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1 Introduction 

This Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) was authored by Nicholas Fettes of Scott Cawley Ltd. 

It provides an assessment of the potential ecological effects of the proposed development on lands at Our 
[ŀŘȅΩǎ DǊƻǾŜ, Goatstown, Dublin 14 (refer to Figure 1 below for location). Colbeam Limited intend to apply 
to An Bord Pleanála for permission for a student residential development at a c. 2.12 ha (21,218 sq m) site 
ŀǘ hǳǊ [ŀŘȅΩǎ DǊƻǾŜ όǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀƴ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŎƘƛƭŘŎŀǊŜ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅ Ψ¢ƘŜ DǊƻǾŜ !ŦǘŜǊ {ŎƘƻƻƭ /ŀǊŜΩΣ hǳǊ [ŀŘȅΩs 
Grove Goatstown Dublin 14, D14 V290 and D14 N8C2), Goatstown Road, Goatstown, Dublin 14 (centred 
on Irish Grid reference point O 17577 29174). A detailed description of the proposed development is 
included in Section 2. 

The proposed development site consists primarily of buildings and artificial surfaces, with significant 
sections of spoil and bare ground and dry meadow and grassy verges. The site is principally bounded by 
Jesus and Mary College Secondary School to the north and east; The Grove (a residential development) to 
the east; residences on Larchfield Road and Friarsland Avenue to the south; and residences on Friarsland 
Road to the west. OSI aerial photography from before 2005 shows the southern section of the proposed 
development site as maintained amenity grassland. However, due to the site being subject to different 
developments over the last number of years, the land use pattern has changed from being managed 
grassland to unmanaged and disturbed and appears to have been previously used as a construction 
compound. 

Figure 1  Location of the proposed development site in the surrounding environment 

 

The purpose of the report is to: 

¶ Establish and evaluate the baseline ecological environment, as relevant to the proposed 
development 

¶ Identify, describe, and assess all potentially significant ecological effects associated with the 
proposed development 
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¶ Set out the mitigation measures required to address any potentially significant ecological effects 
and ensure compliance with relevant nature conservation legislation 

¶ Provide an assessment of the significance of any residual ecological effects 

¶ Identify any appropriate compensation, enhancement, or post-construction monitoring 
requirements 

Scott Cawley have prepared an Appropriate Assessment (AA) Screening report which accompanies this 
proposal and forms part of the planning application for the proposed development. 

2 Description of the Proposed Development 

The various elements of the proposed development are described in detail in the planning application. In 
brief, the proposed development will principally consist of: 

¶ The construction of a Student Accommodation development containing 698 No. bedspaces with 
associated facilities located in 8 No blocks, which range in height from part 3 No. storeys to part 6 No. 
storeys over part lower ground floor level (7 No. storeys as viewed from an internal courtyard at Lower 
Ground Floor Level).  

¶ Some 679 No. bedspaces are provided in 99 No. clusters ranging in size from 5 No. bedspaces to 8 No. 
bedspaces, each with a communal Living/Kitchen/Dining room. The remaining 19 No. bedspaces are 
accessible studios.  

¶ The provision of communal residential amenity space at lower ground floor level (349 sq m) including 
the provision of a movie room (108 sq m), a music room (42 sq m) and a laundry (37 sq m); communal 
residential amenity space (1,356 sq m) at ground floor level including the provision of a gym (228 sq 
m), reception desk and seating area (173 sq m), a common room (338 sq m), a study space (104 sq 
m), a library (64 sq m), a yoga studio (74 sq m), a prayer room (33 sq m) and group dining (33 sq m).  

¶ The development also includes staff and administrative facilities (195 sq m);  

¶ 9 No. car parking spaces; 4 No. motorcycle parking spaces; 860 No. cycle parking spaces;  

¶ Refuse stores; Signage; An ESB substation and switchroom;  

¶ Boundary treatments; green roofs; PV panels; hard and soft landscaping; plant; lighting; and all other 
associated site works above and below ground.  

¶ The development includes the demolition of part of the Goatstown Afterschool building (558 sq m) 
and the construction of a new external wall to the remaining ope, in addition to the demolition of a 
prefabricated structure adjacent to the Afterschool building (161 sq m). 

Construction and commissioning is expected to take c. 2.5 years based on information provided by the 
design team.  

Surface water runoff generated from the proposed development will discharge via a new internal storm 
ŘǊŀƛƴŀƎŜ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǎǳǊŦŀŎŜ ǿŀǘŜǊ ŘǊŀƛƴŀƎŜ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ƻŦ hǳǊ [ŀŘȅΩǎ 
Grove. From there, surface waters will flow via the existing surface water drainage network and will 
ultimately drain into Dublin Bay.  

Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) measures being proposed include permeable paving and other 
porous surfacing, green roofs, hydrobrake flow control devices and full retention interceptors. However, it 
must be noted that these are included in the design, not for the purposes of avoiding or reducing any 
potential harmful effects to any European sites, but are required for new developments under the 
objectives of the Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study1 and Dún LaoghaireςRathdown County 
Development Plan 2016-2022 (policy El3). 

                                                             
1 Dublin Drainage Consultancy (2005) Greater Dublin Strategic Drainage Study - Final Strategy Report.  
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The proposed development will result in an overall increase of 706 P.E. (population equivalent) foul effluent 
generated from the site, which will be discharged to the existing foul water drainage system on the main 
access road to the development. Foul waters will then discharge to the public foul sewer trunk along 
Goatstown Road. From there, foul effluent will be transferred to Ringsend WWTP for treatment prior to 
discharge to Dublin Bay. The Ringsend WWTP is currently operating at over its capacity of 1,640,000 P.E., 
with a current loading of 1,980,000 P.E., with peaks well in excess of this2. The Ringsend WWTP is non-
compliant with the limits set out in its licence due to overloading, however its discharge is not having an 
observable negative impact on water quality of Dublin Bay3.    

