
LIMERICK CITY & COUNTY COUNCIL

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

SECTION 5 APPLICATION

 
 

DECLARATION ON DEVELOPMENT AND EXEMPTED DEVELOPMENT 

 

 

Applicant’s Name:  _________________________________________ 
 
Applicant’s Address:  _________________________________________ 
 
    _________________________________________ 
 
    _________________________________________ 
 
Telephone No.
 
Name of Agent (if any): _________________________________________ 
 
Address:   _________________________________________ 
 
    _________________________________________ 
   
    _________________________________________ 
 
Telephone No. ___________________ 
 
Address for Correspondence:  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
 
 

F7
~ 
'"' ,......_ ~ 

-.:::=> 
COMHAIRLE 

CATHRACH & CONTAE 

Luimnigh 
Limerick 
CITY & COUNTY 

COUNCIL 



 
Location of Proposed development: 
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
Description of Proposed development: 
 
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
 
Is this a Protected Structure or within the curtilage of a Protected Structure. 
YES/NO 
 
Applicant’s interest in site:__________________________________________  
 
List of plans, drawings, etc. submitted with this application: 
 
 
______________________________________________________________  
 
______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
 
Have any previous extensions/structures been erected at this location YES/NO 
 
If Yes please provide floor areas of all existing structures: 
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
_______________________________________________________________  
 
 
Signature of Applicant (or Agent) ___________________________________  



 
 
 
 
 
NOTES: Application must be accompanied by: 
 

(a) Fee of €80 
(b) Site location map 
(c) Site layout plan 
(d) Dimensioned plans and elevations of the structure and 

any existing structures. 
(e) Where the declaration is in respect of a farm building, a 

layout identifying the use of each existing building 
together with floor area of each building. 

 
***************************************************************   
 
 
Application to be forwarded to: 
 
 Limerick City & County Council, 
          Planning and Environmental Services,  
 City & County Council Offices, 
 Dooradoyle Road, 
 Limerick. 
 
 
*************************************************************** 
 

OFFICE USE ONLY 

 
 
Ref. No. ____________________  Date Received _________________ 
 
Fee Received ________________  Date Due _____________________ 
 
 
 
*************************************************************** 
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RE: Millstream Bridge Replacement, University of Limerick – Section 5 Application 

 

Dear Sir/Madam 

We enclose herewith section 5 application for the replacement of an existing pedestrian foot bridge at the 

University of Limerick. 

 

We are of the opinion that the proposed development is exempted development for the following reasons: 

 

• The development falls under Class 13 of Part 1 of Schedule 2 of the Planning and Development 

Regulations 2001, The repair or improvement of any private street, road or way, being works carried 

out on land within the boundary of the street, road or way, and the construction of any private 

footpath or paving. The width of any such private footpath or paving shall not exceed 3 metres 

 

• An appropriate assessment screening report carried out on the proposed bridge replacement has 

concluded that the proposed work will not have a significant effect on any European sites and 

therefore a Natura Impact Assessment is not required. 

 

We therefore enclose the following: 

• Application form F7; 

• Receipt for fee;  

• Drawings: 

− Site Location Map & Site Plan  U087L-CSC-XX-ZZ-DR-0100 
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− Proposed Access Route U087L-CSC-XX-ZZ-DR-0101 

− Existing Bridge Plans & Sections U087L-CSC-XX-ZZ-DR-0500 

− Existing Bridge Photos U087L-CSC-XX-ZZ-DR-0501 

− New Bridge Plans & Sections U087L-CSC-XX-ZZ-DR-0502 

 

• Appropriate Assessment Screening Report.  

 

We look forward to hearing from you in due course. 

Yours sincerely 

 

Luke McNamee 

Director 

BSc (Eng), CEng, BSc CIOB, MIEI, MIStructE  

for Cronin & Sutton Consulting 
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1 Introduction  

1.1 Background 
The University of Limerick (UL) intends to replace an existing pedestrian bridge over a small channel, 
known as the Mill Stream, located near to the southern bank of the River Shannon, at the rear of the 
Physical Education and Sports Sciences (PESS) building, on the main campus of the University of 
Limerick. The bridge is in a state of disrepair and can no longer be safely used. 

Brady Shipman Martin was appointed to prepare a report to assist the Competent Authority, Limerick 
City and County Council (LCCC), in undertaking a screening exercise for Appropriate Assessment (AA), 
should this be required. The purpose of the screening exercise is to assess, in view of best scientific 
knowledge, if the proposed works, individually or in combination with other plans or projects, are likely 
to have a significant effect on European sites, taking into account their conservation objectives.  

This document constitutes an Appropriate Assessment Screening Report (AA Screening Report) 
prepared for this purpose.  

A comprehensive study was undertaken and the potential for significant effects on European sites, both 
as a result of the proposed works and in-combination with other plans and projects, are appraised in 
this report. 

1.2 Expertise and Qualifications 
This report has been prepared by Senior Ecologist and Associate, Matthew Hague BSc MSc Adv. Dip. 
Plan. & Env. Law CEnv MCIEEM, of Brady Shipman Martin. Matthew is a highly experienced and qualified 
ecologist, with a master’s degree in Ecosystem Conservation and Landscape Management. He has over 
20 years of experience in ecological and environmental consultancy, across a wide range of sectors. 
Matthew is a Chartered Environmentalist (CEnv) and a full member of the Chartered Institute of Ecology 
and Environmental Management (MCIEEM). Matthew has also completed an Advanced Diploma in 
Planning and Environmental Law, at King’s Inns and is a member of the Irish Environmental Law 
Association (IELA). 

1.3 Legal Requirement for Appropriate Assessment 
European sites make up a network of sites designated for nature conservation under Council Directive 
92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora (the 
“Habitats Directive”) and Directive 2009/147/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 30 
November 2009 on the conservation of wild birds (the “Birds Directive”). The requirements for 
Appropriate Assessment are set out under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive, transposed into Irish law 
by the European Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (as amended)1 (the “Birds 
and Natural Habitats Regulations”) and the Planning and Development Act, 2000 (as amended) (the 
“Planning Acts”). 

European sites are also known as Natura 2000 Sites (Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) and Special 
Protection Areas (SPA)). As defined in section 177R of the Planning Acts “European site” means:  

(a) a candidate site of Community importance, 
(b) a site of Community importance, 
(ba) a candidate special area of conservation, 

 
1 SI No. 477 of 2011 
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(c) a special area of conservation, 
(d) a candidate special protection area and 
(e) a special protection area. 

Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive states that: 

“(3) Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site 
but likely to have significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination with other plans 
or projects, shall be subject to Appropriate Assessment of its implications for the site in view of 
the site’s conservation objectives. In the light of the conclusions of the assessment of the 
implications for the site and subject to the provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national 
authorities shall agree to the plan or project only after having ascertained that it will not 
adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the 
opinion of the general public.” 

The first test is to establish whether, in relation to a particular plan or project, appropriate assessment 
is required. Section 177U of the Planning Acts requires that screening for appropriate assessment must 
be carried out: 

■ To assess, in view of best scientific knowledge, if the development, individually or in 
combination with another plan or project is likely to have a significant effect on the European 
site; 

■ An appropriate assessment is required if it cannot be excluded, on the basis of objective 
information, that the development, individually or in combination with other plans or projects, 
will have a significant effect on a European site. 

The project is not required for the management of any European Site and this AA Screening Report has 
been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Birds Directive, the Habitats Directive, the 
Planning Acts and the Birds and Natural Habitats Regulations. 

2 Methodology 

2.1 Guidelines 
This report takes the following guidance documents into account:  

■ Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM). Guidelines for 
Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland: Terrestrial, Freshwater, Coastal and 
Marine, September 2018, updated in September 2019 (V1.1), further updated in April 2022 
(V1.2) and again in September 2024 (V1.3); 

■ Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government (DoEHLG) (2010a). Appropriate 
Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland – Guidance for Planning Authorities; 

■ DoEHLG (2010b). Circular NPW 1/10 & PSSP 2/10: Appropriate Assessment under Article 6 of 
the Habitats Directive: Guidance for Planning Authorities; 

■ European Commission (2021). Assessment of plans and projects in relation to Natura 2000 sites- 
Methodological guidance on Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC; 

■ European Commission (2018). Managing Natura 2000 sites: The Provisions of Article 6 of the 
Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC; 

■ Directorate – General for Environment (European Commission), (2021). Guidance document on 
the strict protection of animal species of Community Interest under the Habitats Directive; 



Proposed Replacement of the Mill Stream Pedestrian Bridge at the University of Limerick Campus 
Appropriate Assessment Screening Report 

Brady Shipman Martin 7024_2025-07-28_PESS Bridge_AASR01_1                                                                                                      6 

■ National Roads Authority (NRA)2 (2009). Guidelines for Assessment of Ecological Impacts of 
National Road Schemes; 

■ Office of the Planning Regulator (OPR) (2021). Practice Note PN01 Appropriate Assessment 
Screening for Development Management. 

■ National Parks and Wildlife Services (NPWS) (2021). Guidance for Public authorities on the 
Application of Articles 12 and 16 of the EU Habitats Directive to development/works undertaken 
by or on behalf of a Public authority. 

2.2 Baseline Data Collection and Field Visits 
A desk-based assessment was undertaken between May and July 2025 of the site and its environs. The 
appraisal focussed on habitats and species that are listed as Qualifying Interests (QI) (in the case of 
SACs) and Special Conservation Interests (SCI) (in the case of SPAs) for European sites.  

In order to provide a baseline on the local ecological environment, a site visit was completed by Senior 
Landscape Architect George Dundon of Brady Shipman Martin on 10 July 2025.  

An assessment of habitat suitability for species with links to European sites was also undertaken, in 
order to appraise the potential for ex-situ effects on European sites. 

An examination of available information from Bat Conservation Ireland (BCI) and data from planning 
applications in the vicinity was carried out in order to compile a list of the species most likely to be 
present in the overall area. This included lesser horseshoe bat, a species listed as a qualifying interest 
in Danes Hole, Poulnalecka, SAC, which, at c.15.4km distant is, conceivably, within the potential Zone 
of Influence (defined in Section 4.2). Article 12 of the Habitats Directive requires Member States to take 
requisite measures to establish a system of strict protection of animal species listed in Annex IV(a) in 
their natural range.  

Information was collated from the organisations and websites listed below: 

■ Data on European sites and rare and protected plant and animal species contained in the 
following databases: 

□ The National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) of the Department of Housing, Local 
Government and Heritage (www.NPWS.ie);  

□ The National Biodiversity Data Centre (NDBC) (www.biodiversityireland.ie);  
□ BirdWatch Ireland (www.birdwatchireland.ie);  
□ Bat Conservation Ireland (www.batconservationireland.org).  

■ Information on land-use zoning from the online mapping of the Department of the 
Environment, Community and Local Government (www.myplan.ie);  

■ Recent and historical OSi mapping and aerial imagery, including www.geohive.ie;  
■ Photographs taken at the site;  
■ Information on local watercourses from www.catchments.ie;  
■ Information on water quality in the area (www.epa.ie);  
■ Information on soils, geology and hydrogeology in the area (www.gsi.ie);  
■ Information on the Status of EU Protected Habitats and Species in Ireland (Article 17 report) 

(NPWS, August 2019);  
■ National Biodiversity Plan 2023 – 2030 (Department of Housing, Local Government and 

Heritage, 2024); 

 
2 Now Transport Infrastructure Ireland (TII). 
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■ Limerick Development Plan 2022-2028 (Limerick City and County Council, 2022).  

This report takes full account of the proposed works, and a detailed examination of all relevant 
elements of the proposal as it currently stands, was undertaken.  

3 Description of the Proposed Works 

3.1 Site Location  
The subject site (refer to Figures 3.1 to 3.3 below) is located in the northern part of the University of 
Limerick campus, to the rear of the PESS building. It comprises a small structure, mainly steel and wood, 
providing pedestrian access to a pathway that runs parallel to the River Shannon, between the Mill 
Stream and the main channel of the river. The pathway and the Mill Stream start close to Kilmurry 
Village, c.350mm to the east, running past the PESS building before turning away from the river near 
the Living Bridge and moving west, south of Dromroe Student Village for a distance before turning north 
to rejoin the river at Plassey Mill, some 800m to the west. The Mill Stream is a man-made channel, 
constructed to power Plassey Mills, a corn mill built in 1824. 

The bridge is one of the few access points to the pathway and to the river itself – apart from this 
crossing, currently closed, the only other access points are some distance away to the east and west.  

There is a small stream/ditch on the western side of the PESS building, this unnamed, manmade channel 
joins the Mill Stream just on the western side of the pedestrian bridge. 

The existing bridge is inside the mapped boundary of the Lower River Shannon SAC and is zoned as 
‘University’ as per the Limerick Development Plan 2022-2028. 

3.2 Description of the proposed works 
The University of Limerick intends to replace the existing bridge, which is now in a dangerous 
condition and has been closed for some time. See Figures 3.4 – 3.7 (photographs of the bridge in 
July 2025). 

The bridge replacement work is straightforward. It is proposed to simply cut the steel where it 
connects the bridge to its existing supports and then remove the bridge using a crane, which will 
be set up on the amenity grass area to the rear of the PESS building. Once this is done, the bridge 
abutments will be checked and made good, and minor repairs made if necessary. The new 
replacement bridge will then be installed using the crane. 

On completion of the works the crane will be removed and once safety checks are completed the 
new bridge will be opened to the public. 

No vegetation removal3 or tree surgery will be required, and it is expected that the work will take 
no more than a day or two to complete. No excavation is required, no new drainage will be 
introduced, and no lighting is to be provided. There will be no works to the existing Mill Stream or 
to the drainage channel that enters the Mill Stream to the west of the bridge. 

  

 
3 It may be necessary to cut to ground level a young ash tree, to allow the works to take place. This tree has no 
value for roosting bats or nesting birds, and its removal is inconsequential in terms of its impact on local 
biodiversity (see Figure 3.5). 
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Figure 3.1 The location of the existing pedestrian bridge at the University of Limerick campus, Co. Limerick 

 

Figure 3.2 Images of the existing pedestrian bridge, and sketches of its current condition 
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Figure 3.3 The location of the existing pedestrian bridge at the University of Limerick, Co. Limerick 
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Figure 3.4 View of the bridge from the PESS side. Note the Himalayan balsam in the minor channel to the west 
(left-hand side of the photograph – see Section 5.1) 

 

Figure 3.5 View of the existing, dilapidated bridge from the east (note the small ash tree that many need to be 
cut to ground level) 
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Figure 3.6 The existing path between the Mill Stream and the River Shannon, with the closed bridge access 
visible on the right-hand side 

Figure 3.7 View to the River Shannon from the existing bridge 
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4 Screening for Appropriate Assessment 

4.1 Background 
The first part of the AA process is the screening phase. Screening identifies the likely effects of any 
proposed works on European sites that could arise, either alone or in combination with other plans or 
projects and considers whether these impacts are likely to have a significant effect on the European 
site in view of the site’s conservation objectives. 

In accordance with sections 177U and of the Planning Acts, the AA screening test must be applied to 
the proposed development, as follows: 

■ To assess, in view of best scientific knowledge, if the development, individually or in 
combination with another plan or project is likely to have a significant effect on the European 
site; 

■ An Appropriate Assessment is required if it cannot be excluded, on the basis of objective 
information, that the development, individually or in combination with other plans or projects, 
will have a significant effect on a European site. 

Screening must be undertaken without the inclusion of mitigation and it is in this context that this AA 
Screening Report is prepared. 

