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1. INTRODUCTION
1.1.

Legal Requirement for Appropriate Assessment
This Natura Impact Report (NIR) was prepared by Scott Cawley Ltd. on behalf of Meath County
Council. It provides information on and assesses the potential for the Variation No 2 to the Meath
County Development Plan 2013-2019 to impact on sites of European-scale ecological importance.
This is the final version of the NIR and is published alongside the adopted Variation and serves as a
documented record of the process of the Appropriate Assessment of the Variation throughout its
preparation.
The preparation of the Variation had regard to Article 6 of the Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21
May 1992 on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora (as amended)
(hereafter referred to as the Habitats Directive). This is transposed in Ireland by Part XAB of the
Planning and Development (Amendment) Act 2010 the European Communities (Birds and Natural
Habitats) Regulations, 2011 (S.I. 477) (hereafter referred to as the Habitats Regulations).
Articles 6(3) and 6(4) of the Habitats Directive set out the requirement for an assessment of
proposed plans and projects likely to affect sites within the Natura 2000 network (hereafter referred
to as “European sites”. (Annex 1.1).
Article 6(3) establishes the requirement to screen all plans and projects and to carry out a further
assessment if required (Appropriate Assessment (AA)). This also applies to variations to such plans
as set out in the Planning and Development (Amendment) Act 2010. Article 6(3) states:
Article 6(3): “Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the

[European] site but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination
with other plans or projects, shall be subjected to an appropriate assessment of its implications for
the site in view of the site’s conservation objectives. In light of the conclusions of the assessment of
the implications for the site and subject to the provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national
authorities shall agree to the plan or project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely
affect the integrity of the site concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the
general public.”
The subsequent paragraph allows proposed plans and projects to be approved in certain conditions.
Article 6(4): “If, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the site and in the absence

of alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out for imperative reasons of
overriding public interest, including those of a social or economic nature, Member States shall take
all compensatory measures necessary to ensure that the overall coherence of the Natura 2000 is
protected. It shall inform the Commission of the compensatory measures adopted. Where the site
concerned hosts a priority natural habitat type and/or a priority species the only considerations
which may be raised are those relating to human health or public safety, to the beneficial
consequences of primary importance for the environment or, further to an opinion from the
Commission, to other imperative reasons of overriding public interest.”
This Natura Impact Report is a documentary record of the Appropriate Assessment process for the
adopted Variation. As the Variation is, in effect, a revision of the County Development Plan, so does
this Natura Impact Report form a revision to the NIR attached to the County Development Plan.
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1.2.

Appropriate Assessment: Purpose and Process
The Variation sets out and/or amends a range of land-use planning objectives and policies which will
be used to guide the development of specific areas in County Meath.
All land use plans, which, by legal definition includes the Variation, must be prepared and examined
to ensure that there will not be any significant adverse effects on sites that are designated for their
special habitats and wildlife. These particular sites are regarded to be of European importance and
are part of the European Commission’s Natura 2000 network of sites. They are termed candidate
Special Areas of Conservation (cSAC) under the E.C. Habitats Directive and Special Protection Areas
(SPA) under the E.C. Birds Directive. The Irish Government and local planning authorities have a
legal obligation to protect these sites.
The process of assessing the Variation was a structured exercise with a series of steps. The overall
purpose of the process was to ensure that the Variation, when implemented, does not result in
adverse effects on the “integrity” of these European sites. The overall process is termed
“Appropriate Assessment”, using the terms set out in the EC Habitats Directive Article 6(3).
The first step was to look at the Variation overall at the Proposed Draft stage and to answer the
questions: is it likely that the implementation of the Variation could result in likely significant effects
on European sites? It does not matter where these sites may be – impacts can occur across
administrative boundaries. This step is known as Screening for Appropriate Assessment. The
Screening Stage is described in more detail in Section 2.
If the screening stage results in a judgement that likely significant effects may occur or cannot be
ruled out, then a more detailed ‘Appropriate Assessment’ (AA) is required. Whilst the structure of
this assessment process is not specified in the legislation, there are guidance documents that are
used to provide an indication of how this assessment may be carried out.
In order to ensure that the Variation complied fully with the requirements of Article 6 of the Habitats
Directive and all relevant Irish transposing legislation, Scott Cawley Ltd on behalf of Meath County
Council carried out the screening of the Proposed Draft Variation to see if it required an AA. Section
2 records the output of the Screening Stage.
The outcome of this Screening Stage was that it was determined that due to the potential
cumulative effects of the proximity of some of the settlements to European sites, that significant
effects were likely (in the absence of specific mitigation) and that the Proposed Draft Variation
would need further assessment. The Appropriate Assessment process then moved to Stage 2- (also
confusingly referred to as Appropriate Assessment).
Stage 2 involved analysing the relationship between the proposed policies and objectives in the
Proposed Draft Variation and the sensitivities of the European sites. Where there was the potential
for an impact to occur, then the assessment team recommended changes to elements of the
Proposed Draft Variation to avoid or mitigate the potential impact. These recommendations were
integrated into the Proposed Draft Variation so that the implementation of the adopted Variation has
not resulted in any significant effects on European sites. In accordance with best practice a
hierarchy of mitigation was followed i.e. avoidance of impacts by removing policies/objectives,
followed by caveats/changes to policies/objectives to mitigate any likely significant impacts.
Meath County Council provided the Appropriate Assessment team with draft versions of the
Proposed Draft Variation during their process of its preparation. These versions were reviewed and
revised by the Council in an iterative process of reviewing. A summary of the results of this iterative
review of the Proposed Draft Variation are provided in Section 3.4.
The Proposed Draft Variation No. 2 went on public display from 18th December 2013 to Friday 24th
January 2014. A Manager’s Report was prepared following the end of the public display period. This
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Report summarised the issues raised in the submission, detailed the Manager’s response to the
issue and recommendations from the Manager to make alterations, where deemed necessary, to the
Proposed Draft Variation. The submissions and the proposed recommendations to make alterations
were “screened” for any likelihood of significant effects on European sites. The results of this
screening are included in this NIR.
The Members of Meath County Council, having considered the Manager’s recommendations resolved
that the Draft Variation be altered. The proposed alterations constituted a material alteration of the
Draft Variation No. 2 to the Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019 and as a result, it was
placed on public display from Friday April 11th until Thursday 8th May, 2014.
Twelve submissions were received during the public display period of the Material Alterations to the
Proposed Draft Variation. The Manager recommended in her report to the Elected Members not to
include 3 no. material alterations which related to altering land use zoning objectives in Drogheda
South Environs (alterations no. 39, 40 and 41). The submissions received and the Manager’s
recommendations were “screened” for any likelihood of significant effects on European sites. The
results of this screening are also included in this NIR. The Elected Members accepted all of the
recommendations contained in the Manager’s Report in making this variation and Variation No. 2 to
the Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019 was made at a Special Meeting of Meath County
Council held on Monday 19th May, 2014.
Figure 1 overleaf shows the process of the Appropriate Assessment, in relation to the preparation of
Variation No. 2.
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Preparation of Variation

Appropriate Assessment

Pre-Draft Public Consultation

Manager’s Report on
Pre-Draft Public Consultation

AA Screening.

Policy Guidance Note issued.
Direction from Members.

Drafting of Proposed Draft Variation.

Appropriate Assessment
Iterative review of Sections and
integration of mitigation measures.

Public Display.

Preparation of Draft Natura Impact Report.

Receipt of submissions

Screening of submissions for relevance to
AA and feedback to Council.

Manager’s Recommendations on
Alterations.

Screening of Manager’s Recommendations
and integration into Manager’s Report.

Elected Members Directions on the
Manager’s Report and Recommended
Alterations.

Public display of Proposed Alterations

Screening of submissions for relevance to
AA and feedback to Council

Manager’s Report on
Submissions Received on the
Proposed Alterations prepared.

Screening of Manager’s Report on
Proposed Amendments and
feedback to Council.

Manager’s Report on Submissions
Received on the Proposed Alterations
submitted to Elected Members for their
consideration.

Elected Members Directions on
Manager’s Report and the Proposed
Alterations.

Adoption of Proposed Variation.

Screening of relevant changes
to the Variation and
preparation of
Natura Impact Report.

Figure 1: Relationship between the Appropriate Assessment and Proposed Draft Variation
Preparation process.
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1.3.

Overlap with the Strategic Environmental Assessment of the Proposed Draft
Variation.
The Strategic Environmental Assessment of Variation No. 2 was carried out concurrently with the
Appropriate Assessment. There were several areas of overlap and in accordance with good practice
in terms of data gathering and sharing, data on European sites and potential sensitivities and threats
was provided to the SEA team. Iterative reviews of the Proposed Draft Variation were sent to the
SEA Team for their integration into their assessment.

1.4

Formal Guidance
The AA took account of guidance contained in the following documents:


Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland - Guidance for Planning Authorities.
(Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government, 2010 revision).



Appropriate Assessment under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive: Guidance for Planning
Authorities. Circular NPW 1/10 & PSSP 2/10.



Assessment of Plans and Projects Significantly Affecting Natura 2000 sites: Methodological
Guidance on the Provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (European
Commission Environment Directorate-General, 2001); hereafter referred to as the EC Article 6
Guidance Document.
The guidance within this document provides a non-mandatory
methodology for carrying out assessments required under Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats
Directive.



Managing Natura 2000 Sites: The Provisions of Article 6 of the Habitat’s Directive 92/43/EEC (EC
Environment Directorate-General, 2000); hereafter referred to as MN2000.



Guidance Document on Article 6(4) of the 'Habitats Directive' 92/43/EEC. Clarification of the
Concepts of Alternative Solutions, Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest,
Compensatory Measures, Overall Coherence. Opinion of the European Commission (European
Commission, January 2007).



1.5

Guidelines for Good Practice Appropriate Assessment of Plans Under Article 6(3) Habitats
Directive (International Workshop on Assessment of Plans under the Habitats Directive, 2011)

Data Sources
Sources of information that were used to collect data on the European sites relied upon are listed
below:


Ordnance Survey of Ireland mapping and aerial photography available from www.osi.ie and
Google Earth (accessed on dates from April 2013 to November 2013).



