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This appendix presents the consultation responses issued by the Department of Arts, 

Heritage and the Gaeltacht related to the informal EIS Scoping Report, on the 10 August 

2016, and two documents related to the EIAR and NIS on the 16 and 18 January 2018 (Ref. 

G Pre00241/2016. 



 

 

 

 

 

Your Ref: GCOB-4.04-019_002 
Our Ref: G Pre00241/2016 (Please quote in all related correspondence) 
 
10 August 2016 
 
 
Mary Hurley 
Arup Consulting Engineers 
Corporate House 
City East Business Park 
Ballybrit 
Galway 
H91 K5YD 
 
Via email to Mary.Hurley@arup.com  
  
 
 

Re: N6 Galway City Ring Road - EIS Scoping Report 
 
 
A chara 
 
On behalf of the Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, I refer to 
correspondence received in connection with the above. Outlined below are heritage-
related observations/recommendations of the Department under the stated heading(s). 
 
 
Nature Conservation 
 

The Department refers to your correspondence of 19/07/16 in respect of the proposed 
N6 Galway City Ring Road (N6 GCRR) project, to the EIS Scoping Report supplied 
(your ref. GCOB-4.04-019_002), and to your request for any comments the Department 
may have. Reference is also made to the ongoing consultation with this Department 
about the proposed N6 Galway City Transport project, and to the discussions and 
advice given at the series of meetings held with representatives of NPWS since 2013.  
 
This submission is made at pre-application/EIA scoping stage in the context of the 
Department’s role in relation to nature conservation. The observations are not 
exhaustive, but are intended to assist you and the relevant authorities in meeting the 
obligations that arise in relation to European sites, other nature conservation sites, 
natural habitats, protected species, and biodiversity and environmental protection in 
general in the context of this proposal and any future applications for consent. These 
observations are made without prejudice to any observations or recommendations that 
may be made by this Department in the future. While not specifically sought by you, this 
opportunity has been taken to provide observations on the scope of the NIS; among 
other things, the EIS must address the likely significant effects on European sites.  
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It is noted that the project is being developed by Galway County Council in collaboration 
with Galway City Council, Transport Infrastructure Ireland, and the National Transport 
Authority. It is understood that a preferred route corridor has been identified for the 
proposed N6 GCRR, and that the project is now at ‘Phase 3 – Design’ and ‘Phase 4 – 
EIS/EAR and The Statutory Processes’ stages. The Department is also aware of the 
Galway Transport Strategy which is in preparation and makes provision for the 
development of a future ring road project. The Department’s submission on the draft 
GTS issued to Galway City Council on 26/07/16 (our ref. FP2016/034) and has some 
relevance to the current project.  
 
Project setting 
The proposed N6 GCRR is generally routed around the outskirts of Galway city, 
extending from the new N6/M6 motorway in the east, to west of Barna. It passes 
through parts of Lough Corrib cSAC (site code 000297). Other European sites occur to 
the north and south of the proposed N6 GCRR, namely Lough Corrib SPA (site code 
004042), Galway Bay Complex cSAC (site code 00268) and Inner Galway Bay SPA 
(site code 004031). NHAs are avoided by the project.  
 
 
Environmental assessments required 
It is understood that an EIS and an NIS are in preparation in connection with a future 
application for consent for this project. The obligations to carry out the EIA will lie with 
An Bord Pleanála when the application for consent is made, as will the obligations to 
carry out the appropriate assessment under Part XAB of the Planning and Development 
Act, 2000 as amended.  
 
 
Available guidance 
Existing guidance on EIA and appropriate assessment should be followed in general 
terms when preparing the EIS and NIS, including that listed in Section 5.1.4 of the EIS 
scoping report. However, you should also be cognisant of changes in the interpretation 
and application of directives and national legislation arising from case law of the Court 
of Justice of the European Union (CJEU), and of the Irish courts, particularly in respect 
of Article 6 of the Habitats Directive, and the formal processes of EIA and appropriate 
assessment as carried out by the competent authority. The terminology that is used 
should align with the relevant legislation, as should the stages (i.e. screening for 
appropriate assessment, preparation of NIS, appropriate assessment, etc.) and tests of 
the assessment processes.  
 