In addition to the foregoing, OPR’s Practice Note “Appropriate Assessment Screening for Development 
Management”, dated March 2021 – also details a number of key concepts relevant to AA Screening, 
including “Best Scientific Knowledge/Information in the Field” (pg.5), stating: 

“The screening determination must be based on scientific information relevant to the likely 
effects on the conservation objectives of the relevant European sites. The information 
should be up-to-date and based on the best available techniques and methods to estimate 
the presence and extent of effects. This is because if there is any scientific uncertainty as 
to the absence of significant effects, the project must be screened in for appropriate 
assessment. 
In the vast majority of cases the information provided by the applicant (including the 
project description) and publicly available information in relation to the European sites in 
question and information published by the NPWS, the EPA and others in relation to such 
sites, should provide a sufficient level of objective scientific information to allow the 
planning authority to make an informed decision on screening.” 
 

Following screening therefore, if there is a possibility of there being a significant effect on a European 
site, this will generate the need for an appropriate assessment under section 177V of the Planning Acts 
for the purposes of compliance with Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive. This means that if the 
conclusions at the end of the screening exercise are that significant effects on any European sites, as a 
result of the proposed development, either alone or in combination with other plans and projects, are 
likely, uncertain or unknown, then an Appropriate Assessment must be carried out. This is in accordance 
with established precedent and case law. 

4.2 Potential Zone of Influence 
This assessment is based on the source-pathway-receptor model, which dictates that, for an effect to 
occur, there must be a ‘source’ (such as a construction site); a ‘receptor’ (such as a designated site for 
nature conservation); and a ‘pathway’ between the two (such as a watercourse that links the 
construction site to the designated site). A construction site or completed development may also create 
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a barrier to movement, for example, by preventing the migration of fauna along a river corridor, or by 
obstructing the migration of birds.  

Identification of a potential effect means that there is a possibility of ecological or environmental 
damage occurring, with the level and significance of the impact depending upon the nature and 
exposure to the potential effect and the characteristics of the receptor. Although there may be a risk 
of an impact, it may not necessarily occur, and if it does occur, it may not be significant. In other words, 
the existence of a source, a pathway and a receptor does not necessarily mean that a significant effect 
is likely. 

There are no set recommended distances for projects to consider European sites as being relevant for 
assessment. In 2010, DoEHLG stated that (pp. 31 – 32): 

“The approach to screening is likely to differ somewhat for plans and projects, depending on scale 
and on the likely effects, but the following should be included: 

1. Any Natura 2000 sites within or adjacent to the plan or project area 

2. Any Natura 2000 sites within the likely zone of impact of the plan or project. A distance of 
15km is currently recommended in the case of plans, and derives from UK guidance (Scott 
Wilson et al., 2006). For projects, the distance could be much less than 15km, and in some 
cases less than 100m, but this must be evaluated on a case-by-case basis with reference to 
the nature, size and location of the project, and the sensitivities of the ecological receptors, 
and the potential for in combination effects 

3. Natura 2000 sites that are more than 15km from the plan or project area depending on the 
likely impacts of the plan or project, and the sensitivities of the ecological receptors, bearing 
in mind the precautionary principle. In the cases of sites with water dependent habitats or 
species, and a plan or project that could affect water quality or quantity, for example, it may 
be necessary to consider the full extent of the upstream and/or downstream catchment.” 

The 2021 Office of the Planning Regulator (OPR) guidelines, Practice Note PN01: Appropriate 
Assessment Screening for Development Management, state that the Zone of Influence “should be 
established on a case-by-case basis using the Source-Pathway-Receptor framework and not by arbitrary 
distances (such as 15 km)” (p. 8). 

Therefore, considering the nature, scale and location of the permitted development, and in accordance 
with the source-pathway-receptor model, the potential Zone of Influence for the permitted 
development including the proposed amendments is: 

■ Any site to which there is a pathway from the development site during either the construction 
or operational phase of the development as defined in the following sections. 

4.2.1 European Sites 

The nearest European sites are as follows (see Figure 4.1): 

■ Special Areas of Conservation (SAC): 

□ Lower River Shannon SAC (site code 002165): the subject site is within the boundary of this 
SAC; 

□ Glenomra Wood SAC (site code 001013), c. 8.7km to the north; 
□ Clare Glen SAC (site code 000930), c. 11.5km to the east; 
□ Glenstal Wood SAC (site code 001432), c. 12.1km to the east; 
□ Slieve Bernagh Bog SAC (site code 002312), c. 14.6km to the north; 
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□ Danes Hole, Poulnalecka SAC (site code 000030), c. 15.4km to the north-west. 

■ Special Protected Areas (SPA): 

□ River Shannon and River Fergus Estuaries SPA (site code 004077), c. 4.7km to the south-
west; 

□ Slievefelim to Silvermines Mountains SPA (site code 004165), c. 11.2km to the east. 

Note that the above-listed distances are linear (i.e. ‘as the crow flies’). 

The Conservation Objectives of these sites are to maintain or restore the favourable conservation 
condition of the QIs / SCIs in question. Where specific conservation objectives have been set out by the 
NPWS, ‘favourable conservation condition’ is defined in respect of specific attributes and targets for 
the habitat or species in question. For further information, refer to Appendix II. 
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Figure 4.1 European sites within zone of influence of the proposed bridge replacement works. 10km, 15km and 20km radii are shown for scale. 
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4.2.2 Other Designated Areas (other than European sites) 

Designated sites other than European sites (i.e. proposed Natural Heritage Areas (pNHA) and 
designated Natural Heritage Areas (NHA)) within the potential Zone of Influence have been included in 
this assessment in order to address their potential to act as supporting sites for European sites. The 
NHA and pNHA sites within the ZoI are as follows: 

■ Natural Heritage Area (NHA): 

□ Woodcock Hill Bog NHA (site code 002402), c. 9.1km to the north-west; 
□ Gortacullin Bog NHA (site code 002401), c. 13.2km to the north-west; 
□ Doon Lough NHA (site code 000337) c. 15.2km to the north-west. 

■ Proposed Natural Heritage Areas (pNHA): 

□ Cloonlara House pNHA (site code 000028), c. 3.7km to the north; 
□ Castleconnell (Domestic Dwelling, Occupied) pNHA (site code 000433), c. 3.8km to the 

north-east; 
□ Fergus Estuary and Inner Shannon, North Shore pNHA (site code 002048), c. 4.0km to the 

south-west; 
□ Knockalisheen Marsh pNHA (site code 002001), c. 4.6km to north-west; 
□ Inner Shannon Estuary – South Shore pNHA (site code 000435), c. 5.4km to the south-west; 
□ Loughmore Common Turlough pNHA (site code 000438), c. 8.9km to the south-west; 
□ Glenomra Wood pNHA (site code 001013), c. 8.6km to the north; 
□ Clare Glen pNHA (site code 000930), c. 11.5km to the east; 
□ Garrannon Wood pNHA (site code 001012), c. 11.9km to the north-west; 
□ Glenstal Wood pNHA (site code 001432), c. 12.0km to the east; 
□ Ballyvorheen Bog pNHA (site code 001849), c. 13.0km to the south-east; 
□ Skoolhill pNHA (site code 001996), c. 13.3km to the south; 
□ Derrygareen Heath pNHA (site code 000931), c. 14.3km to the east; 
□ Castle Lake pNHA (site code 000239), c. 14.7km to the north-west. 

The above distances are as the crow flies (i.e. linear distances). No impacts are expected on the Fergus 
Estuary and Inner Shannon, North Shore pNHA, nor on any other NHA or pNHA in the zone of influence, 
for the reasons set out in the following sections of this report as they relate to the European sites.  

Figure 4.2 illustrates all the NHA and pNHA within the potential Zone of Influence (including those which 
overlap with European sites).  
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Figure 4.2 NHA and pNHA sites within zone of influence of the proposed bridge replacement works. 10km, 15km and 20km radii are shown for scale. 
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4.2.3 Watercourses, and pathways to European sites 

A review of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) web-tool indicates that the main channel of the 
River Shannon runs in close proximity (within 20m) to the north of the existing bridge. The bridge itself 
crosses the Mill Stream channel as set out in Section 3.1. 

Because of its location there exists a potential surface water link between the site of the proposed 
works and the Lower River Shannon SAC (and the River Shannon and River Fergus Estuaries SPA) should 
any surface water arising at the site discharge to the river / estuary. Refer to Figure 4.3. 

 

Figure 4.3 WFD status of EPA waterbodies in the proximity of the proposed works 

4.2.4 Zone of Influence 

Considering the nature, scale and location of the proposed works, which solely comprise the 
replacement of an existing bridge, in accordance with the source-pathway-receptor model, the 
potential Zone of Influence (ZoI) for the proposed development is limited to a single European site – 
the Lower River Shannon SAC (see Section 4.2.1). Although the River Shannon and River Fergus 
Estuaries SPA is c.4.7km downstream and there is a potential pathway via the Shannon, it is not 
remotely conceivable that there could be a significant effect on this SPA, due to the distance and the 
scale of the project as well as the very short duration of the works. 
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5 Potential impacts from the proposed development including 
in-combination effects 

5.1 European sites and habitats with links to European sites 
Although close to (within 20m) of the River Shannon, and within the boundary of the Lower River 
Shannon SAC, none of the habitats and species listed as qualifying interests in this SAC are present at 
or in the vicinity of the site. See Table 5.1 for full details. Furthermore, no rare, threatened or legally 
protected plant species, as listed in the Irish Red Data Book 1 – Vascular Plants (Curtis & McGough, 
1988), the Flora Protection Order, 2022 or the EU Habitats Directive, are known to occur within the site.  

There are records of giant hogweed (Heracleum mantegazzianum) and Himalayan balsam (Impatiens 
glandulifera) from 2023 in the National Biodiversity Data Centre (NBDC) database within the 2km grid 
square (R65E) that covers the site, and the authors have recorded giant hogweed, Himalayan balsam, 
Japanese knotweed (Reynoutria japonica) and three-cornered leek (Allium triquetrum) along the banks 
of the River Shannon near this location. Himalayan balsam is widespread in the vicinity of the existing 
bridge, particularly downstream in the Mill Stream, and in the small ditch to the west of the PESS 
building. 

Although located adjacent to the River Shannon, and near extensive areas of broadleaved and riparian 
woodland (mainly Fossitt habitat code WD1), there are no rare habitats or habitats of particularly high 
ecological value (i.e. International, National or County Importance) present at the site of the existing 
bridge. In the immediate vicinity are the stream itself (effectively a drainage ditch – Fossitt habitat code 
FW4), as well as scrub (WS1). Other habitats nearby include amenity grassland (GA2 - where the crane 
will be placed) and BL3 – buildings and artificial surfaces (the path network at the subject site).  

No evidence of any habitats or species with links to European sites was recorded during either the field 
survey or desk study undertaken and no ‘reservoir’ type habitats (habitats which have the potential to 
support Qualifying Interest / Special Conservation Interest species in any European site) are present.  

Otters (protected under Article 12 of the Habitats Directive) are frequently recorded along the River 
Shannon, however the works area itself is unsuited to use by otters (or badgers or other protected 
species).  

The woodland along the River Shannon has  good potential for roosting, commuting and foraging bats 
however there are no features suitable for use by roosting bats (like otters, bats are protected under 
Article 12 of the Habitats Directive at the subject site. This includes features potentially used by lesser 
horseshoe bat (for which Danes Hole, Poulnalecka SAC is designated). 

Overall, given its location adjacent to the River Shannon the works area is of local importance (higher 
value) as defined by the ecological resource valuations presented in the National Roads Authority / 
Transport Infrastructure Ireland Guidelines for Assessment of Ecological Impacts of National Road 
Schemes (NRA/TII, 2009 (Rev. 2)).  

The replacement bridge will be installed as described in Section 3.2. Very minor works are required and 
there will be no loss of any features of significant ecological value. Once the installation works are 
complete, the bridge will be reopened.   

5.1.1 Potential impacts during construction 

At any development site, no matter how minor, construction and demolition activities pose a potential 
risk to water as surface / ground water arising at a site may contain contaminants. The main 
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contaminants arising from construction activities may include suspended solids, hydrocarbons and 
concrete / cement products. If not properly managed, such pollutants could pose a temporary risk to 
surface water quality in the local surface water network during construction.  

The River Shannon (main channel) is within c. 20m of the subject site. Given the location of the site in 
relation to the River Shannon there is a potential surface water link between the site of the proposed 
works and the Lower River Shannon SAC, via the Mill Stream, where it rejoins the river, some 800m to 
the west.  

However, considering the distance to the river, the habitats that separate the site from the river, and 
the very limited extent of the works proposed, there is no possibility that polluted surface water could 
be emitted directly to it. Further, given the nature, scale and location of the proposed works there is 
no potential groundwater pathway between the subject site and the European sites.  

Despite the presence of a surface water pathway to the River Shannon, the risk of contamination of any 
watercourses or groundwater is extremely low and even in the event of a pollution incident on site, it 
is reasonable to assume that this would not be perceptible in Lowre River Shannon or any other 
European sites, for the following reasons: 

■ Any pollution from the bridge replacement works would be minimal, if not negligible, in quantity 
and if it flowed into the Shannon via surface run-off and the Mill Stream it would be so diluted 
as to be undetectable by the time it entered the river. A significant level of dilution and mixing 
of surface water would occur in any event. Upon reaching the river any pollutants would be 
even further diluted and dissipated by the receiving waters;  

■ In addition, the construction of the proposed development will take place over a very short 
period (see Section 3.2). There is no possibility of long-term impacts arising as a result of the 
bridge replacement, given the location, nature and scale of the proposed works. 

There is no possibility of any other potential direct, indirect or secondary impacts on any European site 
during the construction phase. For example, there will be no land-take from any European site (the 
project will simply replace a dilapidated bridge with a new structure, fit for purpose) and there will be 
no resource requirements such as water abstraction. Similarly, there will be no emissions to air from 
construction vehicles that could remotely impact any European site. There is no possibility that dust, 
noise and vibration arising during the replacement works could affect the Lower River Shannon SAC or 
any other European site.  

There will be no loss, fragmentation, disruption, disturbance or other change to any element of any 
European site as a result of the removal of the existing bridge and the installation of the replacement 
structure, and no interference with the key relationships that define the structure or function of any 
European site.  

Significant effects arising as a result of the installation of the replacement pedestrian bridge, on 
European sites (or on proposed Natural Heritage Areas), can therefore be excluded. 

5.1.2 Potential impacts during operation 

There is no possibility of any potential direct, indirect or secondary impacts on any European site once 
the replacement pedestrian bridge is installed and operational. There will be no loss, fragmentation, 
disruption, disturbance or other change to any element of any European site as a result of the operation 
of the bridge, and no interference with the key relationships that define the structure or function of 
any European site. Furthermore, the bridge will not be lit, and there will be no impacts from artificial 
lighting on bats, birds or large mammals (such as otters) once the once the replacement bridge is 
operational. 
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Significant effects arising as a result of the operation of the replacement pedestrian bridge, on 
European sites (or on proposed Natural Heritage Areas), can therefore be excluded. 

A detailed discussion of the potential impacts of the proposed development on individual European 
sites within the potential Zone of Influence is presented in Table 5.1, below. 
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Table 5.1 Potential impacts on designated sites in the potential Zone of Influence 

Site Reasons for designation (information correct Discussion of Source-Pathway-Receptor Link 
as of July 2025) 

Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) 
Lower River 1029 Freshwat er Pearl Mussel 

Shannon SAC (site (Margaritifera margaritifera) 
code 002165): the 1095 Sea Lamprey (Petromyzon 
existing bridge is 
with in the sit e 
boundary of the 
SAC 

marinus) 

1096 Brook Lamprey (Lampetra 
planeri) 

1099 River Lamprey (Lampetra 

fluviatilis) 
1106 At lantic Salmon Sa/mo salar 

(only in fresh water) 

1110 Sandbanks which are slightly 
covered by sea water all the time 

1130 Estuaries 

1140 Mudflats and sandflats not 

covered by seawater at low t ide 

1150 * Coastal lagoons 

1160 Large shallow inlets and bays 

1170 Reefs 

1220 Perennial vegetat ion of stony 

banks 
1230 Vegetated Sea cl iffs of the 

Atlantic and Baltic coasts 

1310 Salicornia and other annuals 

colonizing mud and sand 
1330 At lant ic salt meadows ( Glauco­

Puccine/Jietalia maritimae) 

1349 Bottlenose Dolphin (Tursiops 

truncates) 

1355 Otter (Lutra lutra) 

1410 M editerranean salt meadows 

(Juncetalia maritimi) 

No significant effects on water quality, or on any of the site's Qls, are predicted . 