Online data available on European sites as held by the National Parks and Wildlife Service
(NPWS) from www.npws.ie
o

Natura 2000 Network Data Form

o

Online database of rare, threatened and protected species

o

Publicly-accessible biodiversity datasets



Biodiversity Data for County Meath including that collated through the implementation of the
Meath County Heritage Plan



Information on water quality in the area available from www.epa.ie

Natura Impact Report

5

Appropriate Assessment of
Variation No. 2
Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019


Information on the River Basin Districts from www.wfdireland.ie



Information on soils, geology and hydrogeology in the area available from www.gsi.ie



Status of EU Protected Habitats in Ireland. (National Parks & Wildlife Service, 2008 and updated
version in 2013)



The Status of Birds in Ireland: An Analysis of Conservation Concern 2008-2013 (Lynas et al,
2007)

1.6



Relevant Development Plans and Local Area Plans in neighbouring areas



Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019 Natura Impact Statement



Submissions made on the Pre-Draft Consultation Report



County Meath Tree, Woodland & Hedgerow Survey 2011



County Meath Wetlands and Coastal Habitats Survey, August 2010



Coastal
Monitoring
Project
2004-2006.
(2009)
Report
for
NPWS.
http://www.npws.ie/publications/archive/Ryle_et_al_2009_Coastal_Monitoring_Project-1.pdf

Consultation and Public Participation
An informal consultation meeting was held with regional staff of the National Parks and Wildlife
Service and consultants from Scott Cawley Ltd- Appropriate Assessment Consultants, on 6th and 27th
November 2013. The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the status of the Natura 2000 network
of European sites in the areas covered by the Variation, their sensitivities and threats and how the
Variation could be prepared to avoid impacts on these sites. The comments made at this meeting
were integrated into the AA process as far as possible.
The Draft Natura Impact Report was published alongside the Proposed Draft Variation during the
period of public consultation. The results of screening the various Manager’s reports on the
submissions and material alterations was integrated into the Manager’s Reports themselves prior to
publication.
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2. STAGE 1 - SCREENING FOR APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT
2.1.

Overview of Variation No. 2
It was proposed to vary the Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019 by:
1. introducing development objectives (including land use zoning objectives) into the Meath
County Development Plan 2013 – 2019.for 29 no. existing urban centres which presently have
Local Area Plans This is the beginning of a process which will reduce the number of Local Area
Plans which presently exist in County Meath to 6 no. 1;
2. introducing land use zoning objectives and an order of priority into the Meath County
Development Plan 2013 – 2019 for the release of residential and employment lands for the
centres which will retain their Local Area Plans namely Ashbourne, Drogheda Environs,
Dunboyne/Clonee/Pace, Dunshaughlin and Ratoath;
3. ensuring that only the quantum of land required to meet the household projections as set out
for each centre is identified for release during the lifetime of the Meath County Development
Plan 2013–2019. This will ensure consistency with the Core Strategy of the Meath County
Development Plan 2013–2019;
4. reviewing the appropriateness of the nature, location and quantum of industrial and
employment generating land use within each centre as part of this process, and;
5. applying the land use zoning objectives contained in the Core Strategy of the Meath County
Development Plan 2013 – 2019 to the land use zoning objectives maps which are being
incorporated into the Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019.
Variation No. 2 will collectively form Volume V of the Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019
and is entitled “Written Statement & Development Objectives for Urban Centres”. It consists of land
use zoning objectives for the centres where Local Area Plans are being retained and incorporates
detailed objectives including land use zoning objectives into the County Development Plan for the
centres where Local Area Plans are not being retained.
The Screening process focussed on the potential for any likely significant effects to arise at the scale
of the zoning map and the written statements. It was acknowledged that the majority of the existing
LAPs have undergone Stage 1 AA Screening during their preparation. In all cases where these were
screened it was determined that they would not have likely significant effects. However some of
these assessments do not reflect current practice in AA screening and also did not use the level of
scientific knowledge that is used now in AA Screening exercises.

2.2.

Timing of Screening
Section 177U (2a) of the Planning and Development Act as amended by Section 57 of the Planning
and Development (Amendment) Act 2010 (30/2010) clearly states that the screening of any plan for
likely significant effects should take place before the plan is made. Good practice agreed amongst
AA professionals is that it should be a relatively brief stage at the beginning of the Proposed Draft
Variation preparation process. Its aim is to decide if the Proposed Draft Variation needs to be taken
forward to a more detailed level of assessment (Stage 2: Appropriate Assessment or AA) and which

It is the intention of Meath County Council to commence the revocation process of the 29 no. Local Area Plans as soon
as this variation to the Meath County Development Plan has been made.
1
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European sites may be potentially affected. Screening is not the same as an AA – it only requires
sufficient information to decide if a significant effect is likely. An AA goes into more detail to test
whether those effects could result in damage to the European site.
The Screening stage was undertaken at the stage prior to the preparation of detailed policies in the
Proposed Draft Variation. This was an ideal stage to start as the Screening process was able to
highlight particular sensitivities of European sites and hence help to avoid drafting policies that
would have a direct conflict with these sensitivities.

2.3.

Screening Steps
Best practice in AA Screening promotes a site-led approach to the process. The site-led approach
puts the environmental conditions that maintain site integrity- first. So the first steps in the
screening stage are identifying the European sites within the “zone of influence” of the areas
covered by the Variation and then collecting as much information as possible on the “Qualifying
Interests” and how site integrity may be defined for each European site. The site-led approach
focuses on how the site integrity can be maintained by avoiding impacts on key environmental
conditions. This approach allows issues such as cumulative impacts to be identified.
The site-led approach is summarised as follows:
1. Which European sites lie within or adjacent to the area of the Variation and within its zone of
influence?2 (sometimes referred to as pre-screening)
2. What are the Qualifying Interests for each Natura site?
3. What are the underpinning ecological and environmental conditions to maintain these
Qualifying Interests at Favourable Conservation Status?
4. What are the threats – actual or potential- that could affect the underpinning factors?
5. Are there aspects of the Local Area Plan that could give rise to these threats?
If, based upon the currently available information, there are aspects of the Proposed Draft Variation
that could affect the European sites then they will require further analysis in the form of a Stage 2:
Appropriate Assessment.

2.4.

Pre-Screening Of Sites
In accordance with the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government guidance
(DoEHLG, 2010), an initial distance of 15km from the settlements that were the subject of the
Proposed Draft Variation was used to identify potential European sites of relevance. Since the
settlements were all well distributed across the County, it was subsequently deemed prudent to
consider a 15km distance from the County boundary. This distance was deemed to be sufficient to
cover all likely significant effects which may arise from the implementation of the Proposed Draft
Variation on European sites. Spatial boundary data on the Natura 2000 network was extracted from
the NPWS website on 13th November 2013.
In addition to examining European sites, Natural Heritage Areas (NHAs) and proposed Natural
Heritage Areas (pNHA) which fall within 15km of the County boundary have also been examined.
Although NHAs and pNHAs do not form part of the Natura 2000 Network, they often provide an
important supporting role to the network, particularly when it comes to fauna species which often do
not obey site boundaries. For example, a pNHA/NHA that provides regular feeding grounds for a

2

Departmental guidelines recommend looking at sites within 15km. However this arbitrary distance is currently being
reviewed and is generally being replaced with an informed judgement as to the extent of the influence of the
proposed Plan. However in order to avoid any confusion prior to the revision of any formal guidance, the 15km buffer
zone has been applied in this case.
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population of Golden Plover for which a separate site is designated as an SPA plays a role in the
maintenance of the species at favourable conservation status for that SPA. In other words, in that
example, in order to protect the Natura 2000 network it may also be important to protect the pNHA
/NHA which provides a supporting role to it. There are however, NHAs and pNHAs that are
designated for features that are not important at an international level and may not interact with the
Natura 2000 network.
All European sites which fall within 15km of the County boundary are listed in Table 1 below. Table
2 lists the non-European sites.
Table 1: European sites found in County Meath and within 15km buffer zone.
Sites within County Meath
Candidate Special Areas of
Special Protection Areas
Conservation
Boyne Coast and Estuary
Boyne Estuary
River Boyne and Blackwater
River Nanny Estuary and Shore
Rye Water Valley / Carton
Lough Sheelin
Mount Hevey Bog
River Boyne and Blackwater
White Lough, Ben Loughs and Lough Doo
Lough Bane and Lough Glass
Killyconny Bog (Cloughbally)
Monybeg and Clareisland Bogs
Within 15km Buffer Zone
Candidate Special Areas of
Conservation
Ardagullion Bog

Special Protection Areas

Garriskil Bog

North Bull Island

Lough Lene
Lough Ennell

(South Dublin Bay) Sandymount Strand / River
Tolka Estuary
Baldoyle Bay

Raheenmore Bog

Rogerstown Estuary

The Long Derries, Edenderry

Skerries Islands

Ballynafagh Bog
Ballynafagh Lake

(Malahide Estuary)Broadmeadow / Swords
Estuary
Dundalk Bay

North Dublin Bay

Lough Kinale and Derragh Lough

Baldoyle Bay

Garriskill Bog

Malahide Estuary

Lough Derraghvarragh

Rogerstown Estuary

Lough Ennell

Clogher Head

Rockabill

Stabannan Braganstown

Dundalk Bay
Rockabill to Dalkey Island

All of the sites is Table 1 are presented on Figure 2.
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Table 2: Natural Heritage Areas and Proposed Natural Heritage Areas found in County
Meath and within 15km buffer zone.
Natural Heritage Areas and Proposed Natural Heritage Areas within County Meath
Proposed Natural Heritage Areas
Natural Heritage Areas
Ballyhoe Lough
Girley Bog
Ballynabarny Fen
Jamestown Bog
Balrath Woods
Molerick Bog
Boyne Coast and Estuary
Boyne River Islands
Boyne Woods
Breaky Loughs
Corstown Loughs
Crewbane Marsh
Cromwells Bush Fen
Dowth Wetland
Duleek Commons
Kilconny Bog (Cloghbally)
Laytown Dunes / Nanny Estuary
Lough Naneagh
Lough Sheelin
Lough Shesk
Mentrim Lough
Mount Hevey Bog
Rathmoylan Esker
Rossnaree Riverbank
Royal Canal
Rye Water Valley / Carton
Slane Riverbank
Thomastown Bog
Trim Wetlands
White Lough, Ben Loughs and Lough Doo
Natural Heritage Areas and Proposed Natural Heritage Areas Within 15km Buffer
Zone
Proposed Natural Heritage Areas
Natural Heritage Areas
Aghalasty Fen
Black Castle Bog
Ardagullion Bog NHA
Carbury Bog
Ardee Cutaway Bog
Cloncrow Bog (New Forest)
Baldoyle Bay
Hodgestown Bog
Baldoyle Bay
Lough Derravaragh
Ballina Bog
Lough Kinale and Derragh Lough
Ballynafagh Bog
Milltownpass Bog
Ballynafagh Lake
Skerries Islands
Barmeath Woods
Wooddown Bog
Blackhall Woods
Bog of the Ring
Castlecoo Hill
Clogher Head
Creevy Lough
Darver Castle Woods
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Natural Heritage Areas and Proposed Natural Heritage Areas Within 15km Buffer
Zone
Dodder Valley
Donadea Wood
Drumcah, Toprass and Cortial Loughs
Dunany Point
Dundalk Bay
Feltrim Hill
Garriskil Bog
Grand Canal
Hill of Mael and Rock of Curry
Kildemock Marsh
King William’s Glen
Knock Lake
Liffey Valley
Lough Bane
Lough Ennell
Lough Fea Demesne
Lough Glore
Lough Gowna
Lough Naglack
Lough Ramor
Lough Sheever Fen / Slevin’s Lough
Complex
Loughshinny Coast
Louth Hall and Ardee Woods
Lugmore Glen
Malahide Estuary
Mellifont Abbey Woods
Monalty Lough
Mount Hevey Bog
Nafarty Fen
North Dublin Bay
Portrane Shore
Raheenmore Bog
Reaghstown Marsh
Rockabill Island
Rogerstown Estuary
Santry Demense
Slade of Saggart and Crooksling Glen
Sluice River Marsh
Spring and Corcrin Loughs
Stabbanan-Braganstown
Stephenstown Pond
The Long Derries, Edenderry

All of the sites in Table 2 are presented on Figure 3.
Since these are the same European sites that were considered in the AA of the County Development
Plan 2013-2019 and for the purposes of making this document concise yet comprehensive, reference
to the Natura Impact Report for the County Development Plan can be found throughout the
remainder of this document to prevent repetition of large volumes of information.
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2.5.

