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5.2 ADDITIONAL PATHWAYS FOR CONSIDERATION 

 note that details of pre-connection enquiries (PCEs) and confirmations of feasibility (CoFs) 

have been referred to in the AAS (Section 2.4) and NIS (Section 2.3). advise MCC that neither 

the AAS or NIS provide any detail on whether there will be any increase in the rate of water abstraction 

/ supply to residences, and whether or not this poses a risk to any of the European Sites during 

operation. 

5.3 IN-COMBINATION ASSESSMENT 

Section 5.9 of the VEC AAS states: 

“In the absence of appropriate safeguards the Proposed Development will have the potential to 

generated [sic] polluted surface waters and groundwaters on site and in the event of their discharge 

from the Proposed Development site to the River Boyne, the potential will exist for the Proposed 

Development to combine with any other existing sources of pollutants or pressures to water quality River 

Boyne, as discussed in Section 3 above, and result in the discharge of polluted water to this river. In the 

event of the discharge of contaminated waters from the Proposed Development site to the River Boyne, 

such contaminated water will have the potential to combine with the existing sources of pressures to the 

water quality of the River Boyne to result in negative cumulative impacts to the water quality and status 

of the lower transitional waters of the River Boyne and the River Boyne and River Blackwater SAC. The 

discharge of such contaminated waters downstream will also have the potential to combine with 

existing pressures to the status of the Boyne Estuary and contribute to cumulative negative impacts to 

the Boyne Estuary SPA site.  

Furthermore, in the event that other projects and/or existing land uses occurring within the vicinity of the 

Proposed Development site have the potential to result in negative impacts to the River Boyne Natura 

2000 Sites and the Boyne Estuary Natura 2000 Sites, then the Proposed Development will have the 

potential to combine with these to result in cumulative negative effects to these Sites.  

Section 7 of this report provides a detailed assessment of the likelihood of significant effects to the 

conservation objectives of QIs and SCI within each Natura 2000 site identified within the ZoI. Table 5.1, 

below, reflects the same pathways as highlighted in Table 4.1, provides a summary overview of the 

assessment of likely significant effects.” 

 Review 

agrees that the Proposed Development has probable in combination effects, and this is 

further considered in the NIS Report (see Tetra Tech review in Section 6).  

advise that an in-combination assessment should not necessarily be restricted to projects 

within the ‘vicinity’ or arbitrary distance of the Proposed Development but rather plans or projects 

capable of exerting the same pressure upon the same receiving European Site.  
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The authors confirm that no measures intended to avoid or reduce impacts to European Sites were taken 

into consideration in this screening assessment.  

For the reasons outlined above it is the considered view of the authors of this Screening Report for 

Appropriate Assessment that the potential for likely significant effects to 5 out of the 7 Natura 2000 Sites 

cannot be ruled out at the Screening stage, and that a Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment of the Proposed 

Development is therefore required. This AA screening has similarly determined that there is no likelihood 

for significant effects to the conservation objectives of QIs and SCI within the Clogher Head SAC, and the 

River Nanny Estuary and Shore SPA because of the lack of tangible hydrological, air, or land pathways. 

Consequently, only the River Boyne and River Blackwater SAC, Boyne Coast and Estuary SAC, River Boyne 

and River blackwater SPA, Boyne Estuary SPA, and the North-West Irish Sea SPA will be carried through 

into the Natura Impact Statement (NIS) for further assessment of its the potential for the proposed 

developmentto result in deleterious effects to the integrity of the conservation objectives of the above 

listed Natura 2000 Sites, alone or in-combination with other plans or projects.” 

 Review 

In light of  comments on the AAS that are described above ,  agrees in part with 

the conclusions of the AAS.  welcome that a NIS has been prepared, and note the update 

that confirms the River Nanny Estuary and Shore SPA and Clogher Head SAC are not taken through for 

examination within the NIS. However,  would expect the conclusion of the AAS to be 

updated to align with any amendments made to the AAS report. Subsequently, the NIS may also 

require amendments too. 

  






