The works associated w ith the proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works are very 
minor in nature, comprising only the removal of t he exist ing dilapidat ed st ructure, 
minor repairs to the exist ing bridge supports and t he installation and fixing in place of 
the new bridge, w it h works taking place over a very short period. 

It is not remotely likely t hat contaminat ion of watercourses (the minor channel t hat 
enters t he Mill Stream, t he M ill Stream itself or the ma in channel of t he River Shannon) 
could occur during the works - given the methodology proposed (see Section 3.2) . 
Even in t he event of a pollut ion incident (such as a fuel spill from the crane), such 
pollution would be minimal in quant ity and even in the event that it entered t he M ill 
Stream it would be so diluted that it would not be percept ible in the River Shannon 
it self (over 80m downstream at Plassey Mills), due to the very small volumes. 

There w ill be no signifi cant effects on any of the Qls of t he Lower River Shannon SAC, 
including on mobile species such as otters (there are no otter holts in t he vicinity of 
t he exist ing bridge) or fish - including on spawning/breeding grounds of fish. 

There is no possibilit y of any operat ional phase impacts, either direct or indirect (such 
as via foul/wastewater, which w ill not arise) . There w ill be no loss of habitat or species, 
fragmentat ion or dist urbance to t he qualifying interests of this sit e as a result of t he 
proposed works. 

Notes: The Mill Stream contains none of the qualifying habitats for which t he SAC is 
designated, and there is no realistic pat hways to any listed habitats. 

Freshwater pearl mussel is known only from the Cloon River in Co. Clare. No 

impact possible - t here is no hydrological/hydrogeological link between the 

subject site and t he Cloon River, which is some 50km (st raight line distance) 

from the site. 

No inst ream works w ill take place, and there is no possibility t hat the works 

could impact on ott er, lamprey species, At lant ic salmon, or bottlenose dolphin 

Likely 
Significant 
Effect? 

No 

22 
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Site 

Glenom ra Wood 

SAC (site code 
001013), c. 8.6km 

to the north 

Reasons for designation (information correct Discussion of Source-Pathway-Receptor Link 
as of July 2025) 

3260 Wat er courses of plain to 

montane levels with the Ranunculion 

fluitantis and Cal/itricho-Batrachion 

vegetat ion 

6410 Molinia meadows on 

calcareous, peaty or clayey-silt-laden 

soils (Mo/inion caeruleae) 

91EO * Al luvial forests w it h Al nus 

glut inosa and 

(Alno-Padion, 

Salicion albae) 

Fraxinus excelsior 

Alnion incanae, 

* indicates a priority habitat under the 

Habitats Directive 

According to t his SAC's site Conservat ion 

Objectives document (Version 1, dated 07 
August 2012), for each of the listed Qls, t he 
Conservation Object ive is to maintain or 
restore the favourable conservat ion 

condit ion of the Annex I habitat (s) and/or 
the Annex II species for which the SAC has 

been selected. 

91A0 Old sessile oak woods with /lex 

and 8/echnum in the British Isles 

According to t his SAC's site Conservation 

Objectives document (Version 1, dated 19 

June 2018), for each of t he listed Qls, the 

Conservation Obj ective is to maintain the 

The sandbank habitat is some 80km downst ream and there is no conceivable 

possibility of any impacts 

The coastal lagoon habitat is some 25km downstream and there is no 

conceivable possibility of any impacts 

The large shallow inlets and bays habitat is some 65km downstream and t here 

is no conceivable possibility of any impacts 

The reef habitat is some 35km downstream and there is no conceiva ble 

possibility of any impacts 

The perennial vegetation of stony banks habitat is some 60km downstream 

and there is no conceivable possibility of any impacts 

The vegetated sea cl iff habitat is some 80km downstream and t here is no 

conceivable possibility of any impacts 

The watercourses of plain to montane level habitat is al l upstream of UL (t he 

Bil boa River) or several km downst ream and t here is no conceivable possibility 

of any impacts. These habitats are not present in t he Mill Stream 

The Molinia meadow habitat is upstream (Castleconnell) and t here is no 

conceivable possibility of any impacts 

The alluvial forest habitat is upst ream (Castleconnell) and there is no 

conceivable possibility of any impacts 

The River Shannon at UL is within the area mapped as Estuaries in the CO 

document 4
. However the proposed bridge replacement works wi ll not in any 

way impact on t he est uarine Intertida l or sub-t idal sediments, nor on t he 

mudflat and sandflat habitat o r t he Mediterranean salt meadows, Atlant ic salt 

meadows and Salicornia habitats, all several km downstream. 

There is no direct hydrological link or any other pathway between the site of the 

proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works and t his SAC. It is over 8km distant 

and is completely unconnected via any pathway. 

Furthermore, there w ill be no loss of habitat or species, fragmentat ion or disturbance 

to the Qls of this SAC. 

4 https://www.npws. ie/sites/defau It/files/protected-sites/ conservation_ objectives/CO002165.pdf 

Likely 
Significant 
Effect? 

No 

23 



Site 

Clare Glen SAC (sit e 

code 000930), c. 
11.5km to the east 

Glenstal Wood SAC 

(site code 001432), 
c. 12.1km to t he 

east 

Sl ieve Bernagh Bog 

SAC (site code 
002312), c. 14 .6km 

to the north 

Proposed Replacement of the Mill Stream Pedestrian 

Appropriate Assessment Screening Report 

Reasons for designation (information correct Discussion of Source-Pathway-Receptor Link 
as of July 2025) 

favourable conservat ion condition of the 

Annex I habitat (s) and/or the Annex II species 

for which the SAC has been selected. 

91A0 Old sessile oak woods with /lex 

and Bfechnum in the Brit ish Isles 

1421 Ki llarney Fern (Trichomanes 

speciosum) 

According to t his SAC's site Conservat ion 

Objectives document (Version 1, dated 16 

May 2018), for each of the listed Qls, t he 

Conservation Obj ect ive is to maintain the 

favourable conservat ion condition of the 

Annex I habitat (s) and/or the Annex II species 

for which the SAC has been selected. 

There is no direct hydrological link or any other pathway between the site of the 
proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works and t his SAC. It is over 11km dist ant 

and is completely unconnected via any pat hway. 

Furthermore, there w ill be no loss of habitat or species, fragmentat ion or disturbance 

to the Qls of this SAC. 

1421 Killarney Fern (Trichomanes There is no direct hydrological link or any other pathway between the site of the 

speciosum) proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works and t his SAC. It is over 12km dist ant 

and is completely unconnected via any pat hw ay. 

According to t his SAC's site Conservat ion 

Objectives document (Version 1, dated 15 

May 2018), for each of the listed Qls, t he 

Conservation Obj ect ive is to maintain the 

favourable conservat ion condition of the 

Annex I habitat (s) and/or the Annex II species 

for which the SAC has been selected. 

4010 Northern At lantic wet heaths 

w ith Erica tetra/ix 

4030 European dry heaths 

7130 Blanket bogs(* if act ive bog) 

* indicat es a priorit y habitat under the 

Habitats Directive 

Furthermore, there w ill be no loss of habitat or species, fragmentat ion or disturbance 

to the Qls of this SAC. 

There is no direct hydrological link or any other pathway between the site of the 
proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works and t his SAC. It is almost 15km 
dist ant and is completely unconnected via any pat hw ay. 

Furthermore, there w ill be no loss of habitat or species, fragmentat ion or disturbance 

to the Qls of this SAC. 

Likely 
Significant 
Effect? 

No 

No 

No 

24 
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Site 

Danes Hole, 
Poulnalecka SAC 

(site code 000030), 
c. 15.4km to t he 
north-west 

Reasons for designation (information correct Discussion of Source-Pathway-Receptor Link 
as of July 2025) 

According to t his SAC's site Conservation 

Objectives document (Version 1, dated 18 

August 2016), for each of t he listed Qls, the 

Conservation Object ive is to restore the 

favourable conservat ion condit ion of the 

Annex I habitat (s) and/or the Annex II species 

for which the SAC has been selected. 

8310 Caves not open to t he public 

91A0 Old sessile oak woods w ith flex 

and Bfechnum in the Brit ish Isles 

1303 Rhinolophus hipposideros 
(Lesser Horseshoe Bat ) 

According to t his SAC's site Conservation 

Objectives document (Version 1, dated 24 

July 2018), for each of the list ed Qls, the 

Conservation Objective is to maintain or 

restore the favourable conservat ion 

condit ion of the Annex I habitat (s) and/or the 

Annex II species for which t he SAC has been 

selected . 

There is no direct hydrological link or any other pathway betw een the site of the 
proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works and t his SAC. It is over 15km dist ant 

and is completely unconnected via any pat hway. The proposed works w ill not impact 
on lesser horseshoe bats in any way. 

Furthermore, there wil l be no loss of habitat or species, fragmentat ion or disturbance 

to the Qls of this SAC. 

Special Protect ion Areas (SPA} 

Likely 
Significant 
Effect? 

No 

River Shannon and A017 Cormorant (Phalacrocorax No significant effects on water quality, and t herefore on the sit e's SCls, are predicted. No 
River Fergus 

Estuaries SPA (site 
code 004077), c. 
4.7km to t he south­

w est 

carbo) 

A038 W hooper Swa n (Cygnus 

cygnus) 
A046 Light -bel lied Brent Goose 

(Branta bernicla hrota) 

A048 Shelduck (Tadorna tadorna) 

A0S0 Wigeon (Anas penelope) 

A052 Teal (Anas crecca) 
A054 Pintai l (Anas acuta) 

The works associated w ith the proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works are very 

minor in nature, comprising only the removal of t he exist ing dilapidat ed structure, 
minor repairs to the existing bridge supports and t he installat ion and fixing in place of 
t he new bridge, w it h works taking place over a very short period. 

It is not remotely likely that contaminat ion of w atercourses (the minor channel t hat 

enters t he Mill Stream, t he M ill Stream itself or the ma in channel of t he River Shannon) 
could occur during the works - given the methodology proposed (see Section 3.2). 

Even in t he event of a pollut ion incident (such as a fuel spil l from the crane), such 
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Site 

Slievefelim to 
Silvermines 
Mountains SPA (site 
code 004165), c. 
11.1km to the east 

Proposed Replacement of the Mill Stream Pedestrian 

Appropriate Assessment Screening Report 

Reasons for designation (information correct Discussion of Source-Pathway-Receptor Link 
as of July 2025) 

A056 Shoveler (Anas clypeata} 

A062 Scaup (Aythya marila) 

A137 Ringed Plover (Charadrius 

hiaticula) 
A140 Golden Plover (Pluvialis 

apricaria) 
A141 Grey Plover (Pluvialis 

squatarola) 

A142 Lapwing (Vanellus vanellus) 

A143 Knot ( Calidris canutus) 

A149 Dunlin (Calidris alpina) 

A156 Black-tailed Godwit (Limosa 

limosa) 
A157 Bar-tai led Godwit (Limosa 

lapponica) 

A160 Curlew (Numenius arquata) 

A162 Redshank (Tringa tetanus) 

A164 Greenshank (Tringa nebularia) 

A179 Black-headed Gull 

( Chroicocephalus ridibundus) 

A999 Wet lands 

According to t his SPA's site Conservation 
Objectives document (Version 1- dated 17 
September 2012), for each of the listed SCls, 
the Conservat ion Object ive is to maintain 
the favourable conservat ion condition of t he 
species and wet land habitat for which t he 

SPA has been selected. 
A082 Hen Harrier (Circus cyaneus) 

According to this SPA's sit e Conservat ion 

Objectives document (Version 1 - dated 23 

September 2022), for each of the list ed SCls, 

the Conservation Obj ective is to restore the 

pollution would be minimal in quant ity and even in the event that it entered t he M ill 
St ream it would be so diluted that it would not be perceptible in the River Shannon 
it self (over 80m downstream at Plassey M ills), due to the very small volumes - and not 
t he remot est possibility of an effect almost 5km downstream . 

There w ill be no significant effects on any of t he SCls of t he River Shannon and River 
Fergus SPA. 

There is no possibility of any operational phase impacts, either direct or indirect (such 
as via foul/wastewater, which wi ll not arise) . There w ill be no loss of habitat or species, 
fragmentat ion or dist urbance to t he qualifying interests of this site as a result of t he 

proposed works. 

There is no direct hydrological link or any other pathway between the site of the 
proposed pedestrian bridge replacement works and t his SPA. It is approximately 
11km distant and is completely unconnected via any pathway. 

Likely 
Significant 
Effect? 

No 
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Site Reasons for designation (information correct Discussion of Source-Pathway-Receptor Link Likely 
as of July 2025) Significant 

Effect? 

favourable conservat ion condition of the Furthermore, there w ill be no loss of habitat or species, fragmentation or disturbance 

species and wetland habitat for which the to the SCls of this SPA. 

SPA has been selected. 
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5.2 Summary of potential impacts of the proposed pedestrian bridge 
replacement works 

There will be no loss of any habitat or species listed as a QI or SCI of any designated site as a 
consequence of the provision of the proposed replacement bridge. There is, therefore, no potential for 
the effects of habitat loss or fragmentation to occur.  

There will also be no significant effects on any European sites as a result of: 

■ Habitat loss and/or fragmentation;  
■ Land-take; 
■ Resource requirements such as water abstraction; 
■ Impacts to habitat structure; 
■ Mortality to species (such as roadkill); 
■ Noise pollution / vibration impacts; 
■ Light pollution; 
■ Emissions to air (including dust); 
■ Emissions to water. 

Several invasive plant species (i.e. those species listed on Schedule 3 of the Birds and Habitats 
Regulations, 2011-2022) are known to be present in the wider area, including a stand of Himalayan 
balsam in the Mill Stream and in the nearby ditch. The Himalayan balsam will not be interfered with in 
any way by the proposed works and neither this nor any other such invasive species will be introduced 
or caused to be spread by the proposed works.  

Additionally, for the reasons outlined in this report for the European sites, no impacts on any other 
designated sites including proposed Natural Heritage Areas, will occur. 

6 Mitigation Specific to European Sites 
This screening assessment is consistent with the judgment of the European Court in Case C-323/17, 
People Over Wind & Sweetman v Coillte (Judgment of the Court (Seventh Chamber) of 12 April 2018) 
and the recent case-law of the High Court, including Heather Hill Management Company CLG v An Bord 
Pleanála [2019] IEHC 450 and Sweetman v An Bord Pleanála [2020] IEHC 39.  

It is also consistent with the judgment in Eco Advocacy CLG v An Bord Pleanála [2021] IEHC 265. In that 
case, Humphreys J confirmed the core legal principle, being that regard should not be had to mitigation 
measures at AA screening stage. Humphreys J decided in that case that clarification was required from 
the CJEU on the matter (as it related to the consideration of SUDs and whether these represented 
mitigation measures).  

The CJEU, in its ruling on this case dated 15 June 2023 clarified issues defining mitigation in the context 
of European sites5. It confirmed that Article 6(3) of Directive 92/43 must be interpreted as meaning 
that, in order to determine whether it is necessary to carry out an appropriate assessment of the 
implications of a plan or project for a site, account may be taken of the features of that plan or project 
which involve the removal of contaminants and which therefore may have the effect of reducing the 
harmful effects of the plan or project on that site, where those features have been incorporated into 

 
5 
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=274644&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mod
e=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=21723482 
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that plan or project as standard features, inherent in such a plan or project, irrespective of any effect on 
the site. 

