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EXECUTIVEUMMARY
Theambition of theSlanePublic Realm Plah a to @fr solutions to reorganise the streletyout across the

village centre and further to the south along Dublin Roactcteate a functional yet pleasant environment to
move around, shop and interadthe proposal includes the redesign of the junction on the square, the creation
of a new village square, the general reorggation of the two main roads crossitige village and finally the
creation of more pedestrian friendly and improvegtreational connections along the southern approach of the
villageX ¢ ©

The objectives developed were:

1) Improve continuity anduality of footpaths to increase pedestrian comfort

2) Create safe and regular pedestrian crossing points along t8eahd BV roads

3) Create a village square as a new focus to the village centre

4) Reduce carriageway width where suitable and improvdéfgition;

5) Redesign the Square and the junction to improve its general setting and associated moyements

6) Preserve and enhance the architectural value in compliance with ACA by improving the public realm
quality,

7) Rationalise and unify street furniture lnding lighting and remove street clutter such as traffic gantries

8) Enhance the general character of the area by implementing a greening strategy in appropriate
locations

9) Promote new pedestrian and cycling recreational greenways to the main culturaheritdge
attractions in the areaand

10) Enhance the character of the village by undergrounding all services in the ACA

Thevillage of Slanés situated in an ecologically sensitive location, with the FHegne the primarycomponent
of both the River Boynand River Boyne SAC and the River Boyne and River Blackwater SP#pasghn¢and
indeed making up a significant proportion tfg area of the Public Realm Plaks such, Appropriate Assessment
screening of any plan/project in this sensitive loaati® required. Iduneof 2021, FERS Ltd was commissioned

by Meath Co Council to undertake an Appropriate Assessment screeninglodftht®lanePublic Realm Plan.

Screening having identified significant potential impacts, Phase Il Appropsaessment was undertaken, and

a Natura Impact Statement prepareéollowing an examination, analysis, and evaluation of the relevant
information, and applying the precautionary principle, it is considered that there would be no adverse impact of
the propesed Public Realm Plafassuming the implementation of mitigation measures) on the Qualifying
Interests, nor the attainment of specific conservation objectives, either alonecomhination with other plans

or projects on the Natura 2000 sites describedein

In order for Appropriate Assessment (AA) to comply with the criteria set out in the Habitats Directive and Part
XAB of the Planning and Development Act 2000, an AA undertaken by the Competent Authority must include an

examination, analysis, evaltian, findings, conclusions, and a final determination.
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1 Introduction

1.1 FER&td. Companybackground

Forest, Environmental Research and Services have been conducting ecological surveys and research

AaAYyO0S (KS O2YLIyeQa FT2NXIGA2Y AY Hnnp o6& 5NJtl 4N

ecologist with FERBgldsa 2 classhonoursdegree irEnvironmental Biology (UCD), a Ph.D. in Ecology
(UCD), a Diploma in EIA and SEA management @DBipJoma in Environmental and Planning Law

0 Y A y Jadia MLS¢. yhiGeographical Information Systems and Remote Sensing (University of Ulster,
Coleraine)Patrickhas in excess &0 years of experience in carrying out ecological surveys on both

an academic and a professional basis. Dr Emma Reeves, senior ecologist witlolBERE" class
honoursdegree in Botany, and a Ph.D. in BotaBgnmahasin exces of10 years of experience in
undertaking ecological surveys on an academic and professional ®&s#&n Byrne, a seniocelogist

with FERS holdsl& classhonoursdegree in Environmental Management (DIT) and a M.Sc. in Applied
Science/Ecologic@lsessment (UCCEiaran has in excess of 5 years in undertakaajogical surveys

on both an academic and a professional basis

FERS client list includes National Parks and Wildlife Service, An Bord Pleanala, various County Councils,
the Heritage Council,eagasdJniversity College Dublin, the Environmental Protection Agency, Inland
Waterways Association of Ireland, the Department of Agriculture, the Office of Public \Muadks

Coillte in addition to numerous private individuals and companies. FERS Lipdepased in excess of

300 Appropriate Assessmefdicreenings/Natura Impact Statemerfts a wide range of plans and

projects.

