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Introduction 
The ELP is currently carrying out reviews of a number of waste and IPPC licences to 
bring them into compliance with several regulations including the European 
Communities Environmental Objective (Surface Water) Regulations 2009 (SI 272 of 
2009), the European Communities Environmental Objective (Freshwater Pearl 
Mussel) Regulations 2009 (SI 296 of 2009) and the Waste Management 
(Management of Waste from the Extractive Industries) Regulations 2009 (SI 566 of 
2009).The following licences are being reviewed on foot of the Extractive Waste 
Regulations: 

0 Galmoy Mines (Register No. PO517-02) 
Irish Cement (Limerick) (Register No.PO029-02) 
Aughinish Alumina (Register No. POO35-05) 
O'Regans Quarry Products (Register No. WO255-02) 
Roadstone Provinces Ltd (Register No. PO521-02) 

As per regulation 7(l)(d) of the Extractive Waste Regulations, the Agency 'may 
impose a charge for the granting or review of any such licence: Consequently, each 
licensee has been informed that the applicable fee, as set out in either the EPA 
(Licensing Fees) (Amendment) Regulations 1994 - 2006 (SI 278 of 2006) or the 
Waste Management (Licensing) Regulations 2004 (SI 395 of 2004), as appropriate, 
will be sought for the review. An assessment of the review fees has revealed 
potentially significant expenditure for each affected licensee and some affected 
licensees have expressed concern about the level of the proposed fees. 

Each licensee has also been informed that they may apply for a partial refund of the 
fee when the revised licence issues. Accordingly, it is very likely that each licensee 
will apply for a partial refund. 

Given that the scope of each review is limited to addressing the specific requirements 
of the legislation only (i.e. other matters will not, in the main, be addressed), it is 
proposed that the Agency provide a 50% waiver to each licensee. It is considered 
that the provision of such a waiver at the 'front-end' of the review process will 
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