In relation to European sites, there will be no impacts (such as pollution events, habitat loss, disturbance 
or any other impacts) capable of giving rise to any likely significant effects on European sites as a result 
of the replacement of the existing pedestrian bridge. 

As set out in this report, it is certain that likely significant effects on European sites as a result of the 
replacement of the existing pedestrian bridge can be excluded.  

No mitigation is necessary or proposed for the protection of European sites. 

7 In-combination Effects 
It is a requirement of Section 177U of the Planning Acts that, when considering whether a plan or 
project will have a significant effect on a European site, the assessment must take into account in-
combination effects with other plans and projects. The assessment should consider plans and projects 
that are completed, approved but uncompleted, or proposed (but not yet approved)6. If there are 
identified effects arising from the plan or project, even if they are perceived as minor and not likely to 
have a significant effect on the integrity of a European site alone, then these effects must be considered 
in combination with the effects arising from other plans and projects. 

The following sources were consulted to identify relevant other plans or projects: 

■ Limerick Development Plan 2022-2028 (Limerick City and County Council (2022)); 
■ Limerick City and County Council Planning Viewer (accessed July 2025); 
■ An Board Pleanála database (www.pleanala.ie – accessed July 2025); and 
■ EIA Portal (www.housinggovie.maps.arcgis.com – accessed July 2025). 

Permitted and proposed projects in the immediate vicinity of the proposed works area were considered 
in terms of the potential for in-combination effects. No developments are proposed within the 
immediate vicinity of the site that would, in combination with the works under appraisal in this report, 
give rise to significant effects. This includes projects that are currently under construction, have recently 
been granted planning permission or are awaiting a decision within the wider UL campus: 

A number of other plans were considered when assessing in-combination effects, but it was determined 
that there would be no in-combination effects with these:  

■ Revised National Planning Framework (April 2025); 
■ Climate Action Plan 2025 (CAP 25);  
■ Limerick Climate Action Plan (LACAP) 2024 – 2029; 
■ National Biodiversity Action Plan 2023 – 2030. 

It is considered that significant in-combination effects on European sites are not likely to occur as a 
result of the proposed works in combination with other plans or projects. 

8 Screening Conclusion 
In view of best scientific knowledge, this report concludes that the provision of the proposed 
replacement of the existing pedestrian bridge over the Mill Stream to the rear of the PESS building 
within the University of Limerick campus, individually or in combination with another plan or project, 

 
6 Assessment of Plans and Projects Significantly Affecting European sites: Methodological Guidance on the Provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) 
of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (European Commission Environment Directorate-General, 2001)   
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will not have a significant effect on any European sites. This conclusion was reached without considering 
or taking into account mitigation measures or measures intended to avoid or reduce any impact on 
European sites. 

It is considered that this report provides sufficient relevant information to allow Limerick City and 
County Council to carry out an Appropriate Assessment Screening, if necessary, and reach a 
determination that the proposed works will not have any likely significant effects on European sites 
under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive in light of their conservation objectives. 
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Appendix I: Background 
The European8 network is a Europe-wide network of ecologically important sites (SPAs and cSACs – also 
known as ‘European Sites’ or ‘Natura 2000 sites’) that have been designated for protection under either 
the EU Birds Directive (Council Directive 79/409/EEC on the Conservation of Wild Birds) or the EU 
Habitats Directive (Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild 
Flora and Fauna). 

The main aim of the Habitats Directive is “to contribute towards ensuring biodiversity through the 
conservation of natural habitats of wild fauna and flora in the European territory of the Member States 
to which the treaty applies”. Any actions taken must be designed to “maintain or restore, at a favourable 
conservation status, natural habitats and species of wild fauna and flora of Community interest”. Under 
Article 6 of the Habitats Directive, an assessment is required where a plan or project is not directly 
connected with or necessary to the management of a European Site but may give rise to significant 
effects upon a European site.  

In addition, it is a matter of law that candidate SACs (cSACs), candidate SPAs (cSPAs) and Sites of 
Community Importance (SCI) are considered in this process and treated the same as SACs and SPAs. 

Article 6 (paragraphs (3) and (4)) of the Habitats Directive states that: 

(3) Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site 
but likely to have significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination with other plans 
or projects, shall be subject to Appropriate Assessment of its implications for the site in view of 
the site’s conservation objectives. In the light of the conclusions of the assessment of the 
implications for the site and subject to the provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national 
authorities shall agree to the plan or project only after having ascertained that it will not 
adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the 
opinion of the general public. 

(4) If, 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 a social or economic nature, 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 adopted. 

Where the site concerned hosts a priority natural habitat type and/or a priority species, the only 
considerations which may be raised are those relating to human health or public safety, to 
beneficial consequences of primary importance for the environment or, further to an opinion 
from the Commission, to other imperative reasons of overriding public interest. 

The requirements of the Habitats Directive are transposed into Irish law by means of the European 
Union (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011-2021 (hereafter referred to as the Birds and 
Habitats Regulations)9 and by the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended. 

In Ireland, the statutory agency responsible for the designated areas is NPWS. 

 

 

 
8 The EU Habitats Directive, Article 3.1, states “A Coherent European ecological network of Special Areas of Conservation and Special Protection 
Areas pursuant to Directive 79/409/EEC shall be set up under the title Natura 2000”   
9  SI No. 477 of 2011 and subsequent amendments 
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Stages in the Assessment 

European Commission guidance (2021)10 sets out the principles on how to undertake decision making 
in applying the Habitats Directive. The requirements of the Habitats Directive comprise three distinct 
stages”: 

Stage one: screening. The first part of the procedure consists of a pre-assessment stage 
(‘screening’) to ascertain whether the plan or project is directly connected with, or necessary to, 
the management of a Natura 2000 site, and, if this is not the case, then whether it is likely to 
have a significant effect on the site (7) (either alone or in combination with other plans or 
projects) in view of the site’s conservation objectives. Stage one is governed by the first part of 
the first sentence of Article 6(3).  

Stage two: the appropriate assessment. If likely significant effects cannot be excluded, the next 
stage of the procedure involves assessing the impact of the plan or project (either alone or in 
combination with other plans or projects) against the site’s conservation objectives, and 
ascertaining whether it will affect the integrity of the Natura 2000 site, taking into account any 
mitigation measures. It will be for the competent authorities to decide whether or not to approve 
the plan or project in light of the findings of the appropriate assessment. Stage two is governed 
by the second part of the first sentence and the second sentence of Article 6(3)..  

Stage three: derogation from Article 6(3) under certain conditions. The third stage of the 
procedure governed by Article 6(4). It only comes into play if, despite a negative assessment, the 
developer considers that the plan or project should still be carried out for imperative reasons of 
overriding public interest. This is only possible if there are no alternative solutions, the imperative 
reasons of overriding public interest are duly justified, and if suitable compensatory measures 
are adopted to ensure that the overall coherence of Natura 2000 is protected. 

 

 
10  Assessment of Plans and Projects in relation to Natura 2000 sites: Methodological Guidance on the Provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the 
Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (European Commission Environment Directorate-General, September 2021) 
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Appendix II: Conservation Objectives of European Sites 
The conservation objectives for a European Site are intended to represent the aims of the Habitats and 
Birds Directives in relation to that site. To this end, habitats and species of European Community 
importance should be maintained or restored to ‘favourable conservation status’ (FCS), as defined in 
Article 1 of the Habitats Directive below11: 

The conservation status of a natural habitat will be taken as ‘favourable’ when: 

■ its natural range and the area it covers within that range are stable or increasing, and 
■ the specific structure and functions which are necessary for its long term maintenance exist and 

are likely to continue to exist for the foreseeable future, and 
■ the conservation status of its typical species is favourable as defined (i). 

The conservation status of a species will be taken as favourable when:  

■ population dynamics data on the species concerned indicate that it is maintaining itself on a 
long-term basis as a viable component of its natural habitats, and 

■ the natural range of the species is neither being reduced nor is likely to be reduced for the 
foreseeable future, and 

■ there is, and will probably continue to be, a sufficiently large habitat to maintain its populations 
on a long-term basis. 

The 2019 Guidance from the European Commission12 indicates that the general objective of achieving 
FCS for all habitat types and species listed in Annexes I and II to the Habitats Directive needs to be 
translated into site-level conservation objectives.  

The European Commission guidance recommends that screening should fulfil the following steps: 

1. ascertaining whether the plan or project is directly connected with or necessary to the 
management of a Natura 2000 site;  

2. identifying the relevant elements of the plan or project and their likely impacts;  

3. identifying which (if any) Natura 2000 sites may be affected, considering the potential effects 
of the plan or project alone or in combination with other plans or projects;  

4. assessing whether likely significant effects on the Natura 2000 site can be ruled out, in view 
of the site's conservation objectives. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
11 https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A01992L0043-20130701 
12 Managing Natura 2000 sites: the provisions of Article 6 of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC. (European Commission 2019) 
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RE: Further Information Response in Relation to Planning Reference EC/194/25 at University of 

Limerick Campus. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

This Further Information Response document has been prepared by Cronin & Sutton Consulting 

Engineers (CS Consulting) on behalf of the applicant University of Limerick, in relation to Section 5 

Application under Planning Reference EC/194/25 for the proposed replacement of the Mill Stream 

Bridge Pedestrian Bridge at the University of Limerick Campus. 

This document addresses items 1, 2, 3, 4 of the Requests for Further Information (RFI) issued on the 14tt 

of October 2025 by Limerick City and County Council (LCCC) in respect of the above proposed 

works application. 
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ITEM 1 OF THE REQUEST FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 

A site-specific otter survey must be undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist to determine the 

presence or absence of active otter holts within the recognised disturbance zone. If holts are 

identified, a derogation licence may be required and should be addressed accordingly. 

 

RESPONSE TO ITEM 1 OF THE RFI 

Please find appended a Site Survey Report from Brady Shipman Martin Ltd confirming no otter holts 

are present at or adjacent to the area of works. 

 

ITEM 2 OF THE REQUEST FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 

The ecological report should be revised to include clear and detailed information on the construction 

and demolition methodology, specifically how the steel bridge components will be cut and 

removed. The potential environmental risks associated with the use of cutting equipment near the 

watercourse must be addressed. 

 

RESPONSE TO ITEM 2 OF THE RFI 

Please find included under separate cover an updated Ecological Report from Brady Shipman 

Martin Ltd. 

  

Refer to drawing number L087L-CSC-XX-XX-DR-C-0102 which outlines the bridge replacement 

methodology. 

 

ITEM 3 OF THE REQUEST FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 

Clarification is required on whether a site compound or associated facilities will be used during the 

works. If so, the location, size, and composition of the compound must be clearly identified and 

assessed in terms of environmental impact. 

 

RESPONSE TO ITEM 3 OF THE RFI 

We confirm no site compound or site facilities shall be provided during the works.  

It is envisaged the works shall be completed in one working day. The existing bridge shall be 

uncoupled from its existing foundations, lifted and removed by mobile crane and removed from site. 
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The new bridge shall then be lifted and placed into position by mobile crane and tied back into the 

existing foundations.  

During the course of the working day, UL have confirmed existing campus facilities shall be made 

available for use to all construction workers.    

 

ITEM 4 OF THE REQUEST FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 

Given the presence of Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera) adjacent to the bridge, the 

applicant must provide details of the measures that will be taken to prevent the spread of this 

invasive species during the removal and replacement of the bridge. 

 

RESPONSE TO ITEM 4 OF THE RFI 

Please find appended a method statement from Brady Shipman Martin Ltd for control measures to 

be implemented when working in the vicinity of Himalayan Balsam.  

 

We trust the above and attached are in order, should you have any queries please do not hesitate 

to contact the undersigned.  

 

 

Gary Lindsay 

Associate Director 

Chartered Engineer 

For the Cronin & Sutton Consulting Group 
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Background 

Proposed replacement of the Mill Stream Pedestrian Bridge at the 

University of Limerick Campus 

EC/194/25 

Declaration under Section 5 - Response to a Request for Further 

Information 

24 November 2025 

The University of Limerick {UL) intends to replace an existing pedestrian bridge over a small channel, 

known as t he Mill Stream, located near t o the southern bank of t he River Shannon, at the rear of the 

Physical Education and Sports Sciences {PESS) building, on t he main campus of the University of Limerick. 

The bridge is in a state of disrepair and can no longer be safely used. 

UL submitted an applicat ion for a Sect ion 5 declaration to the planning authority in September 2025. 

The applicat ion included an Appropriat e Assessment Screening Report (Brady Shipman Martin) as well 

as details on the proposed bridge replacement works {CS Consult ing). 

Further Information Request 

The Fl request comprised four separate but related points, as follows: 

• A site-specific otter survey must be undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist to determine 
t he presence or absence of active otter halts within the recognised disturbance zone. If halt s 

are identified, a derogation licence may be required and should be addressed accordingly. 

• The ecological report should be revised t o include clear and detailed informat ion on the 
construction and demolition met hodology, specifically how the steel bridge component s will be 

cut and removed. The potent ial environment al risks associated with the use of cutting 

equipment near the watercourse must be addressed. 

• Clarification is required on whether a site compound or associated facilit ies will be used during 
the works. If so, the location, size, and composit ion of the compound must be clearly identified 

and assessed in terms of environmental impact. 

• Given the presence of Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera) adjacent to the bridge, the 
applicant must provide det ails of the measures that will be taken t o prevent the spread of this 

invasive species during t he removal and replacement of t he bridge. 

Response 

In response t o the Fl request, UL has commissioned Brady Shipman Martin (as project ecologists) t o 

resurvey the subject sit e, including to carry out a dedicated in-stream otter survey, and t o provide details 

on requirement s in relation to Himalayan balsam. UL has also requested further detail from CS 
Consult ing (as project engineers) t o provide further detail and clarification on the bridge replacement 

methodology. 

www.bradyshipmanmartin.com 
mail@bradyshipmanmartin.com 
Dublin. Cork. Limerick. 

Mountpleasant Business Centre 
Ranelagh, Dublin D06 X7P8 
T: + 35312081900 

Partners: 
John Kelly, David Bosonnet, 
Thomas Burns, Pauline Byrne 

System Certification: 
ISO 9001:2015 
ISO 14001:2015 



 

This Technical Note has been prepared in response to a request for further information (FI) issued by 
Limerick City and County Council (14 October 2025). It forms part of the overall response to the FI 
request, prepared by CS Consulting on behalf of the applicant. 

Point 1 – otter survey 
• A site-specific otter survey must be undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist to determine 

the presence or absence of active otter holts within the recognised disturbance zone. If holts 
are identified, a derogation licence may be required and should be addressed accordingly. 

Background 

The Mill Stream is a man-made channel, starting close to Kilmurry Village, c.350m to the east, running 
past the PESS building before turning away from the river near the Living Bridge and moving west, south 
of Dromroe Student Village for a distance before turning north to rejoin the river at Plassey Mill, some 
800m to the west. The Mill Stream was constructed as a means of powering Plassey Mill, built in 1824, 
some 800m downstream of the pedestrian bridge. 

The bridge is one of the few access points to the pathway and to the river itself – apart from this crossing, 
currently closed, the only other access points are some considerable distance away to the east and west.  

As set out in the AA Screening Report submitted with the Section 5 application otters are protected 
under Article 12 of the EU Habitats Directive. The species is frequently recorded along the River Shannon 
and is listed as a qualifying interest (QI) species in the Lower River Shannon SAC (site code 002165). The 
AA Screening report states that there are no otter holts in the vicinity of the existing bridge – this 
conclusion was based on field surveys carried out by Brady Shipman Martin. 