 
Project description 
The assessments should be based on full and detailed descriptions of all parts of the 
project, and all development, including all associated and ancillary works and services, 
and all lands required, at all stages from ground testing and site clearance or 
preparation, to construction and operation, and decommissioning, if appropriate. All 
relevant project details and all works areas, whether required on a permanent or 
temporary basis, should be shown in maps and drawings, and should form part of any 
application for consent. In addition to the main project footprint, this should include, for 
example, site access; site investigations or ground testing; archaeological testing; 
fencing; site/vegetation clearance; demolition; site compounds and works areas; site 
drainage; water management/treatment; quarrying and processing of aggregates; 
infilling; temporary and permanent storage or disposal areas for materials or wastes 



arising; landscaping; provision or alteration of accesses and services; lighting, etc. 
Particular attention should be paid to the interconnections and linkages with existing, 
permitted and proposed developments, and with the details of any mitigation measures 
that apply, e.g. along the western end of the N6/M6 motorway. There should also be 
due regard to linkages or overlaps with land use zonings for development, and other 
policies and objectives for development, including transport and the GTS.  
 
Full details of mitigation measures should be provided and shown in maps and 
drawings, as appropriate. The likely effects of ecological and other mitigation measures 
should also be assessed (e.g. installation and subsequent removal of silt control 
measures), and mitigated where necessary (e.g. to prevent fencing or archaeological 
testing having (unforeseen) adverse effects on habitats or protected species). Mitigation 
measures should be demonstrated to be effective in addressing and ameliorating the 
full scale and nature of the effects arising, at all relevant project stages, and should be 
demonstrated to be feasible within the specific characteristics and constraints of the 
proposed site at any given location. Mechanisms also need to be developed to ensure 
that appropriate mitigation measures and the necessary specialist supervision are in 
place for each successive phase of development, including advance contract stages.  
 
 
Other plans and projects 
In relation to potential cumulative or in combination effects of other plans and projects, 
the following should be included, at a minimum, in your assessments and analyses, 
noting any plan- or project-level mitigation measures that may be relevant to the site or 
type of project, or which should otherwise be taken into account: 

 Galway City Development Plan and Galway County Development Plan 

 Local Area Plans – Barna, Ardaun, Galway Gaeltacht, etc. 

 Galway Transport Strategy 

 N6/M6 motorway and mitigation measures 

 Other existing, permitted or proposed residential, commercial and amenity 
developments along or in the vicinity of the preferred route 

 Other developments, including unauthorised developments, along or in the vicinity of 
the preferred route 

 
Relevant timeframes for such considerations could include the dates from which EIA 
requirements existed and sensitive ecological receptors such as European sites were 
protected.  
 
 
Available ecological information 
You are advised to consult the National Parks and Wildlife Service website 
(www.npws.ie) as a key source of data, information and publications on nature 
conservation sites and biodiversity issues of potential relevance to the area and the 
environmental assessment(s). This includes site boundaries, site synopses, lists of 
qualifying interests (SACs) and special conservation interests (SPAs), conservation 
objectives (European sites), features of interest (NHAs), and dates of site designation. 
GIS datasets are available for download for nature conservation sites1, and for certain 
habitats and species arising from various sources, including national surveys. Other 
NPWS-held data on habitats and species may be requested by submitting a ‘Data 
Request Form’2.  

                                                           
1 Special Areas of Conservation (SACs, currently known as candidate sites but fully legally protected); Special Protection 
Areas (SPAs); Natural Heritage Areas (NHAs); and proposed Natural Heritage Areas (pNHAs) 
2 Available from http://www.npws.ie/maps-and-data/request-data 

http://www.npws.ie/
http://www.npws.ie/maps-and-data/request-data


 
Site-specific conservation objectives (SSCOs), and associated backing documents and 
GIS datasets, are available for some European sites on the NPWS website3, including 
Galway Bay Complex cSAC (site code 00268) and Inner Galway Bay SPA (site code 
004031). For all other European sites, generic conservation objectives are available and 
the most up-to-date versions should be used and referenced in any relevant documents.  
 
