow meter at the discharge point (see Figure 2)
indicated a pumping rate of 35 – 40m3/hr. The nearest
public water supply was the Bennettsbridge source, some
4km distant on the eastern banks of the River Nore.
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Figure 1. N9/N10 National Primary Route (Waterford to Powerstown Sections) and location of Maddoxtown Quarry, Bennettsbridge,
Kilkenny, Ireland.
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HISTORY OF MADDOXTOWN QUARRY

Maddoxtown Quarry was originally a ‘mine’ operated
by Quigley Magnesite of the USA during the period 1969
– 1990; the ‘dolomite’ was produced for export and local
markets. Irish Fertilizer Industries (IFI) had apparently
used dolomite raw material from the site at its Arklow
factory on the east coast of Ireland since the 1970s.

RPL acquired the operation in 1990 and then replaced
the fixed plant to also produce ground dolomitic
limestone for agricultural use, stone fill and aggregates
for construction materials including asphalt at a coating
plant. At the time of the N9/N10 preliminary design, RPL
stated that 40% of the total quarry production was from
buff-coloured beds for fertiliser and agricultural lime, and
the other 60% from black, organic beds for construction
materials (aggregates, stone fill and asphalt). In support
of the operator observations on the N9/N10 scheme (see
below), IFI quoted an annual feedstock requirement of
110,000tpa and that the Arklow factory had ‘dependence’
on the mine, as no suitable alternatives existed in Ireland.
IFI also reported that the resource “Mg content…”’ was
of “critical importance” to export markets. Including the
quarry and coating plant RPL had 70 employees, the IFI
factory had c.190 employees. The general trend of end
uses of Maddoxtown production demonstrated a shift in
emphasis over time from industrial to construction uses,
with a diminishing reliance on the dolomite content.

STERILISATION OF THE MINERAL RESOURCE

The Operator Observations

In November 2001, although in support of the N9/N10
scheme in principle, RPL made a significant submission
in relation to the Preferred Route Corridor (Figure 4) in
that it would sterilize 25Mt of “…proven reserves” of a
scheduled industrial mineral (dolomite). RPL contended

Figure 2. Maddoxtown Quarry site boundaries (as at 2003).

Figure 3. View SE into main void at Maddoxtown Quarry (August
2003).
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that the purity of the “dolomite deposit” was high enough
for it to be considered a scheduled mineral under the
Minerals Development Acts (see State Mining Facility
below). It outlined that existing consented reserves
amounted to no more than about 2-3 Mt or 4-6 years of
operation at the existing output. The company also
claimed that the 30-40ha of consented but unworked
land to the immediate south of the existing void
(Figure 2) were ‘uneconomic and/or excluded’ due to
geological, environmental and archaeological constraints,
and it was the extension land of about 40ha even further
to the south that contained the 25Mt of ‘proven reserves’.

RPL stated in a report accompanying the submission
that a planning application to develop the extension was
in preparation and intimated that initial consultations had
taken place with the planning authority. It was suggested
that these points constituted evidence of the RPL’s intent
to submit an application in the near future. RPL proposed
that the route corridor should be modified to avoid
proven reserves of national importance (e.g. to the
fertilizer industry), avoid a compensation claim for loss of
revenue from 25Mt of dolomite at a market value of
€8.50/tonne and capital investment write-offs to around
€10M and prevent the premature closure of the
operations within 5 years and the loss of 40 jobs.

The report supplied by RPL with the submission
referred to extensive surveying and analysis prior to
purchase of the extension lands in 1993. None of the data
were provided during consultation. In January 2002, RPL

provided a complementary report on ‘Reserve
Assessment at Maddoxtown Opencast Mine’. The report
summarized the findings of a 1996 drilling programme
carried out within the intermediate unworked land
categorised as ‘uneconomic and/or excluded’ and the
proposed extension area (Figure 2). None of the 45
rotary percussive boreholes attained a depth greater than
22 metres. In comparison, the projected depth of
working was near 90 metres. It was stated that 41 of the
45 boreholes terminated in competent dolomite rock, that
the average overburden thickness was 4m and the results
were used to delineate the “….economic and uneconomic
areas of resource potential….” Four additional rotary
percussive boreholes drilled in a notional extraction area
(22ha) of the extension by RPL in January 2002 achieved
a maximum depth of 30.5 metres, identified overburden
thicknesses of c. 4-7m and were supplemented by a
geophysical resistivity survey. No detailed logs, test
results or water levels were provided.