On 24 October 2025 and in response to the FI request a dedicated otter survey was undertaken at the 
site of the proposed bridge replacement works, by ecologists Matthew Hague CEnv MCIEEM and Sadye 
Goldfarb of Brady Shipman Martin. Matt (author of this technical note and lead ecologist with Brady 
Shipman Martin) is a highly experienced field ecologist and has been undertaking protected species 
surveys (specifically for large mammals such as badger and otter) for over 20 years. Sadye is also an 
ecologist with Brady Shipman Martin, specialising in wetland species and experienced undertaking 
survey work in complex conditions.    

Survey 

The survey undertaken in October 2025 was based on the methodologies set out in the NRA (TII) 
publications Ecological Surveying Techniques for Protected Flora and Fauna during the Planning of 
National Road Schemes and Guidelines for the Treatment of otters prior to the Construction of National 
Road Schemes. The guidelines provide a coherent and systematic approach to such survey work. 

Otter survey work can be undertaken at any time of the year; however, it is best undertaken outside the 
summer period if there is heavy vegetation in the survey area. Late October, being the season available 
to undertake this work, is a good time to survey for otters. 

As noted elsewhere in this submission, the proposed works are very minor and will take place over a 
very short period (one day). Nevertheless, as otters are a QI species in the Lower River Shannon SAC, 
and a European Protected species, on a very conservative basis, the project team defined the potential 
zone of influence of the proposed bridge replacement work as being a distance c. 25m upstream of the 
existing bridge, and c.100m downstream. These distances were chosen because they extend 
significantly beyond the likely zone of disturbance by machinery cutting the existing bolts and 
removing/replacing the bridge. Realistically there is no possibility of disturbance beyond the immediate 
working area.  
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Using safety equipment to facilitate safe working in an in-stream environment the survey team, starting 
at the eastern end, entered the stream via the wooded bank and walked slowly downstream. On 
entering the stream it was confirmed that despite the initial impression gained from viewing the bridge 
from the stream bank there is very little vegetation present in the immediate vicinity. On the eastern 
side of the existing structure, the vegetation is dominated by brambles (with some Himalayan balsam in 
places, see below). Downstream (to the west) the stream is more open with less vegetation.  

Once instream, the stream banks, and the space under the bridge itself, were systematically searched 
for any signs of otter – signs such as holts or couches, but also more ephemeral signs such as spraints, 
anal jelly, slides and footprints. 

Given the presence of bramble scrub on the eastern side of the bridge it was necessary to search through 
the vegetation by hand, while taking care not to disturb any Himalayan balsam (small amounts are 
present under the bridge). Once west of the bridge the vegetation opens up and it was not necessary to 
cut back or move any vegetation. 

By this methodology (visually checking all parts of the in-stream channel, on both sides, as well as the 
stream banks) it was possible to comprehensively ascertain the presence/absence of signs of otters on 
the day of the survey. 

In addition to the in-stream survey, which extended up- and down-stream of the bridge, the survey team 
also walked along, and examined, the entire Mill Stream – from its commencement at Kilmurry to where 
it re-enters the River Shannon at Plassey Mill. 

Results 

The in-stream survey confirmed the following key findings (see the photographs below (Plates 1-8): 

• Despite extensive searches, including in the immediate vicinity of the proposed works and 
significantly outside the working area, no evidence of otter holts was recorded. The authors are 
satisfied that there is no otter holt present. Further, no evidence of otter activity was recorded, 
however this is not to say that otters do not use the Mill Stream at all – just that there is no 
holt, and no evidence that otters had been using the stream on the day of the survey or in the 
recent past. This includes the area underneath the north-side of the bridge which contains a 
small gap/setback between the top of the bank and the bridge deck (see Plate 3).  

• The survey confirmed that the nature of the stream banks, particularly west of the bridge, is not 
favourable to otters intending to create a holt – they are solid, robust structures constructed of 
stone, providing no suitable crevices or holes that an otter could use. The banks are also very 
steep (see plates 4 and 5) and, west of the bridge, very exposed. 

•  No evidence of otter activity was noted at any point along the Mill Stream (although it is 
accepted that otter activity is likely in the wider area). In addition, no evidence of otter activity 
was noted in the small stream/ditch on the western side of the PESS building. This unnamed, 
manmade channel joins the Mill Stream just on the western side of the pedestrian bridge. 

Conclusion in relation to otter holts 

Based on the research undertaken, and the site survey carried out, the authors are satisfied that there 
is no otter holt within the zone of influence of these minor works. It is likely that otters use the stream 
for commuting and it is therefore recommended that a survey be undertaken prior to the works being 
undertaken – this is considered a best practice approach to work in the vicinity of any stream – given 
the absence of otter holts this is not mitigation in the context of a European site (and Appropriate 
Assessment).  
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Point 2 – Construction and Demolition methodology 
• The ecological report should be revised to include clear and detailed information on the 

construction and demolition methodology, specifically how the steel bridge components will be 
cut and removed. The potential environmental risks associated with the use of cutting 
equipment near the watercourse must be addressed. 

CS Consulting, as project engineers, has provided detail on the precise bridge removal and replacement 
process. See the documentation submitted separately, specifically CS drawing L087L-CSC-XX-XX-DR-C-
0102. The engineers have also confirmed that the works shall be completed in one day. See response 
below (Point 4). 

Given the very minor extent and straightforward nature of the works proposed, there is no possibility 
of there being any environmental impacts, whether they be temporary, short term or permanent. None 
of the works proposed, which include the removal of existing bolt fixings, the lifting off of the existing 
dilapidated bridge and the placing/fixing of the new bridge onto the existing concrete piers will result in 
any significant effects on any ecological receptor. 

Should it be necessary to cut the bolts to release the bridge – this work will be undertaken by hand using 
a suitable cutting tool. This work, if required, will take no more than a few minutes to carry out, and will 
release no contaminants. 

There is no possibility of any spillage of any material or pollutant of any kind into the Mill Stream (or 
anywhere else) and there is simply no likelihood of any environmental impacts of any kind. 

 

Point 3 – Site compound/facilities 
• Clarification is required on whether a site compound or associated facilities will be used during 

the works. If so, the location, size, and composition of the compound must be clearly identified 
and assessed in terms of environmental impact. 

CS Consulting, as project engineers, has confirmed the following (refer to the CS Consulting cover 
letter/report: 

We confirm no site compound or site facilities shall be provided during the works.  

It is envisaged the works shall be completed in one working day. The existing bridge shall be uncoupled 
from its existing foundations, lifted and removed by mobile crane and removed from site. 

The new bridge shall then be lifted and placed into position by mobile crane and tied back into the 
existing foundations. 

During the course of the working day, UL have confirmed existing campus facilities shall be made 
available for use to all construction workers. 

As project ecologists Brady Shpiman Martin is satisfied that there is no possibility of an environmental 
impact from the proposed works. 
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Point 4 – Himalayan balsam 
• Given the presence of Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera) adjacent to the bridge, the 

applicant must provide details of the measures that will be taken to prevent the spread of this 
invasive species during the removal and replacement of the bridge. 

Himalayan balsam is ubiquitous in this part of the River Shannon. It is also present downstream of the 
works area – and is thriving in places. The plant is spread by seed dispersal, and seeds develop over the 
summer months, between June and August. 

Given the nature and scale of the work which will effectively take one day to complete, there is no 
likelihood that the works will cause Himalayan balsam or any other Third Schedule invasive species to 
be spread. Nevertheless, good procedure would require the personnel undertaking the work to be 
competent and to both recognise and know how to prevent the spread of Himalayan balsam and other 
species. 

Appendix I of this note contains information on Himalayan balsam, and general best practice measures 
to prevent its spread. To reiterate, following best practice is not a mitigation measure in the context of 
the River Shannon SAC, particularly in an area where the plant is already present. 

The reason for these procedures is to prevent the spread of invasive species off site (e.g. to the 
contactor’s depot and beyond), rather than causing the species to spread downstream (it is already 
present downstream in the Mill Stream). 

 

 

 

Conclusion 
Brady Shipman Martin, as project ecologists and environmental advisors to the University of Limerick, 
are satisfied that there is no possibility of any significant effect on any European site including the River 
Shannon SAC as a result of the proposed bridge replacement works. There will be no impacts on otter 
holts, which are not present, and there is also no possibility that the proposed works could spread, or 
cause to be spread, Himalayan balsam or any other Third Schedule invasive species. 
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Plates 

 

Plate 1: The existing bridge is a lightweight structure bolted to existing concrete piers. Viewed from 
the east.  

 

Plate 2: The underside of the existing bridge 
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Plate 3: View to the north side under the bridge 

 
Plate 4: canal-like western side of the stream, looking west – note the steep sides and lack of 
opportunities for holt construction 
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Plate 5: Vertical, stone stream banks 

 

Plate 6: Another view of the stream bank west of the bridge 
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Plate 7. View of a replacement bridge installed by LCCC, near where the Mill Stream enters the River 
Shannon  

 
Plate 8: General view of the Mill Stream to the east of the bridge 
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Appendix I – general notes on best practice (Himalayan Balsam)

 
See also https://species.biodiversityireland.ie/profile.php?taxonId=28772  
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Introduced to the wild by escaping from gardens 
this plant is rapidly colonising river banks and 
other areas of damp ground. It is an annual plant 
which can grow up to 3 metres in height w ith 
purplish - pink to pale pink flowers in June-August. 
When the seed pods are mature they will explode 
scattering the seeds up to 7 metres from the parent 
plant. In many cases these seeds are then spread 
downstream in rivers and streams. 

It grows in dense stands along the banks of 
rivers and streams effect ively blocking out and 
suppressing any native vegetation. When it dies 
back in aulUmn it leaves the banks bare and 
exposed, increasing erosion during the winter 
months. This can result in bank collapse and 
increased sediment deposit into the waterway 
affecting fish spawning and the river ecosystem. 

Inspect > Remove > Dispose > Report 



 

Himalayan balsam 
Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera) is listed on the Third Schedule of the European Communities 
(Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations (2011 as amended). 

Himalayan balsam is an annual plant, it spreads by seed dispersal. Individual plants can produce over 
800 seeds per year, contained in exploding seed pods which can propel/disperse seeds up to 6 metres 
from plants. Seeds can be spread over greater distances by various mean including water flow (the seeds 
float) and through human activity (e.g. attached to vehicles, clothing and footwear). In order to 
germinate, the seeds require a period of cold stratification. Himalayan balsam generally persists in the 
soil for 18 - 24 months, however, seeds have been reported to persist up to 3 years. 

Himalayan balsam seedlings can be identified at most times of the year. March - June seedlings can be 
identified by their pinkish stems, leaf shape and short root structure. From July - September they can 
also be identified by their flowers and height. In winter, areas of Himalayan balsam can be identified by 
hay like remains.  

Control Methods 
Hand pulling of Himalayan balsam is considered to be the most effective treatment option for smaller 
stands as the species is shallow rooted (10-15cm). 

Hand pulling should be carried out in late April or May when plants can be easily identified but will not 
have developed seedpods. The plant stems should be gripped 0.5 metres above ground and carefully 
pulled which will normally remove the entire root. While the species does not spread by vegetative 
means, e.g. from fragments of root or stem, uprooted plants left in moist conditions can re-root from 
nodes on the stem. The plants removed should be placed in an area away from any watercourses and 
covered with jute material. By blocking out light the plants will degrade naturally, eliminating the 
potential to re root or set seed. The infested area should be regularly monitored for new growth during 
this time. It is still possible to hand-pull isolated plants after May, but the plant tops should be covered 
with a plastic bag to prevent seed spread. 

If no suitable area can be found, bagging of plant material can be utilised. The bagged plants should then 
be placed in a designated area in order to decay, for a period of up to 24 months, or removed for off-
site disposal at a licensed landfill site. 

Chemical treatment should be avoided due to the proximity of the adjoining watercourse (i.e. the Mill 
Stream). 

Biosecurity 
It will be necessary to adhere to full biosecurity protocols at all times during the bridge replacement 
works to ensure that Himalayan balsam is not spread inadvertently by the works – particularly off site. 
Construction equipment and materials, including vehicles, clothing and footwear, have the potential to 
act as vectors for the spread of invasive plant species. 

It is very important that the plants are not disturbed when seed pods are visible (mid-June onwards), 
Other biosecurity measures shall include: 

• Where possible, fence off or clearly mark infested area including the extent of the potential 
seed dispersal zone (i.e. 7m around the plants), Do not allow vehicle/machinery/personnel 
access to the infested area, if possible, unless required for treatment. If access is required, then 
decontamination measures below must be followed. 
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Comhairle Cathrach 
& Contae Luimnigh 

Limerick City 
& County Council 

Report on application under Section 5 of the Planning and Development 
Act 2000 (as amended) 

File Reference number EC-194-25 
Aoollcant Universitv of Limerick 
Location Limerick Camous 

1.0 Description of Site and Surroundings: 

Existing bridge on the north east edge of the University of Limerick Campus. 

2.0 Proposal: 

This is an application requesting a Section 5 Declaration on whether the following works 
are or are not development or are or not exempted development: 

• Replacement of the Millstream bridge. 

This Section 5 declaration includes the following: 

• Site location & site layout map 
• Proposed access route 
• Existing bridge plans and sections 
• Existing bridge photographs 
• New bridge plans and section 
• AA Screening Report 

Within the submitted cover letter the applicant has stated that the proposed development 
falls under class 13 of Part 1 of Schedule 2 of the Planning and Development Regulations 
2001 (as amended). 

3.0 Planning History: 

Whilst there are numerous applications within the grounds of UL, there are none in relation 
to the existing bridge. 

3.1 Enforcement History 
N/A 

4.0 Assessment 

Consideration as to whether a development constitutes exempted development or not is 
governed by Sections 4 and 5 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) 
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and Articles 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 
(as amended). 

5.1 Is the proposal development? 

Section 2(1) in this Act, except where otherwise requires-

'works' includes any act or operation of construction, excavation, demolition, extension, 
alteration, repair or renewal. 

'structure' as any building, structure, excavation, or other thing constructed or made on, 
in or under any land, or part of a structure so defined, and -

(a) Where the context so admits, includes the land on, in or under which the structure is 
situated. 

Section 3(1) defines 'development' as 'the carrying out of any works on, in, over or under 
land or the making of any material change in the use of any structures or other land'. 

The proposed development on site, comprising the replacement of a bridge, constitutes 
'works' and 'development'. 

5.2 Is the proposal exempted development? 

The applicant has stated that the proposed works would fall under Class 13 of Part 1 
Schedule 2 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended). However, 
I do not consider that the proposed development should be evaluated under Class 13 of 
Part 1 Schedule 2 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended): 

"The repair or improvement of any private street, road or way, being works carried out on 
land within the boundary of the street, road or way, and the construction of any private 
footpath or paving. 

The width of any such private footpath or paving shall not exceed 3 metres." 

I do however consider that the proposed development may be exempted development 
under Article 4(1)(h) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended), which 
reads: 

"Exempted development. 

4.-(1) The following shall be exempted developments for the purposes of this Act-

(h) development consisting of the carrying out of works for the maintenance, improvement 
or other alteration of any structure, being works which affect only the interior of the 
structure or which do not materially affect the external appearance of the structure so as 
to render the appearance inconsistent with the character of the structure or of neighbouring 
structures;" 

It is considered that the replacement bridge structure is a like for like replacement in terms 
of appearance and that the works can be considered as an improvement and alteration of 
the existing structure. However, given the location of the bridge within the Lower River 
Shannon SAC, the ecological implications are a key consideration which are covered in 
section 6.0 below. 
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5.0 Article 9 Restrictions 

The proposed development is not restricted by any of the restrictions in Article 9 of the 
Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended). 