Reasons For Designation, Site Sensitivities And Threats
In order to identify those sites that could be potentially affected, it was necessary to describe each
European site in the context of why it has been designated ( i.e. its “Qualifying Interests”) and the
environmental and ecological conditions that maintain the condition of these features. The Qualifying
Interests and threats to the sites were extracted from the NPWS website database (www.npws.ie).
Threats to sites were also scoped during informal consultation with regional NPWS staff in January
2012 as part of the County Development Plan preparation process and again in November 2013.
The results of this desktop exercise are presented in Appendix A and Table 3 in the NIR of the
Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019 and have been summarised and updated to be made
more relevant to the Proposed Draft Variation below in Table 3. These tables present the list of
qualifying interests that are contained within the European sites listed above in Table 1. The
underpinning conditions that are required to maintain the ‘health’ of these features are also listed in
this table.
The key output of this stage was the identification of the types of threats to the integrity of the
European sites. These could then be related to the consequences of implementing the Variation to
see if there was any risk of likely significant effects.
Generic potential threats to the site integrity were identified and were listed in Section 2.5 of the NIR
of the Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019. These were generic threats and did not take
account of specific sensitivities at each European site. There are aspects of the implementation of
the Proposed Draft Variation that are not likely to give rise to such threats, such as many of the
rural/agricultural activities. Consultation of the NPWS Natura 2000 data forms and liaison with
regional staff allowed site-specific sensitivities to be identified that were specifically relevant to
Variation No. 2. These site-specific sensitivities are discussed further in Section 2.6 onwards but are
summarised below in Table 3:
Table 3: Relationships between settlements covered by Variation No.2 and European
sites.

Site

Relevant European Site

Athboy

River Boyne and Blackwater
cSAC and SPA passes through.

Baile Ghib/Gibbstown

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Ballivor

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Carlanstown

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Carnaross

Near River Boyne and
Blackwater cSAC and SPA

Clonard

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Natura Impact Report

Potential threat to integrity of
European Sites
High risk. Disturbance of Kingfisher
breeding sites, Otters, impacts on
water quality.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via Yellow River.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on
cSAC and SPA populations, impacts
on water quality via stream to south.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on
cSAC and SPA populations, impacts
on water quality via Moynalty River.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via watercourses but no
linkages found.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via watercourses but no
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Site

Relevant European Site

Crossakiel

Near River Boyne and
Blackwater cSAC

Donore

Near River Boyne and
Blackwater cSAC and SPA

Drumconrath
Duleek

No linkages

Enfield
Gormonston

No linkages

Julianstown

close to River Nanny Estuary
and Shore SPA

Kentstown

Upstream of River Nanny
Estuary and Shore SPA

Kilbride

Malahide Estuary SPA/cSAC

Kilcock Environs

Upstream of Rye Water/Carton
cSAC

Kildalkey

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Kilmainhamwood
Kilmessan

No linkages

Longwood

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Maynooth Environs

Adjacent to Rye Water/Carton
cSAC

Moynalty

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Nobber
Oldcastle
Rathcairn

No linkages

Natura Impact Report

Upstream of River Nanny
Estuary and Shore SPA

close to River Nanny Estuary
and Shore SPA

Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

No linkages
Upstream of tributary of River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA

Potential threat to integrity of
European Sites
linkages found.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via watercourses but no
linkages found.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via watercourses but no
linkages found.
No direct threats identified.
Low risk. Indirect impact on water
quality via Nanny and Parramadda
Rivers.
No direct threats identified.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on SPA
populations due to disturbance from
recreational activities.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on SPA
populations due to disturbance from
recreational activities.
Low risk. Indirect impact on water
quality via Nanny and River.
Low risk. Indirect impact on water
quality via Ward River.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on
water quality via Rye Water.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via local streams.
No direct threats identified.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via Skane River.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via Blackwater River.
Moderate Risk. Indirect impact on
water quality and hydrogeological
regime.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on
cSAC and SPA populations, impacts
on water quality via Moynalty River.
No direct threats identified.
No direct threats identified.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via local streams.
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Site

Relevant European Site

Rathmolyon
Slane

No linkages

Stamullen

close to River Nanny Estuary
and Shore SPA

River Boyne and Blackwater
cSAC and SPA

No linkages
Summerhill
Dunboyne/Clonee/Pace Upstream of South Dublin Bay
and River Tolka Estuary

Dunshaughlin

Ashbourne

Upstream/linked to Malahide
Estuary SPA/cSAC and River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
and SPA.
Upstream/linked to Malahide
Estuary cSAC and SPA.

Ratoath

Upstream/linked to Malahide
Estuary cSAC and SPA.

Southern Environs of
Drogheda

Boyne Estuary SPA, Boyne
Coast and Estuary cSAC.

Potential threat to integrity of
European Sites
No direct threats identified.
High risk. Disturbance of Kingfisher
breeding sites, Otters, impacts on
water quality.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on SPA
populations due to disturbance from
recreational activities.
No direct threats identified.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via Tolka River.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via local streams.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via Broadmeadow River.
Low risk. Indirect impact on cSAC and
SPA populations, impacts on water
quality via Broadmeadow River.
Moderate risk. Indirect impact on SPA
populations due to disturbance from
recreational activities.

Threats that could affect all European Sites listed above in the context of Variation No. 2:













Drainage/flooding;
Offshore/onshore aquaculture; and
Roads, motorways;
Sewage outflows;
Housing developments;
Communications Networks;
Disposal of household waste;
River Channel Maintenance, and;
Invasive Alien Species.
Walking, horse riding and non-motorised vehicles;
Offshore motorised vehicles; and;
New Paths and Tracks.

Whilst some of the settlements listed above are deemed to pose “low” or “no” direct threat to the
integrity of the European sites as a result of development within the area, issues such as water
supply and wastewater treatment plant capacity are problematic issues in many of the settlements
and pose a cumulative threat to water quality and hydrological regime within the Boyne and
Blackwater cSAC and SPA and also the coastal sites which may be vulnerable to changes in water
quality. This is discussed further in the following sections but it has been generally addressed by
protective policies in the County Development Plan that prevent development going ahead if there is
no water supply or wastewater treatment capacity.

Natura Impact Report
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2.6.

Identification of Potential Likely Significant Effects
This section documents the final stage of the screening process as it was applied to the Proposed
Draft Variation. It used the information collected on the sensitivity of each European site and
describes any likely significant effects of implementation of Variation No 2 (as far as it could be
predicted at the early stages of preparation). This assumed the absence of any controls, conditions
or assumptions regarding mitigation measures.

Natura Impact Report
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Table 4: Likely Significant Effects of implementing the Variation No. 2 (in absence of mitigation).
Site

Potential Impacts arising from the Variation No 2.

CANDIDATE SPECIAL AREAS OF CONSERVATION
Boyne Coast
Developments close to the mouth of the Boyne can pose a risk to
and Estuary
local water quality especially during construction. Any changes in the
Boyne catchment leading to changes in water quality could affect
condition of the habitats.
River Boyne
and
Blackwater

Is there a
likely risk of
a Significant
Effect?

Other plans to be
considered in
Combination?3

Is there a risk
of Significant
Impact in
combination?

YES

Louth County Development
Plan, Drogheda Borough
Council Development Plan,
River Basin Management Plan.
FEMFRAMS.
Westmeath, Cavan, Louth,
County Development Plans and
Local Area Plans, River Basin
Management Plan, FEMFRAMS.

YES

Kildare County Development
Plan, Maynooth and Leixlip
Local Area Plans, River Basin
Management Plan.
Westmeath County
Development Plan. River Basin
Management Plan.
Westmeath County
Development Plan. River Basin
Management Plan.

YES

Westmeath County
Development Plan. River Basin
Management Plan.

YES

Direct and indirect impacts on alluvial forests, disturbance of otter
holts from riverside development including active and passive
recreation. Bridges, aquaculture and other developments have
potential to affect Salmon migration and spawning success. Water
abstraction from the Boyne for the Staleen Water treatment Plant
and Slane water supplies can have impacts on the hydrological
regime that can in turn affect alluvial forests and Salmon.
Water abstraction for potable water supply within catchment of
springs. Species affected by changes to catchment including water
quality and changes to flood regime.

YES

Mount Hevey
Bog

Too distant for any groundwater impacts to be likely as a result of
the Variation.

No

White Lough,
Ben Loughs
and Lough
Doo
Lough Bane
and Lough
Glass

Too distant for any ground or surface water impacts to be likely as a
result of the Variation.

No

The Kells Water Supply is abstracted primarily from Lough Bane
which also supplies Carlanstown, Oldcastle and Crossakiel. Therefore
there are risks posed by development in these areas that could lead
to increases in abstraction.

YES

Rye Water
Valley / Carton

YES

YES

No
No

3

This list is not considered to be exhaustive.
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Site

Potential Impacts arising from the Variation No 2.

Killyconny Bog
(Cloughbally)

Too distant for any groundwater impacts to be likely as a result of
the Variation.

Monybeg and
Clareisland
Bogs
Ardagullion
Bog
Garriskil Bog

Too distant for any groundwater impacts to be likely as a result of
the Variation.

No

Too distant for any groundwater impacts to be likely as a result of
the Variation.
Too distant for any groundwater impacts to be likely as a result of
the Plan.

No

Lough Lene

Too distant for any impacts to be likely as a result of the Variation.

No

Lough Ennell

Too distant for any ground or surface water impacts to be likely as a
result of the Variation.

Raheenmore
Bog
The Long
Derries,
Edenderry
Ballynafagh
Bog
Ballynafagh
Lake
North Dublin
Bay cSAC

Baldoyle Bay
cSAC

Is there a
likely risk of
a Significant
Effect?
No

Other plans to be
considered in
Combination?3
Westmeath, Cavan County
Development Plan. River Basin
Management Plan.
Cavan County and Local Plans.
River Basin Management Plan.

Is there a risk
of Significant
Impact in
combination?
No
No

Longford County and Local
Plans.
Westmeath County and Local
Plans.

No

No

No

Westmeath County
Development Plan.
-

Too distant for any groundwater impacts to be likely as a result of
the Variation.
Too distant for any impacts to be likely as a result of the Variation.

No

-

No

No

-

No

Too distant for any groundwater impacts to be likely as a result of
the Variation.
Too distant for any ground/surface water impacts to be likely as a
result of the Variation.
Possible impacts of inadequate capacity of Ringsend Wastewater
Treatment Plant on local water quality and condition of habitats.
However the contribution of the eastern settlements in Meath to the
overall loading of the Treatment Plant is not deemed to be
significant.
Indirect impacts due to increased levels of recreational activities from
nearby growth towns.