3 Planning, Policy and Legislation 

The collation of ecological baseline data and the preparation of this assessment has had regard to the 
following legislation and policy documents. This is not an exhaustive list but the most relevant legislative 
and policy basis for the purposes of preparing this EcIA. 

The following international legislation is relevant to the proposed development: 

¶ Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora; 
ƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊΣ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨIŀōƛǘŀǘǎ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜΩΦ ¢ƘŜ Iŀōƛǘŀǘǎ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǳƴŘŜǊ 
which the Natura 2000 network4 was established and special areas of conservation (SACs) are 
designated for the protection of natural habitat types listed in Annex I, and habitats of the species 
listed in Annex II, of that directive. 

¶ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜ нллфκмптκ99/Τ ƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊΣ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Ψ.ƛǊŘǎ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜΩΦ ¢ƘŜ .ƛǊŘǎ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƛǎ the 
legislation under which special protection areas are designated for the protection of endangered 
species of wild birds listed in Annex I of that directive. 

The following national legislation is relevant to the proposed development: 

¶ Wildlife Acts 1976 to 2019Τ ƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Ψ²ƛƭŘƭƛŦŜ !ŎǘǎΩΦ ¢ƘŜ ²ƛƭŘƭƛŦŜ !Ŏǘǎ 
are the principal pieces of legislation at national level for the protection of wildlife and for the 
control of activities that may harm wildlife. All bird species, 22 other animal species or groups of 
species, and 86 species of flora are protected under this legislation. 

¶ Planning and Development Acts 2000 to 2019Τ ƘŜǊŜŀŦǘŜǊ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨtƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 
ŀƴŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ !ŎǘǎΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇƛŜŎŜ ƻŦ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ the basis for Irish planning. Under the legislation, 
development plans (usually implemented at local authority level) must include mandatory 
objectives for the conservation of natural heritage and for the conservation of European Sites. It 
also sets out the requirements in relation to environmental assessment with respect to planning 
matters, including transposition of the Habitats and Birds Directive into Irish law. 

                                                             
2 Irish Water (2018) Ringsend Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrade Project. Accessed 16.11.2020 

[https://www.water.ie/projects-plans/ringsend/]. 

3 EPA (2020) Ringsend D0034-01 Annual Environmental Report 2019. Accessed 16.11.2020 

[http://www.epa.ie/licences/lic_eDMS/090151b280778766.pdf]. 

4 The Natura 2000 network is a European network of important ecological sites, as defined under Article 3 of the Habitats 
Directive 92/43/EEC, which comprises both special areas of conservation and special protection areas. Special conservation 
areas are sites hosting the natural habitat types listed in Annex I, and habitats of the species listed in Annex II, of the Habitats 
Directive, and are established under the Habitats Directive itself. Special protection areas are established under Article 4 of 
the Birds Directive 2009/147/EC for the protection of endangered species of wild birds. The aim of the network is to aid the 
long-term survival of Europe's most valuable and threatened species and habitats.   

In Ireland these sites are designed as European sites - defined under the Planning Acts and/or the Birds and Habitats 
Regulations as (a) a candidate site of Community importance, (b) a site of Community importance, (c) a candidate special area 
of conservation, (d) a special area of conservation, (e) a candidate special protection area, or (f) a special protection area. They 
are commonly referred to in Ireland as Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) and Special Protection Areas (SPAs). 
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¶ European Communities (EC) (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 to 2015; hereafter the 
Ψ.ƛǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ Iŀōƛǘŀǘǎ wŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ Iŀōƛǘŀǘǎ ŀƴŘ .ƛǊŘǎ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƛƴǘƻ 
Irish law. It also contains regulations (49 and 50) that deal with invasive species (those included 
within the Third Schedule of the regulations). 

¶ Flora (Protection) Order, 2015. This lists species of plant protected under Section 21 of the Wildlife 
Acts. 

The following plans and policies are relevant to the proposed development: 

¶ Dún Laoghaire-Rathdown County Development Plan 2016-2022 (Dún Laoghaire-Rathdown County 
Council, 2016) 

¶ Dún Laoghaire-Rathdown Biodiversity Plan 2009-2013 (Dún Laoghaire-Rathdown County Council, 
2013) 

The following policies from the Dún Laoghaire-Rathdown County Development Plan 2016-2022 (DLRCC, 
2016) are relevant to the proposed development as several designated sites are within the downstream 
receiving environment, and due to the potential for the site to host protected species, trees and hedgerows 
and/or invasive species. 

LHB19: Protection of Natural Heritage and the Environment ς It is council policy to protect and 
conserve the environment including, in particular, the natural heritage of the County and to 
conserve and manage Nationally and Internationally important and EU designated sites ς such 
as Special Protection Areas, candidate Special Areas of Conservation, proposed Natural Heritage 
Areas and Ramsar sites ς as well as non-designated areas of high nature conservation value which 
ǎŜǊǾŜ ŀǎ Ψ{ǘŜǇǇƛƴƎ {ǘƻƴŜǎΩ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜǎ ƻŦ !ǊǘƛŎƭŜ мл ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Iŀōƛǘŀǘǎ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜ 

LHB20: Habitats Directive ς It is council policy to ensure the protection of natural heritage and 
biodiversity, including European sites that form part of the Natura 2000 network, in accordance 
with relevant EU Environmental Directives and applicable National Legislation, Policies, Plans and 
Guidelines. 

LHB22: Designated Sites ς It is council policy to protect and preserve areas designated as proposed 
Natural Heritage Areas, candidate Special Areas of Conservation, and Special Protection Areas. It 
is Council Policy to promoǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀǎ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜΣ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ ƻŦ ΨŦŀǾƻǳǊŀōƭŜΩ 
conservation status of habitats and species within these areas. 