Nonetheless, the second report estimated volumes of
overburden and “dolomite rock” from Land Survey
Systems (LSS) modelling of an “....indicative mine
design...”. The report stated that the 2002 drilling and
geophysics verified the 1996 drilling exercise and that the
dolomite resource extended from beneath an average
overburden thickness of 4.1m to at least 55m below
ground level (bgl) in the southern extension. This
deduction had formed the basis of the original claim of
25Mt of resource; recalculated to 24Mt in the January

Figure 4. N9/N10 Original route corridors, Maddoxtown Quarry and key constraints (2005).
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2002 report. The report then concluded that by
projecting the working depth to that seen in the existing
quarry (90m bgl or 25m B.O.D.) an additional 13Mt
would be available to give a “total calculated extractable
reserve of dolomite” of c. 37Mt. It also concluded that a
proposed road alignment within the Preferred Route
Corridor would effectively sterilise the entire quantity as
it was necessary (and in line with RPL company policy)
to observe a blasting exclusion zone of at least 150m
width either side of the corridor.

The constraints and consultation processes culminated
in the preparation of a Route Selection Report by the
Design Team in March 2002. In order to minimize the
claimed sterilisation effect at Maddoxtown, a
Recommended Route Corridor (Figure 4) was identified
as distinct from and 300m to the south of the Preferred
Route Corridor.

State Mining Facility

Upon reviewing the Route Selection Report, a
submission on the scheme was made in August 2002 by
the Department of Communications, Marine and Natural
Resources (DCMNR). The submission was again centred
on the potential sterilisation of a mineral resource as the
Recommended Route Corridor (RRC) crossed land that
was adjacent to the quarry and previously earmarked as
an extension by RPL. The DCMNR, being the government
agency responsible for administering the mineral
regulatory framework in Ireland, contended that
implementation of the scheme would prevent the
operator from ever developing the extension in the
future. Furthermore, the Department argued that such
sterilisation would hence lead to a significant loss of state
royalty to be paid for scheduled minerals worked on the
basis of the extension having the benefit of a State Mining
Lease, as was the case with the active quarry.

A State Mining Lease is one form of a State Mining
Facility, and normally granted for the development of
State-owned minerals in Ireland. Agreement of individual
terms for each Facility is enabled by the various Minerals
Development Acts 1940 to 1999. Minerals as defined in
the Acts do not include stone, gravel, sand and clay.

The Minerals Development Act 1940 (Anon, 1940)
defines “scheduled mineral” to mean any substance
mentioned in the Schedule to the Act. The Schedule
includes an entry entitled “dolomite or dolomitic
limestone”. The DCMNR definition of dolomite or
dolomitic limestone states that all rocks with more than
10% of the mineral dolomite come under the Acts. It was
claimed that the resource at Maddoxtown fell within
these definitions of scheduled mineral and was a
valuable national asset. The actual lease in the favour of
RPL referred to dolomite and dolomitic limestone within
an area of c.257ha and a royalty rate of €0.0312 per
metric tonne raised, gotten and taken away for a 40-year
period from 1st January 1969.

With regard to state royalties, the DCMNR indicated
that any review upon Lease renewal (due in December
2008) would reflect more modern, enhanced values at a
rate of €0.38/tonne. This, it was suggested, emphasised
the significance of their view in that the country, whilst
having its infrastructure improved considerably by the
N9/N10 scheme, stood to lose an income stream of
several million Euros as a result.

During consultation with the DCMNR it became
apparent that Maddoxtown Quarry was one of only
twelve sites in Ireland with the benefit of a State Mining
Lease, which included rights to extract mineral and was
deemed to have inherent value. It was thus suggested
that the limestone resource being quarried at
Maddoxtown occupied an almost unique position,
particularly as no other commercially viable dolomitic
limestone sites on such a scale were available.

Comparison of Resource Quantities

In response to the submissions, Kilkenny County
Council commissioned a study of the mineral extraction
and sterilisation issues related to the proposed quarry
extension and the alignment of the Recommended Route
Corridor (RRC). The study was completed in October
2002. It initiated a series of reports exchanged between
RPL and the Design Team until November 2003, which
attempted to resolve the resource sterilisation effects of
the proposed highway.