No

-

No

No

-

No

No

-

No

YES

Fingal and other regional plans
and strategies.

YES

Natura Impact Report
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Site

Potential Impacts arising from the Variation No 2.

Is there a
likely risk of
a Significant
Effect?
YES

Other plans to be
considered in
Combination?3

Malahide
Estuary cSAC

Indirect impacts due to increased levels of recreational activities from
nearby growth towns and effects of wastewater treatment plant
discharge into the Ward and Broadmeadow rivers.
Indirect impacts due to increased levels of recreational activities from
nearby growth towns.
Considered too distant for any impacts to be likely as a result of the
Variation.
Considered too distant for any impacts to be likely as a result of the
Variation.
Considered too distant for any impacts to be likely as a result of the
Variation

Rogerstown
Estuary cSAC
Clogher Head
cSAC
Dundalk Bay
cSAC
Rockabill to
Dalkey Island
cSAC
SPECIAL PROTECTION AREA
Boyne Estuary Indirect impacts due to increased levels of recreational activities from
nearby growth towns. Developments in Boyne catchment leading to
cumulative changes in water quality.

YES

YES

No

Fingal and other regional plans
and strategies.
-

No

-

No

No

-

No

YES

YES

River Nanny
Estuary and
Shore
Lough Sheelin

YES

Louth County Development
Plan, Drogheda Borough
Council Development Plan,
River Basin Management Plan.
FEMFRAMS.
Fingal County Development
Plan, River Basin Management
Plan.
-

YES

No

Westmeath, Cavan, Louth,
County Development Plans and
Local Area Plans, River Basin
Management Plan, FEMFRAMS.
-

No

-

No

River Boyne
and
Blackwater
Stabannan
Braganstown
SPA
North Bull
Island SPA

Indirect impacts due to increased levels of recreational activities from
nearby growth towns. Developments in River Nanny catchment
leading to cumulative changes in water quality.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Kingfisher nesting sites may be affected by increased levels of active
and passive recreation, construction of riverside footpaths and
cyclepaths, removal of riparian woodland and alteration of
watercourses and flooding regime.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
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Is there a risk
of Significant
Impact in
combination?
YES

No

YES
No
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Site

Is there a
likely risk of
a Significant
Effect?

Other plans to be
considered in
Combination?3

Is there a risk
of Significant
Impact in
combination?

YES

Dublin City, Fingal and other
regional plans and strategies.

YES

No

-

No

No

-

No

No

-

No

YES

YES

No

Dublin City, Fingal and other
regional plans and strategies.
-

No

-

No

No

-

No

Lough
Derraghvarragh SPA

Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Birds that form conservation interests at this site are not a
conservation interest of any site within the County that might be
affected so no impacts likely on this population as a result of the
Proposed Draft Variation.
Population dynamics of some birds may be affected indirectly by
changes to water quality. No direct impacts likely.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of
linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.

No

-

No

Lough Ennell

Unlikely to be affected by Proposed Draft Variation due to lack of

No

-

No

(South Dublin
Bay)
Sandymount
Strand / River
Tolka Estuary
Baldoyle Bay
Rogerstown
Estuary
Skerries
Islands
Malahide
Estuary SPA
Dundalk Bay
SPA
Lough Kinale
and Derragh
Lough SPA
Garriskil Bog
SPA

Potential Impacts arising from the Variation No 2.

to the European site.
Population dynamics of some birds may be affected indirectly by
changes to water quality. No direct impacts likely.
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Site

Potential Impacts arising from the Variation No 2.

SPA

linkages and limited scale of population increase in settlements close
to the European site.
Birds that form conservation interests at this site are not a
conservation interest of any site within the County that might be
affected so no impacts likely on this population as a result of the
Proposed Draft Variation.

Rockabill SPA

Natura Impact Report
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2.7.

Ecological Network Supporting European Site Integrity
An analysis of the proposed Natural Heritage Areas and designated Natural Heritage
Areas in terms of their role in supporting the species using European sites was
undertaken. It was assumed that these supporting roles mainly related to mobile fauna
such as mammals and birds which may use pNHAs and NHAs as “stepping stones”
between European sites.
Article 10 of the Habitats Directive and the Habitats Regulations 2011 place a high
degree of importance on such non-European areas as features that connect the Natura
2000 network. Features such as ponds, woodlands and important hedgerows were taken
into account during the rest of the AA process.
Therefore it was deemed to be important to identify those national-level designated sites
that were within, adjacent or close to the areas covered by the Proposed Draft Variation
and to determine if they were part of this network of ecological sites.
Their locations are shown in Figure 3 and are listed in Table 5 in the NIR in the Country
Development Plan 2013-2019.

2.8.

Screening Conclusions
The Screening process identified that several European sites within the County had the
potential to be adversely affected by the implementation of the proposed variation No 2
to the Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019.
Several Natura 2000 sites outside of the County boundary (within the 15km zone) were
“screened-in” as they could be affected by development impacts in the same catchment
or by effects of recreational activities or effects of wastewater treatment plant
discharges into rivers and streams emanating from increased populations in growth
centres. Sites that were screened out are not deemed to be subject to further
consideration in the assessment.
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3. STAGE 2 – APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT
3.1.

Assessment Methodology
The assessment of impacts on the European sites was undertaken by the following tasks:
1. Establishing site-specific issues so that the impact evaluation is correctly
informed.
 This was primarily achieved through research of desktop information, site
familiarisation visits undertaken in November 2013 and consultation with
regional staff of the NPWS.
2. Iterative Review of draft versions of the Proposed Draft Variation to allow
the revision of Draft Policies and Objectives. By doing so, potential impacts
were avoided or mitigated through the addition of additional Policies and
Objectives.

3.2.

European Sites relevant to the Assessment
After examination of the “long list” of European sites and examining any linkages
between the underlying purpose of the Draft Local Area Plan and the sensitivities of
these sites, it was determined that 12 European sites were at risk of any likely significant
effects caused by the consequences of development resulting from the Proposed Draft
Variation.
These sites comprised:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

3.3.

Boyne Coast and Estuary cSAC
River Boyne and Blackwater cSAC
Rye Water Valley / Carton cSAC
Lough Bane and Lough Glass cSAC
Baldoyle Bay cSAC
Malahide Estuary cSAC
Rogerstown Estuary cSAC
Boyne Estuary SPA
River Nanny Estuary and Shore SPA
River Boyne and Blackwater SPA
South Dublin Bay and River Tolka Estuary SPA
Malahide Estuary SPA

Conservation Objectives
The E.C. Habitats and Birds Directives require the focus of the assessment at this stage
to be on the integrity of the site as indicated by its Conservation Objectives. Nearly4 all of
the coastal sites that were the focus for this Appropriate Assessment have Site-Specific
Conservation Objectives (SSCOs). As a general rule these all shared a common aim

4

South Dublin Bay and River Tolka Estuary SPA did not have SSCOs at the time of the preparation of this
Draft NIR.
Natura Impact Report

24

Appropriate Assessment of
Variation No. 2
Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019
to maintain or restore the favourable conservation condition of the species and habitats
within the site. Qualifying interests for these sites are listed in Appendix A of the NIR of
the County Development Plan 2013-2019.
For each of the SSCOs, there are a series of attributes, measures and targets. This allows
the assessment to be focused upon the relationship between the targets of the SSCO and
the results of implementing the Local Area Plan. If the two are in conflict then there may
be a risk of loss of integrity if the SSCO target cannot be reached. The aim therefore was
to avoid any such conflicts during the preparation of the Plan.
Favourable Conservation status/condition is achieved when:



its natural range, and area it covers within that range, are stable or increasing, and
the specific structure and functions which are necessary for its long term
maintenance exist and are likely to continue to exist for the foreseeable future,
and



the conservation status of its typical species is “favourable”.

“Favourable” is defined as:




population dynamics data on the species concerned indicate that it is maintaining
itself on a long term basis as a viable component of its natural habitats, and
the natural range of the species is neither being reduced nor is likely to be reduced
for the foreseeable future, and
there is, and will probably continue to be, a sufficiently large habitat to maintain its
populations on a long term basis.

The most up-to-date documents for the European sites at the time of publication of the
Proposed Draft Variation were referred to during the preparation of this NIR.
It has not been deemed necessary to reproduce every measure, target and attribute
stated in these documents during the preparation of this NIR. All measures were referred
to during the assessment process, but in order to produce a focussed and concise NIR, it
was decided to only refer to specific measures when deemed helpful and appropriate.
SSCOs for the SPA selection species focused on the following aspects of the species’
ecology:

Population trend- which should be stable or increasing in the long term. Therefore any
consequences of implementing the Draft Plan that could affect population viability, e.g.
disturbance, loss of feeding and roosting sites could threaten this SSCO.

Distribution-There should be no significant increase in the range, timing or intensity of

use so far as by the various selection species other than that occurring from natural
patterns of variation.
SPAs also protect the wetland habitat used by birds and the relevant SSCO requires that
the permanent area occupied by the wetland habitat should be stable and not
significantly less than the area stated in the documentation. Natural process such as
coastal erosion and deposition are noted to be exceptions to this target.
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Some species that have been studied to a higher level of detail are addressed in the
SSCOs with additional attributes, measures and targets that generally reflect a more
detailed understanding of the threats to the species itself.
Similarly, for habitats covered by the cSAC designation, there are common set of
attributes that are found in several of the SSCOs:

Habitat Area – which should be stable or increasing in the long term. Therefore any
consequences of implementing the Draft Plan that could affect the physical area of
habitats either directly or indirectly through increased trampling, grazing or erosion for
example, could threaten this SSCO.

Community Distribution – the target is generally to maintain the current area in a natural
condition.

Additional targets may be applied to some habitats where the physical structure or the
vegetation structure is a key element of the value of the habitat.
For the River Boyne and Blackwater cSAC, which was a potential impact receptor for
many of these sites, Site-Specific Conservation objectives were drawn from other
European sites that contained the same qualifying interests. These are listed below:
Table 5: Key Issues covered by SSCOs for Qualifying Interests which are
reasons for designation of the River Boyne and Blackwater cSAC.
Qualifying Interest
Alkaline fens

SSCO References
Galway Bay Complex SAC
0002685

Alluvial forests with
Alnus glutinosa and

Lower River Shannon SAC
0021656

Key issues in SSCOs
Maintenance of groundwater,
surface water flows
and water table levels within
natural ranges, in order for
peat to form, water levels
need to be
slightly below or above the soil
surface for c.90% of
the time. Fens receive natural
levels of nutrients (e.g. iron,
magnesium and calcium) from
water sources.
However, they are generally
poor in nitrogen and
phosphorus with the latter
tending to be the limiting
nutrient. Vulnerable to scrub
encroachment and damage
due to grazing.
Maintaining flooding regime
along river banks, maintaining

5

NPWS (2013) Conservation Objectives: Galway Bay Complex SAC 000268. Version 1. National Parks
and Wildlife Service, Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht.
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Fraxinus excelsior (AlnoPadion, Alnion incanae,
Salicion albae)
Atlantic Salmon Salmo

salar

River Barrow and River
Nore SAC 0021627

River Lamprey Lampetra

River Barrow and River
Nore SAC 002162

Otter Lutra lutra

River Barrow and River
Nore SAC 002162

fluviatilis

3.4.

woodland structure and
diversity.
Maintaining distribution and
breeding range can be limited
by artificial barriers. Estuarine
pollution, predation and sea
lice can affect out-migrating
smolt abundance.
Maintaining distribution and
breeding range can be limited
by artificial barriers.
Terrestrial habitat target to
include 10m buffer along
riverbanks. Includes protection
of the fish biomass.

