APPENDIX 1A: SEVESO REPORT

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project
Seveso Report

Document Control Sheet
Client:

Cork County Council

Project Title:

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project

Document Title:

Seveso Report

Document No:

MCT0597RP9036

Text Pages:

19

Rev.

Appendices:

Status

A01

Approval

F01

Final

Date
3

rd

May 2017

09.05.2017

‐

Author(s)

Reviewed By

PC
PC

Approved By
AF

AF

AF

Copyright RPS Group Limited. All rights reserved.
The report has been prepared for the exclusive use of our client and unless otherwise agreed in writing by RPS Group Limited no other party
may use, make use of or rely on the contents of this report.
The report has been compiled using the resources agreed with the client and in accordance with the scope of work agreed with the client. No
liability is accepted by RPS Group Limited for any use of this report, other than the purpose for which it was prepared.
RPS Group Limited accepts no responsibility for any documents or information supplied to RPS Group Limited by others and no legal liability
arising from the use by others of opinions or data contained in this report. It is expressly stated that no independent verification of any
documents or information supplied by others has been made.
RPS Group Limited has used reasonable skill, care and diligence in compiling this report and no warranty is provided as to the report’s accuracy.
No part of this report may be copied or reproduced, by any means, without the written permission of RPS Group Limited

rpsgroup.com/ireland

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project – Seveso Report

TABLE OF CONTENTS
1

INTRODUCTION ................................................................................................................. 1

2

LEGAL AND PLANNING BACKGROUND ............................................................................... 2
2.1 COMAH REGULATIONS................................................................................................................... 2
2.2 HEALTH AND SAFETY AUTHORITY PLANNING GUIDANCE ........................................................................ 3
2.3 COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN .......................................................................................................... 3
2.4 CARRIGALINE ELECTORAL AREA LOCAL AREA PLAN ............................................................................... 4

3

PROJECT DESCRIPTION ....................................................................................................... 7
3.1 EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE .............................................................................................................. 7
3.2 PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION PHASE .................................................................................................... 7
3.3 PROPOSED INFRASTRUCTURE ............................................................................................................ 8

4

IDENTIFICATION OF KEY INFRASTRUCTURE .......................................................................10
4.1 COMAH ESTABLISHMENTS ............................................................................................................ 10
4.1.1 Carbon Chemical Group Ltd. ........................................................................................... 10
4.1.2 Hovione Ltd. .................................................................................................................... 10
4.1.3 Novartis Ringaskiddy Ltd. ................................................................................................ 11
4.1.4 Pfizer Ireland Pharmaceuticals ........................................................................................ 11
4.1.5 SmithKline‐Beecham (Cork) Ltd....................................................................................... 11
4.2 EMERGENCY SERVICES ................................................................................................................... 11
4.2.1 Fire Service ...................................................................................................................... 11
4.2.2 Medical Service ............................................................................................................... 12

5

RISK ASSESSMENT.............................................................................................................13
5.1 PROXIMITY OF THE COMAH SITES TO THE DEVELOPMENT .................................................................. 13
5.2 RISK POSED BY THE COMAH SITES TO THE DEVELOPMENT.................................................................. 13
5.3 RISK POSED BY THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE DEVELOPMENT ON THE COMAH SITES ................................ 18
5.4 RISK POSED BY THE OPERATION OF THE DEVELOPMENT ON THE COMAH SITES ...................................... 18

6

CONCLUSION ....................................................................................................................19

MCT0597RP9036D02

i

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project – Seveso Report

1 INTRODUCTION
This report has been prepared to accompany the planning application for the M28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Project. The document identifies the Seveso sites located in the study area and provides
an assessment of the potential impact of the development on these sites.
This report is presented in the following format:
•
•
•
•
•

Section 2: Legal and Planning Background including detail on the Seveso Regulations, the
Health and Safety Authority requirements and the Cork County Development Plan 2011 to
2017.
Section 3: An overview of the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project including details of location,
infrastructure and operation.
Section 4: Identification and description of the Seveso sites located in the study area.
Section 5: Risk assessment of the potential impact of the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project
and the Seveso sites.
Section 6: Conclusions.

The detail is presented to facilitate a concise assessment of the impact of the development on the
Seveso sites and this information is employed in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that will
accompany the planning application.
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2 LEGAL AND PLANNING BACKGROUND
2.1 COMAH REGULATIONS
The Seveso III Directive (2012/18/EU) was adopted on 4th July 2012 and entered into force on 13th
August 2012. The Chemicals Act (Control of Major Accident Hazards Involving Dangerous
Substances) Regulations 2015 (the “COMAH Regulations”), implement the Seveso III Directive in
Ireland.
The purpose of the COMAH Regulations is to lay down rules for the prevention of major accidents
involving dangerous substances, and to seek to limit as far as possible the consequences for human
health and the environment of such accidents, with the overall objective of providing a high level of
protection in a consistent and effective manner.
The COMAH Regulations apply to any establishment that presents a major accident hazard because
of the presence of dangerous substances in quantities that exceed specified thresholds. The
dangerous substances and threshold quantities are specified in Schedule 1 to the Regulations. The
specified thresholds identify what establishments are required to comply with COMAH and which
are upper or lower tier establishments.
Part 1 of Schedule 1 lists the 21 categories of dangerous substance and their thresholds under the
groups of:
•
•
•
•

Health Hazards,
Physical Hazards,
Environmental Hazards, and
Other Hazards.

Part 2 of of Schedule 1 contains the list of 48 named dangerous substances and their respective
thresholds.
The requirements under the Regulations are dependent on the classification of an establishment as
upper tier or lower tier. Both lower tier and upper tier establishments are obliged to do the
following under the Regulations:
•
•
•
•
•

Notification to the HSA and the local planning authority;
Discharging certain general duties;
Preparation and implementation of a major accident prevention policy (MAPP);
Action in the event of a major accident; and
Maintaining a register of notifiable incidents.

Upper tier establishments are also required to carry out the following additional tasks under the
Regulations:
•
•
•

Production of a Safety Report;
Preparation of an internal emergency plan;
Provision of information to those responsible for off‐site emergency plans; and
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•

Provision of information for the safety of the public.