The Habitats Directive Article 17 reports for 2007 and 2013, which should also be 
consulted, are available from http://www.npws.ie/article-17-reports-0, as is the recent 
national report on Article 12 of the Birds Directive, at http://www.npws.ie/news/birds-
directive-article-12-reporting. These reports will assist in assessing or determining the 
significance of some ecological effects identified as they report on the national resource 
of ‘protected species and natural habitats’ (as per the Environmental Liability Directive – 
see Appendix 3).  
 
The national habitat surveys that have been undertaken, and the resulting reports, 
should be consulted, including for the results of monitoring, and information regarding 
the definitions and evaluations that have been developed for Annex I habitat types in 
Ireland.  
 
Data on ecological features and environmental factors in or near the project area will be 
available from various other sources including, for example: 

 Other organisations, e.g. National Biodiversity Data Centre, BirdWatch Ireland, 
Bat Conservation Ireland, etc.; 

 EISs, NISs and other reports for other projects in the general area and on this 
site, including the former N6 Galway City Outer Bypass, and the Constraints and 
Route Selection reports for the current project. In the case of the N6/M6 scheme, 
reports of the design, implementation and monitoring of ecological and related 
mitigation measures, including habitat management plans, should be sourced, 
noting that Annex I habitats and protected plant species occur or occurred at the 
eastern end of that scheme; 

 NIRs and SEA Environmental Reports for plans in the general area, including 
those listed above; 

 Available flood risk mapping and forthcoming flood management plans and the 
range of measures they contain; 

 Scientific literature and published/unpublished reports.  
 
 
Surveys and assessments required 
Some general notes on screening for appropriate assessment and the preparation of an 
NIS are included in Appendix 1 and 2 below, and these should be taken into account. In 
addition, Appendix 3 sets out a basic outline of key ecological receptors requiring 
consideration in any ecological impact assessment, including the ‘flora and fauna’ 
chapter of an EIS. Some specific points of relevance to the EIS scoping report you 
supplied, and to the current proposal and its assessments follow.  
 

1. The Department is aware that extensive and comprehensive ecological surveys 
have been carried out for the general study area and a series of route corridor 
options. The EIS should present data, information and analysis specific and 
relevant to the project and its receiving environment, taking all associated and 
ancillary development and works, all lands (and aquatic areas) required, and all 

                                                           
3 http://www.npws.ie/protectedsites/conservationmanagementplanning/conservationobjectives/ 

http://www.npws.ie/article-17-reports-0
http://www.npws.ie/news/birds-directive-article-12-reporting
http://www.npws.ie/news/birds-directive-article-12-reporting
http://www.npws.ie/protectedsites/conservationmanagementplanning/conservationobjectives/


project stages, into account, but also noting the requirement to address and 
assess cumulative and in combination effects. 

 
2. In addition to the surveys listed in Section 1.5.3 of the scoping report, vegetation 

community data and reference to other data and information may be necessary 
to support the identification or characterisation of habitats as Annex I priority 
habitats, Annex I habitats, or potential Annex I (priority) habitats, or not. Any 
necessary scientific justifications and supporting evidence should be presented 
or referenced (in main text or appendices) to support conclusions reached 
regarding the presence or absence of Annex I habitats.  

 
3. Botanical or rare plant surveys should include dedicated surveys for species 

known from and potentially occurring in the locality. The Flora (Protection) Order, 
2015, species, Small White Orchid (Pseudorchis albida), occurs in the vicinity of 
the tie-in with the N6/M6 motorway. In addition, the protected plant, chives 
(Allium schoenprasum L.) has been recorded from roadside margins in the areas 
north-west of Barna and north eastwards towards Drum and Tonabrocky. 