Protective Policies and Objectives in the Meath County Development
Plan 2013-2019.
The AA of the Variation No. 2 involved the analysis of the proposed policies and
objectives and where necessary, the inclusion of mitigation measures to ensure that the
implementation of the Proposed Draft Variation does not result in adverse impacts on
European sites. In doing so, there were several “protective” policies and objectives that
existed within the County Development Plan (CDP) - whose specific function was to
protect the integrity of the sites and the environmental conditions underpinning them.
These were taken into account in the AA of the Proposed Draft Variation as these
protective policies in the CDP could help to mitigate any potential impacts on designated
sites.
Table 6 below show a summary of the Policies and Objectives contained within the Meath
County Development Plan 2013-2019 which act cumulatively to protect the individual
European sites. This list does not cover all of the Policies or Objectives of a protective or
mitigatory nature but identifies those that address specific sensitivities of the sites.
Table 6: Policies protecting individual European sites.
Site
Sensitivity/threat
Mitigation Policy/Objective
Candidate SPECIAL AREAS OF CONSERVATION
Boyne Coast and
 Water quality
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 10; ED POL 11;
Estuary
ED POL 40; TRAN OBJ 2; TRAN
 Changes in coastal
OBJ 8; TRAN OBJ 9; TRAN POL 32;
geomorphology
WS SO 7; WS SO 8; WS POL 11;
WS OBJ 13; WS OBJ 15; EC POL
23; NH POL 5; NH OBJ 2; NH OBJ
3; RUR DEV SO 9

6

NPWS (2012) Conservation Objectives: Lower River Shannon SAC 002165. Version 1.0. National Parks
and Wildlife Service, Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht.
7
NPWS (2011) Conservation Objectives: River Barrow and River Nore SAC 002162. Version 1.0.
National Parks and Wildlife Service, Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht.
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Site
River Boyne and
Blackwater

Rye Water Valley /
Carton
Lough Bane and
Lough Glass

Sensitivity/threat
 Groundwater changes
near alkaline fens
 Direct and indirect
impacts on alluvial
forests
 Disturbance of otter
holts
 Instream obstructions
affecting fish passage
 Groundwater changes
near springs
 Water quality and
changes to flood regime
 Water quality
 Invasive species
 Water abstraction

Baldoyle Bay

 Recreational activities

Malahide Estuary

 Recreational activities

Rogerstown Estuary

 Recreational activities

SPECIAL PROTECTION AREAS
Boyne Estuary
 Disturbance from
recreation/development

Mitigation Policy/Objective
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 40; TRAN OBJ
8; TRAN OBJ 9; TRAN POL 32; WS
SO 7; WS SO 8; WS POL 2; WS
POL 11; WS OBJ 8; WS OBJ 15; EC
POL 23; NH POL 5; NH OBJ 2; RUR
DEV SO 9; RD POL 18; RD POL 21;
RD POL 52; RD POL 53

ED OBJ 2; TRAN OBJ 9; TRAN POL
32; WS SO 7; WS SO 8; WS POL 2;
WS OBJ 15; NH POL 5; NH OBJ 2;
RUR DEV SO 9
ED OBJ 2; TRAN OBJ 9; WS SO 7;
WS SO 8; WS POL 11; WS OBJ 15;
NH POL 5; NH OBJ 2; RUR DEV SO
9; RD POL 21
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; NH POL 5;
NH OBJ 2
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; NH POL 5;
NH OBJ 2
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; NH POL 5;
NH OBJ 2

River Nanny Estuary
and Shore

 Disturbance from
recreation/development
 Water quality.

River Boyne and
Blackwater

 Disturbance from
recreation/development
 Water quality

South Dublin Bay
and River Tolka
Estuary
Baldoyle Bay

 Indirect effects on
shared metapopulations

ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; ED POL 40;
TRAN OBJ 2; TRAN OBJ 8; TRAN
OBJ 9; TRAN POL 32; WS SO 7;
WS SO 8; WS POL 11; NH POL 5;
NH OBJ 2; RUR DEV SO 9
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; ED POL 40;
TRAN OBJ 8; TRAN OBJ 9; TRAN
POL 32; WS SO 7; WS SO 8; WS
POL 11; WS OBJ 8; WS OBJ 13;
WS OBJ 15; NH POL 5; NH OBJ 2;
RUR DEV SO 9; RD POL 18; RD
POL 21
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 40; ED OBJ 10;
TRAN OBJ 2; TRAN OBJ 8; TRAN
OBJ 9; TRAN POL 32; WS SO 7;
WS SO 8; WS POL 11; WS OBJ 8;
WS OBJ 15; NH POL 5; NH OBJ 2;
RUR DEV SO 9; RD POL 18; RD
POL 21; RD POL 52; RD POL 53
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; NH POL 5;
NH OBJ 2

 Indirect effects on
shared metapopulations
 Indirect effects on
shared metapopulations

ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; NH POL 5;
NH OBJ 2
ED OBJ 2; ED POL 9; NH POL 5;
NH OBJ 2

Malahide Estuary
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3.5.

Likely Effects of the Proposed Draft Variation on European Sites

3.5.1. Identification and Assessment of Likely Significant Effects
In November-December 2013, Meath County Council prepared and revised several
versions of the Proposed Draft Variation. The Appropriate Assessment consultants, in
conjunction with the SEA consultants, reviewed the written statements and zoning maps
and provided feedback on them to the Council. Two iterative reviews were carried out by
the Appropriate Assessment team and recommendations were forwarded to the Council
after each review to allow them to consider the proposed changes. The output was the
final version of the Proposed Draft Variation that contained amended policies/objectives
and mitigation measures specifically designed to address impacts on European sites.
The provision of the Screening Report to the Council at an early stage with
recommendations for the drafting of the subsequent text and mapping, meant that the
majority of the policies and objectives did not pose any likely significant effect on the
European sites and therefore were not subject to further scrutiny in the AA process.
Table 7 only lists the policies and objectives that did pose a risk of adverse effects and
hence required mitigation.
Table 7 presents the key changes that were made to the policies and objectives within
the 29 settlements that were to be incorporated into the County Development Plan 20132019 as a result of the AA of the initial drafts of the Proposed Draft Variation. It shows
how specific policies and objectives of the Proposed Draft Variation were deemed to pose
likely significant effects to European sites. It also shows how these policies/objectives
were then amended to avoid, reduce or minimise the potential adverse effects. These are
the key mitigation measures that are included in the Proposed Draft Variation that went
on display as a consequence of the AA process.
With regard to the proposed amendment of the five existing Local Area Plans for
Dunboyne-Pace, South Environs of Drogheda, Ashbourne, Ratoath and Dunshaughlin;
these have all been screened for Appropriate Assessment when the original Local Area
Plans were drafted. All were screened “out” – i.e. no likelihood of significant effects was
predicted. The focus of the current AA was on the proposed amendments to these Local
Area Plans and to see if there was any objective reason to change this judgement on the
potential for adverse effects on European Sites. The results of this part of the
assessment are summarised in Table 8.
The assessment process included identifying where likely significant effects of the
Proposed Draft Variation could be addressed after taking the CDP “protective” policies
into account. This allowed several potential impacts, to be addressed by the CDP. For
example several settlements were shown to be constrained in terms of the capacity of
local wastewater treatment plants or the availability and capacity of a source of potable
water. Policies in the CDP that specifically prevent development being granted that would
cause impacts due to inadequate treatment capacity or water supply include RD POL 52,
WS SO 8, WS POL 7, WS POL 11 and WS POL 18.
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If the CDP policies were not deemed to provide enough clarity that significant effects
could be ruled out, then a potential “residual” impact was deemed to be present and the
draft policy or objective would have to be modified.
Only impacts that could affect the Conservation Objective(s) being reached were
considered as part of the assessment, in accordance with Article 6(3) of the E.C. Habitats
Directive.
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Table 7: Aspects of the Variation No 2 and how they were mitigated as a result of the Appropriate Assessment process.

Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

Dunshaughlin Electoral Area
Kilbride
None relevant.

Kilcock :
Proposal in text for a riverside
linear walkway along Rye
Water River including hard
surfacing and proposals to
allows clearance of the river.

HER OBJ 1
To facilitate the development
of amenity walkways along
streams and hedgerows.

Natura Impact Report

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

Poses significant risk to water
quality during construction and
provision of vehicular access to
allow cleaning of river. Qualifying
interest (Vertigo sp) are sensitive
to water quality and changes in
water level. cSAC is 6km
downstream.
Risk that due to proximity of
construction works to river,
standard protective techniques
may not be enough. A favourable
outcome to the AA process may
not be guaranteed without further
survey.

Text removed.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

Text added in Red: “To facilitate the
development of amenity walkways along
streams and hedgerows. All proposals are
likely to require a full Appropriate Assessment
which must be informed by ecological
surveys of the relevant area.”

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

WS OBJ 2: To require that a
Water
Services
Provision
Strategic
Framework
Plan
(Water / Wastewater / Surface
Water
Management)
is
provided, with details to
service the entire County
Meath lands in the Kilcock
Environs and submitted for
approval to Meath County
Council Infrastructure Water
Services at pre-application
stage……
Kilmessan
None relevant.

Impacts may occur on European
sites in Kildare as well as Meath
and on various cSACs.

Changed to WS OBJ 1, amended text in red:
“Demonstrate that the water services and
surface water management proposals will not
lead to undue impact on relevant European
Sites.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply and development
in the Carton Estate near the cSAC are
addressed by protective policies in the CDP
and the Proposed Draft Variation. No
changes required.

No changes required.

Maynooth
None relevant.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

Policy changed to CER POL 4 and text added
in red: “To require and provide for the
appropriate landscaping of all employment,
enterprise or light industrial developments, so
that they integrate sensitively within the
natural environment of Athboy, especially
adjacent to residential development and open
space areas. A landscaped buffer zone,
minimum of 5 metres in depth, will be a
requirement of any development proposal for
Light Industrial/Warehousing development
where it adjoins another zoning or where it
could potentially injure the amenities of
adjoining land uses. All lighting proposals
within 100m of a Natura 2000 sites, or those
deemed to have potential to result in adverse
impacts, must undergo AA Screening.”

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

Kells Electoral Area
Athboy
BE POL 2. Proposals regarding
appropriate landscaping

Natura Impact Report

Low risk that lighting proposals
may affect riverside sites
dependent on location.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

BE POL 3. Proposal for
Framework Plan for the
backlands to the north of Main
Street identified for ‘B1’ land
use zoning objective extending
from MacCann & Byrne’s light
industrial premises towards
and including Connaught
Street.