LHB23: Non-Designated Areas of Biodiversity Importance ς It is council policy to protect and 
promote the conservation of biodiversity in areas of natural heritage importance outside 
Designated Areas and to ensure that notable sites, habitats and features of biodiversity 
importance outside Designated Areas and to ensure that notable sites, habitats and features of 
biodiversity importance ς including species protected under the Wildlife Acts 1976 and 2000, the 
Birds Directive 1979, the Habitats Directive 1992, and rare species ς are adequately protected. 
Ecological assessment will be carried out for all developments in areas that support, or have 
potential to support, features of biodiversity importance or rare and protected species and 
appropriate mitigation/avoidance measures will be implemented. In implementing this policy 
regard shall be had to the recommendation and objectives of the Green City Guideline (2008) and 
Ψ9ŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ DǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ bƻǘŜǎ ŦƻǊ [ƻŎŀƭ !ǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΩ ό5ǵƴ [ŀƻƎƘŀƛǊŜ-Rathdown 
Version 2014). 

LHB26: Hedgerows ς It is council policy to protect hedgerows in the county from development, 
which would impact adveǊǎŜƭȅ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜƳΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŎƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ƘŜŘƎŜǊƻǿǎ 
by increasing coverage, where possible, using locally native species and to develop an appropriate 
code of practice for road hedgerow maintenance. 

LHB29: Invasive Species ς It is council policy to support as appropriate the National Parks and 
Wildlife Service efforts to seek to control and manage alien / invasive species (e.g. Japanese 
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knotweed, Giant Hogweed, Himalayan Balsam, etc.) and noxious weeds (e.g. Ragwort, Thistle, 
Dock, etc.) within the county. 

OSR7: Trees and Woodland ς It is Council policy to implement the objectives and policies of the 
Tree Strategy for the County ς ΨŘƭǊ ¢w99{ нлмм-нлмрΩ - to ensure that the tree cover in the County 
is managed and developed to optimise the environmental, climatic and educational benefits 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘŜǊƛǾŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀƴ ΨǳǊōŀƴ ŦƻǊŜǎǘΩ. 

4 Methodology 

4.1 Author Statement 

This Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) was authored by Nicholas Fettes. Lauren Shinkwin and Nicholas 
Fettes carried out the field surveys to inform this report. It was reviewed by {ƘŜŀ hΩ5ǊƛǎŎƻƭƭΣ Niamh Burke 
and Maeve Maher-McWilliams of Scott Cawley Ltd. 

Nicholas Fettes, Consultant Ecologist at Scott Cawley, holds an honours degree in Zoology and a Masters 
in Environmental Policy, both acquired at University College Dublin. He has obtained experience working 
in a diverse set of environmental roles in the public, private, and charity/NGO sectors, including as a 
biodiversity conservation officer with the IUCN where he worked on the red list for bryophytes and invasive 
ŀƭƛŜƴ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎΣ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊƴ ǿƛǘƘ !ƴ ¢ŀƛǎŎŜΣ ŀƴŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀǎǎƛǎǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ CƛƴƎŀƭ /ƻǳƴǘȅ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ 
biodiversity officer. Since joining Scott Cawley in 2020, Nicholas has gained experience in habitat and 
protected species surveys, particularly bats, and has been involved in the preparation of environmental 
reports, namely AA Screening and Nature Impact Statements (NIS) for a range of different projects across 
the country. 

Lauren Shinkwin holds a first class honours degree in Zoology from University College Dublin, and obtained 
a distinction in her Masters in Advanced Wildlife Conservation in Practice from the University of the West 
of England, Bristol. Lauren has professional experience working in a range of terrestrial, fresh water and 
marine environments in Ireland, the U.K., South Africa, and the U.S.A. Her work has included carrying out 
habitat surveys, invasive species surveys as well as surveying a wide variety of mammal, bird, reptile and 
invertebrate species. Since joining Scott Cawley, her work has included preparing AA Screening Reports, 
Natura Impact Statements and Ecological Impact Assessments for a wide range of projects across Ireland, 
including tourism, industrial, residential and renewable energy developments. 

Sheŀ hΩ5ǊƛǎŎƻƭƭΣ /ƻƴǎǳƭǘŀƴǘ 9ŎƻƭƻƎƛǎǘ ŀǘ {Ŏƻǘǘ /ŀǿƭŜȅΣ ƘƻƭŘǎ ŀƴ ƘƻƴƻǳǊǎ ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ƛƴ ½ƻƻƭƻƎȅ ŦǊƻƳ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ 
College Dublin and a Masters in Advanced Wildlife Conservation in Practice from the University of the West 
of England, Bristol. Shea has experience in habitat survey and assessment in a range of terrestrial and 
aquatic environments, surveys for protected species including otter, bats and badger, he has undertaken a 
number of ecological clerks of works roles as well as invasive species surveys for public infrastructure works 
across Ireland. Since joining Scott Cawley in 2017, Shea has gained extensive experience and been the lead 
author on numerous ecological assessments that include PEA, EcIA and AA Screening for a range of projects 
including tourism, industrial, residential and renewable energy developments. 

Niamh Burke is Principal Ecologist with Coiscéim Ecology. She holds a BSc (Hons) in Natural Sciences with 
Environmental Science and a PhD in salmonid ecology. She is a Chartered Environmentalist (CEnv) with the 
Society for the Environment (Soc Env) and a Full Member of the CIEEM. Niamh is a senior scientist with 
academic research and consulting experience in terrestrial ecology, aquatic ecology and fluvial 
geomorphology. She is an experienced project manager with a full working knowledge of EIA, the planning 
process and relevant environmental legislation, both national and European. With a specialism in aquatic 
ƘŀōƛǘŀǘǎΣ ǎƘŜ ŀƭǎƻ Ƙŀǎ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘŜǊǊŜǎǘǊƛŀƭ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎΩ ǎǳǊǾŜȅǎ ŀƴŘ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎΦ Lƴ her extensive 
consultancy roles she has acted as reviewer for all ecological reporting, ensuring consistency of standards 
and approach. 