 
4. In addition to breeding and wintering bird surveys, consideration should be given 

to the need for surveys to assess any potential effects on birds during spring and 
autumn migration. 

 
5. Other environmental surveys, and integration of environmental data and analysis, 

will be required, in many cases, to assess the likely effects on habitat structure 
and function. This should be guided through the collaboration of the ecological 
team with other specialists so that robust data and analysis are available to 
support conclusions reached.  

 
6. If using existing guidance to evaluate the ecological environment and to assess 

the significance of impacts (e.g. as per Section 5.1.4 of the scoping report), care 
should be taken to ensure that this reflects: 

a. the current interpretation of Directives and related legislation, including as 
established by case law of the CJEU and of the Irish courts 

b. appropriate criteria on which such determinations should be based, and 
c. the tests and standards that should be applied, e.g. evaluation of 

significance of effects in the context of conservation status at national 
level.  

 
7. In the EIS, Ireland’s Article 17 (Habitats Directive) reports and assessments of 

conservation status of the national annexed habitat and species resource will 
assist in assessing impact significance and whether, for example, predicted 
losses of these resources could result in unfavourable or worsening conservation 
status. Trends in environmental quality and, for example, Water Framework 
Directive characterisations and risk categories for water bodies may also assist 
as a basis for evaluating and assessing the significance of effects.  

 
8. In the NIS, the assessment and analysis should be with respect to the 

implications for the conservation objectives and integrity of European sites, and 
should suffice to enable the appropriate assessment to reach complete, precise 
and definitive findings and conclusions in these regards. 

 
9. The full scope of the conservation objectives for relevant European sites should 

be used, as appropriate, to inform the scope of the scientific assessment and 



analysis in the NIS. The most recent version of the conservation objectives 
should be used and referenced in relevant documentation, and each of the 
individual conservation objectives of relevance should be addressed separately. 
Lough Corrib cSAC has generic conservation objectives at present meaning that 
your analysis should be with reference to maintaining or restoring the favourable 
conservation condition of the relevant qualifying interests. In the case of the 
qualifying interest Annex I lake habitats in Lough Corrib, it is known that the 
conservation objective is to restore, rather than maintain, their favourable 
conservation condition. In the case of the SSCOs for Galway Bay Complex 
cSAC, there are some situations where the conservation objectives are to 
restore, rather than maintain, the favourable conservation condition of qualifying 
interests. 

 
10. NHAs are selected for the conservation of ‘features of interest’ and these should 

be used, as appropriate, to inform the scope of the scientific assessment and 
analysis in the EIS.  

 
11. The EIS must assess the likely effects on nature conservation sites, including 

European sites, NHAs and non-statutory sites (pNHAs and local biodiversity 
areas). The EIS may align with and cross-reference or reflect content and 
conclusions of the NIS, but may not omit, overlook or exclude consideration of 
the likely effects on European sites.  

 
12. The assessments should suffice to support any applications for licences that may 

be necessary to disturb strictly protected or protected species and their breeding 
sites or resting places. 

 
 
 
The above observations and recommendations are based on the papers submitted to 
this Department on a pre-planning basis and are made without prejudice to any 
observations the Minister may make in the context of any consultation arising on foot of 
any development application referred to the Minister, by a planning authority, in her role 
as statutory consultee under the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended. 
 