There were clear differences of approach to the
sterilisation assessments. The operator RPL, for example:

• in an apparent attempt to demonstrate ‘uniqueness’,
named the site as “Maddoxtown Opencast Mine”
even though it had clearly developed it as a quarry;

• maximised overall resource volumes by adopting
liberal quarry design criteria (e.g. no haul road
initially); and

• maximised areas and hence volumes of sterilisation
by adopting a 150m blasting stand-off distance to
the proposed road; based on cited flyrock reporting
and the RPL practice of closing roads within 200m
of quarries during blasting.

The Design Team employed quarry design criteria
based on:

• statutory guidance e.g. Quarries Regulations 1999
ACOP* (Health and Safety Commission, 1999)

• typical industry practices of safe design and
working adopted in the UK

• a need to allow for the final permanent state of the
void and faces adjacent to third party land and
property.

*The Safety, Health and Welfare at Work (Quarries) Regulations 2008 in Ireland
(Anon, 2008) and The Quarries Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2006 (Anon,
2006) were not in force at the time.

The Design Team also argued that stand-off distances
for blasting could be reduced to 75-100m by employing
an appropriate direction of working towards the road
and modern face profiling techniques. Examples were
given of limestone quarries being successfully worked
adjacent to highways and motorways in England.
The impact of face profiling was evidenced by a
reduction in UK annual average fly rock occurrences
from 11 (1989-1995) to 2.7 (1996-2001) as reported
informally by the Health & Safety Executive.

The quarry design parameters and resources/
sterilisation estimates are summarised in Table 1. The
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effect of the RPL criteria, which the Design Team did not
support, is clearly highlighted by the overall slope
gradients and the tonnages for total resources and RRC
sterilisation. However, these also indicate a remaining
resource of 17.4Mt with the RRC in place. The Design
Team commented that this would still render a viable
operation at the quoted output levels of 500,000tpa;
particularly as the life expectancy was longer than the
common industry practice of depreciating fixed plant
over 20 years.

It is not surprising that RPL used such parameters
when quarry geometry is one of the most influential
factors in resources and reserves assessments at deep
quarries. In this case it accounted for a 30-40% difference
in overall site resource estimates. By way of contrast,
differences between conversion factors accounted for
<2% of the variations in tonnages calculated by the two
parties. This puts into perspective disputes elsewhere that
have often prioritised conversions above other factors.

DECISION MAKING

This case had clear potential conflicts of interest
created by state control of a mineral resource versus new
infrastructure to be built for the public good. It can be
deduced that several factors appeared to weigh against
the case put by the operator RPL:

• Conversion from a former dolomite mine to a more
volume-orientated quarry, with a concomitant shift
in end uses from industrial to construction materials
products;

• The reduced reliance on dolomite content in the
limestone deposit, which had been key to the site’s
original eligibility for the benefit of a State Mining
Lease;

• The use of seemingly unsafe and impracticable
quarry design parameters that bolstered resource
estimates;

• Limited exploration data, which made it difficult to
justify the company’s claim that reserves had been
proven for the extension;

• Full development of the extension that would
involve untested feasibility of working at projected
depths of >50m below water table in an aquifer
used for public water supply and in close
proximity to the River Nore, a cSAC;

• Unconvincing evidence as to the nature of the
deposit in the southern section of the existing
consent and hence the reasons for it not being
worked;

• Mineral resources in the extension were largely
without a valid planning permission;

• Only northern and central parts of the extension
were within the State Mining Lease; and

• The State Mining Lease at Maddoxtown was due to
expire in December 2008.

However, in addition to the sterilisation and resource
issues the Design Team had to take account of other
constraints identified during the 2001 Constraints Study:

Table 1. Comparison of quarry design parameters and mineral resource estimates for the southern extension at Maddoxtown Quarry.
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compensation and a potential bill to the tax payer of at
least €7M, based on a minimum sterilisation of 5Mt of
limestone, was paramount. Furthermore, if Modification
C was not adopted costs of €15M were estimated due to
the need either to excavate and remove the landfilled
material or to span it by a bridging structure.

Table 2 summarises some of the decision-making
factors and cost/constraint benefits of Modification C
over the best case road alignment within the
Recommended Route Corridor. The respective alignments
are shown on Figure 5.