1.2 Theaim of this report

Thisreport has been prepared in compliance with Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in
Ireland ¢ Guidance for Planning Authorities (DoEHLG 2009, February 2010) and the European
Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (DoEHLG 2011) int sdipihe
Appropriate Assessment tfie draft Public Realm Plan f8fange Co MeathThisreport provides the
information required in order to establish whether or nibe proposed development ifkely to have

a significanecologicalmpact onany Natura&2000 sitesin the context otheir conservation objectives

and specifically on the habitats and species for whichsites havebeen designated.
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This report has similarly been prepared with regard to relevant rulings by the Court of Justice of the

Europan Union (CJEU), the High Court, and the Supreme Court including but not limited to:

1

[2013] G258/11 Peter Sweetman and Others v An Bord PleariEte CJEU ruled thAtticle

6 (3) of Council Directive 92/43 / EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservatiorucdlrabitats

and of wild fauna and flora must be interpreted as meaning that a project not directly linked
to it is not immediately necessary for the management of a site to prejudice the integrity of
that site if it is likely to prevent the preservatiafi the constituent characteristics of the site
concerned in relation to the presence of a natural priority habitat whose purpose is to
maintain gave the reason for registering that site in the list of sites of Community importance
within the meaning of thidirective. For this verification, the precautionary principle must be
applied

[2018] Ccq 164/17 Edel Grace and Peter Sweetman v An Bord Pleamhia CJEU ruled that
Article 6 of Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of natural
habitats and of wild fauna and flora must be interpreted as meaning that, where it is intended
to carry out a project on a site designated for the protection and conservation of certain
species, of which the area suitable for providing for the needs abt@gted species fluctuates
over time, and the temporary or permanent effect of that project will be that some parts of
the site will no longer be able to provide a suitable habitat for the species in question, the fact
that the project includes measures ensure that, after an appropriate assessment of the
implications of the project has been carried out and throughout the lifetime of the project,
the part of the site that is in fact likely to provide a suitable habitat will not be reduced and
indeed maybe enhanced may not be taken into account for the purpose of the assessment
that must be carried out in accordance with Article 6(3) of the directive to ensure that the
project in question will not adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned; fhcttfalls

to be considered, if need be, under Article 6(4) of the directive

[2018] G323/17 People Over Wind and Sweetman v Coillte Teorafite (CJEU) ruled that
Article 6(3) of Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation oflnatura
habitats and of wild fauna and flora must be interpreted as meaning that, in order to
determine whether it is necessary to carry out, subsequently, an appropriate assessment of
the implications, for a site concerned, of a plan or project, it is not gmete, at the
screening stage, to take account of the measures intended to avoid or reduce the harmful

effects of the plan or project on that site;
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1 [2018] G461/17 Holohan v An Bord Pleanglahe CJEU ruled that:

1. Article 6(3) of Counciirective 92/43/EEC of 2llay 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats
FYR 2F 6AfR Fldzyl YR FEt2N} VYdzad 0SS Ay dSNLINBGSR
on the one hand, catalogue the entirety of habitat types and species for whith & girotected,
and, on the other, identify and examine both theplicationsof the proposed project for the
species present on that site, and for which that site has not been listed, anidhfiieationsfor
habitat types and species to be found outsitlee boundaries of that site, provided that

thoseimplicationsare liable to affect the conservation objectives of the site.

2. Article 6(3) of Directive 92/43 must be interpreted as meaning that the competent authority is
permitted to grant to a plan or pregt consent which leaves the developer free to determine
subsequently certain parameters relating to the construction phase, such as the location of the
construction compound and haul routes, only if that authority is certain that the development
consent ganted establishes conditions that are strict enough to guarantee that those parameters
will not adversely affect the integrity of the site.

3. Article 6(3) of Directive 92/43 must be interpreted as meaning that, where the competent
authority rejects the finthgs in a scientific expert opinion recommending that additional
AYTF2NXIGA2Y 0SS 200FAYSRY GKS WFHLIINBLNAFGS Faas
statement of reasons capable of dispelling all reasonable scientific doubt concerning the efffects o
the work envisaged on the site concerned.