The Health and Safety Authority (HSA) has been designated as the competent authority for
enforcement of the Regulations in Ireland.

2.2 HEALTH AND SAFETY AUTHORITY PLANNING GUIDANCE
The HSA has published guidance entitled “A Guide to the Chemicals Act (Control of Major Accident
Hazards Involving Dangerous Substances) Regulations 2015 (S.I. No. 209 of 2015)”. One of the
functions of the HSA is to advise the relevant planning authority of a consultation distance for an
establishment, following the receipt of a notification from the operator. Among the other HSA
functions in relation to land use planning include:
•
•

The HSA must be consulted for technical advice as appropriate by planning authorities on
the types of development covered by the Regulations.
The HSA will provide technical advice to a planning authority in response to a request under
this Regulation.

The HSA have been consulted during the informal EIA consultation process undertaken with
statutory and non‐statutory organisations throughout the various project stages. However, it is
noted that comments specific to the COMAH Regulations were not expressly sought from the HSA.

2.3 COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN
The Cork County Development Plan 2014‐2020 identifies the local land use policy in relation to the
COMAH Regulations and the policy on “Seveso” Industries is set out in Chapter 14 Zoning and Land
Use. The CDP states that the focus of this plan is to ensure that:
•
•
•

Proposals for new establishments at risk of causing major accidents;
Proposals for the expansion of existing establishments designated under the directive; and
Other developments proposed near to existing establishments, all take into account the
need to prevent major accidents involving hazardous substances and safeguard both the
public and the environment.

The proposed M28 Road Project falls within the third bullet point, i.e. a development proposed near
to existing establishments. The key objective listed in the County Development Plan for such
developments is presented below:
ZU 5‐3: Proposed Development Adjacent to Existing Establishments
a) The Health and Safety Authority have established consultation distances surrounding
establishments designated as containing hazardous substances. Ensure in addition to normal
planning criteria that development within these distances complies with the requirements of the
Major Accidents Directive (Seveso II). The Council will consult with the Health and Safety Authority
regarding any such proposals.
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b) In areas where Seveso sites exist in appropriate locations ensure that proposed uses in adjacent
sites do not compromise the potential for expansion of the existing Seveso use and in particular the
exclusion of developments with the potential to attract large numbers of the public.
The CDP also lists the establishments within the Cork jurisdiction and those relevant to the M28
study area are listed in Table 2.1. These establishments are also presented in Figure 2.1 relevant to
both the existing N28 and proposed M28 infrastructure. Given the locations of the listed
establishments are centred around the Ringaskiddy peninsula, the associated mapping is centred in
this area.
Table 2.1 – List of COMAH Establishments in the Study Area
Establishment Name

Establishment Address

Carbon Chemical Group Ltd.

Raheens Industrial Estate, Ringaskiddy, Co. Cork

Hovione Ltd.

Loughbeg, Ringaskiddy, Co. Cork

*Novartis Ringaskiddy Ltd.

Ringaskiddy, Co. Cork

*Pfizer Ireland Pharmaceuticals

Active Pharmaceutical Ingredients Plant, P.O. Box 140,
Ringaskiddy, Co. Cork

*SmithKline‐Beecham (Cork) Ltd.

Currabinny, Carrigaline. Co. Cork

Note: * denotes Upper Tier establishment

2.4 CARRIGALINE ELECTORAL AREA LOCAL AREA PLAN
The Carrigaline Electoral Area Local Area Plan (January 2015) provides more detailed land use
planning policy for the area and includes the broader area including the entire study area for the
proposed M28 road project. The LAP notes that there are a number of existing industries in the
Electoral Area that have “exclusion zones” under the Seveso Directive Regulations and these are
listed in Table 2.2.
Table 2.2 illustrates that the consultation distances are only provided for the three Upper Tier
establishments with none provided for the two Lower Tier establishments. In short, any
development within 1,000m of the three Upper Tier establishments must be the subject of
consultation with the HSA.
Table 2.2 –COMAH Establishment Consultation Distances
Establishment Name

Consultation Distance

Carbon Chemical Group Ltd.

‐

Hovione Ltd.

‐

Novartis Ringaskiddy Ltd.

1,000m

Pfizer Ireland Pharmaceuticals

1,000m

SmithKline‐Beecham (Cork) Ltd.

1,000m

The draft Ballincollig Carrigaline Municipal District Local Area Plan (Nov 2016) is a more recent local
planning policy document (albeit draft) and Section 3.7.35 states the following:
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Three of the major employers within the development boundary of Ringaskiddy are designated under
the Major Accidents (Seveso) Directive. These are Novartis Ringaskiddy Ltd., Pfizer Ireland
Pharmaceuticals and SmithKline‐Beecham (Cork) Ltd.
No updated or confirmed consultation distances are stated in this document.
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Figure 2.1: Map showing the COMAH Establishments in the Study Area
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3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
3.1 EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE
The existing N28 is characterised by a range of road types and qualities, reflecting the incremental
improvement of the road over time. The road has a short section of dual carriageway at Bloomfield
Interchange but is single carriageway for most of its length, with limited hard shoulder and
overtaking opportunities. The horizontal and vertical geometry is sub‐standard in many places and
the cross‐section varies along its length. The junction types and layouts also vary and are sub‐
standard in some cases.
The existing road network receiving environment experiences high peak hour travel demand. The
N40, northern sections of the N28 as well as other N28 bottlenecks, such as the Shannonpark
roundabout and the Shanbally roundabout regularly experience peak hour delay and congestion. As
a result of the high travel demand, the morning and evening peaks extend well beyond the normally
observed one hour peak.

3.2 PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION PHASE
The overall construction period for the proposed M28 Road Project is anticipated to be in the region
of 30 – 36 months.
The construction of the section of road between Bloomfield Interchange and Carr’s Hill Interchange
has the potential to cause significant disruption to the local population, particularly in relation to
traffic as there is considerable work required on the existing local road network. In particular the
following works are noted:‐










Online widening and road reconfiguration between Bloomfield and Rochestown Road,
Relocation of the existing Rochestown Road on‐ramp,
Provision of the M28 to N40 westbound link road and upgrades merge with the N40,
Upgrade to Rochestown Road,
Online widening of the proposed mainline between Rochestown Road and Carr’s Hill,
Demolition and replacement of Maryborough Hill overbridge,
Upgrade of Maryborough Hill,
Construction of Carr’s Hill to Maryborough Hill link road and tie‐ins, and
Construction of the Carr’s Hill Interchange.

