
Our Case Number: ACP-324272-26

Your Reference: James Robert Kee An
Coimisidn
Plea nil a

Walter P. Toolan & Sons
Walter P Toonan Solicitors
High Street
Ballinamore
Co. Leitrim

Date: 24 July 2026

Re: Proposed TEN-T Priority Route Improvement Project
all routed along the electoral divisions of Dooish, Stranorlar, Convoy, Lettermore, Magheraboy
Letterkenny Rural, Manorcunningham, Kincraigy, Treantaghmucklagh, Feddyglass, Clonleugh
North, and Clonleigh South, all in County Donegal

Dear Sir / Madam,

An CoimisiOn Plean61a has received your recent submission (including your fee of €50) in reFation to the
above-mentioned proposed road development and will take it into consideration in its determination of
the matter

Please note that the proposed road development shall not be carried out unless the Commission has
approved it or approved it with modifications.

If you have any queries in the meantime, please contact the undersigned officer of the Commission at
laps@pleanala.ie

Please quote the above mentioned An CoimisiOn Pleanala reference number in any correspondence or
telephone contact with the Commission.

I
Yours faithfully,

„=:h,T.:,~'#”
Executive Officer
Direct Line: 01-8737184
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Tel: (071) 9644004 / 9681000
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Email: law@wptoolan.com

Web: www.wp toolan.com
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Me RIRIIPI!!a8ALA
LDG. a$? / aq
ACP.

An Coimisifrn Plean£la,
64 Marlborough Street,
Rotunda,
Dublin 1. 1 0 JUL 2026

Fee: € S–? Type: d 4Y

Time: ?t fh By: J '’ q' Date: 10 July 2026

Your Ref:

Our Ref:

HA05E.324272

GT/DS/008848/000 ]

Our Clients: James Robert Kee, 30 Creemore Heights, Glasnevin, Dublin 11.

1t e :
1.

Application for Approval of:
An application under Section 51 of the Roads Act 1993 for Proposed TEN-T Priority
Route Improvement Project all routed along the electoral divisions of Dooish,
Stranorlar, Convoy , Lettermore, Magheraboy, Letterken ny Rural,
Nllanorcunningham, Kincraig}’, Treantaghmucklagh, Feddyglass, Clonleugh North,
and Clonleigh South, all in County Donegal, including the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Assessment Report and a Natura Impact Statement.

2. The making of a Compulsory Purchase Order under Section 76 of and the Third
Schedule to the Housing Act 1966, as extended by Section 10 of the Local Government
(No. 2) Act 1960, to be served on owners, lessees and occupiers in accordance with
Article 4(d) of the Third Schedule to the Housing Act 1966 as amended by the
Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) and Sections 202 and 203 of the
Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) and Section 184 of the Local
Government Act 2001 (as amended).

An Coimisian Plean£la Reference No. HA05E.324272

Dear Sir/Madam,

This letter is a submission in relation to the application by Donegal County Council under Section

51 of the Roads Act 1993. Our above-named client fully adopts and endorses the contents of the

submission made by David Kee in his own right in relation to the application under Section 51 of

PrincIpal Solicttoc GabrIel A. Toolan. B.A. (Hons.). LLM (Advocacy). LLM (Environmental & Natural Resource Law). Accredited Mediator

SoIIcItors: Maeve Sharpley. B. Corp. Law (Int. ), LLB
Geraldine Boyle, B.A (Hons).

Legal Exmutivw Cora Gill Yvonne McAlIIster

Patricia FIYnn Emer DolphIn-Murray VATNo. 1E 5266835J
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the Roads Act 1993. and we attach a copy of same, which is to be considered a part of the

submission. We enclose a cheque in the sum of 650.00. Please kindly acknowledge receipt hereof.

Our client is a son of Jack and Jean Kee. who have lodged a separate submission in relation to their

objection to the proposed developments affecting the family farm at Drumboe and C-appr)'. Co.

Donegal. James Robert Kee is a regular visitor home to visit his parents. He grew up on the family

farm and assisted his parents and indeed his brother with the farming enterprise over the years. He

regards it as a tragedy to see that the family farm at Drumboe is going to be effectively removed

from production for agricultural activities. This farm holds great memories for our client, and to

see such a valuable asset \vhich has been cultivated for centuries to be reduced to what \viII

effectively be an industrial site. he regards as being an incalculable loss. He regards that this

development does not constitute proper planning and sustainable development and should be

refused.

Our client requests that this development be refused.

Yours faithfully.

hxDohk'-.
WALTER P. TOOLAN & SONS SOLICITORS
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Tel: (071) 9644004 / 9681000
Fax (071) 9W14788

EmaIl: law@wptoolan.com

Web: www.wp tool8n.com

DR 296001 Ballinamore

The Law' Office, High Street, BalUnamorc, Co. Lcitrim, N41KV56

An Coimisian Plean£la,
M Marlborough Street,
Rotunda,
Dublin 1.

Date: 10 July 2026

Your Ref:

Our Ref:

HA05E.324272

GT/DS/008848/0001

Our Client: David Kee, Cappry, County Donegal, F93 RT72.

Re:
1.

Application for Approval of:
An application under Section 51 of the Roads Act 1993 for Proposed TEN-T Priority
Route Improvement Project all routed along the electoral divisions of Dooish,
Stranorlar, Convoy, Lettermore, Nlagheraboy, Letterkenny Rural,
Manorcunningham, Kincraigy, Treantaghmucklagh, Feddyglass, Clonleugh North,
and Clonleigh South, all in County Donegal, including the preparatIon of an
Environmental Impact Assessment Report and a Natura Impact Statement.

2. The making of a Compulsory Purchase Order under Section 76 of and the Third
Schedule to the Housing Act 1966, as extended by Section 10 of the Local Government
(No. 2) Act 1960, to be served on owners, lessees and occupiers in accordance with
Article 4(d) of the Third Schedule to the Housing Act 1966 as amended by the
Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) and Sections 202 and 203 of the
Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) and Section ]84 of the Local
Government Act 2001 (as amended).

An Coimisian Pleanila Reference No. HA05E.324272

Dear Sir/Madam.

We act on behalf of the above-named, and to the application under Section 51 of the Roads Act 1993

for the Proposed TEN-T Priority Route Improvement Project in County Donegal, ACP Reference No.

HA05E.324272. We enclose hcrcwith cheque in the sum of €50.00. Please kindly acknowledge

Principal Solicitor: Gabriel A. Toolan, B.A. (Hons.). LLM (Advocacy), LLM (Environmental & Natural Resource Law). A:credIted Mediator

aSollchors: Maeve Sharpley, B. Corp. Law (Int), LLB

Legal ExecutJvn: Cora Gill Yvonne McAlIIster

LAY.' SOCIETY
aF IRELAND

Geraldine Boyle, B.A. (Hons).

Patlicia FIYnn Emer thlphin-Murray %T No. 1E 5266835J
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receipt hereof.

Our client is the owner of certain lands in the townland c)f Drunrboe and in the to\\bland of Cappry,

C'clunty Donegal. Our client is a full time farmer and agricultural contractor. and has resided his

entire ]it'e at this particular location. It has been his intention to continue farming in this location

for the entire duration of his lifetime. He u-iII now have to consider a change of career for the

reason that the best part of his fann is those lands situated in the townland ofDrumboe. comprising

approxilnately 20 acres. are scheduled to be acquired by compulsory acquisition. The remaining

lands will be exceedingly devalued and indeed he considers that they will be more of a burden to

\york in tIre future having regard to their geographical location and being situated beneath the noisy

motorway, and would bc almost unworkable for him. This proposed scheme taking place as it does

in this location is a life-changing event for hinr.

BY letter of the 1 3d1 of May, 2026, our client received a letter by ordinary post from thc National Roads

Office of Donegal County Council. This lena contained a number of enclosures as referred to therein,

namely a copy of a form of notice of the rnaking ofa Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO), which was

signed by Brian Reid, Senior Exccutivc Engineer on the 13tl' of May 2026, and it also enclosed a map

of a portion ot'our client's lands and copies of extracts of schedules from the CPO at Fall II(a) and

part II(b). Tbis is the sum Iota] of the documentation received by our client as purported ncrtification

of certain matters. We enclose a copy of this letter dated the 1 3th day of May with enclosures.

This submission is a submission in respolrse to the notice published in the Irish Independclrt under

section 51 of the Roads Act 1993 for which submissions lla\'c to be made in relation to the likely

effects on the cnvironnlclrt for the proposed road development, the inrplications for the road

developnrent for' proper plaruring and sustainable development in the area in which it is proposed to

situate the road development. and the likely significant eflbcts of the proposed road deve]opment on

the European site.

A companion sublnission is being lodged today also in respect of the proposed Compulsory Purchase

Order, \\’hiclr has been lodged \\’idl An Coimisi in Plean61a for approval, pursuant to a Colnpulsor\'

Purchase Order dated 2(Xb of-ApHI 2026, in view of the fact that these two processes have el]bctively

been merged so as to run in tandem with each other by the Roads Authority of County Donegal and

lodged simultaneously with An Coindsi6n Pleanala to be treated as one project at the same

time_Section 51(7)(b) of the Roads Act 1 993 (as amended), states:



' ' Section 51 (7)(b) Where an application for approval under this section relates to a proposed road

de\’etopment, and

(i) a scheme sttbnlitted to the Nfiuistcr +or approval under section 49, or

(ii) an application submitk'.d to the Minister for a bridge order under the Act of 1946. or

(iii) a conrputsory Fnuchase order submitted to the Minister for con.firma lion.

relate b'holly or partly to the same proposed road development, the Minister shall make a decision on

such approval and on the approval of- such scheme or the making of such bridge order or the

confmmation of such compulsory purchase order at the same time.

The above section contemplates that an application for a proposed road development, as under Section

51 in this case, and a Compulsory Purchase Order as submitted to the Minister for confirmation, again

in this case, relate wholly to the same road development, the Minister may make orders in respect of

both processes at the same time. However, this does not necessarily imply that both process® have to

be the subject of the very same noti6cation pniocLs and be running side by side with each other, such

as would cause untold confusion for affected landowners as it has done in this case. It may be that the

Roads Authority mistakenly interprets Section 51(7)(b) to mean that both processes, namely the

approval for the proposed road development and the purchase order, must run at the same dIne. But

this most certainly is not the case and ideally, they should not run as one process so as to give a

meaningful opportunity to those affected to consider each process separately and distinctly and more

importantly to have time to engage with thc vast quantity of documentation that is involved in each

process. This right has been denied to the parties in this regard, as will be set out further below.

In view of the fact that the issues between these two processes have become inextricably linked and

merged as a result of the mistaken understanding of running both of these processes simultaneously,

the contents of each of the submissions in respect of each process overlap considerably, and it will be

found that each of the submissions have similar content because of the intermingling of the issues in

this manner, the same, as aforesaid, having broome inextricably linked. However, for the avoidance

of any doubt, and so as to ensure that there is clarity that there is a separate submission in relation to

each process, this particular letter is to be deemed to be the submission in relation to Section 51 of the

Roads Act 1993.



Preliminar\' Objection No. 1.

] . In recent weeks, for the purposes of making a submission to An Coimisi tIn Pleanala in

response to the Compulsory Acquisition of Land Notice that he received from Donegal

County Council, which was dated the 13th of May 2026, and for the purposes of lodging a

submission with on Coirnisiin P]eanala in respect thereof before 5.3(Ipm on the I oth of July

2026, which is the deadline given in the said notice, our client engaged our firm to advise.

2. In the course of endeavouring to ascertain precisely what is the nature of the scheme that js

taking place in this area and which directly affects our client and his family, we then

commenced an investigation into the documentation as referred to in the Compulsory

Purchase Notice and began reviewing documentation as referred to therein on the website of

Donegal County Council. In the course of our raearches, we came across a copy of a

document entitled:

“ A .fbrm of notice to be published pursuant to Section 51(3)(a) of the Roads Act 1993 (as

amended) in relation to an application.fdr approval of a proposed road development and the

subwrtssion of an Environmental Impact Assessment Report and the Natura Impact Statement .

10-T. Priority Route Improvement Project – Donegal."

It appears that this notice was published in the Irish Independent on Thursday, the 1 4th of May

2026

3. Our client nor any member of his family were not furnished with a copy of this notice. They

did not see its publication in the newspaper and had no advance or prior notification of its

contents.

4. When we discussed this notice, as we have done, with the members of the Kee family, they

understood that this notice was referring to the same information that was being referred to in

the Compulsory Purchase Order Notice that they had rwei\'ed on the 13th of May 26th, and

in particular in view of the fact that the deadline for submission in respect of both documents

is the ] Oth of July 2026, the family informed us in recent days that their understanding was

that this was all the one process that had to be responded to.



5. We have informcd our clients that in fact the two notices rcfcr to very different processes and

procedures and each of the said processes and procedures require separate treatment. separate

research. separate analysis and a scI)aratc response. Our clients were tully sht>ckul and

appalled to learn of this, as at no time wits any explanation given to them as to the fact that

there were in fact tu’o separate processes taking p]ace along the same timelines and in tandem.

but now’here \\’as it explained to them what the nature of these processes \vas and the steps

that had to be taken by them, and in particular, at no time was it explained to them that the ta'o

processes \vue entirely different. separate, and bear diflfcrcnt treatment and analysis.

6. When we informed our client that the notice under Section 51(3)(a) of the Roads Act 1993

requires an in-depth analysis of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report. which is a

document running to 2299 pages. excluding the extensive appendices to the Report. and that

it also required a detailed analysis of the Natura Impact Statement. \which is a document

ruluring to 213 pages. excluding the extensive appendices to the Statement, he informed us

that this was quite simply an impossible exercise, incapable (if being fulfilled by him. because

quite sinrply within the linrited time afForded to him frc)rn the date on u'hich he received

knowledge of this notice. which \vas only in the past week, and not having received direct

n(>ti6catic>n in respect of sane, he has indicated that he quite simply wc)Ill(i not ha\’c the time

to read through documentation running to several thousand pages. In any event, he has

informed us that he would not have the expertise or expert knou'ledge to understand the

documentation. and insofar as it relates to llnl and to matters of' int(;rest to hinr, he wtluld

require to get expert assistancc to give him an understanding of the concepts that are involved .