4. Article5(1) and (3) of, and Annex IV to, Directive 2011/92/EU of the European Parliament and of
the Council of 1®ecember 2011 on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private
projects on the envbnment, must be interpreted as meaning that the developer is obliged to
supply information that expressly addresses the significant effects of its project on all species
identified in the statement that is supplied pursuant to those provisions.

5. Article5(3)(d) of Directive 2011/92 must be interpreted as meaning that the developer must supply
information in relation to the environmental impact of both the chosen option and of all the main
alternatives studied by the developer, together with the reasomsie choice, taking into account
at least the environmental effectgyen if such an alternative was rejected at an early stage.

1 [2018] IESC 31 Connelly v An Bord Pleap&fmpropriate Assessment must contain complete,
precise, and definitive findings;

1 [2019] IEHC 84 Kelly v An Bord Pleandlze Irish High Court concluded that SUDS form part
of the development and are not mitigation measures which a competent authority cannot

consider at the screening for AA stage.

Furthermore, there have been a numbef recent Judicial Reviews that are pertinent as regards this
report (e.g. [2020] No. 238 J.R.).
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1.3 An outline of the Appropriate Assessment process

¢KS Gl loAGrGa 5ANBOUGAGSE 6/ 2dzyOAt 5ANBOUADBS dHKN
Wild Flora and Faunais the main legislative instrument for the protection and conservation of
biodiversity within the European Uniand lists certain habitats and species that must be protected

within wildlife conservation areas, considered to be importah European as well as at a national

f S@Std | a{LISOALE [/ 2yaSNBIGA2Y ! NBF¢ 2N {!/ Aa I
¢tKS a. ANRA 5ANBOGADGSE o0/ 2dzy OAf S5ANBOGADBS HAndkMT
a network of sites in allnember states to protect birds at their breeding, feeding, roosting, and

wintering areas. This directive identifies species that are rare, in danger of extinction or vulnerable to
OKIFy3aSa Ay KIFIoAlGld YR ¢6KAOK ySS3RPALMNRdesytafioh2y & !
under The Birds Directive.

Special Areas of Conservation and Special Protection Areas formEupgpean network of protected

sites known as Natura 2000 sites.

The Habitats Directive sets out the protocol for the protection and aga@ment of SACs. The Directive

sets out key elements of the system of protection including the requirement for Appropriate
Assessment of plans and projects. The requirements for an Appropriate Assessment are set out in the

EU Habitats Directive. Article$3) and 6(4) of the Directivespectively state:

AXAny plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site
but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination with other
plans or projets, shall be subject to appropriate assessment of its implications for the site in
GASe 2F GKS arAidSQa O2yaSNUIGA2Yy 202SO0GAQSa®
the implications for the site and subject to the provisiofigparagraph 4the competent
national authorities shall agree to the plan or project only after having ascertained thit it

not adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned and, if appropriate, after having
obtained the opinion of the general putXi® £

oXIf, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the site and in the absence of
alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out for imperative reasons
of overriding public interest, including those of social or econaratare, the Member State

shall take all compensatory measures necessary to ensure that the overall coherence of Natura
2000 is protected. It shall inform the Commission of the compensatory measures attogted
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1.4 Methodologyfor Appropriate Assessment

A nunber of guidance documents on the appropriate assessment process havetesutedduring
the preparation of this NIS. These are:
T alyr3Axy3a bliddNY wnnn {AGSay ¢KS LINRPGAAAZ2YA 2
(2000);
1 Assessment oplans and projects significantly affecting Natura 2000 sites. Methodological
guidance on the provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (Nov.
2001¢ published 2002);
1 EU Guidance document on Article 6(4) of tHabitats Directive' 92/43/EEC (2007);
1 Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Irel@gidance for Planning Authorities
(DoEHLG 2009, Revised February 2010);
1 European Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (DoEHLG 2011); and

1 CGommission notice "Managing Natura 2000 sites The provisions of Article 6 of the 'Habitats'
Directive 92/43/EEC, Brussels, 21.11.2018 C (2018) 7621 final.