You are requested to send further communications to this Department’s Development 
Applications Unit (DAU) at manager.dau@ahg.gov.ie (team monitored); if this is not 
possible, correspondence may alternatively be sent to: 
 

 The Manager 
 Development Applications Unit (DAU) 
 Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht 
 Newtown Road 
 Wexford 
 Y35 AP90 
 
 
Le meas 

 
 
 
 

Yvonne Nolan, 
Development Applications Unit 

mailto:manager.dau@ahg.gov.ie


Appendix 1 
Notes on screening for appropriate assessment 

 
Screening is the process of determining whether or not an appropriate assessment is required for a plan 
or project. Under Part XAB of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 as amended, screening must 
be carried out by the competent authority to assess, in view of best scientific knowledge, if a land use 
plan or proposed development4, individually or in combination with another plan or project, is likely to 
have a significant effect on a European site. The competent authority’s determination as to whether or 
not an appropriate assessment is required must be made on the basis of objective information and 
should be recorded. Consultants or project proponents may undertake a form of screening to establish 
if an NIS is required and provide advice, or may submit the information necessary to carry out 
screening with an application for consent. The competent authority may request information to be 
supplied to enable it to carry out screening.  
 
The following advice is offered in relation to screening for appropriate assessment:  

1. Screening should commence as a desk exercise, using available data and information in the first 
instance.  

2. Screening should be carried out in view of best scientific knowledge and in view of the 
conservation objectives of a European site or sites. 

3. The criterion of ‘best scientific knowledge’ should apply to each of the following: 
a. The likely effects of the plan or project in question, taking its nature, size and location 

into account; 
b. The existing environmental baseline, and pressures and trends that may be relevant, 

noting that deterioration of habitats or significant disturbance of species may already be 
occurring; 

c. Cumulative effects of other plans and projects that could act in combination; 
d. The European sites, their qualifying interests (SACs) and special conservation interests 

(SPAs), and their conservation objectives. 
4. Screening should identify which European sites and which qualifying interests, special 

conservation interests, and conservation objectives, are at risk from a plan or project, alone or 
in combination with other plans and projects, and should seek to be clear about what likely 
significant effects could result.  

5. If screening is overly precautionary, and risks of significant effects on a European site in view 
of its conservation objectives are not actually identified, the NIS (or NIR) and subsequent 
appropriate assessment will lack focus and be unable to reach any clear, precise or definitive 
conclusions. 

6. A screening exercise will assist in identifying or delineating appropriate ‘zones of influence’, 
study areas or receiving environments for plans and projects, and will assist in informing the 
scope, geographical extent and methodologies of the surveys and assessments required.  

7. The results of ecological surveys carried out for an EIS or ecological impact assessment of a 
proposal should not normally be used as the basis for screening that proposal, particularly 
where the need for an NIS or an appropriate assessment is discounted.  

8. Mitigation measures required to reduce or ameliorate the adverse effects of a project on the 
conservation objectives of a European site should not normally form part of a screening 
exercise. Screening identifies risks of significant effects on sites but does not assess these. As a 
result, it is not normally possible to know what mitigation measures are required and whether 
they will be effective, or to reach conclusions as to the residual effects and the implications for 
the conservation objectives of a site. 

                                                           
4 If not a land use plan or proposed development for the purposes of planning legislation, screening for appropriate 
assessment will normally be carried out by a public authority under Part 5 of the European Communities (Birds and Natural 
Habitats) Regulations, 2011 



 
Appendix 2 

Notes on the preparation and content of an NIS 
 

The term, NIS, is defined in legislation5. In general, an NIS, if required, should present the data, 
information and analysis necessary to reach a definitive determination as to 1) the implications of the 
plan or project, alone or in combination with other plans and projects, for a European site in view of 
its conservation objectives, and 2) whether there will be adverse effects on the integrity of a European 
site. The NIS should be underpinned by best scientific knowledge and objective information, as 
required in the case of screening for appropriate assessment, and by the precautionary principle. 
 