7. Accordingly, our client's first preliminar)’ objection in relation to this matter. having regard to

tIle foregoing puugl'aphs, is that he has not been given proper and appropriate notice of the

nature of the schemes that are taking place which have a direct effect upon his property.

8. At the vel)' least, our client ought to have becn given notification in the fonn ofa copy of the

notice under Section 5] (3)(a) of the Roads Act 1993. It may be the case that the acquiring

authority seek to rely on some technical defence by stating that the Act doesn’t prowide tllat

landon’ners affected in the scheme are not roquired to recei\'e such notification. It's;o. at the

vel)' leut, the Roads Authority for Donegal County Council could have, as they had express

kno\\’ledge as to who each of tIre affected landowners are, as they had written to them



separately c)n the 1 3d1 of May 2025 for the CPO, n’as to inf(Inn them that a notice \\'as being

published in the Irish Independent and any other local newspaper, and that they should

immediately address their minds to that notice and draw a distinction between the contents of

that notice. and the Compulsory Purchase Order Notice that they received on the ]3th of May

2026

9. Indced. what should have occurred is that the Road Authority of Donegal ought to have sent

out an explanatory memorandum to all of the owners and occur)ims of lands that they were

writing to on the ]3th of May. 2026 setting out. in understandable plain English and ]dyman's

terms for each of the landowners. what the process is, what steps were being taken, what our

client’s rights n’ere in relation to the processes being taken, and inftvming them ofthe requisite

dead]trIes in respect of each of thcsc processes.

] o. Instead. what has occurred is a piecemeal notification u’as given to the landowner. and once a

reference \\'as nlade tc) Sectic)n 51 c if the Roads Act 1 993 in the letter of the 13th of May 26th

from Mr. Reid to our client our client could well be forgiven for lrot ha\'ing the faintest idea

ctf what Section 51 of the Roads Act 1 993 referred to, and in particular of having any

understanding that a separate process was being undergone u'herc the En\'ir<)nnrental Impact

Assessment Report and the Natura Impact Asscssmcnt Report had been filed with An

C'oinrisi tIn Plcan61a and that ilrtcrcsted rnunbers of the public would have an e11titleIncnt to

comment thereon .

11. \\’hat has occurred herc must be contriuted with the noti6cation procedures u'lrich occur in a

\'erv simple planrring application u'here a person is applying for a planning dc\’clopmcnt over

]ands which that person does not on'n. It is mandatory that the collscnt mId pcrmissi011 of the

landowner be given. Tn this circumstance, pursuant to Section 51 of the Roads Act 1 993. An

Coimisi fIn P lean(Ha is t&sked with providing approval in relation to the proposed road

development. The approval of such a sinrilar type of development has been described by the

Cc)ulls in KenT County Council v. An Bold llleanala [2014 TEHC 238] at para. 20 per

Charlton J as a planning permission for a road, and indeed it could be said that this procedure

has all the hallnrarks ol'bcing a grant of planning pennission. In those circunlstanccs, it is

absolutejy extraordinary that the owner of the land over which the permission/apprcl\''al is

being sought does not receive direct notification of same other than a notice being placed in a

newspaper which may or may not be read, much less understood by an ordinary landowner,



and no consent or authorisation is sought of the landowner for this pmwss. This is dll the more

troubling. where the process involves no other right of appeal (in contrast with regular

planning law) other than by u'ay of Judicial Re\'ie\\'.

12. An ordinal)' landowner, as in this case our client \\’ho is a small tanner with no formal

education in any matters of planning, local authority law or administrative law. could not

in any sense be expected to understand the complexity of the Ian's relating to compulSorY

acquisitiolr of land, much less could he be expected to understand the interrelationship

between the compulsory purchase laws, planning law's and the laws relating to colrstruction

of roads under the Roads Act. Each (if these codes, namely the compulsory acquisition

laws, the planning laws, and the provisions of the Roads Act 1 993, consist of the most

complex legal procedures in the Republic of Ire]and. and in circumstances where all three

of these cc)des, are coalescing into a singular effect on certain landowners such as our client

in this case, there is an absolute obligation incunrbent upon the acquiring authority and

indeed An (-oimisi fur Plt’anala to ensure that all affected landowners are fully apprised of

thc proccdurcs and the Iau's and their rights and their entitlements and that these are

explained and tllc intcnclationship as to how all these \’adc)us law’s and procedures interact

must be explained by the relevant authorities in a tangible and coherent way and

c)pponunitics given to each of the landowners to assess all of these matters in a timely

fashion.

13. Instead. n'hat has occurred is that the Roads Authority of Donegal C'ounb' Council have

decided to merge all of these processes into one singular timeline and to condense and

compress all procedures into one uniHcd proculure. CJb\’itlUSly with a \’ie\\’ to create a self-

serving adIninistrati\’c procedure in the quickest timeline pcissiblc. How’c\'er, this approach is

simply unacceptable.

14. Pursuant to the pro\’isi(Ins of the Aarhaus Con\"ention, menrbers of' the public Ira\'e been

granted the light to information, the right to public participation and the rights of access to

justice. A system such as the above, such as outlined at)o\’c. in which inadequate notice has

been given to those members of the public who are directly affected by this scheme. and where

no tangible or coherent explanation Iras been given to those nrcvnbcrs of the public as to \\’hat

in nct is taking place. together with the fact that all of these procedurcs are taking place within

the same timeline, renders it a truly impossible task for ill-infonned nrenrbcrs of the public,



who are t)nly parlially informed of what exactly is taking place, could possibly have their

rights vindicated. The above procedure is in direct hrcach of the principles of thc Aarhaus

Convention.

1 S. The above procedures are ill fact in direct breach of fair procedures, natural and constitutional

justice, to include the right to be heard, audi alteram panum.

16. Our clients are quite satisfied that mc)st of their neighbours ha\’e absolutely no c]ue or

understirnding of the complexity of the arrangements u'hicl1 have been put in place or of their

rights to participate in this because of inadequate notification, and indeed, we are informed by

our client and his family that most of the people have simply resigned themsel\'cs to doing

nothing about this state of affairs because they believed there was nothing thcy could do in

circulnst£ulccs wllere no adequate notincatit)n has been cr)mnrunicated in respect of the range

of issues ulrich arise and in particular the inadequate noti6cation arising in respect of the

section 51 (3)(a) noticc and the undoubted confusion that arises between both processes or

both procedures being processed simultaneously rendering it impossible for ordhrwv

lando\\'ncrs to comc to grips with the nature and effect (if the effect on their properties. Ths

matter is of all the more concern where it rclates to a person like our client who is losing iam(lst

half of his agricultural enterprise. in effective terms, tu the remainder of the land left to our

client in the tou'nl{Ind of Dwmboc, \\’ill in fact perhaps be more of a burden tc) llim than an

asset in the fUture. The situati(Itt is accentuated all the more as we understand there are a large

number existing residents who are actually losing their entire dwelling llc>uses, and there must

bc grave concerns with regard ki the confusing nature in which this entire process has been

advanced on bchuII'of- all of the af'IL'ctcd landou'ncrs and the cc)nscqucnt failure to advise them

of all of their rights to include their constitutional rights.

1 7. On the above basis, we believe that both the application for tIle confinuat jt)n of arc

C(nnpuls(lry Purchase Order 2006 and the approval of the proposed road dc\’eloplnent under

Section 5 1 of the Roads Act 1993 should botlr be deemed to be invalid, and a full, prc)per and

meaningful explanation of both schelnes separate as they are. should be set forth in

understandable tellus to all landowners affected and persons who are losing their properties,

so thaI tlrcy can make a meaningful decision with regard to what submissions they wish to

make in relation to both processes. For both procedures to pniceed further. as it appears to be



intended that they will both be dealt with at the one time, will taint the whole process as being

an unfair procedure.

Preliminar\ Objection No. 2

18. This development consists of a development in three stages, namely:

(i) Section 1 N15 Ba11ybofey/Stranorlar Urban Region, consisting of a proposal 25.5km

of roads, 3 compact grade separated junctions, 3 at grade roundabout type junctions, a

36C)m long seven span bridge, 2 river/stream bridges, 7 overbridges, 5 underbridges,

3 underpasses, culverts, gantHes, environmental barriers, provision of active travel

inftastructure, access roads and ancillary works.

(ii) Section 2 N56/N13 Letterkenny to Nlanorcunningham, consisting of a proposed

21.8km of roads,1 grade separated junction, 5 at grade roundabout junctions, a 235m

three span bridge, 3 overbridges, 3 underbridges, 1 active travel overbHdge, 1 active

travel river bridge. 2 active travel underpasses, culverts, gantries, en\'ironmenta]

barriers, active travel inftastructure, access roads and ancillary works.

(iii) Section 3 N14 Manorcunrrhgham to Lifford/Strabane/A5 Link consisting of a

proposed 34.1 km of roads and 5 no. junctions.

19. Each of these three sections of road are separate and distinct projects. The Roads Authority

for Donegal County Council has decided to treat all of the three projects as the one project and

progress this application as one very large application. It is directly affecting in excess of 2000

landholdings. The net result of this is that the quantity of reports, documentation and studies

required to analyse this matter runs to thousands of pages, causing it to becorne a project of

such scale that it is simply beyond the scope of any of the hundreds of private individuals who

are directly affected by the project to be in a position to engage with such scale and complexity.

No explanation has been given as to why these separate projects have been coalesced together

other than the possibly perceived convalience to the Roads Authority to deal with this with

these separate projects as one batch.



20. In fact there is no physical connection between section 1 of the project and sections 2 and 3.

It is the case that the scale of a project matters and the manner in which that scale is presented

to tlrosc who are afftcted by the project is also of major significance. The distinct impressioII

has been created for persons directly affected by the project is that it is, 'tr)n big to ybil', by

reason of its scale and enormity. of course by reason of its scale and enormity. wherein 3

projects are joined tcJgether as one, when in fact they are each separate and distinct road

projects. When this jlarticulw complaint is coupled u’itIl prclinrinary (lbjcction ncI. 1 in relation

to the lacuna that exists in relation to the ability of parties to participate on the notification

procedures, it creates a circumstance that results in the prc>cess. being intrinsically unfair to

such persons.

Objection to the proposed alignnlent where it passes through our client’s landhoJdjn2

2 ] . na\'ing rc\'ieu'ed the app]ication documentation, our client is concerned that \vh ile work

has been undellaken to assess the environmental and agricultural effects of the chosen

alignment, that the detailed alignment through our client’s holding has not been sufficiently

demonstrated to represent the least inrpactful practicable option.

22. In particular, our client has been unable to identify sufficient information explaining how

the detailed alignment was refined at the farm level to minimise permanent impacts on

productive agricultural land while ba]ancing the other environmental, engineering and

planning constraints associated with the project.

23. For the purposes of this observation, references to agricultural effects are intended to

include the impact on agriculture and other forms of primary production, together with the

productive capacity of the land resource, the finite soil resource. its life supporting

capability, and the long term productive potential of the land, including its capacity to

support other forms of primary production such as horticulture.

24. For the reasons set out in this observation, our client respectfully requests that the

Commission refuse permission for the proposed development in its current form and

require that any future application be supported by a more detailed ground level assessment

of local alignment options, demonstrating that the proposed route has been optimised to



promote the continued functionality of our client’s agricultural holding while appropriately

balancing all relevant environmental, engineering and planning considerations.

Description of the Subject Holding

25. The subject holding is located within the townland of Drumboe Lower, Stranor]ar, County

Donegal. The holding extends to approximately 15 hectares and comprises a generally

contiguous agricultural unit located between Mill Cottages Road to the west, Drumboe

Cottages Road to the north and the River Finn, which forms the southern boundary of the

holding.
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Figure 1. 11)cation of Subject Holding



.,! )
br

THA

in
Figure 2. Aerial of Subject Holding.

26. Existing farm access is provided from the junction of Mill Cottages Road and Drumboe

Cottages Road, from where access is available to the agricultural fields within the holding.

The holding functions as a single agricultural unit, with the individual fIelds operating

collectively as part of the overall farm enterprise.

27. The lands are generally open in character with a gentle fall in topography towards the River

Finn.

28. The holding is currently utilised for sheep grazing and the production of grass as

agricultural fodder. The lands have previously supported a productive cattle enterprise,

demonstrating their versatility and capacity to accommodate di£faent forms of primary

agricultural production over time.

29. A 110 KV overhead electricity transmission line traverses the holding in a north east to

south west direction and forms an established feature within the site. The River Finn de6nes

the southern extent of the holding, whilst residential development is located to the north

beyond Dnrmboe Cottages Road.



30. The lands subject to this submission comprise the following plots identified within the

Compulsory Purchase Order documentation, upon Sheet 4 of 8 of Compulsory Purchase

Order, 2026 - Deposit Map:

• 1050 A.102

• 1050 A.103

• 1050 A.104

• 1050 A.105

• 1050 A. 106

• 1050 A.107

• 1050 A.108



31. These plots form part of the wider agricultural holding illustrated on the Compulsory

Purchase Order Deposit Plans.
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Figure 3 Subject Holding and CPO land identifIed (From Sheet 4 of 8 of Compulsory

Purchase Order 2026 – Deposit Map.)

32. Figures 4 and 5 illustrate the existing character and use of the holding. The photographs show

the generally open agricultural landscape, the existing field pattern, the re]atively flat to gently

undulating topography and the presarce of the existing 110kv ovnhead electricity

transmission line.
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Figure 4. View across the holdingfrom the west.
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Figure 5. View across the central portion of the holding shawing the existing 110kv overhead

electricity transmission line.