The proposed works at each of these locations will cause disruption to the road users in an
environment where there is limited capacity with significant peak hour demand and delays occurring
frequently. To mitigate this potential impact, the following will be required in terms of the proposed
order and sequence that the works will be undertaken in this area:‐


The existing N28 will remain open to two‐way traffic at all times, except for short term
managed road closures for critical works, such as the proposed demolition of the Maryborough
Hill overbridge. This will entail careful phasing and sequencing of the works along the N28 in
order to maintain traffic flows.

MCT0597RP9036A01
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All traffic movements will be accommodated on the section of the works between Bloomfield
Interchange and Rochestown Road. Phasing of the works will be carefully planned and
sequenced to maintain traffic flows at all times.
Local road closures will not be permitted, except for critical works. Any road closures permitted
will be for limited periods, e.g., night‐time or weekend.
Works on the local road network at the northern end of the project will not coincide. This
means that works, say on Rochestown Road will not coincide with works on Maryborough Hill
or Carr’s Hill and so on.
Construction of the Carr’s Hill Interchange with temporary tie‐ins to the existing N28 will be
constructed early in the construction programme and prior to works at Rochestown Road
and/or Maryborough Hill to facilitate local access to the N28.
A section of the proposed overbridge at Maryborough Hill will be constructed prior to
demolition of the existing bridge in order that one‐way traffic from the east can be maintained
whilst the remainder of the proposed bridge is constructed.
Prior to demolition of the existing bridge at Maryborough Hill, construction of the proposed link
road between Maryborough Hill and Carr’s Hill. Construction access is proposed via Carr’s Hill
only.
Prior to demolition of the existing bridge at Maryborough Hill, construction of the road
widening works on the west side of Maryborough Hill will occur.
Demolition of existing Maryborough Hill overbridge and opening of the partially constructed
bridge to eastbound traffic one‐way flow. A short‐term N28 and Maryborough Hill road closure
will be needed to facilitate this operation. A weekend possession is envisaged. The link road
from Maryborough Hill to Carr’s Hill will be open to traffic at this stage also.
Existing merge to the N28 from Maryborough Hill to be closed only after the proposed bridge
and realignment on Maryborough Hill and the proposed link road to Carr’s Hill are fully
completed and open to traffic.

Prior to the commencement of works the Contractor will be required to prepare and submit a
detailed site specific traffic management plan to be agreed with Cork County Council and
appropriate emergency services, i.e., An Garda Síochána, ambulance services and fire services. In the
preparation of the temporary traffic management plan, the restrictions/requirements outlined
above will be complied with to minimise disruption to local traffic flows. Off‐peak and night working
will be considered for works in critical locations. Any approval for night working will give
consideration to the potential disruptive effects there may be on nearby residences and significant
restrictions on noise and other adverse environmental emissions may be conditioned to any
approval granted.

3.3 PROPOSED INFRASTRUCTURE
The proposed infrastructure will consist of the operation and maintenance of 10.9 kilometres of dual
carriageway motorway from the N40 Bloomfield Interchange to Barnahely, 1.5 kilometres of single
carriageway protected road from Barnahely to the eastern side of Ringaskiddy and a Service Area at
the Port of Cork Facility at Ringaskiddy together with ancillary and consequential works. In
summary the project includes the following elements:




10.9km of mainline motorway from Bloomfield to Barnahely;
1.5km of mainline single carriageway protected road from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
4.8km of new and realigned regional and local roads;
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2.2km of accommodation works tracks;
1 full grade‐separated interchange at Carr’s Hill with associated roundabouts, slip roads and
widening of the existing underbridge at Carr’s Hill;
3 partial grade‐separated interchanges at Bloomfield/Rochestown Road, Shannonpark and
Shanbally, with associated roundabouts and slip roads, including 2 new underbridges, existing
bridge at Rochestown retained as part of the project;
3 at‐grade roundabouts at Barnahely, Loughbeg and eastern Port of Cork entrance;
Provision of a M28 to N40 westbound link road and improvement of the westbound merge
from the M28 to the N40;
Removal of the existing sub‐standard northbound on‐ramp at Maryborough Hill;
Upgrading of the existing sub‐standard off‐ramp to Mount Oval;
4 new road underbridges to allow the proposed M28 to pass over existing roads;
1 underbridge widening at Carr’s Hill;
2 shared use pedestrian and cyclist underpasses, one at Carr’s Hill and one at Old Post Office
Road;
Demolition of the existing Maryborough Hill overbridge and construction of a replacement
overbridge at the same location. This overbridge will take Maryborough Hill over the widened
M28 below;
Various other structures including large retaining walls and stream culverts;
Traffic signalised control to be implemented at key junctions on Rochestown Road, including
the replacement of the Rochestown Road roundabout with a signalised junction, signalising of
the merge to the M28 and signalising of the Clarke’s Hill junction;
Local road improvements and parallel access roads, etc;
Accommodation works and farm accesses as required;
Provision for footpaths and cycle facilities;
Relocation of high voltage electricity pylons at Shanbally; and
A proposed Service Area to serve HCV’s within Port of Cork lands to the east of Ringaskiddy
Village.
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4 IDENTIFICATION OF KEY INFRASTRUCTURE
4.1 COMAH ESTABLISHMENTS
The name, address, nature of the operation and Seveso tier for each of the relevant establishments
within the study area is presented in Table 4.1. The locations of the Seveso sites are presented in
Figure 2.1.
Table 4.1 – Details of COMAH Establishments in the Study Area
Establishment Name

Establishment Address

Seveso Tier

Site Nature

Carbon Chemical Group
Ltd.

Raheens Industrial Estate,
Ringaskiddy, Co. Cork

Lower

Other Activity (General
Chemicals manufacture)

Hovione Ltd.