6.0 Appropriate Assessment 

Submitted with the application is an AA Screening Report. This report concludes with the 
fallowing recommendation: 

- The proposed bridge replacement will not have a significant effecton any European 
sites. 

This screening report has been assessed by the Local Authority's Ecologist who has made 
the following comments (full report appended): 

The application submitted by the University of Limerick proposes the replacement of an 
existing bridge that is currently in a dangerous condition and has been closed for some time. 
The works are described as straightforward, involving the removal of the existing bridge using 
a crane and the installation of a replacement structure. No excavation, vegetation removal, or 
works to the Mill Stream are proposed, and the works are expected to be completed within a 
short timeframe. 

However, the ecological report submitted in support of the application has been found to lack 
sufficient detail. Concerns were raised regarding the absence of a site visit by a qualified 
ecologist to assess the presence of otter halts within the disturbance zone, particularly as the 
survey was conducted outside the optimal season. Additionally, the method of steel removal 
is not specified, raising potential environmental risks if methods such as acetylene torches are 
used near the watercourse. The report also fails to provide information on whether a site 
compound will be required and, if so, its location and composition. Furthermore, given the 
presence of Himalayan balsam adjacent to the bridge, no measures have been outlined to 
prevent its spread during the removal process. 

As a result, further information is required to address these gaps before the application can 
be fully assessed. This includes an otter survey by a qualified ecologist, clarification on 
construction methods, details of any site compound, and measures to prevent the spread ct 
invasive species. 

7.0 Environmental Impact Assessment 

An EIA Screening report is attached to this report. The screening has had regard to the nature, 
size and location of the proposed development and to the criteria set out in Schedule 7 of the 
Regulations it has been concluded at preliminary examination that there is no real likelihood 
of significant effects on the environment arising from the proposed development. EIA, 
therefore, is not required. 

8.0 Conclusion 

The proposed bridge replacement works, as described in the application and accompanying 
documentation, appear to fall within the general scope of Section 4(1)(h) of the Planning and 
Development Act 2000 (as amended). However, based on the information currently 
available, there are several outstanding issues that must be addressed before a definitive 
conclusion can be reached regarding the exempted development status of the proposal. 
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Namely, the ecological assessment lacks sufficient detail to rule out potential impacts on 
protected species and habitats. 

Accordingly, it is not possible at this time to confirm that the proposed works constitute 
exempted development under Section 4(1 )(h) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 
(as amended). 

9.0 Recommendation 

Further information is requested 

• A site-specific otter survey must be undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist to 
determine the presence or absence of active otter holts within the recognised 
disturbance zone. If holts are identified, a derogation licence may be required and 
should be addressed accordingly. 

• The ecological report should be revised to include clear and detailed information on 
the construction and demolition methodology, specifically how the steel bridge 
components will be cut and removed. The potential environmental risks associated 
with the use of cutting equipment near the watercourse must be addressed. 

• Clarification is required on whether a site compound or associated facilities will be 
used during the works. If so, the location, size, and composition of the compound 
must be clearly identified and assessed in terms of environmental impact. 

• Given the presence of Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera) adjacent to the 
bridge, the applicant must provide details of the measures that will be taken to 
prevent the spread of this invasive species during the removal and replacement of 
the bridge. 

Assistant Planner Catha! McM ullan Date: 13/10/2025 

Signature: 
(j( ;( ~4(,t(.~ 

A/Senior Planner Barry Henn Date: 14/10/2025 

Signature o.lk~ 
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Appendix 1: AA PN01 Screening Form 

STEP 1: Description of the project/proposal and local site characteristics: 
(a) File Reference No: EC-194-25 
(b) Brief description of the project or Replacement of the Millstream bridge 

Plan: 
( c) Brief description of site North east edge of the University of Limerick 

characteristics: Campus. Currently bridge is closed to the 
public. 

( d) Relevant prescribed bodies N/A 
consulted: 
e.g. DHLGH (NPWS), EPA, OPW 

(e) Response to consultation: N/A 

STEP 2: Identification of relevant Natura 2000 sites using Source-Pathway-
Receptor model and compilation of information on Qualifying Interests and 

conservation objectives. 
European Site List of Distance from Connections Considered 

(code) Qualifying proposed (Source- further in 
lnterest/Specia development 2 Pathway- screening 
I Conservation (km) Receptors} Y/N 

Interest 1 

002165- Lower httQs://www .nQ Within the y N 
River Shannon ws.ie/Qrotected- boundary of 
SAC sites/sac/00216 SAC 

5 
004077-River httQs://www.nQ 4.7km y N 
Shannon and ws.ie/1;2rotected-
River Fergus sites/sac/00407 
Estuaries SPA z 

STEP 3: Assessment of Likely Significant Effects 
(a) Identify all potential direct and indirect Impacts that may have an effect on the 

conservation objectives of a European site, taking into account the size and scale 
of the ProJect under the following headings: 

Impacts: Possible Significance of Impacts: 
{duration/Magnitude etc) 

Construction phase e.g The proposed pedestrian bridge replacement 
- Vegetation clearance works are descnbed as minor in scale and 
- Demolition short in duration. However, based on the 
- Surf ace water runoff from soil ecological review, further clarification is 

excavation/infillnandscaping required to fully assess the potential for 
(including borrow pits) significant effects. The following 

- Dust, noise, vibration construction-related impacts have been 
- Lighting disturbance considered: 
- Impact on groundwater/dewatering 
- Storage of excavated/construction 

materials 
- Access to site 

Vegetation Clearance: - Pests 
No ve~etation clearance is proposed as Part 
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of the works. However, the presence of 
Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera) 
adjacent to the bridge introduces a risk of 
inadvertent spread of this invasive species 
during removal and replacement activities. 
measures to prevent this must be confirmed. 

Demolition: 
The removal of the existing bridge structure 
involves cutting steel connections and 
lifting the bridge using a crane. The method 
of steel cutting has not been specified. If hot 
works (e.g. acetylene torches) are used, 
there is a potential risk of molten metal 
entering the adjacent Mill Stream, which 
could impact water quality and aquatic 
species. This represents a gap in the current 
assessment. 

Surface Water Runoff: 
Although no excavation or infill is 
proposed, the lack of detail on construction 
methods and material handling introduces 
uncertainty regarding the potential for 
contaminated runoff. This is particularly 
relevant given the proximity to the Mill 
Stream and the Lower River Shannon SAC. 

Dust, Noise, Vibration: 
These impacts are expected to be temporary 
and minor. However, without confirmation 
of the construction methods and duration, 
the potential for disturbance to mobile 
species such as otters cannot be fully ruled 
out. 

Lighting Disturbance: 
No artificial lighting is proposed, and no 
night-time works are planned. This reduces 
the likelihood of disturbance to nocturnal 
species. 

Impact on Groundwater/ Dewatering: 
No dewatering or groundwater interference 
is anticipated. 
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Storage of Excavated / Construction 
Materials: 
The location and management of any site 
compound or material storage area has not 
been detailed. Without this information, the 
risk of accidental pollution or habitat 
disturbance cannot be excluded. 

Access to Site: 
Access is proposed via existing amenity 
grass areas. However, the location of the 
crane and any compound must be clarified 
to ensure no indirect impacts on sensitive 
habitats or species. 

Pests: 
No waste or conditions likely to attract pests 
are expected to arise during the works. 

Due to the lack of clarity on key aspects of 
the construction methodology, potential 
impacts on protected species (notably 
otters), and the presence of invasive species 
adjacent to the works area, the current 
infonnation does not allow for a conclusive 
screening determination. Further ecological 
input and mitigation detail are required to 
ensure that the project will not result in 
significant effects on the qualifying interests 
of the Lower River Shannon SAC or the 
River Shannon and River Fergus Estuaries 
SPA. 

Operation phase e.g. Following completion of the pedestrian 
. Direct emission to air and water bridge replacement, the operational phase 
. Surf ace water runoff containing will involve passive use of the structure by 

contaminant or sediment pedestrians only. While the bridge replaces 
. Lighting disturbance an existing structure and is not expected to 
. Noise/vibration introduce new pressures, the following 
. Changes to water/groundwater due potential impacts have been considered . 

to drainage or abstraction 
. Presence of people, vehicles and Direct Emissions to Air and Water: 

activities There will be no emissions to air or water - Physical presence of structures (e.g during the operational phase. The bridge is a collision risk) 
- Potential for accidents or incidents passive structure and does not involve any 

mechanical or powered elements. 

Surf ace Water Runoff Containing 
Contaminants or Sediment: 
The bridge does not introduce any new 
impermeable surfaces or drainage 
infrastructure. However, given the 
proximity to the Mill Stream and the 
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presence of invasive Himalayan balsam 
nearby, ongoing monitoring may be 
warranted to ensure no indirect impacts 
arise from increased footfall or maintenance 
activities. 

Lighting Disturbance: 
No artificial lighting is proposed as part of 
the bridge design. This eliminates the risk of 
lighting-related disturbance to nocturnal 
species such as otters or bats. 

Noise / Vibration: 
Use of the bridge will be limited to 
pedestrian traffic, which will not generate 
significant noise or vibration. The structure 
is not expected to alter the existing acoustic 
environment. 

Changes to Water/ Groundwater Due to 
Drainage or Abstraction: 
No changes to drainage, water abstraction, 
or groundwater interaction are proposed or 
anticipated. 

Presence of People, Vehicles and Activities: 
The bridge will restore pedestrian 
connectivity across the Mill Stream. While 
this may result in a slight increase in foot 
traffic compared to the current situation 
(where the bridge is closed), the level of 
activity is expected to remain consistent 
with historic use and is not considered 
significant in terms of disturbance to local 
fauna. 

Physical Presence of Structures (e.g. 
Collision Risk): 
The replacement bridge will occupy the 
same footprint as the previous structure and 
does not pose a collision risk to wildlife. It 
does not obstruct movement corridors for 
species such as otters or birds. 

Potential for Accidents or Incidents: 
The operational phase presents a negligible 
risk of pollution or accidents. No hazardous 
materials are associated with the structure, 
and its passive nature limits the potential for 
environmental incidents. 
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The operational phase of the proposed 
bridge is not expected to result in significant 
effects on the qualifying interests of the 
Lower River Shannon SAC or the River 
Shannon and River Fergus Estuaries SPA. 
However, due to the ecological sensitivities 
of the site and the presence of invasive 
species, appropriate monitoring measures 
should be confirmed during the construction 
phase to ensure no indirect impacts arise 
post-completion. 

In-combination/Other At this stage, the potential for significant 
effects arising from the proposed bridge 
replacement works alone cannot be fully 
ruled out due to identified gaps in the 
ecological assessment, particularly 
regarding the presence of otters and the 
management of invasive species. As such, a 
precautionary approach must be taken. 

However, based on the information 
currently available, there are no known 
plans or projects in the immediate vicinity 
with overlapping construction timelines or 
spatial impacts that would give rise to likely 
significant in-combination effects. Once the 
outstanding ecological and construction-
related clarifications are addressed through 
further infonnation, a more definitive 
conclusion on in-combination effects can be 
made. 

(b) Describe any likely changes to the European site: 
Examples of the type of changes to give At present, the proposed works cannot be 
consideration to include: confinned to avoid all potential for direct or 

- Reduction or fragmentation of indirect changes to the ecological integrity 
habitat area of the Lower River Shannon SAC or the 

- Disturbance to QI species River Shannon and River Fergus Estuaries 
- Habitat or species fragmentation SPA. While the bridge replacement is 
- Reduction or fragmentation in intended to be minor in scale and short in 

species density duration, the absence of key ecological 
- Changes in key indicators of information introduces uncertainty 

conservation status value (water or 
air quality etc) Due to these uncertainties, it cannot be - Changes to areas of sensitivity or definitively concluded that the proposed threats to QI 

- lnterf erence with the key works will not result in changes to key 

relationships that define the indicators of conservation status, such as 
water Quality, or interfere with the 
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structure or ecological function of 
the site 

ecological function of the site. Further 
ecological clarification and mitigation detail 
are required to rule out the potential for 
significant effects. 

(c) (Are 'mitigation' measures necessary to reach a conclusion that likely significant 
effects can be ruled out at screenina? 

□ Yes 181 No 

STEP 4: Screening Detennlnatlon Statement 
The assessment of significance of effects: 
Describe how the proposed development (alone or in-combination is/is not likely to have 
significant effects on European site (s) in view of its conservation objectiv.es 

While the proposed bridge replacement is modest in scale and intended to be short in 
duration, the absence of key ecological information-particularly a site-specific otter 
Sttr\'ey and detailed construction methodology-introduces uncertainty regarding potential 
impacts on qualifying interest species and habitats. The proximity of the works to the Mill 
Stream, the potential for water quality impacts during demolition, and the presence of 
invasive Himalayan balsam adjacent to the works area further contribute to this 
uncertainty. 
Until these issues are addressed through the submission of further infom1ation, the 
assessment cannot rule out the possibility of significant effects on the conservation 
objectives of the relevant European sites. Therefore, the proposal cannot be screened out at 
this time, and additional ecological clarification is required to complete the Appropriate 
Assessment screening process. 

(i} It is clear that there is no 
likelihood of significant 
effects on a European 
Site 

(ii) It is uncertain whether 
the proposal will have a 
significant effect on a 
European Site 

Tick as appropriate: 

□ 

l8l 

Recommendation: 

The proposal can be 
screened out: Appropriate 
Assessment not required. 

l8l Request further 
information to complete 
screening 

□ Request N IS 

□ Ref use planning 
permission 
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iii) Significant effects are □ □ Request NIS 
likely 

□ Refuse planning 
permission 

Signature and Date of Cathal McMullan 
Recommending Officer: 

(;fi/{~4~ 

13/10/2025 
Signature and Date of the 

6.~ Decision Maker: 

14/10/2025 
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Appendix 2: EIA Screening 

Establishing if the proposal is a 'sub-threshold development': 
Planning Register Reference: EC-194-25 
Development Summary: Replacement of the Millstream bridge 
Was a Screening Determination 

□ carried out under Section 176A-C? Yes. no further action required 

X No. Proceed to Part A 

A. Schedule 5 Part I - Does the development comprise a project listed in Schedule 5. 
Part 1. of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended)? 
{Tick as aonrooriate) 

Yes. specify class: [insert here] _ EIA is 

□ mandatory 

No Screening 
required 

X No Proceed to Part B 

B. Schedule 5 Part 2 - Does the development comprise a project listed in Schedule 5, 
Part 2, of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended) and does it 
meeVexceed the thresholds? 
(Tick as aooropriate) 

X No. the development is not a project No Screening 
listed in Schedule 5, Part 2 re<1uired 

LJ Yes the project is listed in Schedule 5. Part EIA is 
2 and meets/exceeds the threshold, specify mandatory 
class (including threshold): 
_[specify class & threshold hereL No Screening 

required 

□ Yes the project is of a type listed but is sub- Proceed to Part C 
threshold: 
[insert here) _ 

c. If Yes, has Schedule 7A information/screening report been 
submitted? 

□ 
Screening 

Yes, Schedule 7 A information/screening report has Determination 
been submitted by the applicant required 

□ No, Schedule 7 A Information/screening report has not 
been submitted by the applicant Preliminary 

Examination 
reQuired 
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Signature and Date of Cathal McMullan 
Recommending Officer: 

{ill ;{~~4~ 

13/10/2025 
Signature and Date of the 

6.~ Decision Maker: 

14/10/2025 
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Appendix 3: Site photographs 
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Appendix 4: Internal Report 

~ Comha:rle Cathrach 
~ _ &Contae Luimnigh 
I"\ I'"\ r' -----

1.hneria City 
& C0tmty Council 

Planning Exemption Appfkation Internal Report 

Plannlltl Ref: 

Appllaint: UL 

Development Desatptlon: 

Tile lmiversttv at Limei:fd intftlds to replace Ult existing bridge, wllld1 15, now In a dangerous 
condition, and has been dosed for some time. 11'1& bridge repla£ement wort fs 
strafglltforwaJd. It is. proposed to simply cut the steel w~rc it connects the bridge to Its 
oitlstlng s11pports and then remo\le too bridge using a crane, which will bo set up on the 
amenity erass area to Uu? rear of the PESS buirdlne. Once this IS done, lhe bridge ab1.1tme1tts 
will be checked and made good, and minor repairs made If necessary, The new r(!J)lacement 
brldge wlll then be Installed using lhe crana On completion of the works tile crane \\liU: be 
removed and ooc.~ safety du!cks are complettd the new bridge will be opened to thij pubic. 