Consideration of Alternative Local Alignments

33. The application documentation demonstrates that a comprehensive assessment of strategic

route alternatives has been undertaken in selecting the preferred corridor for the proposed

development. Consideration has been given to a broad range of engineering, environmental

and planning constraints, and the preferred route has evolved through an iterative design

process. This observation is concerned with the subsequent stage of the design process,

namely the refinement of the detailed alignment through individual agricultural holdings.

34. Whilst the application contains a detailed assessment of the effects arising from the selected

a]ignment, it is considerably less clear how the final alignment through individual holdings

was itself determined. The distinction is important, &s an assessment of the effects of a

chosen alignment is fundamentally different from demonstrating why that aligrunent

represents the least impactful practicable solution.

35. The agricultural assessment provided in the El AR documentation identifies the impacts

arising from the proposed acquisition, including permanent land take, severance,

accommodation works and residual effects. In the case of the holding, the assessment

acknowledges a significant permanent impact. However, the application provides

comparatively little explanation as to how those impacts influenced the detailed aligrunent

during the design process, or whether alternative local alignments within the preferred

corridor were examined in order to reduce those impacts where reasonably practicable.

36. This issue is particularly relevant having regard to the extent of land affected. The

application documentation identifies the specific land parcels proposed to be acquired and

quantifies the permanent land take from the holding. However, neither those schedules nor

the agricultural assessment clearly demonstrate how the alignment relates to the

distribution of productive agricultural land within the holding, the existing field

configuration, farm access, operational cmciency or the ongoing functionality of the

agricultural enterprise.

37. Similarly, whilst the application identifies the overall agricultural land classification

associated with the holding, it has not been possible to determine from the publicly

available documentation how the distribution of higher and lower qua]ity agricultural land



across the holding informed the final alignment. Without this information, it is difficult to

understand whether the alignment has avoided the most productive areas where reasonably

practicable, or whether opportunities existed to reduce the permanent impact on the

agricultural resource through ]oca1 refinement.

38. The importance of this assessment extends beyond simply understanding the effects of the

proposal. The selection of a detailed road alignment through an individual agricultural

holding necessarily depends upon an understanding of the characteristics of that holding,

including the distribution of productive agricultural land, field layout, existing access

arrangements, drainage patterns and the continued operation of the farm. These are matters

that should inform the design process itself before a final alignment is selected.

39. In the absence of a clearly documented assessment demonstrating how these matters

influenced the detailed alignment, it is difficult to understand how the proposed route

through the holding has been optimised, or how the Commission can be satisfied that the

pmmanent impacts on the agHcultura] resource have been minimised to the greatest extent

reasonably practicable.

40. Furthermore, the publicly available documentation does not readily identify holding

specific plans or mapping demonstrating the relationship between the proposed alignnrent,

the affected land parcels, the internal field structure and the agricultural characteristics of

the holding.

41 . At the very least, any site specific assessment and associated mapping informing the

detailed alignment should form part of the publicly available application documentation. It

appears that El AR Volume C – Technical Appendices, Chapter 15, where such supporting

information would ordinari]y be expected, is not available within the publicly accessible

application documentation.

42. The t)Te of holding specific mapping capable of informing this assessment is il]ustrated in

Figures 6 and 7 below, demonstrating how the spatial distribution of soil resources across

an individual agricultural holding can be identified and considered as part of detailed route

optimisation. In the absence of equivalent information, it is not possible to properly



understand or scrutinise the basis upon which the detailed aliWent through the subjwt

holding was selected.

FigBre 6. Illustrative Example One of Property Scale Land Resource Mapping.
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Figure 7. 111ustraave Example Two of Property Scale Land Resource Mapping.

43. The publicly available application documentation dow not provide sufBdent holding specific

information to enable the basis for the detailed alignment through the subject holding to be

properly understood.

44. This is not a matter that can appropriately be addressed following the grant of permission

through the imposition of planning oonditions. The detailed alignment forms part of the

development for which approval is sought and must therefore be justified before permission

is granted. Once the alignment has been approved, the fundamental planning judgement

regarding its location has already been made.

45. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted through this observation that the application does

not sufficiently demonstrate that the proposed alignment through the land holding

represents the least impactful practicable local alignment, nor does it provide the

Comlnission with sufficient information to conclude that the permanent impacts on the

agrIcultural holding have bwn appropriately balanced against the other engineering,

environmental and planning considerations informing the final design.



Balancing of Planning Considerations

46. The planning of major infrastructure projects requires many competing considerations to

be balanced before a final alignment is selected. These include transport objectives,

engineering constraints, ecology, archaeology, hydrology, landscape, existing land uses

and the protection of productive agricultural land. It is accepted that no single oonsideration

should determine the outcome and that an appropriate balance must be achieved between

all relevant factors.

47. Having reviewed the application documentation, it is evident that considerable weight has

been given to environmental and engineering considerations during the evolution of the

project. The Environmental Impact Assessment Report contains extensive technical

assessments describing ecological, hydrological, archaeological and other environmental

constraints, together with measures to avoid, reduce and mitigate their efFects. These

assessments clearly informed the development of the preferred route.

48. Chapter 15 provides a detailed assessment of the effects of the selected alignment on

agricultural ho]clings, inc]uding land take, severance, accommodation works and the impact

on farm operations. 1-1owe\'er, the assessment is principally directed towards describing the

impacts of the chosen alignment, rather than demonstrating how the agricultural resource

influenced the selection of that alignment in the first place.

49. This is an important distinction. A planning authority is required to consider not only the

effects of a proposal, but also whether the proposed development represents the most

appropriate planning solution having regard to all relevant considerations. That judgement

can only be made where the balancing exercise leading to the selected alignment is clearly

demonstrated.

50. Productive agricultural land is recognised at both European and national level as a finite

resource that underpins food production and nrra] sustainability. The European Union Soil

Strategy for 2030 identifies healthy soils as essential to food security and seeks to reduce

unnecessary land take and protect soil functions. Similarly, the Common Agricultural

Policy recognises soil as a non-renewable resource requiring sustainable management.



These policy objectives reinforce the importance of avoiding the unnecessary permanent

loss of productive agricultural land where reasonably practicable.

51. This submission does not suggest that the protection of agricultural land should take

precedence over ecological or other environmenta] considerations in every case. Rather, it

is observed that productive agricultural land should be afforded equivalent consideration

during the design process as one of the finite resources affected by the development.

52. In practice, this means considering whether alternative local alignments could achieve a

better overall planning outcome. In some locations, ecological constraints may properly

dictate the alignment. In others, there may be oppoTtunities to reduce the permanent loss of

productive agricultural land while continuing to achieve the environmental and engineering

objectives of the project. Where ecological effects can be appropriately avoided, minimised

or otherwise addressed through the mitigation hierarchy, it may be possible to achieve a

more balanced outcome than that currently proposed. Equally, there will be circumstances

where this is not possible. The important point is that the comparative assessment should

be undertaken and clearly demonstrated.

53. Having reviewed the application documentation, it is not clear that this comparative

balancing exercise has been carried out at the detailed alignment stage through the land

holding. The documentation explains the impacts of the selected a]ignmcnt, but it does not

sufficiently demonstrate why that alignment represents the optimum balance between the

protection of productive agricultural land, environmental considerations. engineering

constraints and the wider objectives of the project.

54. This is particularly significant because the permanent loss of productive agricultural land

cannot be reversed once the development is constructed. The decision as to where that

permanent loss occurs is therefore a fundamental planning judgement which should be fully

justifIed before planning permission is granted.

55. For example, it appears that a viable alternative route would have been to have the new

road traversing through an existing holding of land owned by Coillte Tcoranta, which

currently consists of sitka spruce woodland.



56. It is ulrdcrstood that this large woodland forest is second gcncration sitka spruce. It is \veII

recognised in the forest industry that sitka spruce woodland does not enhance the soils but

rather degrades the soils and indeed after a third rotation of sitka spruce, monoculture such

as this, tIle soil is actually considered to be spent. As such, the traversing of tllis roadway

through the Coillte Toeranta sitka spruce monoculture forest would have been, on balance.

a much more practical usage of land as the excellent farm of land which our client on’ns

would be presel'\’ed for future generation of the Kee family. Indeed. this particular

rcalignrnent \\’ould also, it is understood, prevent a number of fanrily homes Rom being

demolished.

57. Accordingly. it is rcspecthr]ly submitted through this obsen'ation that the application does

nc)t provide sut+icient information to demonstrate that the proposed alignment through the

land holding represents the best overall balance between the conrpeting planning

considerations. A different local aligmncnt u'ithin thc preferred coITidor may have reduced

the permanent loss of productive agricultural land whilst continuing to satisfy the project’s

engineerilrg. enviroluncntal alrd transport objectives. On the informatit)n before the

Commission. it has not been demonstrated whether such alternatives u'ere identified.

assessed and discounted during the design pnicess.

58. AccordiIlgl\', it is respectfully submitted through this observation that the application

should be refused in its currc11t form. A revised proposal should demonstrate, througll a

robust assessment t)f local route alternatives, that the selected alignment minimises

pernrancnt inlpacts on the productive land resource whilst achieving all appropriate balance

betu'een agricultural. en\’ironnlcntal. enginccring and transport considerations.

Overall Planning Effects of the Proposed Alignment

59. Whilst the preceding sections focus on the consideration ot-alternative local alignlncnts and

the balaIlcjng. of planning considerations, the proposed alignment also gives rise to a

number of additional planning efticts on the subject holding. When considered

collectively, they reinforce the importance of demonstrating that the selected alignment

represents the least ilnpactful practicable option.



Permanent Fragmentation of the Holding

60. The proposed alignment will permanently divide an existing agricultural holding into

separate areas. altering the existing field configuration and the relationship bet\\’cen those

fields. This has tIle potential to reduce operational efficiency and increase the complexity

of day to day farm management. These efl'ects arise directly from the location of the

proposed alignnrcnt and should therefore be considered as part of'the alignment selection

process. Tbese are long term planning consequences that extend beyond tIle initial

construction of the project.

Existing Farm Access and Interrtal Connectivity

61. The holding is currently accessed from the junction of Drumboe Cottages Road and Mill

Cottages Road. The proposed alignment has the potential to alter the movement (>f'

machinerY, livestock and farm vehicles throughout the holding. The long tenn practicality

of accessing and nranaging thc rcmaining land should form part of the overall assessment

of the proposed alignment. The impact of this does not appcar to have been assessed

spcciHcally for this site.

Existing Infrastructure

62. The holding already accommodates a 1 10 KV overlread electricity transmission line. The

proposed development introduces a further strategic infl'astructurc corridor tluough the

same property. increasing the concentration of infrastructure u'ithin thc holding.

Consideration should also be given to the ongoing access required for inspection and

maintenance of the transmission infrastructure and how this relationship has influenced the

detailed alignnrcnt.

63. It is also not apparent whether opportunities existed to retain the transmission corridor within

the agricultural land itself, rather than incorporating it \\’ithin or immediately adjoining the

proposed transporl corridor, thereby increasing the degree of fragmentation experienced

across the holding. This should be considered in <)rder to preserve the most practical

agrIcultural use of the site as a whole.

\’isrrul Arncnit)' and Rural Character



64. The subject holding is characterised by an open agJicultural landscape u’itIl extensive views

to thc River Finn and the surrounding rural area. l’he openness of the site means that thc

proposed transport corridor will become a prominent and pennanent feature within the

holding, fundamcntallv altering its existing rural character.

65. Whilst the application includes a landscape and visual assessment of the proposed

de\’eloplnent at the u’idel- project level, it is less clear how the detailed aligntnent and

associated infrastructure have been designed to integrate with the specific characteristics

of this holding. Given the openness of the site, greater consideration would be expected as

to how’ the detailed alignment, earthworks. structures. boundary treatments and associated

inftastructure have been arranged to minimise the visual presence of the development

\\’ithin the holding where reasonably practicable.

66. Tlris is not simply a matter of visual appearance. The integration of a major transport

corridor into an open rural ]andscapc is a fundamental planning consideration that should

be demonstrated before planning pcrmission is granted. On the inll)nnation currently before

the Commission. it has not been demonstrated that the proposed alignment has been

sufficiently integrated into the characteHstics of the subject holding or that its pernrancIrt

visual effects ha\'c been minimised through the detailed design process. This further

reinforces tIle conclusion that the selected a]ignment has not been adequately justificd.

Active Travel Infrastructure

67. The proposed development includes active travel infi'astructure fonning part of' the t)\'erall

transport corridor. It also increases the overall width of' the corridor and the extent (if

permdnent land required through the subject holding.

68. In the context of this site, the active travel inttastructure R)mrs pan t)f the overall corridor

footprint and therefore contributes to the pennanent loss of productive agricultural land,

the fragmentation of the holding and the long term operational cf'fccts arising fiunr thc

proposed alignment. It is not apparent from the application documentation whether the

layout and positioning c)f the active travel inftastructure have been specifically colrsidcred

as part of the local alignment optimisation process, or whether opportunities existed to

reduce the (lverall cc)nidor f’(+otprint through the holding whilst continuing to achieve the



project’s active travel objectives. This exercise should be undertaken at a minimum in order

to have a balanced route consideration.

Cumulative Planning EfTects

69. The matters identified above should not be considered in isolation. Collectively, they

demonstrate the extent to which the proposed alignment will permanently alter the

agHcultuTal holding through land take, #agmentation, operational change, additional

infrastructure, changes in rural character and ongoing management requirements.

70. When these cumulative effects are considered alongside the concerns raised elsewhere in

this submission regarding local alignment assessment and the balancing of planning

considerations, they reinforce the need hr a more robust demonstration that the selected

alignment represents the least impactful practicable option.

Rwal Amenity of the Holding

71. The subject holding is not simply an area of agricultural land. It is an established rural

property that is occupied, managed and experienced as a single, integrated holding. The

proposed alignment wHI introduce a permanent transport corridor through the centre of the

property, fundamentally changing the amenity of the holding and the way in which it is

occupied, managed and experienced into the future.