The assessment requirements of Article 6 are generally dealt with in a-lsjegfage approach. The
si3S&a a 2dzif AYSR Ay @! LILINE LINR I §&uidanéedoSRaanh§y i 2 F
PdziK2NRGAS&ae | NBY

1.4.1 Stage (1Appropriate Assessment (Habitats Directieneening

This initial process identifies the likely impacts of a proposed projegglan upon a Natura 2000 site,

either alone, or in combination with other projects or plans and considers whether these impacts are

likely to be significantA recentjudgement in the ECJ (C323/17) that has large implications for
appropriate assessmestreening in Irelantasfound that:

GX! NLAOES co6o0 2F [/ 2dzyOAf S5ANBOGADS pHknok99/ 27
and of wild fauna and flora must be interpreted as meaning that, in order to determine whether it is
necessary to cay out, subsequently, an appropriate assessment of the implications, for a site
concerned, of a plan or project, it is not appropriate, at the screening stage, to take account of the

measures intended to avoid or reduce the harmful effects of the plaiN® @2 S OG 2y G KF G &aAd
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1.4.2 Stage (2Preparation of Natura Impact Statement

The consideration of the impact of the project or plan on the integrity of the Natura 2000 Site, either
alone or in combination with other projects or plans to the sisgicture and function and its
conservation objectives. Additionally, where there are adverse impacts, an assessment of the

potential mitigation of those impacts.

1.4.3 Stage (3) Assessment of Alternative Solutions
The process which examines alternative wayaaifieving the objectives of the project or plan that

avoid adverse impacts on the integrity of the Natura 2000 site.

1.4.4 Stage (4) Assessment where Adverse Impacts Remain

An assessment of compensatory measures where, in the light of an assessment of iefReatsons

of Overriding Public Interest (IROPI), it is deemed that the project or plan should proceed.

At each stage, there is a determination as to whether a further stage in the Appropriate Assessment
process is required. If, for example, the conclusiofthe Screening stage indicate that there will be

no significant impacts on the Natura 2000 site, there is no requirement to proceed further.
Appropriate Assessmentages 1 and 2 deal with the main requirements for assessment under Article
6.3. Stage 8nay be part of Article 6(3) or a necessary precursor for Stagjhig reportis comprised

of the ecological impact assessment and testing required under the provisions of Article 6(3) by means
of the first stage of Appropriate Assessment, the screeninggss (as set out in the EU Guidance
documents).

EU guidance states:

O0XThis stage examines the likely effects of a project or plan, either alone or in combination with other
projects or plans, upon a Natura 2000 site and considers whether it can bewatjeconcluded that
these effects will not be significant ®

This reportK I & 6SSy dzy RSNIIF 1Sy Ay I O0O02NRIYyOS gAGK
Appropriate Assessment (European Commission, 2001) which comprises the following:

1. Description of the Plan.

2. Identification of Natura 2000 sites potentially affected by the Plan.

3. Identification and description of individual and cumulative impaitsly to result from the
Plan.

4. Assessment of the significance of the impacts identifiedhe conservation olectives of the
site(s).
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5. Exclusion of sites where it can be objectively concluded that there will be no significant
impads on conservation objectives.
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1.5 Consultations

1.5.1 NPWS
The primary body consulted with regard to mattémngolving Natura 2000 sites is the National Parks
and Wildlife Service (NPWS). The role of the NPWS is:

1 To secure the conservation of a representative range of ecosystems and maintain and

enhance populatios of flora and fauna in Ireland.
1 To implement theEU Habitats and Birds Directives

1 To designate and advise on the protection of Natural Heritage Areas (NHA) having particular

regard to the need to consult with interested parties

1 To make the necessary arrangements for the implementation of NationaE&ahbkgislation
and policies and for the ratification and implementation of the range of international

Conventions and Agreements relating to the natural heritage

1 To manage, maintain and develop Statened National Parks and Nature Reserves.

Information pertaining to Natura 2000 sites within the Republic of Ireland is typically held by NPWS
and is publicly accessible through their-lome database atvww.npws.ie. Consultations carried out
involved querying the NPWS ddiiase for information pertaining to Natura 2000 sites within 15 km of

the proposed development.