No 1U1g$.atioo removal or tree surg~,y will be required, and it is expected that tho work will 
take no more than & day or two to complete. No excavation ts required, no new drainage will 
be lntn;>duced, and no lighting is to be provided. There will ~ no works to thtt exis.tlnf MID 
Stream or to too drainage channel that l!tllters the MIii Stream to the west of the bridge. 

Report Prepared By: Sean Doyle, MSc., 8Sc. Hons • EColotJist. 

Comme:ots: 

An M screening was submitted In wpport of this application. 

In th@ report p& the following 1$ found " In order to provl-de a baseline on the local ecolo,gical 
environment, a site visit was complf.l~ by Senior Landscapl! Architect Georio 0Ull®n of 
Brady Shipman Martin on 10 July 2025". In order to estabnsh if therf.l are actl11e otter halts 

within the recognised disturbance distance of tile proposal, a site visit by a suitably f{Ualified 
and l!lCperienced ecologist should be conducted. The survey was also conducted outside-the 
optimal period for surwys of this type. 

Lade of detail in, the description of the works. Os, p1 of the report the followingean be found 
''ltls pro~osad toslmplycut dlestoel where-it connects the bridge to ltscx.lstingsupports and 
then remove the bri~e usin(J a crane-, which will be set up on the .:imenlt.y grass area to the-

1 
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rear of the PESS bt!llding". There i.s no lnf<Nmation provldetd M to how the steel will be ct.It. 
Will acet-;tene gas tofches or angre grindeu be used? The ~ of torches may result in molten 
metal entering the water of the stream. This lack of detail amounts to a lacooae and so this 
ass-essment cannot be considered to contain complete, precise, and definitive findings to 
remove all rea.sor,able sdentlfic doubt about the effects of a project on a protected site. 
furthermore, the report sugge$tS that "it Is expected that the work wilf tate no more-than a 
day or two to complete". The short duration of the proposal ls considered plauslbte but no 
detail is provided as to whether there wlU be a sl1e compound and or associated facilltles ~ 
and where this compound would be slt1Jated Is provided. 

Recommendation: 

Prior to anv grant of JJE!rmisslon being isstied the following shoufd be sought by f:.L 

• An otter sorwy undert.win by a sultabtv e,iperlenced and qualified ecologist should 
be conducted and a. derogation licenc~ sought if appropriate 

• The report should be amended to provide clear detail on exactly what the 
constructiol'\/demolition phase of ttu proposa, entall 

• The report sflolllld be amended to include detail on location, size and composition of 
any site compound, If there is to be orte 

• Glven that Himalayan ba~am lmpatltns. gtondu1ifeta Is growing directly adjacent to 
the bridge proposed for remova~ detail on precautlons t.iken to ensure that the 
species Is not spread off site through the removal of the bridge shoLJld be provided 

SIJMd: Sean Doyle MSc., BSc. ttons. Ecologist Date: ll/10/202.S 
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I"\,-...~ 

-
Comhairle Cathrach 
& Contae Luimnigh 

limerick City 
& County Counetl 

PLANNING & PLACE-MAKING 

REG POST: 

EC/194/25 

University of Limerick, 
c/o Cronin Sutton Consulting, 
.19-22 Dame Street, 
Dublin 2 

RE: Declaration under Section 5 

Dear Sir/Madam. 

Pleanall. agus Cruthu Alte 
Comhame cattuach agus Comae Luimnlgh 

Bothar Thuar an Daill 
Tuar an Daill Luimneach 

V94WV78 

Planttlng and Place-Making 
Umerid< City and County Council 

Dooradoyle Road 
Dooradoyle. Llmeridc 

V94WV78 

14 October 202S 

I refer to the above Section 5 Application you are hereby requested to submit the following 
further infonnation: 

• A site-specific Ott<..."T survey must be undt--rtaken by a suitably qualified ecologist to 
dett.'t'tllinc the presence or absence of active otter holts within the recognised 
disturbance zone. lf holts are identified. a derogation licence may be required and 
should be addressed accordingly. 

• The ecological report should be revised to include clear and detailed infonnation on the 
construction and demolition methodology, specifically how the steel bridge 
components wiJI he cut and removed. The potential environmental risks associated with 
the use of cutting equipment near the watercourse must he addressed. 

• Clarification is required on whether a site compound or associated facilities will he used 
during the works. If so, the location, size, and composition of the compound must be 
clearly identified and assessed in tenns of environmental impact. 

• Given the presence of Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulffcra) adjact-'Ilt to the 
bridge, the applicant must provide detaiJs of the measures that will be taken to prevent 
the spread of this invasive species during the removal and replacement of the bridge. 



Your application will not be further processed until confinnation of the above is rec<;,-ived. A 
complete response shou]d be submitted. 

I hereby give you notice that the statutory period of three weeks during which the Planning 
Authority is required to give a decision will date from the receipt of a satisfactory response to 
the notice seeking further information. 

Please quote your planning reference number on all correspondence EC/194/25. 

Yours sincerely, 

(for) Senior Planner, 
Development Management 

"'l\&uanOalll,.wimNlec:h 
eoo.-,,,... U>nerid< 

• a.utomet·se,~l\11\tridt.W 
, • 'YflWW J\m.-ridc. W 

111J e>l-lrnn1d<Counc:U 
\, 061 • SS6 000 



___________ .. , Comhairle Cathrach 
~ & Contae Luimnigh 
r\~ ~ 

Limerick City 
& County Council 

Report on application under Section 5 of the Planning and Development 
Act 2000 (as amended) - After Fl 

File Reference number EC-194-25 
Aoollcant Universitv of Limerick 
Location NE Edge of the Limerick Campus, 

V94T9PX 

1.0 Previous Assessment: 

Previous assessment concluded that the Planning Authority was not in a position to 
determine whether the proposed is or is not exempted development. This was due to the 
uncertainty of how the proposed development would impact the receiving environment. 
Specifically, the applicant was requested to provide further information on the following: 

• A site-specific otter survey must be undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist to 
determine the presence or absence of active otter holts within the recognised 
disturbance zone. If holts are identified, a derogation licence may be required and 
should be addressed accordingly. 

• The ecological report should be revised to include clear and detailed information on 
the construction and demolition methodology, specifically how the steel bridge 
components will be cut and removed. The potential environmental risks associated 
with the use of cutting equipment near the watercourse must be addressed. 

• Clarification is required on whether a site compound or associated facilities will be 
used during the works. If so, the location, size, and composition of the compound 
must be clearly identified and assessed in terms of environmental impact. 

• Given the presence of Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera) adjacent to the 
bridge, the applicant must provide details of the measures that will be taken to 
prevent the spread of this invasive species during the removal and replacement of 
the bridge. 

The Council ecologist has reviewed the documents, and their recommendations are 
appended to this report. 

2.0 Submitted Documents: 

In response the applicant has submitted: 

• Cover letter from CS Consulting 
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• Bridge replacement methodology 
• Updated site logistics plan 
• Site survey report from Brady Shipman Martin 

3.0 Assessment 

Consideration as to whether a development constitutes exempted development or not is 
governed by Sections 4 and 5 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) 
and Articles 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 
(as amended). 

3.1 ts the proposal development? 

As previously assessed, it is determined that: 
The proposed development on site, comprising the replacement of a bridge, constitutes 
'works' and 'development'. 

3.2 Is the proposal exempted development? 
The proposal was previously assessed under section 4(1)(h) of the Planning and 
Development Act 2000 (as amended), which reads: 

"Exempted development. 

4.-(1) The following shall be exempted developments for the purposes of this Act-

(h) development consisting of the ca eying out of works for the maintenance, improvement 
or other alteration of any structure, being works which affect only the interior of the 
structure or which do not materially affect the external appearance of the structure so as 
to render the appearance inconsistent with the character of the structure or of neighbouring 
structures;" 

The proposed development consists of the replacement of the existing bridge decking and 
guarding/handrail on a like for like basis. No work is proposed to the existing supporting 
buttresses/piers or foundations in the ground, these will remain unaltered. 

As previously assessed. it is considered that the replacement bridge represents a like-for­
like structure in terms of appearance. The works can therefore be regarded as an 
improvement and alteration of the existing bridge. However, due to the bridge's location 
within the Lower River Shannon SAC, the potential ecological impacts were identified as 
a key consideration, requiring additional information for a proper assessment. 

Having reviewed the response to the further information request, I am satisfied that the 
replacement bridge will not materially alter its external appearance. My recommendation 
on this matter remains unchanged - the works are within the scope of section 4(1 )(h) . 

4.0 Article 9 Restriction 

Not applicable 

5.0 Appropriate Assessment 
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An AA Screening examination was carried out by Limerick City & County Council (see 
appendix 1 in previous report). It was considered that further information was required to 
complete a screening assessment. An updated screening assessment is appended to this 
report based on all the information on file. 

The following comments have been made by the Council Ecologist based on the submitted 
further information. 

The response confirms that an otter survey was carried out by experienced ecologists in 
October 2025, covering approximately 25 metres upstream and 100 metres downstream 
of the existing bridge. This represents an improvement on the initial screening, which relied 
on a landscape architect. However, the survey does not meet the recognised 150-metre 
buffer for potential disturbance to otter holts. Despite this, given the limited scale, short 
duration, and nature of the proposed works-<letails of which were clarified in the further 
information response-it is reasonable to conclude that significant impacts on otter 
populations or holts can be ruled out. Issues relating to the duration and method of works, 
as well as the site compound, have been adequately addressed. 

In relation to Himalayan Balsam, the report suggests that invasive species protection 
protocols may be excessive, arguing that the plant is already well established downstream 
of the site. While further spread is unlikely to be significant, the council agrees with the 
author's observation that the species spreads through seed dispersal. Given its 
established presence in the area, seeds contained in the soil could be transported offsite 
by machinery, potentially introducing the plant to uncolonised areas or other designated 
sites. As the future location of machinery cannot be confirmed, a control protocol should 
have been included as best practice to prevent inadvertent spread, which would constitute 
an offence under the Third Schedule. 

Both the Council Ecologist and I are satisfied that the proposal can be screened out at this 
stage, as no significant ecological impacts are anticipated, provided that appropriate 
measures for invasive species control are implemented. 

6.0 Environmental impact Assessment 

An EIA Screening examination was carried out by Limerick City and County Council (see 
Appendix 2 in previous report). Based on a preliminary examination of the proposal there 
is no real likelihood of significant effects on the environment and EIA is not required. 

7 .0 Conclusion/Recommendation 

The proposed works as detailed on the application and plans submitted is considered to 
be within the section 4(1)(h) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended). 

Regard has been had to -
(a) Section 2, 3 and 4 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended) 
(b) Articles 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11 of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as 
amended). 
(c) The plans & particulars submitted with the application received on (17/09/2025 and 
24/11/2025). 
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It is therefore considered that the said works are development and are exempted 
development under Article 4(1)(h) of the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as 
amended). 

Assistant Planner Catha! McMullan Date: 04/12/2025 

Signature: 

{fl J{ ~4~ 
Senior Executive Planner Grainne O'Keeffe Date: 10/12/2025 

Signature 6;f(/_a/£< 
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Appendix 1: AA PN01 Screenjng Form 

STEP 1: Description of the project/proposal and local site characteristics: 

(a) File Reference No: EC-194-25 

(b) Brief description of the project or Replacement of the Millstream bridge 
Dian: 

(c) Brief description of site North east edge of the University of Limerick 
characteristics: Campus. Currently bridge is closed to the 

public. 

(d) Relevant prescribed bodies N/A 
consulted: 
e.g. DHLGH (NPWS), EPA, OPW 

(e) Response to consultation: NIA 

STEP 2: Identification of relevant Natura 2000 sites using Source-Pathway-
Receptor model and compilation of information on Qualifying Interests and 

conservation objectives. 

European Site List of Distance from Connections Considered 
(code) Qualifying proposed (Source- further in 

lnterest/Specia development 2 Pathway- screening 
I Conservation (km) Receptors) YIN 

Interest 1 

002165- Lower httQs://www.nQ Within the y N 
River Shannon ws. ie/Qrotected- boundary of 
SAC sites/sac/00216 SAC 

5 
004077-River htl!;!s://www,012 4.7km y N 
Shannon and ws. ie/Qrotected-
River Fergus sit~§[~gg/QQ4Q7 
Estuaries SPA 7 

STEP 3: Assessment of Likely Significant Effects 
(a) Identify all potential direct and indirect impacts that may have an effect on the 

conservation objectives of a European site, taking into account the size and scale 
of the croiect under the followina headinQs: 

Impacts: Possible Significance of Impacts: 
(duration/Magnitude etc) 

Construction phase e.g The proposed pedestrian bridge replacement 
- Vegetation clearance works are now confirmed as minor in scale 
- Demolition and will be completed within a single 
- Surface water runoff from soil working day (previously unclear). Based on 

excavation/infill/landscaping the ecological review and FI response, the 
(including borrow pits) following construction-related impacts have 

- Dust, noise, vibration been reassessed: 
- Lighting disturbance 
- Impact on groundwater/dewatering 
- Storage of excavated/construction 

materials 
- Access to site 
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Pests Vegetation Clearance: 
No vegetation clearance is proposed. 
However, the presence of Himalayan 
balsam adjacent to the bridge introduces a 
risk of inadvertent spread during works. The 
FI response confirms that best practice 
biosecurity measures will be implemented 
to prevent off-site spread. 

Demolition: 
The removal of the existing bridge will 
involve uncoupling and lifting by crane. The 
FI response clarifies that any cutting of bolts 
will be carried out by hand using suitable 
tools, not hot works, eliminating the risk of 
molten metal entering the Mill Stream. 

Surface Water Runoff: 
No excavation or infill is proposed, and the 
FI response confirms that the works will not 
generate contaminated runoff due to the 
absence of soil disturbance and the short 
duration of activities. 

Dust, Noise, Vibration: 
These impacts are expected to be temporary 
and minor. The FI response confirms the 
works will be completed in one day, 
significantly reducing potential disturbance 
to mobile species such as otters. 

Lighting Disturbance: 
No artificial lighting or night-time works 
are proposed. 

Impact on Groundwater I Dewatering: 
No dewatering or groundwater interference 
is anticipated. 

Storage of Excavated / Construction 
Materials: 
The FI response confirms that no site 
compound or storage area will be 
established, removing the risk of accidental 
pollution or habitat disturbance. 

Access to Site: 
Access will be via existing amenity grass 
areas. The FI response confirms crane use 
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will be limited to the immediate working 
area, avoiding sensitive habitats. 

Pests: 
No waste or conditions likely to attract pests 
are expected. 

Operation phase e.g. Following completion of the pedestrian 
- Direct emission to air and water bridge replacement, the operational phase 
- Surface water runoff containing will involve passive use of the structure by 

contaminant or sediment pedestrians only. While the bridge replaces 
- Lighting disturbance an existing structure and is not expected to 
- Noise/vibration introduce new pressures, the following 
- Changes to water/groundwater due potential impacts have been considered. 

to drainage or abstraction 
- Presence of people, vehicles and Direct Emissions to Air and Water: 

activities 
- Physical presence of structures (e.g There will be no emissions to air or water 

collision risk) during the operational phase. The bridge is a 

- Potential for accidents or incidents passive structure and does not involve any 
mechanical or powered elements. 