Maeve Maher-McWilliams holds an honours degree in Biological Sciences from Queens University Belfast 
and attained a distinction in her Masters in Evolutionary and Behavioural Ecology from University of Exeter. 
She is an Associate member of CIEEM. She has worked in ecological consultancy for over eight years and 
has worked on a range of large to small scale projects across LǊŜƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ¦YΦ aŀŜǾŜΩǎ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ 
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specialism is ornithology, however her skills extend to protected mammal and habitat surveys. Her 
involvement extends from inception to post planning compliance, survey completion, project and survey 
management, carrying out of Ecological Impact Assessment, and authoring of EIAR Chapters, Appropriate 
Assessment Screening reports and Natura Impact Statements. She regularly undertakes surveys and 
prepares AA Screening, NIS and EcIA reports. 

4.2 Scope of the Assessment 

The study area is defined by the zone of influence of the proposed development with respect to the 
ecological receptors that could potentially be affected.  

The Zone of Influence (ZoI), or distance over which potentially significant effects may occur, will differ 
across the Key Ecological Receptors (KERs), depending on the potential impact pathway(s). The results of 
both the desk study and the suite of ecological field surveys undertaken has established the habitats and 
species present within, and in the vicinity of, the proposed development site. The ZoI and study area was 
then informed and defined by the sensitivities of each of the KERs present, in conjunction with the nature 
and potential impacts associated with the proposed development. 

The ZoI of habitat loss impacts will be confined to within the proposed development boundary. 

The ZoI of potential impacts on surface water quality in the receiving environment could extend 
downstream as far as Killiney Bay. 

The ZoI of general construction activities (i.e. risk of spreading/introducing non-native invasive species, 
dust deposition and disturbance due to increased noise, vibration, human presence and lighting) is not 
likely to extend more than several hundred metres from the proposed development. 

4.3 Desk Study 

An initial desk study was undertaken on the 4th April 2018, with updated desk searches undertaken 
between 9th and 13th November 2020 to collate available information on the local ecological environment. 
The following resources were used to inform the assessment presented in this report: 

¶ Data on European sites, Natural Heritage Areas (NHAs) or proposed Natural Heritage Areas 
(pNHAs) as held by the National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) from 
https://www.npws.ie/protected-sites and https://www.npws.ie/maps-and-data ς refer to 
Appendix II as well as Figure 2 and Figure 3 for descriptions and locations of protected sites in the 
vicinity of the proposed development 

¶ Records of rare and protected species for the 2km grid square(s), as held by the National 
Biodiversity Data Centre www.biodiversityireland.ie or the NPWS ς refer to Appendix III for all desk 
study flora and fauna records 

¶ Ordnance Survey Ireland mapping and aerial photography from http://map.geohive.ie/ 

¶ Data on waterbodies, available for download from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
web map service. Available from https://gis.epa.ie/EPAMaps/ 

¶ Information on soils, geology, and hydrogeology in the area available from the Geological Survey 
Ireland (GSI) online Spatial Resources service. Available from https://www.gsi.ie/en-ie/data-and-
maps/Pages/Groundwater.aspx 

¶ Information on the conservation status of birds in Ireland from Birds of Conservation Concern in 
Ireland (Colhoun & Cummins, 2014) 

¶ Information on the location, nature and design of the proposed development supplied by the 
ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀƴǘΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǘŜŀƳ 

¶ Information contained within an Ecological Impact Assessment Report prepared for a proposed 
ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎƘƛƭŘŎŀǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ hǳǊ [ŀŘȅΩǎ DǊƻǾŜΣ 5ǳōƭƛƴ мп ό{Ŏƻǘǘ /ŀǿƭŜȅΣ нлмфύ 

https://www.npws.ie/protected-sites
https://www.npws.ie/maps-and-data
http://map.geohive.ie/
https://gis.epa.ie/EPAMaps/
https://www.gsi.ie/en-ie/data-and-maps/Pages/Groundwater.aspx
https://www.gsi.ie/en-ie/data-and-maps/Pages/Groundwater.aspx
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¶ Information contained within an Appropriate Assessment Screening Report prepared for a 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǘ hǳǊ [ŀŘȅΩǎ DǊƻǾŜΣ DƻŀǘǎǘƻǿƴΣ 5ǳōƭƛƴ мп ό{Ŏƻǘǘ /ŀǿƭŜȅΣ 
2020a)  

¶ Information contained within an Ecological Technical Note prepared to inform a pre-application 
submission to An Bord Pleanála (Scott Cawley, 2020b) 

4.4 Field Survey 

Table 1 Ecological surveys and survey dates 

Survey Survey Date(s) Surveyor(s) 

Habitat survey  5th April 2018 

13th November 2020 

Lauren Shinkwin (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

Nicholas Fettes (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

Bat Building Inspections 2nd May 2018  Lauren Shinkwin (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

 

Bat Tree Inspections 2nd May 2018 

13th November 2020  

Lauren Shinkwin (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

Nicholas Fettes (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

Bat activity surveys (including dusk 
emergence/dawn re-entry) 

9th June 2020 

9th July 2020 

 

Adele Goulding Sheehan (Scott Cawley 
Ltd.) 

Niall McHugh (Scott Cawley Ltd.)  

Nicholas Fettes (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

Wintering Bird Survey  19th December 2019 

24th January 2020 

19th February 2020 

11th March 2020 

Lorna Gill (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

Breeding bird survey 20th May 2020 

3rd June 2020 

29th June 2020 

Lorna Gill (Scott Cawley Ltd.) 