1.5.2 NBDC Database
The National Biodiversity Database Centre database was queried for records of species of

conservation concern present within the immediate vigirof the proposed development.

1.5.3 Other relevant datsources

Other relevant datesources were queried as necessary


http://www.npws.ie/
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2 Screening

Following the guidelines set out by NPWS (20@9)propriate AssessmenBcreening(Phase |
Appropriate Assessmenig the proces that addresses and records the reasoning and conclusions in
relation to thefirst two tests of Article 6(3) of the EU Habitats Directive. According to the guidelines
as laid by NPWS (2009), Appropriate Assessment Screening is the process that adddessasds
the reasoning and conclusions in relation to the first two tests of Article 6(3):
QD Is the plan or project directly connected to or necessary for the management of the site?
2) Is the plan or project, alone or in combination with other such plansrojects likely to
have significant negative effects on a Natura 2000 site(s) in view of the conservation

objectives of that site(s)?

The proposedPublic Realm Plan (PRIBesnot comply with the first screening test (i.e., the proposed
development is not directly connected to, or necessary for the management of any Natura 2000 site).
The screening exercise will therefore inform the Appropriate Assessment process in determining
whether the proposed®RR alone or in combination with other plans and projedtas any potential

to have significant effects on the Natura 2000 sites within the study. #irdee effects are deemed to

be significant, potentially significant, or uncertaior it the screening process becomes overly
complicated, thenapplying the Precautionary Principle and in accordance with Article 6(3) of the
l'FoAGrGa 5ANBOGAGSET + {GF3S w | ODhadNaddidbiAtionioBhe! a &
impact d the project or plan on the integrity of the Natura 2000 Site, either alone or in combination
with other projects or plans to the sites structure and function and its conservation objectives.
Additionally, where there are adverse impacts, an assessmethiegbotential mitigation of those

AYLI OG & odé

S

a

g
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2.1 Descriptionof proposed development

TheSlanePublic Realm Plan sets out the future approach to the streets and spaces of the town. The
ambition of the public realm plan is

a ¥o offer solutions to reorganise the street layout across the village centre and further to the south
along Dublin Road taeate a functional yet pleasant environment to move around, shop and interact.
The proposal includes the redesign of the junction on the square, the creation of a new village square,
the general reorganisation of the two main roads crossing the villagdiaallly the creation of more
pedestrian friendly and improved .recreational connections along the southern approach of the
At EIASXED

The extent of theSlanePublic Realm PlafiPRP)s indicated irFigurel, Figure2, Figure3 and Figure

4. A map indicating the location of the PRP relative to surrounding habitats is preserfagline5.

An illustration of he overall Aspiration for the area is presentedFigure6. An illustration of he
overall Vision fothe Publc Realm Plaareais illustrated irFigure?. Excerpts from the planned layouts

for the Village Centre and Southern approach are illustratdeéigare8 and Figure9 respectively.
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Figure6: Overall aspirations oPublic Realm Plan
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Recreational
use of the water basins

Venue for events
&touristic destination

Sections of the road reduced to
2 lanes (1+1) with green verges Il

Existing layby with scenic views |
to the Millhouse & Pedestrian link to
Fennor Castle

Figure7: Overall vision for area of Public Realm Plan
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@ New junction design including reorganised traffic lanes,
carriageway tightening, pedestrian crossings on raised tables,
resurfacing and planted verges.

Resurfaced raised tables with pedestrian crossings and tightening
of the carriageway as traffic calming measures.

Carriageway narrowed to 7m with pockets of parallel parking.

Carriageway narrowed to 6.4m with pockets of parallel parking.

Defined spaces to be resurfaced and redesigned to create a
sequence of local pocket spaces.

New village square across the Conyngham Arms with new tree
planting, vegetation and furniture. Flexible central space for
possible local events.

®@ @& ® @ @

)

New tree planting to enhance the character of the streetscape
and reduce air pollution.

O]

Southern approach road reduced to two traffic lanes (1+1), wider
pavements for improved pedestrian movements, removal of traffic
gantries and introduction of new planted verge.