72. Whilst the application assesses a range of environmental effects, including landscape,

visual, noise and other envirorunental matters, these assessments are undertaken on a topic

by topic basis. It is less apparent that the combined effect of these changes on the amenity

and overall functionality of the holding has been assessed as a single planning

consideration.

73. The permanent introduction of a strategic transport corridor associated active travel

infrastructure, additional traffic, changes to the rural setting, #agmentation of the holding

and the concentration of multiple infrastructure conidors collectively alter the character

and amcrdty of the property. These are not simply environmental effects; they are

permanent planning consequences arising hom the location of the proposed alignment.



74. On the information before the Colnmission, it has not been sufficiently demonstrated that

these cumulative effects on the rural amenity of the holding have been minimised through

the detailed alignment process. Had a more appropriate local alignment been identified,

one that better respected the existing configuration and operation of the holding, many of

these amenity effects could reasonably have been reduced whilst continuing to achieve the

wider objectives of the project.

75. These matters relate to the fUndamental planning judgement concerning the location of the

proposed development. They are not matters that can readily be addressed after planning

permission has been granted, as the alignment itself forms an integral part of the

development for which approval is sought.

76. Accordingly, the Commission is respectfully requested to:

a) Refuse permission for the proposed developrnent in its current form; and

b) Require that any future application be supported by a comprehensive, site specific

assessment demonstrating that the detailed alignment has been optimised at the

individual holding level, that all practicable local alternatives have been considered,

and that the permanent loss of productive agricultural land and the finite soil resource

has been avoided or minimised wherever reasonably practicable whilst achieving the

overall objectives of the project.

77. Our client respectfully considers that a revised alignment, informed by a more

comprehensive assessment of local alternatives and the protection of the productive

agricultural land resource, would better achieve the principles of proper planning and

sustainable development.

Likel\ effects on the environment of the proposed development and likely significant

effects of the proposed development on a European site.

78. Our client has significant concerns regarding the receiving environment in the vicinity of

the proposed development and likely significant effects thereon.



79. The Natura Impact Statement (the NIS), at page 75 thereof, states that there will be no

temporary construction phase in-channel works or permanent in-stream footprint within

the River Finn in Section 1. Section 1 is the section of the project in which a large bridge

is to be constructed which will landfall on our client’s property. This bridge will directly

cross over the river and be supported by up to six piers together with a southern abutment

and a northern abutment. Drawings of this huge bridge are contained in the

Environmental Impact Assessment Report (the EIAR) at drawing numbus 4.13, 4.14, and

4. 15 – copies attached.

80. The NIS and El AR state that there will be no footprint of this bridge within the River

Finn Special Area of Conservation (River Finn SAC). Our client does not accept this

finding. Drawing 4.13, which is attached to this submission, purports to show the SAC

boundary of the Rjver Finn. The boundary as depicted on this particular drawing appears

to indicate that the SAC boundary simply runs from one bank of the river channel to the

other bank of the river channel. We enclose herewith a copy of the map of the River Finn

Special Area of Conservation, Site Code 002301 on a scale of 1 :7,500. The location of

our client’s lands is marked on this map, coloured green. It is to be seen that on our

client's lands there is a significant area along the bank of the river comprising of what our

client believes to be up to between 8 and 12 metres, which is situated within the SAC.

Accordingly, the comments in the NIS and the EI AR that no construction works are

taking place within the SAC are in fact materially incorrect and are not an accurate

representation of the actual boundaries of the SAC. It would appear that one of the series

of piers consisting of four pillars will most certainly be situated within the corridor of the

actual SAC according to the said SAC map as prepared by National Parks and Wildlife

Services.

81. It is considered that the assessment under the Habitats Directive, encompassed in the

Stage 1 screening and in the Natura Impact Statement, is in fact incorrect, as it seeks to

porlray that the entirety of the construction works will occur outside the SAC, but our

client is of the view that works will actually take place within the corridor of the SAC,

w}Heh is situated on the northern bank of the river on our clients' lands. Our client is an

expert as to the extent of his land:holding.



82. Accordingly, and ha\’ing regard to the gravity of the situation that there can be no

piecemeal encroachment onto an SAC, we say that a fresh scrccning under the Habitats

Directive and Appropriate Assessment needs to be carried out to take account of the thct

that tllcre is in fact a material cncroachment within the SAC.

83. Even if there were to be a dispute or debate as to exactly \\’here the boundary of the SAC

lies (altlrough we say it is clear from the maps that there is a significant portion of Mr.

Kee-s lands within the boundary of the SAC), the simple fact of the matter is that the

extensive excavation works tlrat are required to pile drive the pillars supporting the bridge

in this location will undoubtedly have a significant direct effect on tIle SAC and that these

works need to be properly assessed. The said works u’ill involve significant excavation

and displacement of soils, all of which has to be considered in detail paTticularly having

regard to the sensitivity of the River Finn SAC. and these matters have not been properjy

assessed. Furtherm(>re, it is undoubtedly the case that the large cranes which will be

working on the lands for the purposes of this extensive construction and engineering

work, n’ill have major conrprcssive effects of the soils in the immediate vicinitv of the

SAC'. The impacts of same needs to be hIlly and comprehensivejy addressed.

84. Accordingly, the conrlnents in the NIS that the bridge construction ill\’ol\’es no temporary

or pcrmancnt in-stream footprint or incursion into the SAC is deemed to be incorrect. The

NIS on page 76 goes on to state, that the prc)pc)sed pre-ct)mmenccmcnt groulrd

investigation works will be rotary core boreholes \viII include archacologica] sun’e)'s and

testing. It states that the works are located 8 metres minimum away from the river

channel. which is outside the SAC boundary. It goes on to state that there are no

tcrnporary bridge construction works required \\’ithin thc SAC. This is disputed as it is

considered that the northern boundary of the SAC on our client's lands is considerably

nrorc than 8 nrctrcs in u'idth.

85. One uf the qualifying interests for the River Finn SAC is salmon (salmo salar). It is

recorded that the River Finn rises in the Stack mountain ralrge in central County Donegal,

draining in a predominantly easterly direction tou’ards Ballybofey/Stranorlar to

confluence with the River Foyle at Lifford/Strabane. The main channel of the River Finn

is a designated salmonid water. and is part of the River Finn SAC Site Code 002301. It is

considered (lne of Ireland’s premier spring salnlon waters.



86. Pagc 43 of the NIS refers to the bridge over the River Finn, which will land directjy on

our client’s lands. Again it is stated that there would be no in-stream footprint or no

permanent footprint within the SAC. which is disputed. It is acknowledged that the

ripalian habitat on the left-hand side, which is our client's lands, consists of trec lines,

hedgero\\' and inlpro\’ed agricultural grassland. Our client is concerned that the hazel and

oak scrublund, u"hich is ideal riparian arboricultural habitat will bc removed and

destroyed in order to accommodate the piers and buttresses for the bridge. The NIS is

singularly silent with regard to this natura] habitat, and indeed its removal, which is

u’ithin thc SAC. appears to be absolutely inevitable, and it is the stlurce of great concern

to our client that tIle report is silent on the destruction of this essential habitat along the

bank r)f' the river c)n our client’s lands. Please see enclosed photograph of the riparian

woodland on our client's lands.

87. A further source of acute concern for our client relates to the construction uf the bridge on

his lands, u’ith specific reference to the rcpcatcd comnlcntary thaI there will be no in-

stream footprint and no pennanelrt footprint within the SAC. This bridge will perhaps be

the largest bridge being constructed in County Donegal in the last quarter of a century.

The drau'ings set tJUt at 4.13. 4.14. 4.1 5 in the F JAR indicate the enonuous scale of this

engineering projcct. It n’ill permanently d\\’arf the surrounding landscape and

permanently and iITevocably alter the entire surrounding landscape.

88, The definition af''development ", under Sccdon 3(1) of the Planning and Development

Act 2000, as adoptcd at section 2( 1) of the Roads Act 1993 means:

"Except where the context otherwise requires, the carrying out of any works on, in, over,

or under land, or the making of any material change in the use of any stnictures or other

land ”.

“It’crIs" . are defined in Section 2(1) of the Act of the Planning and Development Act

2000 as amended, as including:

- Any act or operation of construction. excavation. demolition, extension. alterahon.

repair or renewal.



89, in the context of this bridge which constitutes development within the meaning of the

definition in both the Planning Act and the Roads Act, and which by its very essence

relates to the carrying out of works “on. in, over or under land. ”. This definition is

impossible to reconcile with the repeated attempts by the Road Authority to state that

there is no encroachment on the SAC. The bridge, by its very nature, is development of

land over the SAC and the area above the SAC, namely the land space above it, obviously

constitutes part of the SAC itself. This has obvious consequences for the SAC. The

position of the bridge over the river will have a direct impact on the flight paths of all

manner of avian fauna who would be using the river corridor as one of the safe areas in

which to traverse the landscape, it being a corridor which has traditionally not been

impeded in this location.

90. A fUrther possible consequence is that the presence of this very large structure will shade

the river and have an effect on the resident insect and invertebrate population in the area,

all of which is crucial for the successful pcrpetration of the salmon colony within the

River Finn. It appears that these effects have not been considered or assessed. In addition,

consideration must be given is the noise impacts on the resident avifauna, all wildlife, our

client and his livestock for the residue of the farm in this area.

91 . Accordingly, there is a direct in situ effect on the SAC as a result of the construction of

this vast bridge structure over our client’s lands and property, and the Appropriate

Assessment Screening Report and the NIS Report are both insufficient and incorrect

insofar as that they do not provide a proper assessment on the likely effects of the on the

environment of the proposed road development and the likely significant effects of the

proposed road development on the European site.

92. Whilst the Roads Authority and the Engineering Departrnent have gone to great lengths to

portray the boundaries of the SAC as remaining intact and unaffected by the works, and

whilst, as stated above, this is disputed by our client, it must be understood that in the

greater analysis of the protection of the environment, that such analysis is utterly

academic and pedantic in terms of a meaningful analysis of the effects on the

environment. The boundary of the SAC is a man-made line on a map and such a

boundary does not exist in the natural environment. To suggest that because that line has

not been breached, but that within a metre or two of it one of the most large-scale



industrial developments ever undertaken in County of Donegal is going to take place,

would not affect the SAC in any manner. shape or form. is an utter contrivance. Such an

approach. namely to artificially suggest that the development of this scalc taking place in

t Iris location has no effect on the SAC because it does not cross an imaginary line, but is

going to take place on either side of it and above it. displays an approach which js

completely lacking in the fundamental understandings c>f the protection of the

environment as contained in the Habitats Directive. Such an approach should not be

countcnanced as it undermines the credibility of the entire c(>newt of en\'’ironmcntal

protection as enshrined in the llabitats Directive, and there must be a full and holistic

approach, hcc from contrivance, as to ho\\' this enormous development is going to have

direct impacts on the receiving environnrent.

Climate Effects

93. This development constitutes one of the ]argest infrastructural developments undertaken in

the county of Donegal at any time. It involves the utilisation of vast quantities ofrnaterial

extracted from the earth, and the permanent removal of arable ]ands from the agricultural

enterprise of Ireland. It is being built for the purposes of facilitating motorized tTafYic.

94. Tt clearly contemplates that the scale and volume of the trafTic of motor vehicles is going

to increase in the future, and the purpose of this vast development is to facilitate this.

Obviously, the facilitation of further traffic of motorised vehic]es, which year on year are

getting larger and larger, is going to result in further bottlenecks throughout the county of

Donegal and beyond. This is a never-ending spiral of the delusion of growth.

95. The cost to the environment in terms of the interference with the natural habitats, not alone

SPAs, SACs NH As and other European and protected sites, but in terms of the overall

general environment is. in real terms, incalculable insofar as unalterable and irrevocable

changes are being made to the landscape at the cost of the natural environment. Given the

fact that motorized traffic has only been a phenomenon in the world for scarcely 100 years,

the proposed accommodation of infrastructure of this scale comes at an enormous cost to

the natural world.



96. Taking our client's farm alone, it constitutes some of the best and most fertile arable land

in County Donegal. The farm at Drumboe will be utterly devastated in that 20 acres of tIle

farm will be permanently utilised u; part of the road project and there will be such

disturbance to the remaining 1 5 acres that they will be almost unusable. Ireland is a countrY

u’hich ilnporls between 80 and 9(Ic?'a of all of its fruits and vegetables. The removal of such

fertile and arable land as this from the production of food on a permanent basis constitutes

unsustainable planning in the circumstances. Arable land is a dwindling resource,

particularly in the current development-driven era in which u’c live in this country.

97. Once our client's lands are destroyed, as they will be having regard to the scale of the

disturbance of soils and displacement. they will never be capable of restoration. The

development c)fa project such as this. in which consideration should be given to degrowth.

rather than never-ending growth. constitutes improper planning and devclopmcrrt and is

utterly unsustainable.

98. The analysis in relation to clilnatc effects has not been f'u11y ascertained, as it should by

definition. calculate the carbon cost of all the materials that goes into creating the project

to include the cost of extraction and same, the cost of fUels of the extraction of same. and

the cost of the en\'irc)nment of the loss of resources in producing all of the materials for a

project such as this. The calculation should include the pennanent ongoilrg annual effect of

the volumes of traffic and the cost to the cnvironmcnt of the production costs and fuel costs

of all such traffic as it impacts on the rccci\'ing cn\'’ironrnent o\’er the coming decades.

Havi11g regard to the ongoing and unrelenting degradation of the natural habitats in Ireland

(in which 90% of a]1 European sites are deemed to be in poor condition). it is irresponsible

to be engaging in development of this magnitude at such a cost to the environment.

99. There is no realistic balancing exercise that can be engaged in that can compensate for the

pennanent interference. damage and destruction that will occur to the enviroruncnt as a

result of'prt)jects of this nature, and future generations of this countn,’, who do not seem to

be factored into the equation, will not thank the current generation for inflicting suclr

unsustainable development on the countl)' at the expense of the natural environment.



Local Government Act 1946. Part IV.