Risk that due to proximity of
construction works to river,
standard protective techniques
may not be enough. A favourable
outcome to the AA process may
not be guaranteed without further
survey.

Policy changed to CER POL 5 and text added
in red: “To requirement the preparation a
Framework Plan for the backlands to the
north of Main Street identified for ‘B1’ land
use zoning objective extending from
MacCann & Byrne’s light industrial premises
towards and including Connaught Street. Any
redevelopment of these lands must include
provision for a high quality usable public
space area along the Yellow Ford River; have
a maximum of 50% residential development
and provide an access road connecting Main
Street to Connaught Street. The visual impact
of any development of this site to the
Townparks area will be determined through
the submission of a Visual Impact
Assessment with any future planning
application(s). Due to proximity to the River
Boyne and River Blackwater cSAC, it is likely
that this Plan will require full Appropriate
Assessment. A detailed flood risk assessment
should be carried out for the element of the
MacCann & Byrne site which is contained in
Flood Risk Zones A & B in accordance with
the recommendations of the Flood Risk
Assessment and Management Plan for
Variation No. 2 of the Meath County
Development Plan 2013 – 2019. “

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

OS POL 1: Proposals for use of
Open Space zonings.

In absence of knowledge of
location of kingfisher nests,
feeding perches, otter holts etc
this policy may not be feasible as
it could fail an Appropriate
Assessment if certain
developments were improperly
sited.

Changed to CF POL 3 and text added in red.
“a) To encourage and promote the
development of publicly accessible river
based amenities, such as bird watching and
walking, to include the provision of benches
along the river way, and fishing, through the
provision of designated fishing beats. The
locations and detailed design including
construction, will be informed by ecological
surveys which may also inform an
Appropriate Assessment which is likely to be
required.

Mitigation
Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

b) To examine the possibility of extending the
riverside walks where the opportunity arises
in partnership with the community and
private developers. All proposals are likely to
require a full Appropriate Assessment which
must be informed by ecological surveys of
the relevant area.”
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

TRAN OBJ 5: Proposal for new
bypass new bypass of the N51
National Secondary Road
through Athboy generally to
the south of the town and to
ensure that the selected route
is reserved and protected free
of development.

In absence of knowledge of
location of kingfisher nests,
feeding perches, otter holts etc
this policy may not be feasible as
it could fail an Appropriate
Assessment.

Route removed from Zoning Map to avoid
any suggestion that this route is fixed. Also
indicative routes for riverside paths also
removed.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

The route was also indicated
on the Zoning map.

TRAN OBJ 7: Proposals for
works to and new paths and
lighting.
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Low risk that lighting proposals
may affect riverside sites
dependent on location.

Objective changed to MA OBJ 5 and text
added in red: “To provide for a new bypass
the N51 National Secondary Road through
Athboy generally to the south of the town
and to ensure that the selected route is
reserved and protected free of development.
During the environmental impact assessment
stage of the detailed design which shall
inform the final alignment of this bypass, a
Justification Test will need to be applied if
alignments assessed interact with Flood Zone
A/B. A detailed Flood Risk Assessment will be
required to manage the risk and to
demonstrate there will be no impact on
adjacent lands. The detailed design of this
route shall also be subject to as Appropriate
Assessment pursuant to the Habitats Directive.”
Changed to MA OBJ 7 and text added in red:
“To facilitate the upgrading and the provision
of the identified footpaths and public lighting
within the town as outlined within this Plan,
particularly along the Connaught Street, and
the Delvin, Fraine, Kells/Navan, Kildalkey and
Trim Roads. All lighting proposals within
100m of a Natura 2000 site, or those deemed

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation
TRAN OBJ 8: Objective to
review lighting and propose
additional lighting where
appropriate.

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Low risk that lighting proposals
may affect riverside sites
dependent on location.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation
to have potential to result in adverse impacts,
must undergo AA Screening.”
Changed to MA OBJ 8 and text added in red:
“To review the current public lighting
provision within Athboy and to provide
additional lighting in areas highlighted as
lacking in facilities. Public lighting is
recognised to be required in the following
areas:

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

• Kells/Navan Road,
• Around the Fair Green amenity space,
• ‘Fosterfield’ residential development.
All future developments proposed along
routes of public lighting upgrades will be
contingent upon the delivery of this objective
in conjunction with the Council. All lighting
proposals within 100m of a Natura 2000 site,
or those deemed to have potential to result in
adverse impacts, must undergo AA
Screening.”
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

OS POL 1 Policy to promote
development of publicly
accessible river based
amenities along the Moynalty
River.

In absence of knowledge of
location of kingfisher nests,
feeding perches, otter holts etc
this policy may not be feasible as
it could fail an Appropriate
Assessment if improperly sited.
Populations on Moynalty river are
likely to be linked to the cSAC/SPA
populations.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

HER POL 1: Proposal to protect
Moynalty River during design
of developments.

Risk that the riparian zone may
not be enough to protect the river
from construction site run off.

Changed to CF POL 1 and text added in red:
“To encourage and promote the development
of publicly accessible river based amenities
along the Moynalty River, such as bird
watching and walking, to include the
provision of benches along the river way, and
fishing, through the provision of designated
fishing beats. The locations and detailed
design including construction will be informed
by ecological surveys which may also inform
an Appropriate Assessment which is likely to
be required.”
Text added in red: “b) To require future
development proposals on lands adjoining
the Moynalty River and its main tributaries in
Carlanstown to be set back a minimum of
10m from the edge of the river and to
maintain this buffer strip free from
development intrusion (including night
lighting) as a natural environmental feature
and amenity resource. Future development
proposals on such lands should also include
the identification of the River’s associated
riparian zone and to maintain these areas
free from development intrusion (including
night lighting) as a natural environmental
feature and amenity resource. “

Carlanstown:
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

TP OBJ 1 b and Map-Based
Objective showing new bypass
of the N52 National Secondary
Road through Carlanstown
generally to the south east of
the village.

In absence of knowledge of
location of kingfisher nests,
feeding perches, otter holts etc
this policy may not be feasible as
it could fail an Appropriate
Assessment if improperly sited.
Populations on Moynalty river are
likely to be linked to the cSAC/SPA
populations.

Indicative route on maps removed.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

TP OBJ 2: Proposals for paths
around village, some which run
close to the Moynality River.

In absence of knowledge of
location of kingfisher nests,
feeding perches, otter holts etc
this policy may not be feasible as
it could fail an Appropriate
Assessment if improperly sited.
Populations on Moynalty river are
likely to be linked to the cSAC/SPA
populations.

Also included as a map-based
objective.
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Changed to MA OBJ 1 b and text added in
red: “To provide for a new bypass of the N52
National Secondary Road through
Carlanstown generally to the south east of
the village and to ensure that the selected
route is reserved and protected free of
development. During the environmental
impact assessment stage of the detailed
design which shall inform the final alignment
of this bypass, a Justification Test will need
to be applied if alignments assessed interact
with Flood Zone A/B. A detailed Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to manage the
risk and to demonstrate there will be no
impact on adjacent lands. The detailed
design of this route shall also be subject to as
Appropriate Assessment pursuant to the
Habitats Directive. “
Routes on map removed.
Changed to MA OBJ 2 and text added in red:
“To promote the development of walking
routes through-out the village including the
following:
a circuitous pedestrian walkway along those
lands fronting onto the Moynalty River to the
west, south-west and south of the Village to
act as a circuitous amenity walking route

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

around the Village in conjunction with Main
Street and the right of way associated with St
Patrick’s Well. The locations and detailed
design including construction will be informed
by ecological surveys which may also inform
an Appropriate Assessment which is likely to
be required.”
Carnaross:
None relevant.

Crossakiel:
None relevant.

Drumconrath:
None relevant.
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No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation
Kilmainhamwood:
None relevant.

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

Moynalty:
None relevant.

Nobber:
None relevant.

Oldcastle:
None relevant.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation
Rathcairn:
None relevant.

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

Navan Electoral Area:
Baile Ghib (Gibbstown):
None relevant.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

Kentstown:
None relevant.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

Slane Electoral Area
Donore:
None relevant.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

Needs to be extended to other
streams in the area.

Changed to HER POL 4 and text added. To
conserve and enhance the amenity of the
River Nanny and Parramadda River including
the landscape, water environment and
wildlife habitats and, where consistent with
this, to encourage increased public access
and provision of walkways.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

Could result in increased levels of
disturbance of bird populations
that also are selection features for
the nearby SPA.

Route of path removed. Insertion of objective
MA OBJ 2: To provide and/or upgrade
footpaths within the development boundary.
Any footpaths connecting Gormonston to the
coast shall be subject to Appropriate
Assessment.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

Duleek:
NH POL 4: Promotion of
protection of rivers.

Gormonston:
Map-based zoning objective to
link village to coast.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation
Julianstown:
TRAN OBJ 5: Promoted
riverside walk in grounds of
Ballygarth Castle.

Slane:
Supporting text in Written
Statement referring to AA
Screening and potential
requirements for Stage 2 AA.

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

Potential for adverse effects
downstream on the watercourse
during construction of the path.

Changed to MA OBJ 5 with added text in red:
“To facilitate the provision of a riverside walk
from the village centre to the grounds of
Ballygarth Castle. All proposals are likely to
require a 10m buffer zone from the river in
order to protect the natural heritage.”

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

None – recommendations to
increase clarity of potential for
Stage 2 to be required.

Minor revisions in red: “At a minimum any
application for planning permission will
undergo a Stage 1 screening for Appropriate
Assessment”

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

And
"any application that proposes development
within or adjacent to these Natura 2000 sites
will be screened and is likely to require a full
Appropriate Assessment. "
Stamullen:
None relevant.
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No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

Route removed from Zoning maps.

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

Trim Electoral Area
Ballivor:
TRAN OBJ 2: promotes link
road through the former NEC
site from the R156 Regional
Road to the Clonard road.
Also shown on initial drafts of
Zoning maps.
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Road runs close to and crosses
stream that flows into the River
Boyne and Blackwater cSAC.

Changed to MA OB 2 and text added in red:
“To determine the alignment of a new
Distributor Road which shall provide access to
the land identified for E2 “General Enterprise
& Employment” and A2 “New Residential” off
the R156 Regional Road (Kinnegad Road)
and adjoining the former NEC site. During the
consideration of the detailed design which
shall inform the final alignment of this link
road, a Justification Test will need to be
applied if alignments assessed interact with
Flood Zone A/B. A detailed Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to manage the
risk and to demonstrate there will be no
impact on adjacent lands. The detailed
design of this route shall also be subject to as
Appropriate Assessment pursuant to the
Habitats Directive which shall include an
assessment of potential impacts on the
cSAC/SPA downstream.”
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

Bridge over river may, subject to
detailed design and appropriate
mitigation, result in impacts
downstream in the cSAC.

Changed to MA OBJ 3 and text added in red:
“To provide a link road from Woodlane to the
Ballivor Road in tandem with the
development of the lands identified for A2
“New Residential” land use zoning objective
inclusive of new bridge across the tributary of
the Tremblestown River. The bridge should
be designed so as to demonstrate that it will
not have any impact on the cSAC/SPA
downstream.”