Loughbeg, Ringaskiddy, Co.
Cork

Lower

Production of
pharmaceuticals

Novartis Ringaskiddy
Ltd.

Ringaskiddy, Co. Cork

Upper

Production of
pharmaceuticals

Pfizer Ireland
Pharmaceuticals

Active Pharmaceutical
Ingredients Plant, P.O. Box 140,
Ringaskiddy, Co. Cork

Upper

Production of
pharmaceuticals

SmithKline‐Beecham
(Cork) Ltd.

Currabinny, Carrigaline. Co.
Cork

Upper

Production of
pharmaceuticals

Note: * denotes Upper Tier establishment
Each of the five establishments listed above are obliged to prepare a Major Accident Prevention
Policy (MAPP) under the COMAH Regulations. This applies to both lower and upper tier
establishments. The three upper tier establishments are also obliged to prepare a Safety Report and
submit a copy of same to the HSA.
A summary overview of the infrastructure at each of the COMAH establishments is provided in the
following sections.

4.1.1 Carbon Chemical Group Ltd.
The site provides a range of services to industry in the area including consultancy services, supply of
products and storage of materials. The site includes some on‐site bulk storage facilities that may be
used by customers for material storage.

4.1.2 Hovione Ltd.
The Hovione facility comprises of two distinct operational units; an active pharmaceutical ingredient
(API) plant and a drug product (DP) plant. The API plant is a multi‐purpose organic chemical
synthesis plant capable of the custom manufacture of chemical products for the pharmaceutical
industry. The DP (bulk tabletting) plant incorporates an active pharmaceutical ingredient at the
appropriate dose into a solid tablet. The site also includes a large tank farm that is located on the
south eastern quadrant of the site. Hovione operate an on‐site Emergency Response Team which is

MCT0597RP9036A01

10

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project – Seveso Report

fully trained in the techniques for fire fighting, handling toxic release and handling spillage. This
Emergency Response Team are available at all times (24 hours /day, 365 days /year). There is a
dedicated site vehicle (fire appliance) available for use in emergency situations which contains
equipment designed for dealing with leaks and spills.

4.1.3 Novartis Ringaskiddy Ltd.
The facility manufactures bulk pharmaceuticals used in the treatment of immunological,
dermatological, cardiovascular, oncological and Central Nervous System (CNS) diseases. The site
consists of three production buildings, warehouses, a solvent recovery unit (distillation), a
wastewater treatment plant and two on‐site incinerators, a solid waste incinerator (SWI) and a
liquid/vapour incinerator (LVI). There is a large tank farm located to the north of the site. The site
operates a full time rapid response on‐site fire crew that can respond quickly to any incident. In
addition, a comprehensive sprinkler system is located in the warehouses, tank farm and production
building.

4.1.4 Pfizer Ireland Pharmaceuticals
Pfizer exports bulk pharmaceuticals, the active ingredients in Pfizer's medication for both humans
and animals. The site includes four production facilities, solvent recovery operations, a wastewater
treatment plant, a milling facility, laboratories, wastewater treatment plant control, warehousing
and service utilities. Tanks farms are located at several locations around the site. The site maintains
a fully trained emergency crews on a full time basis for fire fighting, handling toxic release and
handling spillage. There is a dedicated site vehicle, available for use in emergency situations which
contains equipment designed for dealing with leakage and spills.

4.1.5 SmithKline‐Beecham (Cork) Ltd.
The site consists of eight production buildings, a milling/nanomilling facility, a research and
development building, two warehouses, a tank farm for storage of waste and raw materials, an
environmental control centre, a solid waste management facility and laboratories. Abatement
equipment onsite includes two incinerators, two thermal oxidisers, a wastewater treatment plant,
three solvent recovery plants and three firewater retention ponds. The site’s tank farm is mainly
located in the north eastern quadrant of the site. The site has a well‐developed Emergency
Procedure.

4.2 EMERGENCY SERVICES
4.2.1 Fire Service
Cork County Council operates 21 fire stations across the county with divisional headquarters in the
fire stations of Bantry, Mallow, Midleton and Carrigaline. The study area lies within the Carriagline
divisional area and the nearest fire station to the Ringakkiddy area is the one located at Strand Road
in Carrigaline (CK35) with the next nearest station available at Crosshaven Fire Station (CK36).
Any fire tender from Carrigaline would likely take the R613 to Ringaskiddy as the shortest route to
the five establishments in the event of any emergency. Approximate journey time of 5‐10 minutes.
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Similarly, any fire tender from Crosshaven would likely take the R612 to Carrigaline followed by the
R613 to Ringaskiddy. Approximate journey time of 15‐20 minutes.
Further support may be provided by the Fire Service HQ at Westpoint Business Park, Link Rd.
Ballincollig. Tenders travelling from this location would likely take the N40 and the N28 to the area.
Approximate journey time of 25‐30 minutes.

4.2.2 Medical Service
Accident and Emergency Services are available at Cork University Hospital which is located at Wilton
to the west of the city. Any ambulance travelling from this location would likely take the N40
eastbound and the N28 southbound to the area. Approximate journey time would be 20‐25
minutes.

MCT0597RP9036A01
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5 RISK ASSESSMENT
5.1 PROXIMITY OF THE COMAH SITES TO THE DEVELOPMENT
The potential risk of the proposed M28 Road Project (including the Service Area in Ringaskiddy) on
the COMAH establishments or conversely the potential risk of the COMAH establishments on the
M28 road project will be somewhat dictated by the relative proximities between the two. Table 5.1
presents the distances from the establishment boundaries to the existing N28 and the proposed
M28 Road Project and illustrates that four of the establishments will be moved closer in proximity to
the proposed M28 relative to the existing N28. The Novartis facility will experience the greatest
change with the relocation of the proposed alignment to the north of the site.
There is one site (Pfizer) which will be moved further away from the alignment. The existing N28
bounds the Pfizer site to the south and the proposed M28 will move much of this traffic further
north away from the site. However, it is noted that the existing N28 will remain operational with the
proposed M28 in operation albeit as a regional road with lower traffic throughput.
Table 5.1 – Proximity of the COMAH sites to the Road Infrastructure
Establishment

Proximity to the
existing N28

Proximity to the
proposed M28

LAP Consultation
Distance

Carbon Chemical Group Ltd.