The following advice is offered in relation to the preparation and content of an NIS:  

1. An NIS is a scientific assessment that presents relevant evidence, data and analysis, and focuses 
on the implications of the plan or project, on its own and in combination with other plans and 
projects, for the conservation objectives of the relevant European site(s), taking the full scope 
of these objectives, whether generic or site specific, into account; 

2. Examination of the potential effects of the plan or project must be undertaken to identify what 
European sites, and which of their qualifying interests (SAC), special conservation interests 
(SPA) or conservation objectives, are potentially at risk. In combination effects must also be 
taken into account. This is required to determine a ‘zone of influence’ or ‘zone of impact’ for 
the project, if such a concept is used. The 15km distance in existing guidance is an indicative 
figure only and its application and validity should be examined and justified in each specific case 
on an ecological or other basis; 

3. The scientific basis on which sites and their conservation objectives are included or excluded 
from assessment and analysis should be presented and justified; 

4. The full area or extent of the likely effects of the plan or project should be determined and 
quantified. Where temporary damage and disturbance will occur, predicted timelines for 
recovery should be presented; 

5. The relevant environmental baseline and trends in European sites should be taken into account, 
bearing in mind changes and in combination effects which have occurred since site designation;  

6. An NIS should be informed by any necessary surveys of habitats and species at the appropriate 
time(s) of year to identify, describe, evaluate and map their presence within the receiving 
environment. In all relevant cases, the scientific basis and justifications for categorising or not 
categorising habitats as Annex I habitats, or priority types, should be presented; 

7. An NIS should be informed by any necessary hydrological, hydrogeological or geotechnical 
investigations to assess impacts on habitat structure and function; 

8. Where mitigation measures are required, full details should be included in the project 
description and drawings, with method statements provided, where necessary. It must be 
demonstrated that mitigation measures will be delivered in full, and at the appropriate time, at 
all post-consent stages, and that they will be effective in any specific location or set of 
conditions. The necessary analysis should be presented to demonstrate how the mitigation 
measures will avoid or remove the risks of adverse effects on the integrity of European sites 
that have been identified in an NIS so that the final analysis is undertaken in the context of the 
predicted residual effects; 

9. An NIS should contain, or clearly cross-reference, all the scientific data and analysis on which 
the assessment is based, and should contain clear and precise findings and conclusions as to the 
implications of the project, on its own and in combination with other plans and projects, for 
the conservation objectives and integrity of the relevant European site(s).  

                                                           
5 As defined in Section 177T of the Planning and Development Act, 2000 as amended, an NIS means a statement, for the 
purposes of Article 6 of the Habitats Directive, of the implications of a proposed development, on its own and in 
combination with other plans and projects, for a European site in view of its conservation objectives. It is required to 
include a report of a scientific examination of evidence and data, carried out by competent persons to identify and classify 
any implications for the European site in view of its conservation objectives 



 
Appendix 3 

Key ecological receptors and surveys required 
 

The following key ecological receptors should be included among the considerations in the flora and 
fauna section of an EIS, or in an ecological impact assessment: 

 Sites with nature conservation designations, including proposed NHAs, including the reasons for 
their designation, and their conservation objectives, where available; 

 Annex IV (Habitats Directive) species of fauna and flora, and their breeding sites and resting 
places, which are strictly protected under the European Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) 
Regulations, 2011; 

 Other species of fauna and flora which are protected under the Wildlife Acts, 1976-2000; 

 ‘Protected species and natural habitats’, as defined in the Environmental Liability Directive 
(2004/35/EC) and European Communities (Environmental Liability) Regulations, 2008, including: 

o Birds Directive – Annex I species and other regularly occurring migratory species, and their 
habitats (wherever they occur); 

o Habitats Directive – Annex I habitats, Annex II species and their habitats, and Annex IV 
species and their breeding sites and resting places (wherever they occur); 

 Other natural and semi-natural habitats of ecological value in a national to local context; 

 Stepping stones and ecological corridors covered by Article 10 of the Habitats Directive.  
 