Surface Water Runoff Containing 
Contaminants or Sediment: 
The bridge does not introduce any new 
impermeable surfaces or drainage 
infrastructure. The FI response confirms 
that the works will not disturb soil or 
introduce contaminants, and no ongoing 
monitoring is considered necessary beyond 
standard maintenance. 

Lighting Disturbance: 
No artificial lighting is proposed as part of 
the bridge design. This eliminates the risk of 
lighting-related disturbance to nocturnal 
species such as otters or bats. 

Noise / Vibration: 
Use of the bridge will be limited to 
pedestrian traffic, which will not generate 
significant noise or vibration. The structure 
is not expected to alter the existing acoustic 
environment. 

Changes to Water / Groundwater Due to 
Drainage or Abstraction: 
No changes to drainage, water abstraction, 
or groundwater interaction are proposed or 
anticipated. 
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Presence of People, Vehicles and Activities: 
The bridge will restore pedestrian 
connectivity across the Mill Stream. While 
this may result in a slight increase in foot 
traffic compared to the current situation 
(where the bridge is closed), the FI response 
confinns that this will remain consistent 
with historic use and is not considered 
significant in terms of disturbance to local 
fauna. 

Physical Presence of Structures (e.g. 
Collision Risk): 
The replacement bridge will occupy the 
same footprint as the previous structure and 
does not pose a collision risk to wildlife. It 
does not obstruct movement corridors for 
species such as otters or birds. 

Potential for Accidents or Incidents: 
The operational phase presents a negligible 
risk of pollution or accidents. No hazardous 
materials are associated with the structure, 
and its passive nature limits the potential for 
environmental incidents. 

The operational phase of the proposed 
bridge is not expected to result in significant 
effects on the qualifying interests of the 
Lower River Shannon SAC or the River 
Shannon and River Fergus Estuaries SP A. 
The FI response confirms that biosecurity 
measures during construction will prevent 
the spread of Himalayan balsam, 
eliminating any indirect operational risk. 

In-combination/Other Following receipt of the further infonnation 
and the ecological report, the potential for 
significant effects arising from the proposed 
bridge replacement works alone can now be 
confidently ruled out, as the outstanding 
gaps regarding otter presence and invasive 
species management have been addressed. 
The works are confirmed as minor in scale, 
of very short duration (one day), and subject 
to best-practice biosecurity measures. 

Based on the updated information, there are 
no known plans or proiects in the immediate 
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vicinity with overlapping construction 
timelines or spatial impacts that would give 
rise to likely significant in-combination 
effects. Given the absence of otter holts, the 
negligible footprint of the works, and the 
confirmed invasive species protocols, the 
risk of cumulative or in-combination 
impacts is considered negligible. 

(b) Describe any likely changes to the European site: 

Examples of the type of changes to give Based on the further information provided, 
consideration to include: the proposed works are confirmed as minor 

- Reduction or fragmentation of in scale, of very short duration (one day), 
habitat area and subject to strict biosecurity measures. 

- Disturbance to QI species The eoological survey confirms that no otter 
- Habitat or species fragmentation holts are present within the zone of 
- Reduction or fragmentation in influence, and the construction methodology 

species density eliminates risks of contamination or habitat 
- Changes in key indicators of disturbance. As such, the potential for direct 

conservation status value (water or or indirect changes to the ecological 
air quality etc} 

integrity of the Lower River Shannon SAC - Changes to areas of sensitivity or 
threats to QI or the River Shannon and River Fergus 

- I nterlerence with the key Estuaries SP A can now be ruled out. 
relationships that define the 
structure or ecological function of There will be no reduction or fragmentation 
the site of habitat area, no disturbance to qualifying 

interest species, and no changes to key 
indicators of conservation status such as 
water quality. The works will not interfere 
with the structure or ecological function of 
the site, nor will they introduce new threats 
to sensitive areas. The physical footprint of 
the replacement bridge remains unchanged, 
and the operational phase will not increase 
pressures beyond historic levels of 
pedestrian use. 

The proposed works will not result in any 
changes to habitat extent, species density, 
water quality, or ecological function of the 
European sites. With the implementation of 
best-practice measures for invasive species 
control during construction, the risk of 
indirect impacts is negligible. 
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(c) (Are 'mitigation' measures necessary to reach a conclusion that likely significant 
effects can be ruled out at screening? 

□ Yes No 

STEP 4: Screening Determination Statement 
The assessment of significance of effects: 
Describe how the proposed development (alone or in-combination is/is not likely to have 
significant effects on European site (s) in view of its conservation objectives 

The proposed bridge replacement is confirmed as modest in scale, of very short duration 
(one day), and subject to best-practice biosecurity measures. The further information 
submission addresses previous uncertainties by providing a site-specific otter survey, 
which confirms no holts within the zone of influence, and detailed construction 
methodology, which eliminates risks of water contamination or habitat disturbance. The 
absence of a site compound and the implementation of invasive species control measures 
further reduce potential impacts. 

In view of the conservation objectives of the Lower River Shannon SAC and the River 
Shannon and River Fergus Estuaries SPA, the works will not result in significant effects, 
either alone or in combination with other plans or projects. There will be no disturbance to 
qualifying interest species, no reduction or fragmentation of habitats, and no changes to 
water quality or ecological function. 

The proposal can now be screened out, as it is not likely to have significant effects on any 
European site, provided that the confirmed best-practice measures are implemented during 
construction. 

(i) It is clear that there is no 
likelihood of significant 
effects on a European 
Site 

(ii) It is uncertain whether 
the proposal will have a 
significant effect on a 
European Site 

Tick as appropriate: 

D 

□ 

Recommendation: 

The proposal can be 
screened out: Appropriate 
Assessment not required. 

D Request further 

information to complete 
screening 

□ Request NIS 

□ Refuse planning 

permission 

□ Request NIS 
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iii) Significant effects are 
likely □ Refuse planning 

permission 

Signature and Date of Catha! McMullan 
Recommending Officer: -I!. i- C 

(_ • r _)-, _v Jf~ 

04/12/2025 
Signature and Date of the 

~~ Decision Maker: 

10/12/2025 
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Appendix 2: EJA Screening 

Establishing if the proposal is a 'sub-threshold development': 
Planning Register Reference: EC-194-25 
Development Summary: Replacement of the Millstream bridge 

Was a Screening Determination 

□ carried out under Section 176A-C? Yes. no further action required 

X No. Proceed to Part A 

A. Schedule 5 Part I - Does the development comprise a project listed in Schedule 5. 
Part 1. of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended)? 
(Tick as aPProPriate) 

□ 
Yes. specify class: [insert here)_ EIA is 

mandatory 

No Screening 
reauired 

X No Proceed to Part B 

B. Schedule 5 Part 2 - Does the development comprise a project listed in Schedule 5, 
Part 2, of the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended) and does it 
meet/exceed the thresholds? 
(Tick as aooroPriate) 

X No. the development is not a project No Screening 
listed in Schedule 5, Part 2 required 

LJ Yes the project is listed in Schedule 5. Part EIA is 
2 and meets/exceeds the threshold, specify mandatory 
class (including threshold): 
_[specify class & threshold here]_ No Screening 

reQuired 

□ 
Yes the project is of a type listed but is sub- Proceed to Part C 
threshold: 
[insert here]_ 

c. If Yes, has Schedule 7 A information/screening report been 
submitted? 

□ Yes, Schedule 7 A information/screening report has 
been submitted by the applicant 

□ No, Schedule 7 A information/screening report has not 
been submitted by the applicant 

Signature and Date of 
Recommendin Officer: 

Catha! McMullan 

Screening 
Determination 
required 

Preliminary 
Examination 
reauired 
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Internal Reports/Communication 

Re: UL • Replacement Bridge Section 5 

f\ Ooyf~ Seon 
k O Md,1.Ultl\ ( tthl( 

Hi C,,,nol, 
Hovtng gone through the re9ponses eno various dOC$ oited in the mein response le net. the fO(lowing can be stated. 

the letter suggeete that experienced ecotogist$ were used to conduct a survey of the area in Oct 2025 for otter. 
this consh,ted of .e search of the fot\ovvtng .. ,, dbtanec c. 26m up!treom of the exbtrng bridge, and c.100m downt1ream". 
this ls more surtsbte tnan the survey conducted by e landscape archUect cited In the lnJt!al screening report. 
Howei1e1. this does not etfecOvely caver oft the recognts.ed $1.0ndord distance fordbtuIbence to otter hott ol 150m. 

. @ I ~ • ...., L .., • .,.,,.,, : ➔ '"'"'::. i Ill! I ·· · 
W~,:JQ3,'1Z.:?C:e lluS 

However, given the s.ite, nature Md scate ot the development and clear dUretion of the wor~ which hes been m0<e clearty outUneCI In the Fl response. it can be concluded tllal signific8nt impacts to Otter 
Pot)Ulallons or potential hotting oner can be sufficieritty sc,eened out at this stage.~ 
lhe duration, method of Y.<orts and th4 stre compound 1$sue e,e considered to be adequMalv addressed. 

lhe response to the Hfn•u-.layan ea1som Issue ts Interesting in that the report author 5-eemt to be su.ggestfng that the neeo tor tnvoslve $peeles proteclloo protocols on this propo$8l I$ e,ce(?"lvo o.nd Is 
supplementary to best practice as oppo.sed 10 somen,tng uvn: is required. The tog&o underpinning thI-s stet.ement seems to be the presence of Hlmelyon Sol.som down~treem of Ule proposolalfeocfy. 
The f\lrther spru-d down:stre.am in ths Shannon Is recognised es unlil<ety to be signttfcant gl\'Cn tne plant is at ready well est,1blished in tNs are8. 
However, the council does ag,ee with lhe scientit/c deducth)n of the author when It ts suggested. the plant spreads through :seed dispersat 
Given the well established nature ol HIM-t!layan Be Isam In the vicinity of the proposal. it would seem logical to assume th.at these seeds 'M"lich ere contained in the soil bank of the area, eod so coutd b~ 
&prct:id offsite b1 machlnory inuotved. 
Any :sprt:W of thi$ plar'M. as a third &<:hedule would amount to an offence. 
This could In theOf'Y, sp1e0:d the seed to previously uncolonlsEM:f areas ancl even to 01he1 desJgnated sites dependant on where the machine Is n«<t commlesJoned. 
As information as 10 the whereabotlts of the m achine's next engagement cannot be reasonably suppUed a control stmemern fof 1he sp,end OI these PIM ts shouto have been eoppt"Jd aa btt" t sxactice in 

the first Jnttance.. 

11 can be concluded th&t the proposal can be $Ufficlently .scItened out (It lhi~ stage. 

Kind regards, 
Sean 
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Signature and Date of the 
Decision Maker: 

04/12/2025 

10/12/2025 
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-------:::::::-,,..,,,-...., ~ 
Cornhairle Cathrach 
& Contae Lutm nigh 

Limerick City 
& County Council 

PLANNING & PLACE-MAKING 

REG POST: 

University of Limerick, 
c/o Cronin Sutton Consulting, 
19-22 Dame Street, 
Dublin 2. 

EC/194/25 

Re: Declaration under Section 5 

-----------------------------------------------------
Dear Sir/Madam, 

Pleaneil. agu~ Crut h1'1 l'-i t e 
Comhair le Ca:hrach agus Contae Luim mgh 

!lothar Thuar an Daill 
Tuar an Daill. Lu1111neach 

V94 WV78 

Planning and Place-Making 
Limerick City and County Council 

Dooradoyle Road 
Dooradoyle. Limerick 

V94 WV78 

10 December 2025 

I refer to the above application for Section 5 Declaration on Development and Exempted 
Development. 

Please find herewith a copy of Council's decision on same. 

Yours faithfully, 

(for) Senior Planner, 
Development Management 

T\iaY an Dail\. Lu.iJnnea.eh 
Doo•adO)lte. \..t.neric-lc 

customerserv\cesal\tmcrlck.te 
• www.tlm.erl c.k.ie 

" @t.{~--,iekCou n cU 
\., 0 61 - 5 5 6 000 



LIMERICK CITY & COUNTY COUNCIL 

APPROVED OFFICER'S ORDER 

SECTION 5- DECLARATION ON DEVELOPMENT AND EXEMPTED DEVELOPMENT 
No. AOO/DC/2025/1387 

File Ref No. EC/194/25 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

ORDER: 

Signed 

Date 

Declaration under Section 5. 
Planning and Development Act 2000 as amended 
Planning and Development Regulations 2001 as amended 

A replacement of a bridge at Northeast Edge of the Limerick Campus, Limerick 

Whereas by Director General's Order No. DG/2024/141 dated 07th October 2025, 
Dr. Pat Daly, Director General, Limerick City & County Council did, pursuant to 
the powers conferred on him by Section 154 of the Local Government Act, 2001, 
(as amended by the Local Government Reform Act, 2014 and the Local 
Government (Mayor of Limerick) and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 2024), 
delegate unto Grainne O'Keeffe, Senior Executive Planner the functions as 
defined in the Local Government Acts, 1925 to 2024. 

Now therefore pursuant to the delegation of the functions aforesaid, I, Grainne 
O'Keeffe, Senior Executive Planner, having considered the report and 
recommendation of Cathal McMullan, Assistant Planner dated 04/12/2025, hereby 
order that a Declaration under Section 5 of the Planning and Development Act 
2000 (as amended) be issued to University of Limerick, c/o Cronin Sutton, 
Consulting, 19-22 Dame Street, Dublin 2 to state that the works as described 
above is 

Development and is Exempt Development. 

SENIOR EXECUTIVE PLANNER, PLANNING & PLACE-MAKING 

Certified to be a true copy of Ar prl ved Officer's Order, Planning & Development Order No. 
AOO/DC/2025/1387 dated \ 'Q \ 7.., 25 , pursuant to Section 151 (7) of the Local Government Act 2001 

Signed: 

SENIOR EXECUTIVE PLANNER, PLANNING & PLACE-MAKING 



LIMERICK CITY & COUNTY COUNCIL 

APPROVED OFFICER'S ORDER 

SECTIONS - DECLARATION ON DEVELOPMENT AND EXEMPTED DEVELOPMENT 

No. AOO/DC/2025/1387 

File Ref No. EC/194/25 

SUBJECT: 

RE: 

ORDER: 

Signed 

Date 

Declaration under Section 5. 
Planning and Development Act 2000 as amended 
Planning and Development Regulations 200 l as amended 

A replacement of a bridge at Northeast Edge of the Limerick Campus, Limerick 

Whereas by Director General's Order No. DG/2024/141 dated 07th October 2025, 
Dr. Pat Daly, Director General, Limerick City & County Council did, pursuant to 
the powers conferred on him by Section 154 of the Local Government Act, 2001, 
(as amended by the Local Government Reform Act, 2014 and the Local 
Government (Mayor of Limerick) and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 2024), 
delegate unto Grainne O'Keeffe, Senior Executive Planner the functions as 
defined in the Local Government Acts, 1925 to 2024. 

Now therefore pursuant to the delegation of the functions aforesaid, I, Grainne 
O'Keeffe, Senior Executive Planner, having considered the report and 
recommendation of Cathal McMullan, Assistant Planner dated 04/12/2025, hereby 
order that a Declaration under Section 5 of the Planning and Development Act 
2000 (as amended) be issued to University of Limerick, c/o Cronin Sutton, 
Consulting, 19-22 Dame Street, Dublin 2 to state that the works as described 
above is 

Development and is Exempt Development. 

SENIOR EXECUTIVE PLANNER, PLANNING & PLACE-MAKING 