1,000m

500m

‐

Hovione Ltd.

850m

600m

‐

Novartis Ringaskiddy Ltd.

600m

100m

1,000m

Pfizer Ireland Pharmaceuticals

0m

300m

1,000m

SmithKline‐Beecham (Cork) Ltd.

1,300m

1,000m

1,000m

The consultation distances for land use planning around each of the Upper Tier establishments as
dictated by the Carrigaline LAP is 1,000m (refer Section 2.4). Any development within this distance
requires the planning authority to consult with the HSA on the relative risk. Table 5.1 clearly
illustrates that the alignment of the proposed M28 lies within or at this consultation distance of each
of the three Upper Tier establishments and hence consultation with the HSA is mandatory for the
development.
No consultation distance is presented in local planning policy for the two Lower Tier establishments.
However, given the lower risk profile of these establishments (relative to the Upper Tier
establishments) and the relative distance to the road infrastructure (both existing and proposed) it is
considered that the risk posed to/by these two Lower Tier establishments is low.

5.2 RISK POSED BY THE COMAH SITES TO THE DEVELOPMENT
This section of the report summarises the risks posed by the COMAH sites and the potential for
impact on the proposed project. Under Regulation 25 of the COMAH Regulations, the Upper Tier
establishments are required to provide information to the public on the level of risk. The following
information has been collated from the Public Information on Upper Tier establishments published
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in the HSA website1. Table 5.2 identifies the hazard categories and dangerous characteristics
applicable to the three Upper Tier sites. Given the similarity in the nature of the three operators,
there is a degree of overlap between the substances identified in each of the sites. The substances
are varied but include a large number of toxic and flammable substances.
Table 5.2 – Key Hazard Categories for the Upper Tier Establishments
Establishment

Novartis
Ringaskiddy Ltd.

E1 Hazardous to the Aquatic Environment,
E2 Hazardous to the Aquatic Environment,
H1 Acute Toxic Cat.1,
H3 STOT Toxic Cat. 1,
O1 Substances or mixtures with hazard statement EUH014,
P5a Flammable Liquids,
P5b Flammable Liquids,
P5c Flammable Liquids,
P8 Oxidising Liquids and Solids,
Methanol

Pfizer Ireland
Pharmaceuticals

E1 Hazardous to the Aquatic Environment,
E2 Hazardous to the Aquatic Environment,
H1 Acute Toxic Cat.1,
H2 Acute Toxic Cat.2,
H3 STOT Toxic Cat.1,
O1 Substances or mixtures with hazard statement EUH014,
O2 Substances and mixtures which in contact with water emit
flammable gases,
P2 Flammable gases,
P5a Flammable Liquids,
P5c Flammable Liquids,
P7 Pyrophoric Liquids and Solids,
Acetylene,
Hydrogen,
Hydrogen Chloride,
Methanol

SmithKline‐
Beecham (Cork)
Ltd.

1

Hazard Categories / Named Substances

E1 Hazardous to the Aquatic Environment,
E2 Hazardous to the Aquatic Environment,
H1 Acute Toxic Cat. 1,
H2 Acute Toxic Cat.2,
O1 Substances or mixtures with hazard statement EUH014,
O2 Substances and mixtures which in contact with water emit
flammable gases,
O3 Substances or mixtures with hazard statement EUH029,
P2 Flammable gases,
P5b Flammable Liquids,
P7 Pyrophoric Liquids and Solids,
P8 Oxidising Liquids and Solids

Dangerous
Characteristics / H
Phrases
EUH014,
H225,
H226,
H271,
H301,
H330,
H331,
H370,
H400,
H410,
H411,
EUH014,
H220,
H224,
H225,
H226,
H250,
H260,
H300,
H310,
H330,
H331,
H370,
H400,
H410,
H411
EUH014,
EUH029,
H220,
H221,
H225,
H226,
H250,
H260,
H272,
H301,
H330,
H331,
H400,
H410,
H411

Available at: http://www.hsa.ie/eng/Chemicals/COMAH/
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Table 5.3 presents the key hazards presented on the HSA website for the three Upper Tier
establishments. As with the hazard categories and dangerous characteristics, the similarity between
the three operations results in a degree of overlap between the hazards presented. Fires, explosions
and releases of dangerous substances are hazards posed by all three establishments. However,
impact distances for these hazards are not presented in the publically available data.
Changing the relative proximity of the road to these establishments may alter the risk rating of these
hazards by potentially moving the “receptors” closer to the “source” of the hazard. The proposed
project does not include for any residential or other development requiring long term occupancy of
humans. However, the short term transient population using the proposed road network may
potentially alter the societal risk posed by these establishments.
Similarly, the use of the proposed Service Area in Ringaskiddy by commercial traffic will introduce
new infrastructure within 750m of the Hovione establishment but it is noted that as a Lower Tier
establishment there is no consultation distance for this site. The occupancy of the Service Area will
include both employees working typical day and night time shifts as well as customers who will be
present for much shorter durations.
In terms of the Novartis facility, the increased proximity of the proposed M28 alignment relative to
the existing alignment (refer Table 5.1) may increase the risk profile of this facility. For example, the
tank farm to the north of the site (a potential fire/explosion risk) will be less than 200 metres from
the proposed alignment. Depending on the impact distance for this hazard, the proposed alignment
may increase the number of persons potentially affected by such an event. In this regard, the
Novartis facility poses a potential slight increase in risk on the proposed development.
Conversely, the Pfizer facility which is currently bounded by the existing N28 will have the proposed
M28 moved a greater distance from the facility and potential hazards (such as the tank farms,
production and warehouses). The proposed alignment will be circa 300 metres from the Pfizer
facility and may decrease the number of persons potentially affected by a fire, explosion or toxic
release. As such, the Pfizer facility poses a potential slight decrease in risk on the proposed project.
The SmithKline‐Beecham facility is currently located outside of the relevant consultation distance of
1,000m and is only located at this distance with the proposed M28 alignment. While this may
potentially increase the risk, the net change in risk of the SmithKline‐Beecham facility is considered
to be negligible.
Overall, while the Novartis facility may pose a greater risk to the proposed alignment relative to the
existing alignment, the converse is true for the Pfizer facility. Overall, a net negligible change in risk
is predicted for the impact of the COMAH sites on the road infrastructure.
Notwithstanding this negligible overall change in risk, the Novartis facility may pose an increased risk
and this should be taken into consideration in the Safety Report and MAPP prepared by the Novartis
site and regulated by the HSA.