Available information on sites, habitats and species should be reviewed, including datasets available on 
request from NPWS and from www.npws.ie (see main text). In addition, the following are required to 
characterise the receiving environment and to assess the likely ecological effects:  

 Habitat survey of the site and surrounds, following the Heritage Council methodology6 (2011), and 
with particular focus on any Annex I or potential Annex I habitats present; 

 Identification, description, evaluation and mapping of any Annex I habitats present, including in 
terms of the vegetation communities, flora and fauna present, as appropriate. Whether or not there 
is correspondence with Annex I habitats, or priority types, should be examined and justified on 
scientific grounds; 

 A habitat map of the site and surrounds with the footprint of the entire project, all lands required, 
and all works areas and access routes overlain, to enable impacts on habitats to be quantified and 
qualified; 

 Botanical surveys of the receiving environment to be undertaken at the appropriate time of year to 
properly characterise and evaluate the habitats present, and identify any rare or protected species, 
including bryophytes; 

 Faunal surveys of the receiving environment to be undertaken at appropriate times of the year to 
identify any rare or protected species that use the site and surrounding areas, and to evaluate the 
importance of the site for fauna.  
 

 

                                                           
6 Best Practice Guidance for Habitat Survey and Mapping. (2011). Heritage Council, Kilkenny 

http://www.npws.ie/


 

 

Your Ref: KK/lod 
Our Ref: G Pre00241/2016 
 
16 January 2018 
 
 
Mr Kevin Kelly, 
Chief Executive (Interim), 
Galway County Council, 
Áras an Chontae, 
Prospect Hill, 
Galway. 
 
 

Re: N6 Galway City Ring Road - Review of NIS and Biodiversity Chapter of EIAR 

 
Dear Mr Kelly, 
 
The Department refers to your correspondence of 3rd October, 2017 regarding the N6 Galway City 
Transport Project at pre-application stage. Reference is also made to the associated revised drafts 
of the NIS and EIAR Biodiversity chapter which have been supplied with a request for further 
review. The Council’s questions about the adequacy of the surveys carried out are noted. 
 
As you know this Department will not be the EIA or AA authority when the application for consent is 
made, and as we have stressed from the outset the Council (and TII) should ensure they 
undertake their own reviews and quality control of the documentation produced on their behalf. 
 
As the Council is aware, the National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) of this Department 
reviewed and provided observations and comments on earlier drafts of these documents (supplied 
in June 2017), and met your consultants in August to discuss and clarify points made. 
 
In general, NPWS has been engaging and assisting throughout the pre-application process and 
has attended six meetings with the project team. In the course of these meetings, minutes of which 
are available, details of the habitat and species surveys carried out, including the methodologies 
used and the findings, were reported, updated, queried and discussed. Draft data, maps and 
reports have also been provided. Other associated environmental data and survey findings (e.g. 
hydrology, hydrogeology, soils, etc.) were reported on where relevant or when queried. Issues and 
concerns raised by NPWS have been addressed by the project team. 
 
The ecological surveys that were carried out have been comprehensive and thorough, and 
particularly so in relation to bats. 
 
NPWS has advised that the content and structure of the original draft NIS were difficult to follow, 
including in terms of the methodological approach and associated narrative, and this presents a 
challenge in understanding the scientific arguments and justifications on which conclusions were 
reached. 
 
NPWS has outlined that it considers that, in this particular case, the particular challenges are: 

 in presenting data, information and analyses clearly, concisely and comprehensively in the 
NIS and EIAR, 
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 in addressing residual and cumulative or in combination effects, noting the setting on the 
outskirts of a growing city and relevant timeframes (1990 and 1997 for EIA and AA, 
respectively) 

 possible implications of the new EIA Directive, particularly in relation to broadened scope of 
‘biodiversity, flora and fauna’ as an environmental topic 

 in addressing plan level measures and mitigation from the AA and SEA of plans that 
provide the planning framework for this project 

 
The Department refers to your query concerning the robustness of the methodological approach 
taken to impact assessment in the NIS. Although this would not normally be a function of this 
Department at pre-planning stage, in order to facilitate the council with this significant project, the 
Department is currently undertaking a review of the most recent draft of the NIS that it received. It 
hopes to be in a position to provide more detailed feed back to the Council early this week. 
 
 
Is mise, le meas 
 

 
 
Suzanne Nally 
Assistant Principal Officer 
Development Applications Unit 
 




