Therefore, the decision to adopt Modification C not
only alleviated the RPL and DCMNR concerns, it
delivered to Kilkenny County Council a more viable road
scheme with less impact upon other constraints and
significant cost savings of at least €22M. The latter
figure would have been considerably more (for extra
compensation) had the Preferred Route Corridor been
retained. In addition, the costs of potential compensation
to RPL and DCMNR and to move or span the landfill
would far outweigh the €2.2M extra cost of constructing
the slightly longer alignment Modification C.

THE N9/N10 SCHEME PLANNING APPLICATION

Further consultation with interested landowners and
other stakeholders took place during the final design
stages in 2004. Ultimately the lengthy consultation,
assessment and decision making process enabled
Kilkenny County Council to submit its planning
application and environmental impact statement for the
N9/N10 National Primary Route to An Bórd Pleanála on
18th February 2005. It featured Alignment Stage 1 –
Modification C at Maddoxtown. A separate application
was lodged on 7 March 2005 for confirmation of a
Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO) on 611ha of land
required for the scheme.

ORAL HEARING

The choice of route alignment Modification C
effectively addressed the concerns of two major
interested parties in the form of the DCMNR and RPL.
However, a number of other parties raised objections to
the road scheme, not necessarily related solely to
mineral resources, and these remained outstanding.
An Bórd Pleanála duly convened a public oral hearing
under the auspices of an Inspector to consider the issues
and report before a decision was to be reached.

During the hearing a number of local objectors sought
to make their own cases before the Inspector. One of
these was raised against the chosen final route
(Modification C – Figure 5) in the vicinity of Maddoxtown
Quarry, by the owner of the land over which the new
route would be constructed. The objector, supported by
a local action group, proposed a shift of the alignment
back northwards on to RPL property, based on the
following:

• Suggestions that RPL had at least 20 years of
consented reserves remaining and had no intentions
to enter the extension lands in the foreseeable
future;

• Existing domestic refuse landfill site on the west
side of the River Nore that would lie on the
alignment of the Preferred and Recommended
Route Corridors;

• Archaeological/cultural heritage sites to the west
and south of the route corridors;

• Individual ecological sites and River Nore corridor
cSAC;

• Required length (span) of a proposed bridge to
cross the River Nore; and

• Various properties/dwellings to the west and south
of the route corridors.

Figure 4 shows the distribution of a number of the
above significant features in relation to Maddoxtown
Quarry, its southern extension and the State Mining Lease
boundary.

Adding to the dilemma and complexities, the Design
Team and Council had to establish the weight attached to
the State Mining Lease on decision making, including its
influence on the likelihood of a planning consent being
granted to extend the quarry. An interpretation that the
Minister responsible for issuing the Lease had effectively
approved mineral extraction from the extension (subject
to planning/environmental permits) was also considered.
The following risk factors were also deemed to be
highly significant:

• RPL’s claims that existing consented reserves were
equivalent to 4-6 years of operation at the existing
output;

• RPL would thus seek to develop the extension land
(its intent to do so having pre-dated the road
scheme and confirmed during the November 2001
consultation);

• RPL would be successful with a planning
application;

• RPL would be successful in a compensation claim
for loss of profit (up to €1/tonne) on mineral
deposits sterilised by the proposed road scheme;

• The State Mining Lease would be renewed &
extended in area by DCMNR; and

• DCMNR would be successful in a compensation
claim for loss of royalties (at €0.38/tonne) on
mineral deposits sterilised by the proposed road
scheme.

The outcome of the decision making using the
mineral resources criteria, other constraints and the
planning and revenue debates resulted in a further and
final modification of the N9/N10 route. A revised route
selection study was published for public consultations
and display in October 2003. It resulted in a new road
alignment, approximately 250m to the south of the
Recommended Route Corridor, in December 2003.
The alignment was referred to as Alignment Stage 1 –
Modification C (Figure 5). It effectively avoided the State
Mining Facility and RPL southern extension boundaries
by at least 150m (RPL desired blasting stand-off). Whilst
it was felt that a 75m stand-off was defensible, the risk of
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Figure 5. N9/N10 Route corridors and road alignment options in relation to Maddoxtown Quarry extension area (2005).

Table 2. Decision making comparison of route corridors – constraints and costs.
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the objector was weakened in that it was based on a
small number of samples taken at relatively shallow
depths from only two boreholes within only part of the
extension area.