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Plan

Clonard:
None relevant.

Enfield:
None relevant.

Kildalkey:
TRAN OBJ 3: Promotes bridge
to be constructed over river.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Proposed Draft
Variation prior to
mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Proposed Draft Variation

Mitigation Measure
incorporated into the Adopted
Variation

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised. All
issues regarding wastewater treatment
capacity and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.

Longwood:
None relevant.

Rathmolyon:
None relevant.

Summerhill:
None relevant.

Table 8 summarises the outcome of the assessment of the proposed amendments to the five existing Local Area Plans that will be changed as part of the
Variation No. 2. The focus of the assessment was therefore on the consequences of the proposed amendments on the judgements made in the original AA
Screening Report for these Local Area Plans.
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Appropriate Assessment of
Variation No. 2
Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019
Table 8: Aspects of the Proposed Draft Variation No 2 relating to the proposed Amendments to existing Local Area Plans and how they
were mitigated as a result of the Appropriate Assessment process.

Section/Policy/Objective in
the Amended Local Area
Plan prior to mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Amended Local Area Plan

Mitigation Measure incorporated
into the Adopted Local Area Plan

Dunshaughlin Local Area Plan 2009-2015.
Key points from AA Screening Report and from Amended Local Area Plan:
The current waste water treatment facilities for the town are provided in the Castletown/Tara Waste Water Treatment Works which became operational
in 2008. This facility has a population equivalent (p.e.) of 12,000 with reserve capacity of 4,000 p.e. The inlet and outlets are designed for a p.e. of 18,000
if the need arises.
This facility has considerably improved wastewater collection in the town has been designed to provide a modern, efficient and effective wastewater
collection and treatment system for the immediate and long term requirements of Dunshaughlin.
Construction works for a new Dunshaughlin Water Supply Scheme was completed in 2010. It has been designed to provide a secure water supply to the
Dunshaughlin area capable of supplying the 2025 demand.
None relevant.
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No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised by
the proposed Amendments. All issues
regarding wastewater treatment capacity
and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.
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Appropriate Assessment of
Variation No. 2
Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019

Section/Policy/Objective in
the Amended Local Area
Plan prior to mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Amended Local Area Plan

Mitigation Measure incorporated
into the Adopted Local Area Plan

Ashbourne Local Area Plan 2009-2015
Key points from AA Screening Report and from Amended Local Area Plan:
The Broadmeadow River connects Ashbourne to Malahide Estuary which is designated a SAC and SPA. However Ashbourne is over 13km from the Malahide
Estuary.
Ashbourne is served by the East Meath Regional Water Supply Scheme (East Meath RWSS). The river Boyne at Roughgrange is the main source for the East
Meath RWSS. The water is treated at Staleen Waterworks and is distributed to the Ashbourne area via Windmill reservoir. The Ashbourne part of the
scheme is augmented from a groundwater sources at Curragha and more recently Rath. The commissioning of the Dunshaughlin water treatment plant in
April 2012 has reduced the demand on the East Meath Regional Water Supply by c. 500cu.m/day hence freeing up capacity to help supply Ashbourne and
Ratoath. Notwithstanding the foregoing and progress made in relation to water conservation measures, there is limited available capacity in the scheme and
ensuring security of supply to Ashbourne is an ongoing challenge.
Construction of the Ashbourne/Ratoath/Kilbride Sewerage Scheme-Stage 2 is complete and has approximately 8,000 pe available capacity to serve the
combined settlements.
None relevant.
No likely significant impacts were
No likely significant impacts were raised by
No changes required.
raised.
the proposed Amendments. All issues
regarding wastewater treatment capacity
and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Amended Local Area
Plan prior to mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Amended Local Area Plan

Mitigation Measure incorporated
into the Adopted Local Area Plan

Dunboyne, Clonee and Pace Local Area Plan 2009-2015
Key points from AA Screening Report and from Amended Local Area Plan:
Meath County Council currently exports waste water from Dunboyne and Clonee to Fingal County Council via the ‘9C’ trunk foul sewer at Mulhuddart.
This is then conveyed through its network to Dublin City Council for treatment at the Ringsend Water Treatment Plant. The design of the sewer pipe
system can accommodate up to 18,000 PE of which approximately 12,000 PE is currently being utilised.
The Council has completed rehabilitation and upgrading of the existing sewer network in the Dunboyne and Clonee area, which has reduced the level
of groundwater infiltration and increased capacity. However, the ‘9C’ sewer is nearing capacity. There are plans to provide a duplicate sewer under the
Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage project. This project is being led by Fingal County Council and subject to funding it could be realised by 2022.
Meath County Council currently imports potable water from Fingal County Council; Dunboyne is supplied at Clonee and Clonee from Coolquay. The
Dunboyne/Clonee Water Supply Scheme Stage 1 involves the laying of approximately 6km of new trunk/distribution main from Fingal to Dunboyne together
with provision of necessary storage and a new booster pumping station. This infrastructure will allow Meath County Council to import up to 5,400m3/day of
water from Fingal. The additional water necessary will be available once Fingal’s ongoing project to expand their WTP is completed in late 2014. If included
in the next Water Services Investment Programme, these proposed works could be realised by 2016. In this regard, the Council will be working with Irish
Water to try to get this project included in the next (2014 – 2015) WSIP.
None relevant.
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No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised by
the proposed Amendments. All issues
regarding wastewater treatment capacity
and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the
Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

No changes required.
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Appropriate Assessment of
Variation No. 2
Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019

Section/Policy/Objective in
the Amended Local Area
Plan prior to mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Amended Local Area Plan

Mitigation Measure incorporated
into the Adopted Local Area Plan

Ratoath Local Area Plan 2009-2015
Key points from AA Screening Report and from Amended Local Area Plan:
Broadmeadow river passes through the town and enters Malahide Estuary cSAC/SPA as the Ward River.
Construction of the Ashbourne/Ratoath/Kilbride Sewerage Scheme - Stage 2 is complete and has approximately 8,000 pe available capacity to serve the
combined settlements. The elimination of surcharges and overflows from the sewer networks will assist in improving the water quality in the Broadmeadow
River thereby enhancing the amenity value of the river as it flows through Ratoath and Ashbourne.
Ratoath is currently served by the East Meath Regional Water Supply Scheme (RWSS). The River Boyne at Roughgrange is the main source for the East
Meath RWSS. The water is then treated at Staleen waterworks and is distributed to the Ratoath area via Windmill Hill reservoir. The scheme is augmented
from a groundwater source at Curragha and more recently Rath. The commissioning of the Dunshaughlin water treatment plant in April 2012 has reduced
the demand on the East Meath Regional Water Supply by c. 500cu.m/day hence freeing up capacity to help supply Ashbourne and Ratoath. Notwithstanding
the foregoing and progress made in relation to water conservation measures, there is limited available capacity in the scheme and ensuring security of
supply to Ratoath is an ongoing challenge. Irish Water, a new public utility is currently being established and it is intended that Irish Water will take over all
water service operations from Local Authorities on a phased basis by the end of 2017. As a consequence of this it is likely that the existing Water Services
Programme 2010-2013 will be superseded in future by a regional orientated investment programme overseen by Irish Water.
Notwithstanding these changes, the Local Authority considers that there will be sufficient water supply to cater for any future growth in residential and
commercial activities within the plan period.
None relevant.
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No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised by
the proposed Amendments. All issues
regarding wastewater treatment capacity
and water supply are addressed by
protective policies in the CDP and the

No changes required.
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Appropriate Assessment of
Variation No. 2
Meath County Development Plan 2013 – 2019

Section/Policy/Objective in
the Amended Local Area
Plan prior to mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Amended Local Area Plan

Mitigation Measure incorporated
into the Adopted Local Area Plan

Proposed Draft Variation. No changes
required.

Southern Environs of Drogheda Local Area Plan 2009-2015
Key points from AA Screening Report and from Amended Local Area Plan:
Drogheda Environs is served from the East Meath, South Louth & Drogheda Water Supply Scheme. This scheme supplies treated water to Drogheda
Environs in addition to the coastal settlements of, Laytown, Bettystown, Mornington East, Donacarney and Gormanston. The scheme also serves the centres
of Donore, Kentstown, Stamullen, Duleek, Ashbourne, Ratoath & Kilbride. The main water source for East Meath, South Louth and Drogheda is the
abstraction from the River Boyne at Roughgrange. Raw water is pumped from the canal intake at Roughgrange to the Staleen Water Treatment Works
(WTW), where it is treated and distributed to East Meath and Drogheda. This plant serves an area of approximately 600 sq. km. with storage provided at
Stalleen itself, at Windmill Hill, Kiltrough, Donore, Balloy, Carnes and Rath.
Whilst the water treatment plant in Stalleen is located within Co. Meath, it is operated by Louth County Council. The nominal treatment capacity of the
Staleen WTW is 31.5 Ml/day. There is an agreement between Louth County Council and Meath County Council to allocate 47% of the capacity of this plant to
Meath. The capacity allocation to Meath equates to approximately 15,000 m 3/day. It is estimated that Meath currently uses 11,000 m 3/day of that allocation.
The development of a borehole at Kiltrough produces approximately 3,000 m3/day. This development in combination with the development of a new borehole at Rath,
Ashbourne, the development of an independent water supply to serve Dunshauighlin and water conservation efforts by the Council, has meant that the
demand on the Staleen WTW is less than would have been experienced 4-5 years ago.
The capacity of the Drogheda Wastewater Treatment Plant was increased in 2007 to 101,000 p.e. of which Meath’s allocation was increased from 18,500
p.e. to 27,500 p.e. Currently the loading from Co. Meath is approximately 17,000 p.e. However, with the addition of pending load (i.e. development granted
permission but not yet developed and occupied) the existing committed loading from Co. Meath is c. 22,000 p.e.
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Section/Policy/Objective in
the Amended Local Area
Plan prior to mitigation

Potential Likely Significant
Impact on Conservation
Objectives of European Sites.

Mitigation Measure incorporated into
the Amended Local Area Plan

Mitigation Measure incorporated
into the Adopted Local Area Plan

The new upgraded Drogheda Wastewater Treatment Plant will only partially address capacity constraints and further substantial works are required to
deliver a long-term solution to wastewater treatment in the region. The Planning Authority will therefore utilise the capacity allocated to it from the
Drogheda Wastewater Treatment Plant in an efficient and fair manner and in the best interests of the proper planning and sustainable development of the
area, prioritising employment generating uses in the first instance. Meath County Council will continue to work with adjacent Planning Authorities, the
DoECLG and Irish Water to deliver on a long-term solution to wastewater treatment for the region.
It is proposed to expand the existing treatment works to a design capacity of 140,000 p.e. and in achieving an increased reserve capacity for Co. Meath. In
planning for a future expansion of the WwTP, cognisance should be taken of the land required for this expansion and the requirement to provide an
appropriate buffer distance to nearby development to mitigate potential future noise and odour issues from an expanded plant.
Nonetheless, it is considered that there will be sufficient capacity available to cater for the projected residential and employment generating development
which is projected to occur within the life of this LAP.
None relevant.
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No likely significant impacts were
raised.