IOO. As pad of the application to An Coimisi(in Plealrala. Donegal County Council

engaged in pre-application consultation under Section 51 A of the Roads Act 1 993 (as

amended), and meetings were he]d on the 9lb of December 2025, 24lh of July 2025. 22Tla

of October 2021 , 2nd of September 202 1 . 6tl1 of July 2021. 1 5lh of January 202 ], and 1 7th

of September 2020. and it appears that a site inspection was carried out by Inspector

Stephen Rhys Thomas on the 19th and 20th of December 2025. A report \vas prepared by

Mr. Thomas. in relation to the pre-application colrsultatiorrs dated the 23ld of March 2026.

101. I'hc Inspector states that the main points discussed \vere project need, overvie\\’,

planning pc)lie)’ background. design process, and benefits. Landowner and public

consultation, Appropriate Assessment and Environmental Impact Assessment \\'erc

discussed at length. The Commission representatives identified several areas of interest.

including potential impacts on the landscape, cultural heritage, flood risk. drainage and

ecologY, including the re]ationship with European sites and biodiversity. The scale of the

project \vas noted and the option for formal scoping with reference to the El AR was

indicated as an option. Nclu’here in tlris documentation is there a reference to the

rcquirenlents of the Local Government Act 1946 in respect of the construction and

reconstruction of bridges. viaducts and tunnels.

1 02. Section 44-(1 ) ol’the said act states:

''44.-(1) \\’here a road atlthority cri'c of’ oj>illic)n that the c(lnstructic)it or reconstruction o{

a bridge farming pan of a road, viaduct .forming part of a road OT tumul through \rllich a

road passes or is intended to pass (including a/v’ such bridge, viacttlct or tunnel wholly or

partly outside their functional area) is expedien! .for the purpose oj- impruving road

conmllmications beTween places \rilhin their _functional area or bet\teen places \'ilhin

atrd places outside tltat arcu or ,f'c>r the purpose of intproving road contntutricatiotts

through that area, ther virir appjy to the Minister fbr an order providing fLr such

construction or rccorrstl'rlction (as the case maY be).

(2) The nlaking of the application .thr the bridge order shall be a reserved .function.



(3) The application .for the bridge order shall state the nature of the \rork and the manner

itt which road communications will be improved thereby and may make proposals .tar the

dqf-ra)’ing of- the expenses of - the work and of- the maintenance oj- the bridge by hta or

ntore road authorities.

I d3. In circumstances where the bridge being ctrnstructed on our c]jent's land will be

one of the largest bridges ever to be constructed in Dl)rlegal. it is surprising to note that no

consideration appears to have been given to the provisions of the Local GovcrBment Act

1946, alrd indeed the statutory exercise in which a road authority are to form an opinion

that the construction of a major bridge is expedient, that they may then apply t(> the

Minister for an order providing for such construction. as the case may be. Non'here in the

documentation available in relation to this pn)cesis is it apparent that such an application

has been Inade.

104. We say that this is a very significant matter insofar as our client is concerned. For

the purposes of making a Bridge Order. a preliminal)' report has to be prepared, setting

out the feasibility of the work, the probable cost of the work, the manner in which the

work can best be executed and \\'here the work is the construction of the bridge, the best

situation thr the bridge (see Section 46). Furthcrmorc, Section 47 of the said Act states

that after consideration c)f the preliminary report. the Minister may cause a I.ocal Inquiry

tc) be held to consider the \\’oNc. The pre]iminary report and any infonnat jon relating to

the \york to be given to the Minister pursuant to paragraph c of subsection 4 of Section 46

of the Act. Section 48 states that the making of a bridge order states. int€1' alia, that the

nraking ofa bridge order shall not be made by the Minister unless every road authority to

which the bridge order applies has consented to such application, or that the foIIo\\'ing

things have been done. namely a preliminary report has been prepared and furnished

under Section 46 and a local inquiry has been held under Section 47 of the Act.

105. The above statutc)ry protections are of very considerable impc>dance to our client.

given thc fact that this large bridge is to be constructed on his property, and the failure to

cany c)ut this exercise is a breach of the statutory duties and in\’alidates thc application

under Section 51 of the Roads Act in the specific circumstances of this case.

1 06. Section 51(7)(a) of the Roads Act 1 993 states that a person conducting:



“ (ii) a local inquiry in relation to a Bridge Order under Section 47 of the Act of 1946...

which relates wholly or partly to a proposed road development in respect of which a road

authority has applied for an approval under this section shall be etrtitled to hear evidence

in relation to the likely effects on the environment of such development."

107. In the context that it appears that none of the statutory provisions of the Local

Government Act 1946 appear to have been fulfilled, it appears that the statutory

requirements of Section 51(7)(a) cannot be fulfilled either.

] 08. Accordingly, the approval sought under Section 51 by Donegal County Council in

relation to the proposed road development should be refused on the basis of this invalidity

in the statutory procedure.

Transboundar\' Effects on the Environment in Northern Ireland

1 09. The form of notice under Section 51 (3)(a) of the Roads Act 1993 recites at

paragraph 4 thereof that, "the proposed road detelopment is likely ra have signifIcant

effects on the environmcnr in Northern Ireland, " By letter sent by registered post on the

141l’ of May 2026, it appears that Donegal County Council u'rote to the Department for

Infrastructure in Northern Ireland at James House, 2-4 Cromack Avenue, Belfast,

BT72JA, setting out a prescribed form of notice for the purpose of Section 51 (3) of the

Roads Act, 1993.

110. The final paragraph of page two of the said letter states:

"Further. in accordance with Section 51(3)(d) of the Roads Act 1993 (as amended) as

soon as maybe after this notice has been sent to you enclosing as it does the electronic

copy of the EIAR and NIS, Donegal County Council u’iII enter into consultations with the

Department for Infrastructure (Northern Ireland) regarding the potential effects on the

environment of the proposed road development and the measures envisaged in the said

documentation to reduce or eliminate any such effects '’.



I1 1 . As of the 9th of July 2026, there is no record of any such consultations having

taken p]ace being posted on the website of Donegal County Council, and one can assume

in the absence of any publication of same that same has not occurred, which is a material

breach of the statutory obligation which it appears remains unfulfilled and cannot now be

fulfilled having regard to the closing of the deadline for material considerations, which is

the 10th of July 2026.

Conclusion

For all of the above reasons, it is requested that the request by Donegal County Council to

approve the proposed road scheme is refused.

If approval of the scheme is not forthcoming from the Commission, we are expressly instructed

to request an Oral Hearing in relation to this matter, and we trust, owing to the cnormity and

magnitude of this particular proposal that the Commission, as a matter of priority, will agree to

this request .

Yours faithfully,

kIM Jr:<=tALk
WALTER P. TOOLAN & SONS SOLICITORS

Enclosures:

] . Notice from Donegal County Council re; CPO (x2)

2. Area Aid Maps of our client’s lands.

3. NPWS Maps of the SAC with our client’s lands shaded in green.

4. Drawings 4. 13 – 4.15 inclusive showing the proposed bridge construction.

5 . Photograph of the riparian woodland on our client’s lands.
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National Roads Office

Our Reference: 103&2026-L-14668

13o' May 2026

Nigel & David Kee
C8ppry
B8ttybofey
Lifford
Co. Donegal

landowner Ref: 1036

Re: Donegal County Council . TEN-T PrIority Route Improvement Project, Donegal
Compulsory Purcha88 Order 2026

A C:hara,

Donegal County Council (the "Council”) has submitted an application under S8ction 51 of the Roads Act, 1993
(as amended) in relation to the TEN-T Priority Route Improvement Project, Donegal to An Coimisi6n Pte8n61a
and will be submitting the associated application for confirmation of the TEN-T Priority Route Improvement
ProJect (Donegal) Compulsory Purchase Order 2026 (the “CPO”) in the coming days. You have been identified
as an owner, lessee or occupier of, or have rights over or an interest in land mfenod to in the CPO.

A number of documents relating to the CPO are enclosed for your attention. Tbey comprise the followirw:

• Statutory landowner/interested party notice
• Extracts from the Schedules to the CH) describing the location and extent of the impacted lands

8nd/or rights relating to you;
• Serwr map{s) showing the locatIon and extent of the impacted land(s) and/or rights; and

• A copy of the DCC privacy statement.

We recommend that you consider these enclosures c8refutly.

Further infomation relating to the TEN-T Priority Route Impro\ement Project, Donegal including a copy of the
Environmental Impact Assessment Report, Natura Impact Statement and CPO documentation can be found a
the Doneg8t County Council website for the TEN-T Priority Route Improvement Project, Donegal at
www.donegal-ten't . ie.

Should you have any queries or require any clarity, please contact Brian Reid, Senior ExecutIve Engineer, NRDO
who is dealing with this matter.

Land liaIson Manager
For on Behalf of Donegal National Road D88ign Offiee

Culr tre8gn chIlly: Oifig Bolthre N6isianta DhOn na nGall, lonad Seirbhlsf Pobail, Droim Lonachalr,
Balle Dh(in na nGall. Contae DhOn na nGatl. F94 DK6C
men n g I ' n t - o new na - Rw 'In un HL ne F\nB nn #unI TA+ enb Feb 16 VIIHI IEad rItrAC
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Donegal County Council fTEN-T PrioHty Route Improvement PnJec& Donegal) Compulsory Purchase Order 2026

FORM OF NOTICE OF THE MAKING OF A COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER UNDER SECTION 76 OF AND THE
THIRD SCHEDULE TO THE HOUSING AOI, 1 966, AS EXrENDED BY SECTION 10 OF THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT (NO. 2) ACT, 1960, TO BE SERVED ON OWNERS, LESSEES AND OCCUPIERS IN

ACCORDANCE WITH ARTICLE 4(b) OF THE THIRD SCHEDULE TO THE HOUSING ACT, 1966, AS AMENDED BY

THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMEMr ACT, 2000 (AS AMENDED) AND SECTIONS 212 AND 213 OF THE
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT 2000 (AS AMENDED) AND SECTION 184 OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT

ACT 2001 (AS AMENDED).

COMPULSORY ACQuisrnoN OF LAND

DONEGAL COUNTY COUNCIL (TEN-T PRIORITY ROWE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, DONEGAL)
COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER, 2026

To: Nigel & D8vid Kee

Of: Cappry, Ballybofey, Ufford, Co. Donegal

1. Donegal County Council (hereinafter referred to as “the Local Authority-) in exercise of the powers I,onrened
upon them by Section 76 of the Housing Act, 1966 8nd the Third Schedule thereto, as extended by Section lo of
the Local Government {No.2) Act 1960 as substituted by Section 86 of the Halsing Act, 1966 and as amended

by S6ction 6 and the Second Schedule to the Roads Act, 1993 and the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as
amended) and under sections 212 and 213 of the Planning 8nd Development Act 2000 (as amended)p and
Section IM of the Local Government Act 2001 (as 8mended), have made an order (“the Order ”) entitled as
above which is about to be submitted to An Coimisidn Pleanita (hereafter 'The Commission") for conflrrnation.

2. If confirmed, the Order will authorise the Local Authority to acquire compulsorily the hnd and/or rights desc.ribed
in Parts IIa, llb, Ill and IV of the Schedule to the Order {-the Schedule-) for the purposes of a proposed road
development consisting of an upgrade of thre8 sections of the national road network namely (1) N15/N13
Ballybofey/Str8norl8r Urban Region. (2) N56/N13 Letterkenny to Manorcunningham, and (3) N14
Manorcunningharn to Lifford/Strabane/AS Link together with all associ8ted 8rnentties including an integrated
active travel network and all ancillary and consequential works associated with and known as the TEN_T PrIority
Route Improvement Project, Donegal.

3. Acopy of the Order and of the map referred to in it may be seen at:

8) The offices of the Local Authority, County House, Lifford, F93 Y622
b) The offices of the L ocal Authority, F\rbUc Services Centre, Lettorkenny, F92 TNY3

c) Twin Towns Cornmunity LIbrary, The Base Enterprise Centre, StTanorl8r, F93 VAK6
d) The offices of the Local Authority, F\rblic Servic8s Centre, Donegal Town, F94 DK6C
e) The offices of the Local Authority, Public Services Centre, An Ctoch6n Liath, F94 H4CF
f) The offices of the Local Authority, Public Services Centre, Carndon8gh, F93 WIN
g) An Coimisian Plean61a, M Marlborough Street, Dublin 1, DOI V902,

on working days during normal working hours at each venue from the 1 5" May 2026 to 1 0" July 2026.

4. A copy of the Order and of the maps referred to in it are also available on the following webshe wwwld_1)Regal.
ten-Lie



Donegal County Council {TEN'T Priority Route Improvement ProJect, Donegal) CompuL30ry Purch8so Order 2026

5. The HousIng Act, 1966, as amended, provides that if an objection is made to the proposed compulsory acquisition
of land and/or rights, the land and/or rights in respect of which an obj8ction is duly made by any of the persons
upon whom notices of the making of the order are required to be served shall not be acquired compulsorily unless
the Commissim makes 8n order to confirm the compulsory purchase order, unless:-

a) the objection is withdrawn, or
b) the Commission is satisfied that the objection relates exclusively to matters which can be d88tt with by the

arbItrator by whom the compensation may have to be assessed.

6. 1 he Commission cannot, however, confirm: -

a) 8 compulsory purchase order in respect of the land if an objection is m8de in respect of the acquisItion by an
owner, lessee or occupier of the land, and not wittldraml;

b) an order which 8uthoris8s the extinguishment of a public right of way if there is an objection to the
extinguishment, which is not withdrawn;

c) an order which authorises the acquisition of a private right of way if there is an objection to the acquisition of
the private right of way by an owner, lessee or occupier of the private rkht of way which is not withdrawn,

until it has considered the objection.

7. The Commission has an absolute discretion under Section 218 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 {as
amended) to hold an oral hearing.