MCT0597RP9036A01
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Table 5.3 – Key Hazards from the Upper Tier Establishments
Establishment

Novartis Ringaskiddy
Ltd.

Nature of major accident

Scenario details

Potential human health effects

Release of dangerous substances with
potential for adverse health effects. Release
of dangerous substances with potential for
adverse environmental effects.

Release of toxic gas (Hydrogen Chloride)

Airborne material that can cause burning of
the eyes and, if inhaled the throat, coughing
or breathing difficulties.

Fire and Explosion

Extremely flammable Hydrogen fire /
explosion

Potential for burns to body. Injuries caused
by projectiles being ejected from the incident
site.

Fire and Release of dangerous substances
with potential for adverse health effects.
Release of dangerous substances with
potential for adverse environmental effects.

Main warehouse fire toxic / eco‐toxic

Very dense smoke may cause irritation of the
lining of the air passages (nose, throat and
lungs) the skin and the eyes.

Release of dangerous substances with
potential for adverse health effects.

Release of AHCL

Substantial exposure to toxic chemicals
(potentially fatal).

The scenarios identified that would result in a
release of toxic gas are;
1. Cold Catastrophic failure of the HCI
cylinder
2. Leak from cylinder/pipework
3. Release from a pressure relief valve

Pfizer Ireland
Pharmaceuticals

Fire

Warehouse Fire which may result in the
release of a smoke plume containing toxic
combustion products evolved during a major
fire at the on‐ site principal product storage
warehouse (Building 164)

Temporary exposure to smoke from a fire
from which generally fit and well people are
unlikely to experience long‐term health
problems.

Fire

Drum Store Pool Fire. Methanol was used as
the model material

Temporary exposure to smoke from a fire
from which generally fit and well people are
unlikely to experience long‐term health
problems. Injuries caused by projectiles being
ejected from the incident site.

Scenario 1: Pool Fire
Scenario 2: Catastrophic Failure of an HCL
Cylinder
Scenario 3: Drum Projectile

MCT0597RP9036D02
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Release of dangerous substances with
potential for adverse health effects.

Release of ammonia gas from chiller system.

Airborne material that can cause burning of
the eyes and, if inhaled the throat, coughing
or breathing difficulties.
Substantial exposure to toxic chemicals
(potentially fatal).

SmithKline‐Beecham
(Cork) Ltd.

MCT0597RP9036D02

Fire and Explosion

Large flammable solvent spill and ignition
resulting in large scale solvent fire

Potential for burns to body. Temporary
exposure to smoke from a fire from which
generally fit and well people are unlikely to
experience long‐term health problems.

Fire and Explosion

Catastrophic failure during boiler operation
resulting in explosion

Injuries caused by projectiles being ejected
from the incident site. Potential for burns to
body.
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5.3 RISK POSED BY THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE DEVELOPMENT ON THE
COMAH SITES
The construction of the proposed M28 Road Project (as described in Section 3.2) will have no direct
effect on the operation or risk profile of the COMAH sites in the Ringaskiddy area. However, there
are potential indirect effects, in particular the impacts from traffic management, which need to be
addressed.
As noted in Section 3.2, the existing N28 will remain open to two‐way traffic at all times during the
construction phase, except for short term managed road closures for critical works, such as the
proposed demolition of the Maryborough Hill overbridge. However, traffic delays in the area may
be experienced and this may cause slight delays for emergency fire or medical services travelling
from the Cork area to Ringaskiddy.
The proposed alignment of the M28 south of Carr’s Hill is offline and, as such, the construction may
be progressed without impacting on the capacity and operation of the existing N28.
Some localised impacts may be experienced such as the traffic management around the junction of
the new road with the R613 to the north of the Novartis and Carbon Chemical facilities. These works
may impair access to these facilities as well as the likely route for emergency access by fire services
from Carrigaline to the Ringaskiddy area (refer Section 4.2.1).
All construction traffic management measures will be agreed with Cork County Council and
appropriate emergency services, i.e., An Garda Síochána, ambulance services and fire services in
advance of construction.
For the works around the R613, consultation with the COMAH
establishments impacted will also be carried out. In short, based on this management the impact of
construction traffic on the risk profile and emergency response capacity of the five COMAH
establishments is considered low.

5.4 RISK POSED BY THE OPERATION OF THE DEVELOPMENT ON THE COMAH
SITES
At the operational stage, the proposed new infrastructure will have no direct impact on the five
COMAH establishments in the area and will not alter the risk profile of these operations. The traffic
modelling for the proposed route indicates that with an improved horizontal and vertical alignment
(relative to the exiting N28) the existing bottlenecks will be removed and the efficiency of the traffic
will increase. In this regard, the flow of traffic between the Ringaskiddy area and the Greater Cork
Area will be improved and travel times will be reduced. The traffic model indicates an approximate
time saving of 6‐8 minutes during peak hours in 2020 (10‐15 minutes in 2035) between Ringaskiddy
and the Bloomfield N40/N28 Interchange relative to the existing alignment.
This reduced travel time will facilitate a faster response time for emergency medical services from
Cork University Hospital and/or additional fire services if required from Ballincollig. As a result, the
new infrastructure will improve the overall emergency response in the Ringaskiddy area and have a
net slight positive impact in the area.