@ Removal of highway lighting columns throughout the village
centre, replaced with appropriate low-level conservation lighting
columns, under-grounding of overhead services.

Figure8: Proposed layout for Village Centre
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@ Reorganised carriageway along N2 from the Square to Slane
Bridge, including:

* Carriageway width reduced to 6.4m with two lanes of traffic
(1+1).

* Wide footpath on northern side to improve pedestrian
movements and encourage walking.

Planted verges with low vegetation on both sides to create a
pedestrian friendly environment and reduce air pollution.

New tree planting on northern side to enhance the character of
the approach to the village.

* Removal of traffic gantries.

Enhanced public lighting.

® Pedestrian crossing on raised table to improve access to
pedestrian greenways.

Defined pocket space at the entrance of the Millhouse.

Resurfaced Slane Bridge and replaced lighting columns, defined
footpaths, pedestrian crossings at both ends and centre point of
the bridge.

)

Existing anglers car parking resurfaced and retained.

@ Improved access and signage to towpath recreational greenway.

Figure9: Proposed layout for Southern approach
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2.2 Descriptionof existing conditions on site

A site visitwas undertaken on the ™of August 2021 by Dr Patrick Moran. Aerial images
photographsof Slane ananvironsillustrating some of the key areas to which the Public Realm Plan
are applicable are provided FigurelQ, Figurel2, Figurel3, Figureld, Figurel5, Figurel?, Figure

18, Figure19, Figure20 and Figure21. Historical mappingf the village of Slang" Edtion OSI) is
overlain on the aerial imagef§Figure2?2) illustrating the changén the extent of the villagever the

last 100 yearsWhile a large part of the PRP comprises the village area of Slane, comprised primarily
2F GKS KIFIoAGFG a.dAAftd [FYR FYR ! NOAFAOALFT {dz2NFI O
of the habitat Mixed Modified Woodland (WD1) in Slane Castim&ne and the River Boyne, an
internationally important ecological corridor passes through the PRP area.

Given the habitats presengeveral species of conservation concern are likely to occur within the area
of the Public Realm Plan, including Otter atidgfisher (Qualifying Interests of the River Boyne and
River Blackwater SAC and SPA respectivBbfsare certain toforage along theRiverBoyneand
associated habitatin particular Slane Castle Demesnieefg are numerous suitable roosts present

within the area of the Public Realm Plan.

Figurel0: Aerial image of main stret
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Figure11: Junction of N2 and Mainstreet

Figure12: N2 carriageway passing over th8oyne
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Figurel3: Aerial ofold mill andenvirons

Figurel4: Aerial ofSlane Castle Demesrand the River Boyne
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Figurel5: Aerial image ofSlane Castle in thdistance
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Figurel?: Aerial image okxisting carparks

Figurel8: Tow-path carpark and beginning of greenway
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Figure19: Church on mairstreet

Figure20: Main street
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Figure21: Approachinto Slanefrom Navan
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@ G eoHive - ~ Home About Gallery Catalogue Help/FAQ  Fullscreen
Q. Search addresses, eircodes, layers, coordinates ... x GEOHIVE MAP >

v Open Menu

Figure22: 2nd Edition OSI mapping overlain with aerial imagery indicating that thikage has significantly expandedver the last 100 years

24



ForestEnvironmental Research and Services Ltd

2.3 Descriptionof scope

The geographical scope of the assessment is to determine if the proposed worksfoleesit has

the potential to have any significant negative impact on the Natura 2000 sites occurring within 15 km
of the proposed development.

The NBDC database was accesse@%308/21 to query records occurring within the vicinity of the
Public Realm Plgi0km squareN97 seeFigure23). The species of conservation concern as recorded

within this10km square are illustrated ihablel.