8. Benn making its decision on an application to confirrn the Order, the Commission must consjder any objection
made and not withdr8wn, any additional submissions or observations made pursu8nt to a request by the
Commission under Section 217A of the Planning and Dwetopm8nt Act 2000 (as amended) and any report or he
person who held the oral hearing if such an oral hearing takes pl8ce.

9. Any objection to the Order must state in writing the grounds of objection and be sent addressed to An Colmi3idn
Pi08n4ta at 64 Marlborough Street, DubIIn 1,D01 V902, so as to reach the saId Commissbn before 5.30 pm
on the 1 Of’ July 2026.

10. An Environmental Impact Assessment Report and 8 Natura Impact Statement hav8 beon prepared in resp8ct of
the development which it is proposed to c8rry out on the land for which separate public notice has been given.
Copies of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report and the Nature Impact Statement are available for
Inspection at locations listed at Point 3 above and on the fcitowing website www.d_QnegaL-lerld.je and can be
purchased at the offices listed at a) - 0 at Point 3 above.

Submissions or observations in relation to (i) the likely eff8cts on the environment of the proposed devetopmentp
(ii) the implicatIon of the proposed development for proper planning 8nd sustainable d8velopment in the area in

which it is propos8d to situate the proposed development and (iii) the likely significant eff8ct of the proposed
development on European SRos, may be made in writing to tIn Commission before the 5.30 pm on the 1 Oth July
2026. Evidence in relation to (i) the likely effects on the environment of the proposed devetopmentl (ii) the
impbc8tion of tho proposed development for proper planning and sustain8bte development in the area in which
it is proposed to sItuate the proposed development and (iii) the likely significant effects of the proposed
development on European Sites may be heard at any oral hearing. that may take place.

11. The CommISsion has an absolute dIscretion at any tIme b8fore making its decision to request further subrnissions

or observations in relation to the proposed development and/or to hold meetings with the Local Authority in
relation to the proposed development in accordance with Section 217A of the Planning and Dewlopment Act
2000 (as amended).



Donegal County CouncII (TEN-T Priority Route Improvememt ProJwt, Donegal) Cornpulsory Purchase Order 2026

12. The Comrnission, if it thinks fit, may confirm tho compulsory 8aluisition or 8ny part thereof, with or without
conditions or modifications, or may 8nnul the Order or any part thereof.

l:3. If no objectIon is received to the proposed compulsory 8quisition of land and/or rights, the obJection is
withdrawn or the CommissIon is satisfied that the objection relates exclusively to matters which can be dealt
with by the arbitrator by whom the compensation may have to be assessed, tho Commission shaH inform the
Local Authority, which may then confirm the Order with or without modification, or refuse to so con6rm it.

14. If the land and/or rights to which the Order, as oonfirmed by either the Commission or the Local Authority relates
is acquired by the Local Authority, comp8nsa6on for the land and/or rights will be assessed in respect of the
acquisition as the value of the land and/or rights at the date that the r8tevant notice to treat is served

15. In the opinion of the Local Authority, no part of the land h which you have an interest consists of a house or houses
which is/ara unfIt for human habitation and not c8p8ble of tiring rend8red fIt for human h8bttation at reasonable
expense. If the land to which the Order relates is acquired by the Local Authority, compensation will be assessed

in accordance with Part II of the Fourth Schedule to the Housing AQ 1966, and the provisions of the Acquisition
of Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 1919 as amended by the Acquisition of Land (Roference
Committee) Act, 1925, the Property Values (ArbiUations and Appeals) Act, 1960, and the Local Government
(Planning and Development) Act, 1963 (as applied by section 265(3) of the Planning and Developrnent Act, 2000)B

subject to the modific8tions contained in the Third Schedule to the Housing Act, 1966 {as arnended).

16. Any dispute in relation to compensation shall be referred to and be determined by a property arbitrator 8ppointed
under the Prop8ny Values (Arbitration and Appeals) Act, 1960.

17. A claimant for compensation may 8t any time after the expiration of the fourteen days from the date on which the

relevant notice to treat is served, send to the Secretary, the Reference Committee, Four (,'owts, Dublin on
application in writing for the nomination of a property arbitrator for the purpose of determining the compensation
to be paid. The 8ppUc8tion should be made in 8mordance with the Property Values (Arbitr8tions and App8ab)
Rules, 1961 {S.I. No. 91 of 1961 ).

18. An extract from the Schedule and Map indicating lands and/or rights in which you may have an interest is
attached.

19. If you have any questions or queries in relation to the above or att8ch8d map, or if you no longer have an interest
in this property or are aware of anyone elsa who has an interest in this property, please contact us 8t Brian R8idp
Senior Executiv8 Engineer, NRDO, Drumlon8gher, Donegal Town, at design@dn rdaie or on 074 9724500.

Dated ttli8 \ f 'day of 2026

BrIan ReId
SenIor ExecutIve EngIneer
For and on betralf of the local Auttnrtty
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Ar dTag8irt; it)36-2026-L- 14668

13 Bealtaine 2026

Nigel & David Kee
C8ppry
Battybofey
Littord
Co. Donegal

T8g8irt atn6ir T8taimh: 1036

Comhalrle Contae DhDn na rIGoR - Tion9cad81 Fe8bhsOch6in 888t8i T03aioehta TEN-T, Dion na
nO8U

Odd Ceann8iBh €igB8nt8lgt1 2026
A Chan,

Td ian8tas faoi AIt 51 d'Acht na mB6ithre, 1993 (ama 18856) cunha eg Comhairt8 Contae Dhdn na nG8tl (an
Chomhaide) faoi bhr6id 8n Choimisiain Ple8nil8 fool Alt 51 d'Acht na mB6ithre, 1993 (8rn8 le8sd) i ndgil le

Tionscadal Fe8bhsdch6in Bealaf Tos8iochta TEN'T, Dan na nGatl 8gus cuirfidh si8d an t-ianatas potmhar
isteach ar dh8ingnia Tbionsc8d81 Feabh9ach6in Be8l8i Tos8iochta TEN-T (Dhan no n(3811) Orda Ce8nn8igh
gigeantaigh 2026 (8n "CPO)") sn8 l8ethanta amach romh8inn. Atthn$odh tha mar CHn6ir, basal ncS djtitheoir ar
thatamh d6 dt8gr8itear sa CPO, n6 t6 cearta 8g8t 81 th8tamh ncS leas ann.

Td roinnt cgip6isf8bh8ineann leis an CPO f80i iamh le d'8ird. Cuirnsfonn si8d na nithe seo a leanas:

1 . F69r8 r88chtail ain6ir tatan/pdinfle8smh8r
2. Ste8cht8 as no Sceidil agh8bhann teis an CPO ina nd6ant8r cursfos ar shufomh agus ar mh6id na dt8itte

agus/n6 na gce8rta a bhainoann Ieat;

3. Learsc6il(eann8) fnast8laf a thaispegnann suiomh 8gus m6id no t8tdn n6 na dtatdn 8gus/n6 na gceanz
8 nd&arnadh dife8r d6tbh; 8gus

4. C6ip de rdtteas priobhdide8chais DCC.

Molaimid duit na doicim6id sin a mhe8s go cdr8m8ch.

Ti tuilleadh eolais maidir le Tionscad8t Fe8bhsOch6in Boataf Tos8iochta TEN.T, Dan na noall, lena n.6irftear

c6ip den Tuarasc6it Me8sdnachta Tlonchair Timpe8llachta, R6ite8s bonch8ir Natura agus cgip6isF cpop ar tdit
8rshufornh gr68s6in Chomhaid8 Cont8e DhOn na rIGOR don bonscadal FeabhsOch6in BealaiTos3iocht8 TEN.

T, Dan na nC;all ag wwuLd9negal.ten.t,ie.

Mg tg aon cheist 8g8t n6 md theast8fonn 80nsoit61reacht LIaR, dion te8gmh6it Ie do thoil Ie Brian Reidr Inn88lt6ir
Sinseamch Feidhmidch6in, NRDO ati ag deile6it leis en 6bhar seo.

Mise lo me8s.

BrIan Reid
Bainlsteoit Idlrchaidrimh Talan
Ar Son 8gus That C88nn Oifig N6isi6nt8 um Dhearadh B6ithre Dhan na nGall

1 g r I

Culr heagra chuig: Olfrg Bolthre N4i5iOnta Dhan na nOaH. km ad Selrbhfsi Pobail, Droim Lonachair.
Belle c)han na nOaH. Contae Dhan na nC3all. F94 DK6C

Please reply to: National Roads OffIce, Public Service Centre, Drumlonagher, Donegal Toy/n, Co. Donegal. F94 DK6C



FOIRM AN FH6GRA I DTAOBH ORD0 CEANNAIGH £IG£ANTAIGH A DH£ANAMH FAOI ALT 76
D'ACHT NA DTITHE. 1966, AGUS AN TRiO SCEIDEAL A GHABHANN LE HACHT NA DnTHE ARNA
LEATHN0 L£ HALT lo DENACHT RIALTAISAIT10ll (UIMH. 2), 1960, A BHEIDH CURTHA AFI all

D’OINgIRF, LEASAITHE AGUSAlnTHEOlnl DE R£IRAIRTEAGAL 4(B) DEN TRU SCEID£AL A
GHABHANN LE HACHT NA DTITHE, 1966, ARNA LEASO LEJS AN ACHT UM PLEANAI L AGUS
FORBAIRT, 2000 (ARNA LEAS0) A6USAILT212ACUS 213 DENACHT UM PL£ANAILA6us

FORB#RT2000 (ARNA L£ASO) AGUS ALT 184 DEN ACHTRIALTAIS AITIdIL2001 {ARNA LEASO).
TALAMHAFHAIL GO H£lC£ANTACH

COMHAIRLE CONTAE DHON NA NGALL (TIONSCADAL FEABHSOCHAIN BEALAI TOSAfocHTA
TEN-T, DON NA NGALL)

ORD0 C£ANNAIGH £16EANTAICH, 2026
Chuig: Nigel & David Kee
De: Cappry, Ballybofey, Ltfford, Co. Donegat

1. Comhairle Contae Dh(in na nGall (d6 ngairte8r "8n tOdar6s Aitioit" anseo feasta) i bhfeidhmia na
gcurnhachtaf 8 thugtar d6ibh Ie hAlt 76 d'Acht na dTithe, 1966 agus leis an TrIG Sceideal a ghabh8nn
leis, arno teathn CI Ie hAlt 1 aden Acht Rialt8is Aiti6il (Uimh. 2) 1960 ama ion8d6 Ie hAlt 86 d'Acht na

dbthe, 1 966 agus arno leasa te hAlt 6 agus leis an Dar8 Sceideal a ghabha nn le hAcht na mB6idrre,
1993 agus an tAcht um Pteandil agus Forbain 2000 (arno leas6) agus faoi ailt 212 8gus 213 den
Acht um Plean6il agus Forbairt 2000 (ama leas6), agus faoi AIt 184 den Acht Rialtais Aitiait 2001
(arna le8sd), tg orda ("an torda") dar teideal mar at6 thuas 8r tf a c:hur faoi bhr6id an Choirnisiain
Plean61a (dg ngalrtear "an Coimisi fIn" 8nsoo feasta) lena dhaingnia.

2. Md dheimhnitear d, ad8r6idh an tOrd0 don 0dar6s /UtiOil an talamh agus/n6 na cearta a
thuairiscftear i gCodanna IIa, llb, Ill agus IV den Sceideal a ghabhann leis an c)rda ('’an Sceideat") a
fh6il go h6igeantach chun crfocha forbartha b6tttair beartaithe arb 6ard d uasghr6dCl ar thrfchujd
den ghr6as6n b6tthre ndisiant8, eadhon (1) N15/N13R6igi6n Uirbeach Bhealach F6ich/Srath an
Ur13ir. (2) N56/N13 Leitir Ceanainn go Main6ar Uf Chuinne8gdin agus (3) N14 M8ine8r Ui
Chuinneag6in go Leifear/An Srath B6n/Nasc A5 mar aon teis na taitnearnhachtai gaotmh8ra go 16ir
lena n'diritear lbnra t8istil ghnfomhaigh comhth6ite agus na hoibreacha coimhdeacha agus
iarmhartacha go tail a bh8ineann le Tionscadal FeabhsOch6in Beatai Tosafocht8 TEN-T, DOn na
nG8tl

3. Is f6idir c6ip den Ord6 agus den tdarsc6il dg dtagr8itear ann a fheice6il ag:

1. Oifigi an 0dar6is Aitiail, Teach an Chontae, Le Rear, F93 Y622

2. Oifigi arl Odar6isAitiait, lonadSeirbhisiPoiblf, Leitir Cean8inn, F92 TNY3
3. Leabharlann Phob8il na Nascbhaitte, lon8d Fiontr8fochta na Bun6ite, Srath an Urt6ir, F93 VAK6
4. Oifigi an Ddar61s Aitiait, lonad Seirbhisi Poibli, Baile Dh6n na nGatl, F94 DK6C
5. OifigF an ddardis Aitioil, lonad Seirbhisf Poibli, An Ctoch6n Liath, F94 H4CF
6. Oifig[ an Odargis Aitiail, lonad Seirbhisi Poiblf, Carn Domhnach, F93 W1 N
7. An Coimisi6n Ptean618, al Sr6id Mh80ilbhride, Baile Atha Cliath 1, D01 V902,

Ar laethanta oibre Ie linn gndthualreanta oibre ag Bach ionad 6 1 5 Bealtaino 2026 go 10 la11 2026.

4. Tg c6ip den c)rda agus de na 16arsc5iteann8 d6 dtagraftear ann ar f6il fosta ar 8n tsuiomh g,6as6in
seo a teanas www,donegal-ten't,ie.

5. For6ittear te hAcht na dTithe, 1966, ama leasd, md dh6antar a961d i gcoinn8 talamh agus/n6 ce8rta
a fhgil go heigeantach beaRaithe, rtach bhfalghfear an t8lamh agus/n6 na ce8na a nd6anann aon



duine de na daoine ar 8 gc88ngt8ftear f6gml i dtaobh an t-ord6 a dh6anamh a she jrbhe6il go
h6igeantach mura nd6anfaidh an Coimisian orda chun an t-orda ceannaigh 6igeantaigh a dhaingni6,
mur8 rud 6:.