MCT0597RP9036F01
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6 CONCLUSION
This report has been prepared to accompany the planning application for the M28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Project. The document identifies the COMAH establishments located in study area and
provides an assessment of the potential impact of the development on these sites. The report
considers the relative proximities between the existing and proposed alignments to these COMAH
establishments and notes any potential change in risk.
Four of the five establishments will be moved closer in proximity to the proposed M28 relative to
the existing N28 while one will be moved further away from the alignment. The three Upper Tier
COMAH establishments will all be located at or within the 1,000m consultation distance presented
within the Carrigaline Electoral Area Local Area Plan and the HSA must be consulted on this
development.
With the changes in proximity to the proposed M28 and the existing N28, the Novartis facility may
pose a greater risk to the proposed alignment relative to the existing alignment, the converse is true
for the Pfizer facility. Overall, a net negligible change in risk is predicted for the impact of the
COMAH sites on the road infrastructure.
Notwithstanding this negligible overall change in risk, the Novartis facility may pose an increased risk
and this should be taken into consideration in the Safety Report and major accident prevention
policy (MAPP) prepared by the Novartis site and regulated by the HSA.
The construction of the proposed M28 will have no direct effect on the operation or risk profile of
the COMAH sites in the Ringaskiddy area. Construction traffic and diversions may potentially impair
emergency services but all construction traffic management measures will be agreed with Cork
County Council and appropriate emergency services, i.e., An Garda Síochána, ambulance services
and fire services in advance of construction. For the works around the R613, consultation with the
COMAH establishments impacted will also be carried out. Based on this management the impact of
construction traffic on the risk profile and emergency response capacity of the five COMAH
establishments is considered low.
At the operational stage, the proposed new infrastructure will have no direct impact on the five
COMAH establishments in the area and will not alter the risk profile of these operations. The
reduced travel time on the proposed M28 Road Project will facilitate a faster response time for
emergency medical services from Cork University Hospital and/or additional fire services if required
from Ballincollig. As a result, the new infrastructure will improve the overall emergency response in
the Ringaskiddy area and have a net slight positive impact in the area.
In summary, an assessment of the likely significant effect of the proposed development on the
COMAH network has been undertaken for both the construction and operation phases. Where sites
are identified as posing a plausible risk, (i.e. within the consultation distances supplied by local
planning policy) a more detailed review has been undertaken. In all cases the nature of the
proposed development, coupled with the distances to the COMAH establishments has resulted in a
low risk of impact.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield
Interchange, at the tie‐in with the N40 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that
the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links
Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula located to the south‐east of Cork City. It is
also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and
4 of the NRA Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to
refuse the planning application for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy
decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone further development work on the N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO, until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This
document represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland.
It also provides a useful context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN‐T Transport
Network (a trans‐European transport network including rail, road, inland waterway connections,
ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in
line with this policy, and as such work re‐commenced on the project in early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date
on route selection, including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project
team. This included an update of constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and
planning in the intervening years and an update to the traffic modelling. The review of the route
includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent of the scheme including
the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the identification of a
number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008.
Figure 1 shows all of the options assessed in the recent route selection process.
Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred route.
Figure 2 shows the location of the proposed road scheme as a result of this process. Route Option
6b consists of Option 2 plus a single carriageway extension along the existing services corridor
between Barnahely and the L6517 Loughbeg Road. From the L6517 Loughbeg Road the route
extends into the lands to the north of the Martello tower to the local road L2545 to Haulbowline.
The Route is a dual carriageway to Barnahely and single carriageway from Barnahely to Ringaskiddy.
This route consists of Option C + part of Option E2 + part of Option M as illustrated in Figure 2. This
route will now be the subject of an EIS.

MCT0597RP0025F01

1

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme
EIA Scoping Report

RPS has been commissioned to undertake an environmental assessment and prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in respect of the proposed scheme. Scoping is an early stage
in the EIA process and is designed to ensure that the environmental studies provide all the relevant
information on the impacts of the project, in particular focusing on the most important impacts; the
alternatives to the project; and any other matters to be included1.
This Scoping Report outlines the proposed scheme and sets the context of the development in terms
of the legal and planning background. It also provides preliminary information on the following:








Information on the receiving environment including existing problems with a view to
establishing the likelihood for significant impacts as a result of the proposal;
The investigations proposed to assess the magnitude and duration of impacts on the receiving
environment;
The geographical and temporal scope of those assessments;
The potential for significant impacts;
Possible alternatives;
The range and timing of surveys to be completed as part of the EIS for each specialist area to
address potential impacts; and
The contents of the EIS.

This Scoping Report will be circulated to the consultees listed in Section 5 of this report. Consultees
are invited to contribute to the EIA process by suggesting / providing additional baseline data
sources, comment on survey techniques and assessment approaches and potential impacts that
should be addressed through the EIA process and in preparation of the EIS.

1

Guidance on EIA Scoping, EC 2001.

MCT0597RP0025F01

2

Figure 1 - N28 Route Selection Options
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated
on a peninsula located to the south‐east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area
include Douglas and Rochestown at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the
south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is
illustrated in Figure 2.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route,
comprising an amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options
assessment is currently being undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. Figure 3
illustrates the six potential service area locations. It is proposed that the preferred service area will
be assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield
Interchange (at the tie‐in with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km
approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway, approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at
Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village a single‐carriageway cross‐
section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed
development includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross‐section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off‐line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off‐line single‐carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade‐separated junctions;
At‐grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A motorway service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area.
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3 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT PROCESS
The EIA shall be carried out in accordance with relevant European and Irish legislation. The EIS will
be prepared in accordance with the EPA Guidelines of Information to be contained in Environmental
Impact Statements (2002) and EPA Advice Notes on Current Practice (2003). The general structure of
the EIS is laid out in the following sections.

3.1 GUIDANCE
The EIS will be carried out in accordance with the following guidance documents:















Service Area Policy (NRA, 2014);
National Roads Project Management Guidelines (NRA, 2010);
Project Appraisal Guidelines (NRA, 2010);
Guidance from the EU Commission and DEHLG, Appropriate Assessment of Plans & Projects,
Guidance for Planning Authorities (2009, Rev Feb. 2010);
Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland, Guidance for Planning Authorities
(DOEHLG 2009, Rev 2010),
Guidance document on article 6(4) of the “Habitats Directive” 92/43/EEC – Clarification of the
concepts of; alternative solutions, imperative reasons of overriding public interest,
compensatory measures, overall coherence, opinion of the commission; (EC, 2007);
Interpretation Manual of European Union Habitats. Version EUR 27. (European Commission
2007);
Advice Notes on Current Practice (in preparation of Environmental Impact Statements) (EPA,
2003);
Environmental Impact Assessment of National Road Schemes, A Practical Guide (NRA, 2008);
Guidelines on information to be contained in EIS (EPA, 2002);
Assessment of Plans and Projects Significantly affecting Natura 200 Sites: methodological
guidance on the provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC, Office for
Official Publications of the European Communities, Luxembourg (EC, 2002); and
Managing Natura 2000 Sites: the provisions of Article 6 of the “Habitats Directive” 92/43/EEC,
Office for Official Publication of the European Communities, Luxembourg (EC, 2000).