@ Species list for N97

entre

® Ordnance Survey Ireland

Dowt

Ardmulch an

Figure23: Location of polygon queried (National Biodiversity Data Centre)

Tablel: Species of conservation concerecorded in the vicinity of the proposed development site

Scientific Name Common Name Date of last record
Rana temporaria Common Frog 02/05/2020
Lissotriton vulgaris Smooth Newt 30/11/1974
Tyto alba Barn Owl 31/12/2011
Hirundo rustica BarnSwallow 31/12/2011
Larus ridibundus Blackheaded Gull 31/12/2011
Locustella naevia Common Grasshopper Warbl( 31/07/1972
Falco tinnunculus Common Kestrel 31/12/2011
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Date of last record

Alcedo atthis Common Kingfisher 31/12/2011
Carduelis cannabina Common Linnet 31/12/2011
Tringa totanus Common Redshank 31/12/2011
Actitis hypoleucos Common Sandpiper 25/04/2010
Sturnus vulgaris Common Starling 31/12/2011
Apus apus Common Swift 31/12/2011
Crex crex Corn Crake 31/07/1972
Numenius arquata Eurasian Curlew 31/12/2011
Passer montanus Eurasian Tree Sparrow 31/12/2011
Pluvialis apricaria European Golden Plover 31/12/2011
Larus marinus Great Blackacked Gull 31/07/1991
Phalacrocorax carbo Great Cormorant 31/12/2011
Delichon urbicum House Martin 31/12/2011
Passer domesticus House Sparrow 31/12/2011
Larus fuscus Lesser Blackacked Gull 14/05/2012
Egretta garzetta Little Egret 31/12/2011
Tachybaptus ruficollis Little Grebe 31/12/2011
Falco columbarius Merlin 29/02/1984
Cygnus olor Mute Swan 31/12/2011
Vanellus vanellus Northern Lapwing 29/02/1984
Milvus milvus Red Kite 15/11/1951
Riparia riparia Sand Martin 31/12/2011
Alauda arvensis Sky Lark 31/12/2011
Muscicapa striata Spotted Flycatcher 31/12/2011
Columba oenas StockPigeon 31/12/2011
Cygnus cygnus Whooper Swan 31/12/2011
Emberiza citrinella Yellowhammer 24/07/2015
Impatiens glandulifera Indian Balsam 01/11/2020
Fallopia japonica Japanese Knotweed 20/01/2010
Rhododendron ponticum Rhododendron ponticum 11/05/2005
Plecotus auritus Brown Longpared Bat 24/05/2012
Rattus norvegicus Brown Rat 08/01/2013

ForestEnvironmental Research and Services Ltd
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Scientific Name Common Name Date of last record
Myotis daubentonii Daubenton's Bat 26/08/2014
Sciurus carolinensis Eastern Grey Squirrel 19/09/2017
Meles meles Eurasian Badger 03/01/2018
Sorexminutus Eurasian Pygmy Shrew 31/12/2000
Sciurus vulgaris Eurasian Red Squirrel 31/12/2012
Lutra lutra European Otter 16/09/2018
Mus musculus House Mouse 20/12/1968
Nyctalus leisleri Lesser Noctule 24/05/2012
Pipistrellus nathusii Nathusius's Pipistrelle 13/08/2012
Myotis nattereri Natterer's Bat 24/05/2012
Martes martes Pine Marten 14/09/2017
Pipistrellus pipistrellus sensu la Pipistrelle 24/05/2012
Cervus elaphus Red Deer 31/12/2008
Pipistrellus pygmaeus SopranadPipistrelle 24/05/2012
Erinaceus europaeus West European Hedgehog 25/04/2018
Myotis mystacinus Whiskered Bat 25/05/2005

It is evident from the high number of species of conservation concern recorded, including numerous
Annex Il and Annex Bpecies (Habitats Directive) and Annex | Bird Species (Birds Directive) that the
Slane Public Realm Plan is area is located in an ecologically sensitive area of international importance

as is indicated be the presence of two Natura 2000 sites within tbe af the Public Realm Plan.
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2.4 Identification of Natura 2000 sites potentially impacted upon by the development

It is general practice, when screening a plan or project for compliance with the Habitats Directive, to
identify all Natura 2000 sites within tifanctional area of the plan/projeditself and within 15 km of

the boundaries of the area the plan/project appliesdog A G K 'y F LILINR LINR I G S & %3
identified from any Sourc@athwayReceptor linkages)rhis approach is currently recommended in