4.4.1 Habitats and Flora Survey 

Lauren Shinkwin of Scott Cawley carried out a site walkover survey of the site on 5th April 2018 which 
included surveying habitats present as well as surveying for signs of mammal activity. Nicholas Fettes, also 
of Scott Cawley, performed a final site walkover survey on 13th November 2020 to ensure the most up to 
date information on the condition of the site, was recorded. These surveys encompassed the proposed 
development site and its immediate surroundings. Habitat surveys, conducted during the site walkover, 
followed the methodology described in Best Practice Guidance for Habitat Survey and Mapping (Smith et 
al., 2011). All habitat types were classified using the Guide to Habitats in Ireland (Fossitt, 2000), recording 
the indicator species, and recording any species of conservation interest. Vascular and bryophyte plant 
nomenclature generally follow that of The National Vegetation Database (Weekes & FitzPatrick, 2010), 
having regard to more recent taxonomic changes to species names after the New Flora of the British Isles 
(Stace, 2019) and the British Bryologicaƭ {ƻŎƛŜǘȅΩǎ Mosses and Liverworts of Britain and Ireland: A Field 
Guide (Atherton et al., 2010). Annex I habitat types were classified after the Interpretation manual of 
European Union Habitats EUR28 (European Commission, 2013) with reference to the corresponding 
national habitat survey reports and NPWS wildlife manuals, as applicable. The nomenclature for Annex I 
habitats follows that of the Interpretation manual of European Union Habitats EUR28 with abbreviated 
names after those used in The Status of EU Protected Habitats and Species in Ireland. Volume 1: Summary 
Overview (NPWS, 2019a and 2019b). 
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4.4.2 Fauna Surveys 

4.4.2.1 Terrestrial Mammals (excl. Bats) 

As part of the site walkover surveys, the presence/absence of terrestrial fauna species were surveyed 
through the detection of field signs such as tracks, markings, feeding signs, and droppings, as well as by 
direct observation. The habitats on site were assessed for signs of usage by protected/red-listed fauna 
species, and their potential to support these species. Surveys to check for the presence of badger setts 
within the study area, and to record any evidence of use, were undertaken on the 5th April 2018 and on the 
13th November 2020. 

4.4.2.2 Foraging, Commuting & Roosting Bats  

Habitat suitability for foraging/commuting/roosting bats was assessed during the site walkover surveys of 
the proposed development site on 5th April 2018 and 13th November 2020.  

Bat Building Inspections 

Internal and external inspections of the Grove After School (GAS) building located within the proposed 
development site were carried out on the 2nd May 2018. A systematic inspection of the external and all 
accessible internal areas and roof spaces of the building involved a search for evidence of bats such as: 

¶ Dead specimens; 

¶ Bat droppings; 

¶ Urine splashes; 

¶ Fur-oil staining; 

¶ Squeaking noises; 

¶ Feeding remains (moth wings); 

¶ Bat-fly (Nycteribiid) pupal cases; and/or, 

¶ Odour. 

Hibernation period for bats in Ireland is from November to February included. Hibernation roosts are 
characterised by uniform conditions, such as having a constant cool temperature and high humidity and 
are usually associated with places like caves and cellars. This is not the case with the GAS building, as this 
structure was assessed to be of low suitability meaning, as per Table 2 below, it does not provide enough 
space, shelter, protection, appropriate conditions and/or suitable surrounding habitat to be used on a 
regular basis by a larger number of bats (i.e. unlikely to be suitable for maternity or hibernation). 

Bat Tree Inspections 

During the site walkover surveys on 5th April 2018 and 13th November 2020, the trees within the proposed 
development site were assessed for their potential to support roosting bats, having regard to the following 
guidelines: 

¶ Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (Collins, 2016); 

¶ Bat Mitigation Guidelines for Ireland (Kelleher & Marnell, 2006); and, 

¶ Best Practice Guidelines for the Conservation of Bats in the Planning of National Road Schemes 
(NRA, 2006a). 

Several trees located across the proposed development boundary were examined from ground level for 
potential to support roosting bats. They were assessed based on the presence of features commonly used 
by bats. Examples of such features include: 

¶ Natural holes; 
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¶ Cracks/splits in major limbs; 

¶ Loose bark; and, 

¶ Hollows/cavities. 

Trees were assessed against suitability categories listed in Table 2 below. 

Table 2. Assessment criteria for potential suitability of proposed development sites for bats, derived from 
similar criteria in Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (Collins, 2016). 

Suitability Description of Roosting Habitat Commuting and foraging habitats 

Negligible Negligible habitat features on site likely to be 
used by roosting bats. 

Negligible habitat features on site likely to be 
used by commuting or foraging bats. 

Low A structure with one or more potential roost 
sites that could be used by individual bats 
opportunistically. However, these potential 
roost sites do not provide enough space, 
shelter, protection, appropriate conditions5 

and/or suitable surrounding habitat to be used 
on a regular basis or by larger numbers of bats 
(i.e. unlikely to be suitable for maternity or 
hibernation). 

A tree of sufficient size and age to contain 
PRFs but with none seen from the ground or 
features seen with only very limited roosting 
potential. 

Habitat that could be used by small numbers 
of commuting bats such as a gappy 
hedgerow or un-vegetated stream, but 
isolated, i.e. not very well connected to the 
surrounding landscape by other habitat. 

Suitable, but isolated habitat that could be 
used by small numbers of foraging bats such 
as a lone tree (not in a parkland situation) or 
a patch of scrub. 

Moderate A structure or tree with one or more potential 
roost sites that could be used by bats due to 
their size, shelter, protection, conditions2 and 
surrounding habitat but unlikely to support a 
roost of high conservation status (with respect 
to roost type only ς the assessments in this 
table are made irrespective of species 
conservation status, which is established after 
presence is confirmed). 