1. godtarraingi8arsiar arl 8g6id, n6
a) gur deimhin teis an Choimisian go mbaineann an a96id go heisiach te nithe ar f6idir leis an

eadr6naf a mbeidh ar an gc6iteamh a mheas6na.

6. Ni f6idir leis an ChoimisiOn, 6fach, an m6id seo a tean8s a dhearbha:
1. ord(I ceannaigh 6igeantaigh i leith na taldn md dh68ntar 8g6id i leith Oin6ir, t6asaf nd 6ititheoir an

tatarnh a hail, agus mura dt8rraingftear star 6;
2. ord(I lena n-6daraftear ceart slf poibK a mhachadh mg ta ag(Sid i gcoinne an mhachtap nach

dtanaingftear siar;
3. orda lena n-adaraitear ceart sII priobh6ide8ch a fhgil rna ti 896id ann i gcoinne ain6ir, tdasain6

6ititheoir an chin sti phrfobhgidigh a fhgil nach dt3rraingftear siar, go dti go mbeidh an 8g6id
breithnithe 8ige.

7. Tg 16nrogha ag an Choimisian f80i Alt 218 den Acht um Plean6il 8gus Forbairt 2000 (ama leasa)
6isteacht 6 bh6al a thion61.

8. Suta nd6anfaidh 56 a chinneadh ar iarratas chun an tC)rda a dhaingniJ, nf m6r don Choimisian
breithni6 a dh6anamh ar aon ag6id a rinneadh 8gus n6r tanaingiodh siar, aon aighne8chtal' 116
tu8irimibreise a rinneadh de bhun ian8tais 6n ChoimisiOn faoi Att 217A den Acht um Pte8n6i[ 8gus
Forb8irt 2000 (8rna leasa) agus aon tuarasc6il 6n duine a thion6il an 6isteacht 6 btteal, md
th8rlafonn eiste8cht 6 bh6al den ts6rt sin.

9. Nffot6ir forais na hag6ide a lua i scnbhinn in aon ag6id i gcoinne an Ordaithe agus 6 a sh80tadh
chuig an Choimislan Plean6b ag 64 Said M80llbhrfde, Baile Aha Cliath 1 , D01 V902, ionas go
sroichfldh se an Coimlsi6n sin roimh 5.30pm ar an 10 1011 2026.

10. Ullmhafodh Tuar8sciil ar Mheasanacht Bonchair Timpeallachta, agus R6iteas Tionchair Natura

maidir leis an fhorbairt a bheanaft8ar a dh6anamh ar an talamh a bhfuil f6gra poibU ar leith tuglha
ina leith. Tg c6ipeanna den Tuarasc3it ar Mheasanacht Tionchair bmpeallacht8 agus den Rditeas
nonchair Natura or fail lena n-ini6chadh ag sufomhanna ata liostaithe ag Pointe 3 thuas agus ar an
tsufomh gr6as6in seo a leanas www,douMl-tsn-tie 8gus is teidir iad a cheannach in oifigi
liostaithe 8) - f) ag Pointe 3 thuas.

Aighne8chtai n6 tuairimf i ndgil Ie (i) na heifeachtaf is d6igh a bhcidh ag an fhorbairt bheartatth8 ar
an chomhshaol, (ii) impteachtai na forb8rtha beartaithe do phlean6it chui agus d'fhorbairt
}nbhuanaithe sa Umist6ar ina mbe8rtaftear an fhorbairt bhe8naittle a shuiornl1 agus (iii) an 6ifeacht
shuntasach is d(Sigh a bheidh ag an fhorbain bhe8rtaithe ar Lgithre6in Eorpacha. F6adtar 6 a
dh6anamh i scrfbhinn chuig an Choimisian roinrh 5.30pm ar an 10 Idil 2026. F6adfar fianaise i
ndgil Ie (i) na h6ifeachtai is d(Sigh a bheidh ag an fhorb8irt bheanaithe ar an chomhshaot. (ii)
impte8chtai na forbanh8 bean8ithe maidir le plean6il chuf8gus forbairt inbhuanaithe sa limist68r
ina mbeartait8ar an fhorbairt bheartaithe a shuiomh agus (iii) na h6ifeacht8i sunt8sacha is d6c'ha a

bheldh ag an fhorbain bheartaithe ar Lgithredin Eorpacha a 6isteacht ag aon 6isteacht 6 bh6al
D’fh6adf8dh sd sin tar10.

11. Ti 16nrogha ag an Choimisi6n trdth ar bith sula nd6anann sd a chinneadh aighne8chtai n6 tu8iri'nf

breise a iarraidh i nd6il leis an fhorbairt bheartaithe 8gus/n6 cruinnithe a thion6t leis an Odaris
Aitidit i nd6il teis an thorbairt bheartaithe de r6ir Alt 217A den Acht um Pleangil 8gus Forbairt 2000
(ama le8s0}.



12. Fdadfaidh an Coimi3ian, mds cui lets, an fh6il 6igeantach n6 aon chuid de, te n6 d'6agm8is
coinnfoll8cha n6 modhnuithe a dh8ingnia, n6 fdadfaidh sd an tOrda ncS aon chuid de 8 neamhni6.

13. Mura bhfaightear aon ag6id igcoinne t8tarnh agus/n6 cearta 8 fhgit go h6igeantach, godtarT8ingRear
sl8r an ag6id ncS gurdeimhin leis an Choimisi6n go mbaineann an ag6id go helsi8ch te nit he 8r t6idir
leJs an eadr4naf8chaithfidh 8n cOiteamh a mheasanad6ite6il teo, cuirfidh an Coimisian antOdar6s

Ahiail ar an eobs, agus f6adfaidh arl Coirnisi6n an torda a dhaingni0 ansln Ie mod tIna n6 gan
mhodhn6, n6 dialt6 d 8 dh8ingnia amhl8idh.

14. Mg fhaigheann an tOdar6s Alti(IiI an t3bmh agus/n6 na ceart8 lena mb8ineann an tOrd6, mar 8

dhearbhaigh an Coimisldn n6 an tOd8r6s Aitiail d6anf8r caiteamh i leith na BIan agus/n6 na gceart

a mheasand i leith na fila mar luach na talan agus/n6 na gceart ar an dgt8 a chuirfear an f6gr8
6bhartha 8r fdil le d6ilegil.

15. 1 dtuairlm an 0dar6is Aitiait, nfl aon chuid den talamh ina bhfuit leas 8gat ann nd teach ncs tithe ats
rnf-oirianach chun daoine c6nai8gus n8ch f6idir a dh6an8mh oiri6nach le haghaidh daoirle c6naiar
chostas r6asanach. Mg fhaigheann arl tOdar6s Atti6it an talamh lena mbaine8nn an torda, d6anfar
c6itearnh a mheasand de r6irChuid II den Cheathra Sceide81 8 gh8bh8nn te hAcht ria dnth€p 1 9661
agus de r6ir ftlor618cha an Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 1919 ama le8s6
leis an ActIt um Thal8rnh a Fh6il (Coiste R6Righ), 1925, an tAcht um Luach8nna Maolne (E8dr6n8
agus Achomhairc), 1960, agus an tAcht Rialtais /Uti6il (Ple8ngil agus Forbairt), 1963 (ama thur
chun f8idhme te halt 265(3) den Acht um Pte8ndil agus Forb8irt, 2000), faoi r6ir rta modhnuithe ati
sa THe Sceideat a ghabhann le hAcht na cfTithe, 1966 {arna leas6) .

16. Ddanfar aon diosp6id i nd6il te cditeamh a tharchur chuig eadrdn8f maoine arno che8padh f80in
Acht urn Luach8nna Maoine (Eadr6na agus Achomhairc), 1960, agus d6anfar fa chinneadh.

17. F6adfaidh 6ilitheoir ar chDiteamh, tr6th ar blth tar 6is na ceithre 16 dh6ag a bheitt1 catte 6n d6t8 a
chuirfe8r an f6gr8 iomchuf ar fail chun c6iredla, iarratas I scdbhinn a chur chuig an ROnar1 chub an
Choiste Tagartha, na Ceithre C6irteann8, Baile /\tha CU8th chun e8dranai maoine a ainmnio chun
an c6iteamh ati te hfoc a chinne8dh. Ba ch6ir an t-iarratas a dh68namh de r6ir na Rialacha um
Luachanna Maoine (Eadr6na agus Achomhairc), 1961 (1.R. Uimh. 91 de 1961 ).

18. Tg stiocht as an Sceideat agus as an Learsc6il a 16idonn t8ilte agus/nd cearta a bhf6adfadh leas a
bheith agat iontu ce8ngailte.

19. Md ti aon cheist agat maidir teis an learsc6il thuas ncS ceangailte, n6 mum bhfuii Suim agBt s8
mhaoin seo a thuitleadh nd mg td eotas ag8t ar aon duine eite 8 bhfuil suim aige sa mh80in seop
d6an t8agmh6il linn ag Brian Reid, Inneatt6ir FeidhmiOchgin Sinsearach, NRDO, Droim Lon8chairB
Baile DhOn na n(;all, ag desjWadWdQ.ie rI(5 ag 074 9724500

Dar d6ta 13 an Id seo B88ltaine 2026

/4]
Brian Reid
Inne8lt6ir Feidhmldch6in Sinsoar8ch
At 80n agus thar ce8nn an (Jd8riis Alti6il



}i
a

g
a

gal a iI giA

E

g
al

i g
i3
}
il

g
a
i
i

a
3
!!
i8

a
aa
3
C)
a
gn

r:
H
B'

a

rB

3
qB

3
ID

a
A
:a
IB

-ga
g
ID

9
3
laa
aa
a
A

i

!

i

g

Ys
q
A
Er
f)

g
9
B
a

1=

F)

IP
a
i
i
=q

Z
q

ga
n

?BC
IB

a
ga
P
Z

$8

?f
ID

F]]={
d–nI–––l i

gIll pEg

iI { } ,C)

i la
rB
a

A
al

%

bb

a
P



Contae
c)han na nealI

eau+y aH,BI

PrIvacy Sta+qment - Donegal County Council

I. IntroduetIon
Donegal County Coundl is responsible for the provision of an extensive range of
services such as Housing, Roads, Planning, CommunIty Development etc.

In order to provide these services the Council routinely collects and processes a
significant amount of personal data (as defined in the Data Protection Acts and
General Data PrDtwtion Regulations 2016).Tbis data may be submitted by you on
an application form,via our websIte or in correspondence/direct contact with us.

2. Need tor A PrIvacy Statunent
This privacy statement is designed to help you understand why we need to c#rtain
personal information and how we process it and to demonstrate our commitment to
privacy and to assure you that in all your dealings with the Council we will ensure the
security of the data you provide to us.

We may also obtain personal data from government departmentdstatutory agencies
or other third parties in order to comply with regulations or legislative requIrements.

Donegal County CounciFs commItment is that the personal data you may be required
to supply us is:-

I

• Obtained lawfully, fairly and in a transparent manner.
• Obtainod for only specified, explicit and legitimate purposes.
• Adequate, relevant and limIted to what is necessary for the purpose for which

it was obtained.
' Record8d, stored accurately,securely and where necessary kept up to date.
• Kept only for as long as is necessary for the purposes for which it was

obtained.

• Kept in a form which permits identification of the data subject.
• ProcessaJ only in a manner that ensures the alpropriate security of the

personal data, including protection against unauthorised or unlawful
processing.

3. SharIng Data
The Coundl may share your Personal Data with other public bodies and regulatory
authorities in order to comply with regulations or legislative requirements.
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(nFIS t)(>lt'llne n Alt:IdltrA
National Roads Office

Our Reference: 1036-2026-L.14668

13-' May 2026

David Koo
Cappry
B8llybofey
Llfford
Co. Donegal

Landowner Ref: I050

Re: Donegal County Counolt - TEN.T Priority Route Improvement ProJeet, Donegal
Compulsory Punha8e Order 2026

A Chan,

Donegal County Council (tho “Counell”) has submitted an applicatIon under SectIon 51 of the Roads Act, 1993
(as amended) in rel8tion to the TEN-T PriorIty Rcxrt8 Improwm8nt ProjecB Donegal to An Coimi3ian Pte8ndla
and will be submitting the associated 8ppU08tbn for confirmation of the TEN-T Priority Route Improvement
Project (Donegal) Compulsory Purchase Order 2026 (the -CPO”) in the coming days. You have been identtH8d
as an owner, t8ss6e or occupier of, or have rights over or an hterest in land referred to in the CPO.

A number of docurnents rotating to the CPO are enclosed for your attention. They comprise the following:

St8tutoty landowner/intonstBd party notice
• Extracts from the Schalutes to the CPO describing the location and extent of the hnp8cted lands

and/or rIghts relating to wu;
• Server rrnp(9) showing the location and extent of the impacted land(8) and/orrigttt9, and
• Acopyof the DCC privacy statement.

We recommend that you consIder these enclosures carefully.

Further information ret8ting to the TEN-T Priority Route Improvement Project, Donegal including a copy of the
Envlronmentallmp8ct /bs8ssment Report, Nature Impact Statement and CPO documentation can bo bund at

the Donegal County Council websIte for the TEN-T Priority Route Improvement Project, Donegal at
www.donegal.ten-t .to.

Should wu have any qu8ri8s or require any ctarity, please contact Brian Reid, Senior ExectRN8 Engineer, NRDO
who is dealing with this matter.