Furthermore, the Council had not expressed a
preference towards RPL as it had not simply accepted the
extension resources assessments by the operator but had
carried out its own, and the two were somewhat at
variance. Moreover, the Design Team pointed out that the
viabilities of the RPL extension and road did not rest on
one factor and a judgement on the final route had
been made in terms of economic, environmental and
engineering factors.

Counsel added that it was the relevance of material
and information for decision making that counted and
only unreasonable decisions should form the basis of
a challenge or objection. It was put to the Inspector
that there had been a proper consideration of all the
issues and the decision to move the route alignment to
modification C was a valid one.

THE OUTCOME

After the Hearing, with respect to the landowner’s
objection raised as above, the Inspector in his final report
placed strong emphasis on the position of DCMNR and
the existence of a State Mining Lease and the potential
additional impacts arising from route Modification C. The
Inspector concluded in his report dated September 2005:

“Having regard to the issues raised and the response of
the Local Authority including their report on the position
of the Department of Communications, Marine and
Natural Resources, the route chosen (referred to as Option
C) of the various options referred to within and adjacent
to the route corridor does not involve unacceptable
additional negative impacts on the environment” and

“...it is not considered the objection made gives
grounds for rejection of the CPO or of the Road
Development.”

An Bórd Pleanála formally approved the N9/N10
scheme on 14 November, 2005.

CONCLUSIONS

This case study is one of resolving conflicts of public
interest created by state controlled scheduled minerals
being present beneath infrastructure to be built for
the public good. It is a rare example in that it involves
one of only twelve State Mining Leases in Ireland. The
solution to maximising future state royalties from
mineral extraction whilst reducing construction costs of a
National Primary Route lay in a lengthy and iterative
process of development planning and complex decision
making. The nature and quantum of sterilised mineral
resources, compensation for losses of profits and
royalties, environmental impacts and engineering issues
and costs were all assessed as project risk factors.
Scheduled minerals within a State Mining Lease were
considered a major constraint and given great weight,
even in the absence of a planning consent.

The main decision, to re-route the highway alignment
away from an active State Mining Facility and extension

• A proposal that the objector’s land was just as viable
for quarrying as the RPL southern extension, in that
both were underlain by limestone resources but
neither had planning permission nor the full
benefit of the State Mining Lease.

• Resources in the extension that could be sterilised
by the road were outside the Mining Lease,
rendering it uncertain that compensation would fall
due to DCMNR.

• Reference to dolomite contents of up to 5% within
samples from the southernmost field, to infer that
the limestone in the RPL extension would barely
meet with the legal definition of minerals and thus
the prospect of a renewal by DCMNR was remote.

• Although access tunnels beneath the road were
proposed, in practical terms some of the agricultural
fields would be divided into unworkable sections.

• The objector’s land was being preferred for unfair
treatment over land which was the property of a
PLC.

• The suggestion that the quarry extension would
result in a successful claim by RPL for loss of profit
was unrealistic and based on unsupported
evidence.

The Design Team emphasised that in decision-making
the mineral operator RPL was much more likely to
pursue, and be granted, future extraction on land that was:

• within its ownership;

• provided an extension immediately adjacent to its
current permission boundary;

• within the State Mining Lease, at least in part that
could be extended by the DCMNR; and

• involved no sterilisation of important mineral
resources.

It also reaffirmed that it was RPL that had indicated
remaining reserves to be sufficient for only 4-6 years.
The Team’s response stressed that from consultations
with DCMNR, State Mining Facilities gave
companies/operators, not the landowner, the right to
extract minerals and that there was an inherent value in
the leases.

It was explained to the objector and Inspector that the
final chosen route did not involve any compensation to
RPL or DCMNR. However, the latter could be triggered by
moving the alignment back northwards into the quarry
extension area.

In relation to the presence of dolomite the DCMNR
was satisfied that it existed in the limestone resource and
that there was enough evidence from RPL submissions
that they had plans to develop the extension area (The
Council and Design Team had been given access in 2002
to RPL quarry product analytical test data with a high
MgCO3 content). In order to assist the Inspector the
Design Team supplied information on the classification of
limestone and dolomite. Reference was made to the
Mineral Resources Consultative Committee Dossier 23
(Harris, 1982). The dolomitic content argument by
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lands, was tested at a public oral hearing and vindicated
by the Inspector’s report and subsequent approval of the
N9/N10 scheme by An Bórd Pleanála.
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