0KS S5SLINIYSYyd 2F (GKS 9y @GANRBYYSydGlrtx | SNAGIIS |
Planning Authorities and as a precautionary measure, to ensure that all potentially affected Natura

2000 sites are included in the screening process. The maintenaihbabitats and species within

individual Natura 2000 sites at favourable conservation condition contributes to the overall
maintenance of favourable conservation status of those habitats and species at a national level. It is
therefore necessary to ideify any potential impacts of the proposed development on the
conservation status of Natura 2000 sites. The National Parks and Wildlife Service deem that the
favourable conservation status of a habitat is achieved when:

9 Its natural range, and area it cogawithin that range, is stable or increasing.

1 The ecological factors that are necessary for its f@mmm maintenance exist and are likely to

continue to exist for the foreseeable future.
1 The conservation status of its typical species is favourable.

The Ngional Parks and Wildlife Service deem that the favourable conservation status of a species is
achieved when:

1 Population data on the species concerned indicate that it is maintaining itself.

1 The natural range of the species is neither being reduced, elylio be reduced in the

foreseeable future.

1 There is, and will probably continue to be, a sufficiently large habitat to maintain its

populations on a longerm basis.

Thee are two areaslesignated as a special area of conservation (8Adtyvo areas designated as a
Special Protection Areaithin 15 km of theproposed Public Realm PléseeTable2, Figure24 and
Figure25).
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Table2: Natura 2000 sites within 15km of th8lane Public Realm Plan area

SITE COD| DESIGNATION SITE NAME

001957 SAC BOYNE COAST AND ESTUARY SAC
002299 SAC RIVER BOYNE AND RIVER BLACKWBAJ]
004080 SPA BOYNE ESTUARY SPA

004232 PFA RIVER BOYNE ARIYER BLACKWATER
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Figure24: Location of SACs within 15 km BRP
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2.5 Descriptionof Natura 2000 sites potentially impated upon by the proposed

development

It is the goal of NPWS to draw up conservation plans for all areas designated for nature conservation,
and that these plans will, among other things, set clear objectives for the conservation of the features
of interest within a site. Where a detailed Consaion Objectives Document is not available, NPWS
have provided a site synopsis, generic Conservation Objectives and a Natura 2000 data form from
which information is sourced.
In this section, the Natura 2000 sites potentially impacted upon by the propdeedlopment are
described according to:

1) General description of the site;

2) Qualifying Interests (QI) of the site;

3) Threats, pressures and activities with negative impacts on the site;

4) Conservation Objectives of the site; and

5) Conservation status of the site.

The codes utilized within the Natura 20fidms are available from

http://bd.eionet.europa.eu/activities/Natura_2000/reference_portal

2.5.1 Boyne Coast and Estu@\C (Site synopsis version d#9p/16, Natura 2000 form update
09/18, Conservation Objectivéersion 1.0

2.5.1.1 GeneraDescription

This moderately sized coastal site, which is situated below the town of Drogheda, comprises most of
the estuary of the Boyne River, a substantial river which drains a large catchment. On the seaward
side the siteextends noth and south for several kilometres to include the remaining intact areas of
dune systems aBaltray and Mornington, as well as the adjacent beaches and intertidal sand flats. The
main channel of th&oyne is contained by training walls for navigable pggs. As well as intertidal

sand and mud flats, thiener part of the site has salt marshes and Spartina swaiiidle the site has

a good diversity of coastal habitats, including fixed dunes, most have been mod#iethéway. The
containment of the mai tidal channel has altered the tidal pattern which affects thectioning of

the various estuarine habitats. Both dune systems were formerly far more extensive butahtineh

stable areas have now been converted to golf courses. Site is important ricering waterfowl,
supporting nine species in nationally important numbers, incluihgyialis apricariaan Annex | EU

BirdsDirective speciesSterna albifrondreeds or attempts to breed in most years.
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2.5.1.2 Qualifying Interests

The qualifying interests of this site are indicated able3.

Table3

2.5.1.3 Threats, pressures, and activities with negative impacts ait¢he

Details as to the threats, pressures, and activities with negative impacts on the site are identified from
the Natura 2000 data form for the sites and are illustrated ale4.
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