Continuous habitat connected to the wider 
landscape that could be used by bats for 
commuting such as lines of trees and scrub 
or linked back gardens. 

Habitat that is connected to wider landscape 
that could be used by bats for foraging such 
as trees, scrub, grassland, or water. 

High A structure or tree with one or more potential 
roost sites that are obviously suitable for use 
by larger numbers of bats in a more regular 
basis and potentially for longer periods of time 
due to their size, shelter, protection, 
conditions and surrounding habitat. 

Continuous, high-quality habitat that is well 
connected to the wider landscape that is 
likely to be used regularly by commuting bats 
such as river valleys, streams, hedgerows, 
lines of trees and woodland edge. 

High-quality habitat that is well connected to 
the wider landscape that is likely to be used 
regularly by foraging bats such as 
broadleaved woodland, tree-lined 
watercourses and grazed parkland.  

Site is close to and connected to a known 
roost. 

Bat Activity Surveys 

Two separate bat activity surveys were undertaken in 2020 of the proposed development site. The level of 
survey effort for suitability of PRFs (trees and buildings) and habitat suitability for commuting and foraging 

                                                             
5 For example, in terms of temperature, humidity, height above ground level, light levels or levels of disturbance. 
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bats identified within the proposed development is in line with Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: 
Good Practice Guidelines (Collins, 2016). 

Niall McHugh and Nicholas Fettes of Scott Cawley carried out a single dusk emergence survey, followed by 
a bat activity survey, on the 9th June 2020. Adele Goulding Sheehan and Niall McHugh, also of Scott Cawley, 
carried out a single dawn re-entry survey, preceded by a bat activity survey, on the 6th July 2020. Both 
surveys were carried out using direct observation and handheld ultrasound detectors (Elekon 
BatLogger M). These surveys focussed on the GAS building within the proposed development site at roost 
emergence and roost re-entry times to identify the presence of roosting bats. Following this the survey 
involved walking transects which covered the site and a representation of each habitat type within the 
lands to record bat activity across the site. The surveys commenced 15 minutes prior to sunset (or 2 hours 
before sunrise in the case of the dawn re-entry survey) and lasted for 1.5 ς 2 hours (see Table 3). Surveys 
were undertaken within the main season of bat activity during relatively calm dry weather conditions and 
the temperature on all nights was within the range suitable for bat activity (i.e. above 8°C). The data 
generated from the surveys was analysed using Elekon BatExplorer software to differentiate species by 
their sonograms. Calls were identified against species descriptions within British Bat Calls: A Guide to 
Species Identification (Russ, 2012).  

Table 3 Bat activity survey information 

Date Surveyor(s) Survey Times Sunset/Sunrise 

Time 

Temperature Weather 

9th June 2020 Niall McHugh   

Nicholas 

Fettes 

21:40 ς 23:39 21:56 16°C Humid, little breeze, 

no precipitation. 

9th July 2020 Adele 

Goulding 

Sheehan 

Niall McHugh   

03:00 ς 05:15 05:18 12°C Very breezy, light and 

persistent 

precipitation. 

4.4.2.3 Breeding Birds 

Habitat suitability for breeding birds was assessed during an initial site walkover survey of the proposed 
development site on 5th April 2018. Following this, three dedicated breeding bird surveys were undertaken 
within the proposed development site on 20th May 2020, 3rd June 2020 and 29th June 2020 by Lorna Gill of 
Scott Cawley. Methodology followed an adapted version from the Bird Monitoring Methods - A Manual of 
Techniques for Key UK Species (Gilbert et al., 1998). The study area covered the lands bounded by Jesus 
and Mary College Secondary School to the north and east; The Grove (a residential development) to the 
east; residences on Larchfield Road and Friarsland Avenue to the south; and residences on Friarsland Road 
to the west. Lands within the study area were slowly walked in a manner allowing all habitat features 
present to be surveyed. Birds were identified by sight and song, and general location and activity were 
recorded using the British Trust for Ornithology (BTO) species and activity codes. 

4.4.2.4 Wintering Birds 

Wintering bird surveys were undertaken on the 19th December 2019, 24th January 2020, 19th February 2020 

and 11th March 2020 by Lorna Gill of Scott Cawley using a methodology based on the Bird Monitoring 
Methods - A Manual of Techniques for Key UK Species 6. The study area covered the lands bounded by Jesus 
and Mary College Secondary School to the north and east; The Grove (a residential development) to the 
east; residences on Larchfield Road and Friarsland Avenue to the south; and residences on Friarsland Road 

                                                             
6 Gilbert, G., Gibbons, D.W. & Evans, J. (1998) Bird Monitoring Methods - A Manual of Techniques for Key UK Species. RSPB: 

Sandy 
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to the west. Lands were initially surveyed visually using binoculars/scope from a vantage point(s) at the 
edge of the study area followed by a walkover of the area to identify birds which may not be visible from a 
distance (e.g. waders) and evidence of usage by wildfowl such as swans or geese (e.g. droppings). Birds 
were identified by sight and general location and activity were recorded using the British Trust for 
Ornithology (BTO) species and activity codes.  

4.4.3 Survey Limitations 

The timing of habitat and fauna surveys are not considered to have imposed any limitations on the survey 
outcomes as they were carried out during the optimum time periods (seasonality) for detection of target 
species and habitats. 

The bat building inspections carried out in 2018 of the GAS building were not repeated in 2020. However, 
this is not considered to be a limitation on the bat surveys as the GAS building was deemed to be of low 
suitability and no evidence of roosting bats was found in 2018 (see section 5.3.2). In addition, emergence 
and re-entry surveys were carried out on the GAS building in 2020 within the active bat season and during 
optimal survey conditions with no evidence of roosting bats observed (see section 5.3.2). Furthermore, it 
is noted that conditions of the GAS building between surveys undertaken in 2018 and the summer of 2020 
have not changed and therefore the 2018 building inspection results remain valid. 