No likely significant impacts were raised by
the proposed Amendments. All issues
regarding wastewater treatment capacity,
water supply and the Boyne Greenway are
addressed by protective policies in the CDP
and the Proposed Draft Variation. No
changes required.

No changes required.
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Policy Guidance Note for the Protection of Natura 2000 Sites

In all of the cases listed above, the proposed and accepted amendments to the text and maps for
were judged to be enough to rule out any residual likelihood that there would be adverse effects
on the integrity of any of the European sites.

3.6.

Screening of Submissions and Manager’s Recommendations made on
the Proposed Draft Variation
The Proposed Draft Variation No. 2 went on public display from 18th December 2013 to
Friday 24th January 2014. A Manager’s Report was prepared following the end of the
public display period and was presented to Elected Members on 10th March 2014. This
Report summarised the issues raised in the submission, detailed the Manager’s response
to the issue and recommendations from the Manager to make alterations, where deemed
necessary, to the Proposed Draft Variation.
Submissions underwent a screening process by the AA team to see which submissions
may have implications for the European sites under consideration. Only one submission,
made by the Environmental Protection Agency (No. 1075), had any relevance to the AA
process and reinforced the need for further screening of any amendments to the
Variation.
None of the Manager’s proposed alterations to the Proposed Draft variation were deemed
to pose any likelihood of significant effects on European sites. Environmental issues were
adequately addressed through existing protective policies and objectives in the existing
County Development Plan.
The Manager’s Report, together with a SEA/AA screening of each proposed amendment,
was considered by the Elected Members of Meath County Council at a Special Planning
meeting on the 10th March 2014.
Based on the screening exercise for SEA and AA, the Planning Authority determined, in
accordance with the requirement of Section 12 (7)(aa) of the Planning and Development
Act 2000 (as amended), that the likely significant effects on the environment of
implementing the proposed alterations, to the Proposed Draft Variation were not such
that they required further Appropriate Assessment, as per the requirements of the
relevant Directives.

3.7.

Screening of Manager’s Proposed Alterations and Submissions on
Alterations during the Public Consultation Stage.
Consultation on the Manager’s proposed alterations to Variation No. 2 took place
between from Friday April 11th until Thursday 8th May 2014 during which time a total of
12 written submissions were received.
Submissions made on the proposed alterations were also subject to AA Screening and
this is contained within the Manager's Report to Members under on Submissions
Received Following the Display of Material Alterations to the Proposed Variation (14th May
2014).
There were no issues contained within the submissions on the alterations and the
Manager’s Response to them or the Elected Member’s directions that warranted any
requirement for Appropriate Assessment.
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3.8.

Policy Guidance Note for the Protection of Natura 2000 Sites

Interaction with other Plans
The E.C. Habitats Directive and the Habitats Regulations 2011 require that the impacts
on European sites be assessed from the plan or project in question and also in the
presence of other plans and projects that could affect the same Natura 2000 sites.
The screening process identified other plans and projects that could act in combination
with the Variation to pose likely significant effects on European sites. This Section
identifies if these other Plans and Projects have undergone an appropriate assessment
themselves as it is assumed that if a Plan has been adopted following an AA then it
cannot pose likely significant adverse effects on European sites.
The cumulative/in-combination impact assessment focused on the other County
Development Plans and Local Area Plans that had the highest potential to affect the
same European sites that could be affected by the Variation. Other higher-level plans
that could promote infrastructure are integrated within the County Development Plan
2013-2019 itself and have been assessed as such.


Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019
o The AA of the County Development has addressed many of the potential
issues arising from the Draft Local Area Plan. The current AA of the Local
Area Plan relies heavily on the protective policies in the County Development
Plan as a form of mitigation of potential effects on the European Sites.
Therefore, assuming that both the County and Local Area Plan are
implemented in accordance with the policies and objectives in both Plans
then significant adverse effects on European sites will be avoided.



Fingal County Development Plan 2011-2017
o Potential for impacts from recreational users of the beach at the River Nanny
and Shore SPA are acknowledged and policies integrated to the Plan to
ensure the AA is carried out for such proposals. Cumulative impacts caused
by increased populations in East Meath and in Fingal, on Rogerstown and
Malahide Estuaries have been addressed by mitigation policies in the Fingal
County Development Plan.



Louth County Development Plan 2009-2015
o The Boyne Estuary SPA, River Boyne and Blackwater cSAC and SPA are all
shared by Louth and Meath. Policies have been assessed as part of a
comprehensive appropriate assessment and changes made to protect these
specific sites. As a result there are no predicted cumulative impacts from the
implementation of this Plan.



Dublin City Development Plan 2011-2017
o There are no European sites shared by the two Counties. At the screening
stage it was purported that there could be indirect impacts if bird populations
in Meath SPAs were adversely affected (Shelduck, Black-tailed Godwit,
Golden Plover and others).
o

Policies have been proposed to provide for protection of the coastal
European sites in Dublin City that could share species with the River Nanny
and Boyne Estuary sites in Meath. As a result there are no predicted
cumulative impacts from the implementation of this Plan.
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Fingal and East Meath Flood Risk Assessment and Management Study SEA
Environmental Report (2011)
o This strategic analysis of flood risk and relief options identified potential for
impacts on the River Nanny Estuary and Shore SPA and Boyne Estuary SPA as a
result of embankment proposals at Laytown/Bettystown. It was recommended
that the timing of the proposed works on the River Nanny Estuary take place
between April and August to avoid the main bird migration and wintering period;
the reduction of noise by using appropriate construction methods; and the
setting back of the flood defences and road, or the creation of new intertidal
habitat to mitigate for habitat likely to be lost through coastal squeeze.



Eastern River Basin District Management Plan (2008)
o A review of the Article 6 Assessment indicated that the Measures proposed within
the Plan are consistent with the mitigation policies within the Draft County
Development Plan. Key issues such as buffer strips alongside rivers, control of
invasive species, upgrade and capacity of wastewater treatment plants lend
support for the Policies in the Plan.



Heritage Capital- Marketing Tourism in Meath 2005 – 2010
o Whilst the Strategy does not appear to have undergone any AA, there are
several recommendations that overlap with protective Policies in the Draft
County Development Plan. Proposals to protect the beaches from parking and to
provide adequate parking whilst respecting the need to protect the designated
sites, is one such example.
o



8

Policy Guidance Note for the Protection of Natura 2000 Sites

It is noted that this Strategy was prepared in the peak of the Celtic Tiger era and
that pressures to develop hotel and leisure developments are no longer viable.
Such developments could have posed a conflict with the protection of some
European sites.

Regional Planning Guidelines for Greater Dublin Area 2010-20228
o Section 4.6 of the Habitats Directive Assessment of the Regional Planning
Guidelines set out the mitigation measures that have been passed down into the
current AA of the Draft Local Area Plan. These include, but are not limited to:


GIP2; SIR6: Ensure that plans and projects relating to recreational,
leisure or tourism activity which have the potential to negatively impact
on European sites undergo a HDA in the early stages of planning.
Where mitigation is feasible, measures should be prescribed to actively
manage visitor access and ensure that sensitive areas are protected.
Where such measures are not feasible or uncertain, mitigation is through
avoidance.



GIP2; GIP3; GIP4; PIR18; GIR21; GIR22, GIR23: Ensure protection of
coastal waters and coastal sites, which have been identified as
particularly vulnerable to increased pressure, through integrated coastal
zone management and early consideration of Article 6 requirements for
all plans and projects potentially impacting on European site.

http://www.rpg.ie/
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Policy Guidance Note for the Protection of Natura 2000 Sites

GIP2; FRI; FR4: Ensure protection of Natura 2000 sites supporting rivers
or streams by avoiding development on floodplains and ensure that flood
risk assessment policies, plans or projects are compliant with Article 6 of
the Habitats Directive and avoid or mitigate negative impacts on Natura
2000 sites.



Regional Planning Guidelines for the Border Region 2010-20229
o INFP 1, FRP3, ENVP 4, ENVP 5: Ensure the protection of the Natura 2000 sites’
supporting rivers and streams by avoiding development in areas at risk from
flooding, whilst facilitating the continued growth and expansion of the key urban
settlements that are at risk from coastal or fluvial flooding. INFP 1, FRP 1, ENVP
4, and ENVP 5: Ensure that development and local area plans adopt a strategic
approach to flood risk management to avoid any negative impacts on Natura
2000 sites. INFP 1, INFP 19, ENVP 4, and ENVP 5: Ensure that all plans and
projects associated with the provision of water and sewerage facilities comply
with the requirements of Article 6 of the Habitats Directive.



Draft Transport Strategy for Greater Dublin Area 2011-203010
o The Natura Impact Statement identified the potential for significant impacts on
the River Boyne and Blackwater cSAC (SPA not designated at that time). It
stated:
“It is considered possible that general pressures on water quality in the Boyne
and Blackwater catchments resulting from, agriculture, forestry, housing,
industry, etc, in combination with any deterioration in water quality resulting
from construction activity during construction of either the new Navan Rail Line
or the Leinster Orbital Route, could potentially result in significant negative
impacts on the cSAC and this needs to be taken account of in any Appropriate
Assessment at project level”. It identified that the most effective mitigation for
both of these transport impacts would be at the project level.



Meath Local Authorities Climate Change Strategy and Energy Management Action
Plan 2011-201211
o The Plan has not undergone an AA but many of the proposed measures would
combine with the measures proposed in the current Draft Local Area Plan to
reduce the likelihood of any significant effects on the European sites. Many of
the policies aiming for better water usage, increased energy efficiency, waste,
housing and planning are directly compatible with the Draft Local Area Plan. Only
policies that promote cycling at the coast could put increased pressure on the
coastline in the form of potential disturbance. However the mitigation measures
in the current Draft Plan would offset the potential for such an impact to occur.

http://www.border.ie/downloads/RPGs/Regional%20Planning%20Guidelines%202010%20-%202022.pdf
http://www.nationaltransport.ie/publications/transport-planning/
11 http://www.meath.ie/CountyCouncil/Environment/ClimateChange/LargeFileDownload,44533,en.pdf
9

10
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3.9.

Policy Guidance Note for the Protection of Natura 2000 Sites

Responsibilities for implementing mitigation policies
The responsibility for implementing Variation No. 2 lies solely with the Planning Authority
through the Planning consent process. Applicants who intend to develop within the
County are obliged to ensure that their application is consistent with the Policies and
Objectives within the Plan as amended.
Applicants must provide information to allow the Planning Authority to screen the
application and decide if Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment is required. Information
provided in this NIR will assist applicants and the Council in this part of the AA process.

3.10. Conclusion of Stage 2 : Appropriate Assessment
This Natura Impact Report records the decisions that were taken during the preparation
of Variation No. 2 to the Meath County Development Plan 2013-2019. It determines that,
assuming the successful implementation of the Policies and Objectives, there will be no
likely significant effects on the European sites in isolation or in combination with other
Plans and Projects acting in the same area.
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