Mis8 le m88s,

land U8lson Manager
For on Behalf of Donegal NatIonal Road De8ign Offloo

Culr fIngm chu Ig: Oifig Boithn NdlsiOnta DhOn na nGall, lonad Seirbhisf Pobail, Draim Lonachalr,
Balle DhOn na nCSaII, Contae Dhan na nGall. F94 DK6C

Pluse reply to: Natbnal Roads Office. Public Suvice Centre. Drumlonagher, Donegd Town, Co. Donegal. F94 DK6c
GutharfFel: 074 9724500 I FacgFax: 074 9172812 1 RionMphost)/Email design@dnrdo.ie /@gi



Donegal County CouncII (TEN-T PriorIty Route Improvement ProJ80t, Donegal) Comput90ty Purch8s8 Order 2026

FORM OF NOTICE OF THE MAKING OF A COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER UNDER SECTION 76 OF AND THE

THIRD SCHEDULE TO THE HOUSING Aar. 1966. AS EXrENDED BY SEarloN 10 OF THE LOCAL
GOVERNMEMr (NO. 2) ACT. 1960, TO BE SERVED ON OWNERS, LESSEES AND OCCUPIERS IN

ACCORDANCE WITH ARTICLE 4(b) OF THE THIRD SCHEDULE TO THE HOUSING ACT. 1966, AS AMENDED BY
THE PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT ACT, 2000 (AS AMENDED) AND SECTIONS 212 AND 213 OF THE

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMEMr Aar 2000 (AS AMENDED) AND SECTION 184 OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT
ACT 2001 (AS AMENDED).

COMPULSORY ACQUISITION OF LAND

DONEGAL COUNTY COUNCIL (TEN-T PRIORITY ROUTE iMPROVEMEVr PROJECT, DONEGAL)
COMPULSORY PURCHASE ORDER, 2026

To: David Kee

at: C:apply, Batlybofoy, Ufford, Co. Donegal

1. Don8gat County Council (hereinafter referred to as “tho Local Authority”) in exercise of the powers conferred
upon them by Section 76 of the Housing Act, 1966 and the Third Schedule thereto, as extended by Section IO of
the Local Government (No.2) Act 1960 as substituted by Section 86 of the Housing Act, 1966 and as amended
by S8cdon 6 and the Second &;hedute to the Roads Act, 1993 and the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as
amended) and under sections 212 and 213 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended), 8nd
Section 184 of the Local Government Act 2001 (as amended), have made an order ("the Order ”) 8ntttled as
above which is about to be submitted to An Coimisi6n Plean6ta (her8after “the Commission’) for confirmation.

2. If confirmed, the Order will8uthorise the Local Authority to acquire compulsorily the land and/or Hats described
in Parts IIa, llb, Ill and IV of the Schedule to the Order (“the Schedule”) for the purposes of a proposed road
dovotoprnent consisting of an upgrade of three sections of the n8tional road network, n8mety (1) N15/N13
Baltybofey/Stranorlar Urban Regon. (2) N56/N13 Letterkenny to Manorcunningham, and (3) N14
Manorcunningh8m to Litford/Str8b8n8/A5 Link tog8ther wIth all associated amenities including an integrated
active travel netvw>rk and all ancillary and consequenti81 works associated with and known as the TEN-T Priority
Routo Improvement Project Donegal

3. A copy of the Order and of the map ref8ned to in it may be seen at

8) The offices of the Local Authority, County House, Ufford, F93 Y622
b) The offices of the Local Authority, Public Services Centre, Letterkenny, F92 TNY3
c) Twin Towns Community Library, The Base Enterprise Centre, Stranortar, F93VAK6
d) TIle offices of the Local Authority, PubIIc Services Centre, Donegal Town, F94 DK6C

e) The offices of the Local Authority, Public Services Centre, An Cloch6n Liath, F94 H4CF
f) The offices of the Local Authority, Public Services Centre, Carndonagh, F93 WIN
g) An Coimisian FXean6ta, 64 Madborough SB88t, Dublin 1, D01 V902,

on working days during normal working hours at each venue from the ISo’ May 2026 to 10"' July 2026.

4. A copy of the Order and of the maps r8f8rr8d to in it are also available on the following websIte mvw,danegal-
!eutie



Don8g8t County CouncII (TEN.T PrIority Route Improvement Project, Donegal) Compulsory Purchase Order 2026

5. nIe Housing Act, 1966, as amended, provIdes that if an objection is made to the proposed compulsory acxIuisition
of land and/or rights, the land and/or rights in respect of which 8n objection is duly mMe by any of tho persons
upon whom notices of the making of the order are required to be served shall not be acquired compulsorily unless
the Commission makes an order to confirm the compulsory purchase order. unless:-
a) the objection is withdrawn, or

b) the Commission is satisfied that the objection relates oxctustvety to matters WhICh can tn dealt with by the
arbitrator kw whom the cornp8n$8tion may have to be assessed.

6. The Commission cannot, however, confirm: .

a) a compulsory purchase order in respect of the land if an objection is made in respect of the acquisition by an
owner, lesse8 or occupier of the land, and not withdrawn;

b) an order which authorises tho extinguishment of a public right of way if there is an objection to tho
extinguishmenl which is not withdrawn;

c) an order which authorises the acquisition of a private right of way if there is an objection to the acquisition of
the private right of way by an owner, lessee or occupier of the private right of way which is not wiUdrawn,

until it has considered the objection.

7. The Comrnission has an absolute discretion under Section 218 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as
amended) to hold an oral hearing

8. Before making its decision on an application to confirm the Order, the CommissIon must consider any objecdon
made and not withdrawn, any addttionat submissions or obs8rvations made pur$u8nt to a request by tho
Commission under Section 217A of the PlannIng and Development Act 2000 (as amended) and any report of the
person who hetd tho oral hearing, if such an oral hearing takes place.

9. Any obj8ction to the Order must state in writing the grounds of objection and be sent addressed to An Colmlsidn

Ple8n4t8 at 64 Marlborough Str08t, Dublin 1, DOI V902, so as to reach the said CommIssion before 5.30 pm
on the IO-’ July 2026.

10. An Environmental Impact Assessment Report, and a Natura Impact Staternent have been prepared in respect of

the d8v8lopment which it is proposed to carTy out on the land for which separate public notice has been given.
Copies of the Environmental Impact Assessment Report and the Natura Impact Statement are aval8bt8 br
inspection at locations listed at Point 3 above and on the following website www,dgtrei,al-tune and can be
purchased at the offic8s listed at 8) – 0 at Point 3 8bov&

Submissions or observatIons in relation to (i) the likely effects on the environment of the proposed development,
(ii) the irnplication of the proposed development for proper planning 8nd sustainable development in dIO area in

which it is proposed to situate the proposed development and (iii) the likely significant effect of an proposed
develoment on European Sites, may be made in writing to the Commission before the 5.30 pm on dIe lou July
2026. Evidence in rotation to {i) the likely effects on the environment of the proposed dwotopmenl (ii) the
impUc8tion of the proposed development for proper planning and sustaInable development in the area in which

it is proposed to situate the proposed development and (iii) the likely significant effects of the proposed
development on European Sites may be heard at any oral hearing that may take pt8ce.

11 . The Commission has an absolute discretion at any time before making its decision to request further submissions

or observations in relation to the proposed dev8loprnent and/or to hold meetIngs with the Local AuHority in
relation to the proposed development in accordance with Section 217A of the Planning and Devetoprnent Act
2000 {as 8mended).



Donegal County Council (TEN.T PrIority Route Improvement ProJ8c{, Donegal) Compulsory Purcha8e Ord8r 2026

12. The Commission, if it thinks fit, may confirm the cornputsory acquisition or any p8n thereof, with or without
conditions or modifications, or m8y annut the Order or any part thereof.

13. If no objection is receIved to tho proposed compulsory acquisition of land and/or rights, the objection is
withdrawn or the Commission is satisfied that the objection relates exclusively to matters which can be dealt
with by th8 arbitrator by whom the compensation m8y have to be assessed, the Comrnission shall inform the
Local Authority, which may then confirm the Order with or without modIfication, or refuse to so confirm it.

14. If the land and/or rights to which the Order, as confirrned by either the Commission or the Local AuthorIty relates
is acquired by the Local Authority, compensation for the land and/or rights will be assessed in respect of the
acquisitiwl as the value of the land and/or rights at the date that the r8tevant notice to treat is served.

15. In the opinion of the Local Authority, no part of the land in varich you have an interest consists of a house or houses
which is/are unfit for human habitation and not capable of being rendered fit for human habitation at reasonable

expense. If the land to which the Ord8r relates is acquired tv the Local Authority, cornpensation will be assessed
in accordance with Part II of the Fourth Schedule to the Housing Act, 1966, and tho provisions of the Acquisition
of Land (Assessment of Compensation) Act, 1919 as amended by the AcquisitIon of Land (Reference
Committee) Act, 1925, the Property Values (ArbRrations and Appe8ls) Act, 1960, and the Local Government
(Planning and Development) Act, 1963 (as applied by section 265(3) of the Planning and Development Act, 2000),
subject to tho modifications contained in the TtIird Schedule to the Housing Act 1966 {as amended).

16. Any dispute in relation to compensation shall be referred to and be determinod by a property arbitrator appointed
undu the Property Values (Arbitration and Appeals) Act, 1960.

17. A claimant for cornp8nsation may at any time after the expir8tion of the fourteen days from the date on which the
relevant notice to treat is served, send to the Secretary, the Reference Committ88, Four Courts, Dubtjn an
application in writing for the nomination of a property arbitrator for the purpose of determining the compensation
to be paid. The 8ppljcation should be mad8 in accordance with the Property Values (Arbitrations and Appe8 ts)
Rules, 1961 (S.I. No. 91 of 1 961 ).

18. An extract from the Schedule and Map indicating lands and/or rights in which you may have an int8r8st is
attached.

19. If you hav8 any questions or queries in relation to the 8bove or attached map, or if you no longer have an Interest
in this property or 8re aware of8nyone else who has an interest in this property, pl083e contact us at Brian Reid,
Senior Executive Engin88r, NRDC), Drumtonagher, Donegal Town, at dwkn@dnrdo,ie or on 074 9724500.

natedthi s tV- dDyOt } in. 1 2026

J-
SenIor Exeeutlvo Engineer
FH and on behalf of the Lent Authottty
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Privacy S+atement - DQneq81 County Council

1. Introduction
Donegal County Council is responsible for the provision of an extensive range of
services such as Housing, Roads, PlannIng, Community Development etc.

In order to provide these services the Council routinely collects and processes a
significant amount of personal data (as defined in the Data Protection Acts and
General Data Protection Regulations 2016).This data may be submitted by you on
an application form,via our website or in correspondence/direct contact with us.

2. Need for A PrIvacy Statement
This privacy statement is designed to help you understand why we need to obtain
personal information and how we process it and to demonstrate our commitment to
privacy and to assure you that in all your dealings with the Council we will on sure the
security of the data you provide to us.

We may also obtain personal data from government departmentgstatutory agencies
or other third parties in order to oomply with regulations or legislative requirements.

Donegal County Council's commitment is that the personal data you may be required
to supply us iS:.

• Obtained lawfully, fairly and in a transparent mannor.
e Obtained for only specified, explicit and legitimate purposes.
• Adequate, relevant and limited to what is necessary for the purpose for which

It was obtained.
• Recorded, stored aaurately, securely and where necessary kept up to date.
• Kept only for as long as is necessary for the purposes for whIch it was

obtained.

• Kept in a form which permits identification of the data subject.
• Processed only in a manner that ensures the appropriate security of the

personal data, including protection against unauthorised or unlawful
processing.

3. Sharing Data
The Council may share your Personal Data with other public bodies and regulatory
authorities in order to comply with regulations or legislative requirements.



4. InformatIon We Collect
If you wish to apply for a particular service from the Council you will be ask8d for a
varying amount of personal details (in some cases the personal information of
dependants may be required) in order to sum)crt your application. Donegal County
Council will set out the Information we require in a series of separate and distinct
application forms relevant to each service.

The types of personal data you may be asked to supply can include the following:.

a) Contact details to allow fOr sufficient communication with you. You do not
have to provide all contact details but providing more such as email, address,
telephone contact no., makes it easier to communicate with you.

b) Details of your personal circumstances which you are required by law to
sup>ly as part of your appiication process.

c) Your own financial details which are required to by law to supply to support
your applbation.

5. Data ProtectIon Policy
The Council has a Data Protection Policy which explains how the Council is
committed to ensuring the security of any personal data you provide to us.

6. Records RetentIon Policy
The National Remrds Retention Policy provides detail in relation to the time perjod
for which your personal data will be retained by Donegal County Council and whal
will happen to it after the time period has expired.

7. Your Rights
You have the right to request across to personal data held about you, obtain
confirmation as to whether data concerning you exists, be informed of the content
and source of data and check its accuracy. If the data held by the Council is found to
be inaccurate you have the right to change, remove, block, or object to the use of,
personal data held by the Council. In certain circumstances blocking access to data
may delay or remove access to a service to you. Please note that to help protect
your privacy, we take steps to verify your identity before granting amess to personal
data

In addition you have a right to:-

• Exercise data portability, i.e., obtain a transferable copy of Information we
hold to transfer to a third party/provider.

• Obtain details of any transfer of data to a third country (outside the European
Economic Area) and safeguards in place.

• Obtain detaIls of any automated decision making.

To exercise these rights, you can make a Subject Access Request. Ttlis request can
be made in writing or electronically, to the Council's Data Protection Officer.



8. Data Protection Contact Details

For all enquiries relating to Data Protection you can contact the Council at:

Phone: 074 9153900

Email : dpo@doneqalcoco.ie

Postal Address: Donegal County Council
County House
The Diamond
Lifford P.O.
Co. Donegal
F93 Y622

Right of ComplaInt to the OffIce of the Data Protectton Commissioner

If you are not satisfied with the outcome of the response you received from Donegal
County Council in relation to your request, then you are entitled to make a complaint
to the Data Protection Commissioner who may investigate the matter for you.

The Office of the Data Protection Commissioner's website is www.dataprotectiorl.ie
or you can contact their Office at:

Lo Call Number : 1890 252 231

E-mail : info@data2£gtection.ie

Postal Address: Office of the Data Protection Cornrnissioner
Canal House
Station Road
Podarlington
Co. Laois
R32 AP23
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