Therefore sufficient survey data was gathered to fully inform the assessment of impacts and the mitigation 
measures described in this report. 

4.5 Ecological Evaluation and Impact Assessment 

4.5.1 Ecological Evaluation 

Ecological receptors (including identified sites of ecological importance) are valued with regard to the 
ecological valuation examples set out in Guidelines for Assessment of Ecological Impacts of National Roads 
Schemes: Revision 2 (NRA, 2009) and the guidance provided in Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment 
in the UK and Ireland (CIEEM, 2018) ς refer to Appendix I for examples of how ecological importance is 
assigned. In accordance with these guidelines, important ecological features within what is referred to as 
ǘƘŜ ½ƻƴŜ ƻŦ LƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ό½ƻLύ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ άōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǘƻ be material 
ƛƴ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅέ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ΨYŜȅ 9ŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ wŜŎŜǇǘƻǊǎΩ 
(KERs). These are the ecological receptors which may be subject to significant effects from the proposed 
development, either directly or indirectly. KERs are those biodiversity receptors with an ecological value of 
local importance (higher value) or greater.  

4.5.2 Impact Assessment 

Ecological impact assessment is conducted following a standard source-pathway-receptor model, 
where, in order for an impact to be established all three elements of this mechanism must be in place. 
The absence or removal of one of the elements of the mechanism is sufficient to conclude that a 
potentially significant effect would not occur. 

¶ Source(s) ς e.g. pollutant run-off from proposed works 

¶ Pathway(s) ς e.g. groundwater connecting to nearby qualifying wetland habitats 

¶ Receptor(s) ς e.g. wetland habitats and the fauna and flora species they support 

4.5.2.1 Characterising and Describing the Impacts 

The parameters considered in characterising and describing the potential impacts of the proposed 
development ŀǊŜ ǇŜǊ ǘƘŜ 9t!Ωǎ Guidelines on the Information to be Contained in Environmental Impact 
Assessment Reports (EPA, 2017) and /L99aΩǎ Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and 
Ireland (CIEEM, 2018): whether the effect is positive, neutral or negative; the significance of the effects; 
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the extent and context of the effect; the probability, duration and frequency of effects; and, cumulative 
effects. 

Cumulative effects can result from individually insignificant but collectively significant actions taking place 
over a period of time or concentrated in a location. The following development types are included in 
considering cumulative effects:  

¶ Existing projects (under construction or operational) 

¶ Projects which have been granted consent but not yet started 

¶ Projects for which consent has been applied for which are awaiting a decision, including those 
under appeal 

¶ Projects proposed at a plan level, if relevant (e.g. future strategic infrastructure such as roads or 
greenways) 

The likelihood of an impact occurring, and the predicted effects, can also be an important consideration in 
characterising impacts. In some cases it may not be possible to definitively conclude that an impact will not 
occur.  In these cases the evaluation of significant effects is based on the best available scientific evidence 
but where reasonable doubt still remains then the precautionary principle is applied and it may need to be 
assumed that significant effects may occur. Professional judgement is used in considering the contribution 
of all relevant criteria in determining the overall magnitude of an impact. 

4.5.2.2 Significant Effects 

In determining whether potential impacts will result in significant effects, the CIEEM guidelines were 
followed.  The approach considers that significant effects will occur when there are impacts on either: 

¶ the structure and function (or integrity) of defined sites, habitats or ecosystems; or  

¶ the conservation status of habitats and species (including extent, abundance and distribution). 

Integrity 

¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅέ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƘŜǊŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴΣ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ 
entirety of a site that enables it to sustain all of the biodiversity or ecological resources for which it has 
been valued (NRA, 2009). 

¢ƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅΩ ƛǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ǿƘŜƴ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴƛƴƎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ŀǊŜŀǎ 
for nature conservation (e.g. SACs, SPAs or pNHA/NHAs) but can also be the most appropriate method to 
use for non-designated areas of biodiversity value where the component habitats and/or species exist with 
a defined ecosystem at a given geographic scale. 

An impact on the integrity of an ecological site or ecosystem is considered to be significant if it moves the 
condition of the ecosystem away from a favourable condition: removing or changing the processes that 
ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜǎΩ Ƙŀōƛǘŀǘǎ ŀƴŘκƻǊ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎΤ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘǳǊŜΣ ŜȄǘŜƴǘΣ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ 
component habitats; and/or, affect the population size and viability of component species. 

Conservation Status 

Similar definitions for conservation status given in the EU Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC, in relation to 
habitats and species, are also used in the CIEEM (2018) and NRA (2009) guidance which are summarised as 
follows: 

¶ For natural habitats, conservation status means the sum of the influences acting on the natural 
habitat and its typical species, that may affect its extent, structure and functions as well as its 
distribution, or the long-term survival of its typical species, at the appropriate geographical scale 

¶ For species, conservation status means the sum of influences acting on the species concerned that 
may affect the abundance of its populations, as well as its distribution, at the appropriate 
geographical scale 
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An impact on the conservation status of a habitat or species is considered to be significant if it will result in 
a change in conservation status, having regard to the definitions of favourable conservation status provided 
in the EU Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC ς i.e. into the future, the range, area and quality of habitats are 
likely to be maintained/increased and species populations are likely to be maintained/increased. 

According to the CIEEM methodology, if it is determined that the integrity and/or conservation status of 
an ecological receptor will be impacted on, then the level of significance of that impact is related to the 
geographical scale at which the impact will occur (i.e. local, county, national, international). In some cases 
an impact may not be significant at the geographic scale at which the ecological feature has been valued 
but may be significant at a lower geographical level. For example, a particular impact may not be 
considered likely to have a negative effect on the overall conservation status of a species which is 
considered to be internationally important. However, an impact may occur at a local level on this 
internationally important species. In this case, the impact on an internationally important species is 
considered to be significant at only a local, rather than an international level. 

5 Baseline Ecological Environment 

5.1 Land Use Zoning 

The proposed development site is ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ȊƻƴŜŘ ŀǎ ΨObjective A ς to protect and-or improve residential 
amenityΩ within the Dún Laoghaire-Rathdown County Development Plan 2016-2022 (DLRCC, 2016). The 
majority of the surrounding land falls under the same zoning, although there are sections of surrounding 
ƭŀƴŘ ȊƻƴŜŘ ŀǎ ΨObjective NC ς to protect, provide for and-or improve mixed-use neighbourhood centre 
facilitiesΩΣ ΨObjective E ς to provide for economic development and employmentΩΣ ΨObjective F ς to preserve 
and provide for open space with ancillary active recreational amenitiesΩ and a large area to the northwest 
zoned as ΨObjective TLI ς to facilitate, support and enhance the development of third level education 
institutionsΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŜƴŎƻƳǇŀǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ grounds of University College Dublin, Belfield Campus. There is zoning 
ΨTo protect and preserve trees and woodlandsΩ in the southern section of the proposed development site, 
however the site does not form part of the Ecological Network Map of sites identified in the Dún Laoghaire-
Rathdown County Development Plan 2016-2022 (DLRCC, 2016). 

5.2 Designated Sites 

5.2.1 European Sites 

Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) are designated under the EC Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) for the 
protection of habitats listed on Annex I and/or species listed on Annex II of the Directive. Special Protection 
Areas (SPAs) are designated under the Birds Directive (2009/147/EC) for the protection of bird species 
listed on Annex I of the Directive, regularly occurring populations of migratory species (such as ducks, geese 
or waders), and areas of international importance for migratory birds. 

There are no European sites within or directly adjacent to the boundaries of the proposed development 
site. The closest European sites to the proposed development are South Dublin Bay SAC (000210) and South 
Dublin Bay and River Tolka Estuary SPA (004024), located c. 2.8km and 2.7km north east respectively. The 
proposed development site is within the Liffey and Dublin Bay catchment. The closest watercourses to the 
proposed development site are the Elm Park Stream, c. 200m north, and the River Slang, located c. 582m 
west, of the proposed development site.  

The Elm Park Stream rises in Goatstown and is culverted for part of its course, flowing through UCD Belfield 
campus before emerging in Elm Park Golf Course, from where the watercourse finally discharges to Dublin 
Bay coastal waterbody just south of the Merrion Gates c. 1.3km downstream.  

Surface waters within the River Slang flow into the River Dodder after c. 834m before converging with the 
River Liffey a further c. 5.2km downstream. Surface waters within the River Liffey ultimately discharge into 
Dublin Bay coastal waterbody a further c. 5.8km downstream.  

Therefore, the proposed development is hydrologically connected to the following European sites in Dublin 
Bay: South Dublin Bay SAC (000210), North Dublin Bay SAC (000206), Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC 
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(003000), Dalkey Islands SPA (004172), South Dublin Bay and River Tolka Estuary SPA (004024) and North 
Bull Island SPA (004006). 

The SAC and SPA sites in the vicinity of the proposed development, their distance from the proposed 
development and their qualifying interests/special conservation interests are presented in Table 1 of 
Appendix II. 

The locations of those SAC and SPA sites relative to the proposed development are illustrated in Figure 2 
below. 

 

Figure 2  European sites in the vicinity of the proposed development 

 

5.2.2 Nationally Designated Sites 

Natural Heritage Areas (NHAs) are designated under the Wildlife Acts to protect habitats, species or 
geology of national importance. In addition to NHAs there are proposed NHAs (referred to as pNHAs), 
which are also sites of significance for wildlife and habitats and were published on a non-statutory basis in 
1995, but have not since been statutorily proposed or designated. Proposed NHAs are offered protection 
in the interim period under county or city development plans which requires that planning authorities give 
due regard to their protection in planning policies and decisions. 

There are no nationally designated sites within or directly adjacent to the boundaries of the proposed 
development site, with the closest site to the proposed development being Booterstown Marsh pNHA 
(001205) which is c. 2.7km north-east of the proposed development. According to a site synopsis available 
from the NPWS7 Booterstown Marsh pNHA has been designated as a site of local/regional ornithological 
importance, and remains the only example of saltmarsh in South Dublin.  

                                                             
7 NPWS (2009). Proposed Natural Heritage Area Site Synopsis Portfolio. Updated November 2009. Available online at 
www.npws.ie [Accessed 12th November 2020] 
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Surface waters within the proposed development site ultimately discharge into the Dublin Bay coastal 
waterbody via the River Slang, River Dodder and River Liffey. Therefore, the proposed development is 
hydrologically connected to the following nationally designated sites in the downstream receiving 
environment: South Dublin Bay pNHA (000210), North Dublin Bay pNHA (000206), Dolphins, Dublin Docks 
pNHA (000201), Booterstown Marsh pNHA (001205) and Dalkey Coastal Zone and Killiney Hill pNHA 
(001206).  

Though there are no NHA sites in the vicinity of the proposed development, pNHA sites in the vicinity of 
the proposed development, their distance from the proposed development and their qualifying 
interests/special conservation interests are presented in Table 2 of Appendix II. 

The locations of those pNHA sites relative to the proposed development are illustrated in Figure 3 below. 

Figure 3  Nationally designated sites in the vicinity of the proposed development 

 

5.3 Habitats and Flora 

The National Biodiversity Data Centre (NBDC) database search returned no records of any plant species 
listed on Annex II of the EU Habitats Directive within 2km of the proposed development site. However, the 
search returned one record of a protected flora species under the Flora (Protection) Order 2015 within 
2km of the proposed development site:  

¶ Great Burnet Sanguisorba officinalis 
































