Further guidance documents will be referred to within each of the EIS Chapters and these are
detailed in Section 4 below.

3.2

GENERAL STRUCTURE OF THE EIS

The following key chapters will form part of the EIS:
1.
2.
3.

Introduction (including sections on the need for the scheme, planning context, consultation,
legislative background, scheme objectives, etc.).
Description of Proposed Development (to include traffic and transport information and
assessment).
Consideration of Alternatives.
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The following Environmental Topics will be addressed:
 Human Beings
 Terrestrial Ecology
 Aquatic Ecology
 Soils, Geology and Hydrogeology
 Water, Hydrology and Drainage
 Air and Climatic Factors
 Noise and Vibration
 Landscape and Visual
 Cultural Heritage including Archaeology and Architectural Heritage
 Agriculture and Non‐Agricultural Land Uses
5. Interrelationships of the Foregoing.
6. Summary of mitigation measures.
7. Appendices including Appropriate Assessment (AA) Screening /Natura Impact Statement (NIS).
4.

For each environmental topic the following will be addressed as a minimum:







Scope of Assessment;
Methodology;
Baseline Environment (desktop and field surveys);
Impacts (incl. construction, operation and cumulative impacts);
Mitigation Measures (avoidance, reduction or remedy); and
Residual impacts.

The EIS will also include a non‐technical summary which will be a condensed and easily
comprehensible version of the EIS document.

3.3 APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT
As noted above, the EIS appendices will include an AA Screening and NIS. The AA Screening has
been prepared in respect of the scheme and has recommended that a Natura Impact Statement
(NIS) be prepared to inform the appropriate assessment for the project. In addition to forming a
standalone report which focuses on the requirements of the EU Habitats Directive the output will
also be considered in the Biodiversity, Flora and Fauna chapter of the EIS.
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4 ENVIRONMEMTAL
CONSTRAINTS

SCOPE

&

EXISTING

ENVIRONMENTAL

Sections 4.1 to 4.12 provides an overview of the scope, key issues relevant standards and guidance
and work completed to date in relation to each environmental topic to be considered in the EIS.

4.1

PLANNING CONTEXT

Scope of the EIS
Chapter

The planning context of the scheme will be described within the introductory chapter of
the EIS. It is proposed to review both the Strategic Policy and Statutory Development
Plan contexts in respect of the proposed scheme.
The policy context for the road will be set out in terms of strategic geographic based
plans, strategic sectoral policy for the transport sector and EU and government policy in
respect of the need for the road scheme.
This will include amongst others the following plans and strategies:‐
 Our Sustainable Future: A Framework for Sustainable Development, 2020;
 Planning Policy Statement 2015;
 National Ports Policy, 2013;
 NRA Service Area Policy, 2013;
 The Trans‐European Transport Network, Regulation No 1315/2013;
 Infrastructure and Capital Investment 2012‐2016 Medium Term Exchequer
Framework;
 Smarter Travel “A New Transport Policy for Ireland” 2009‐2020
 National Development Plan 2007‐2013; and
 National Spatial Strategy 2002 – 2020.
The statutory planning context is set by and will be considered with reference to:‐
 Cork County Development Plan 2014 ‐ 2020;
 Cork City Development Plan Review, Issues Paper 2013;
 Carrigaline Electoral Area Local Area Plan, 2011;
 Regional Planning Guidelines for the South West Region 2010 – 2022;
 Cork City Development Plan 2009 ‐ 2015; and
 Cork Area Strategic Plan and Update 2008;
The planning context section of the EIS will also include a review of relevant planning
history in the vicinity of the site and its immediate environs. This will primarily occur by
means of studying the Planning Register, files and maps of the Planning Authority. This
will identify any sensitive land uses in the area for consideration as part of the EIS.
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4.2 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT
Scope of EIS
Chapter

The traffic and transportation assessment and information on the scheme will be
contained within the description of proposed development chapter of the EIS. This
section of the EIS will include the following:
 Present the existing conditions – observed base year traffic flows and traffic speeds in
the N28 corridor.
 Describe briefly the traffic growth assumptions used in the traffic modelling work, and
the network changes assumed to occur in the Do‐Minimum case.
 Present data on forecast traffic flow and traffic speeds/delay that are likely to occur in
the Do‐Minimum case if the scheme is not built.
 Present data on forecast traffic flow and traffic speeds/delay that are likely to occur in
the Do‐ Scheme case if the scheme is built.
 Present the principal impacts of the scheme in terms of:
 Total net impact on traffic journey times;
 Location and scale of changes in traffic flow and traffic congestion;
 Changes in journey times for a sample of journeys; and
 Note the origin‐destination flows that suffer a worsening of travel times as a result
of the scheme.
 Identify mitigation measures as a result of impacts.
 Discuss other modes of transport.
Note: This section will not include the following;
 Sensitivity tests.
 Any details of model calibration, but will refer to a separate traffic modelling report.
 Suggest that all forecast information is Medium growth, other than:
 Do‐Scheme flows are Low / Medium / High; and
 Total travel time saving is Low / Medium / High.

Key Issues that
will be
considered in EIS
Chapter







Guidance
Documents

 Traffic & Transport Assessment Guidelines (NRA, 2014);
 Project Appraisal Guidelines (NRA, 2010);
 Environmental Impact Assessment of National Road Schemes – A Practical Guide
(NRA, 2008); and
 Guidelines on Information to be contained in an Environmental Impact Statement
(EPA, 2002).

Work completed
to date

 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015); and
 N28 Traffic Modelling Report, (in preparation).
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Impact on N40 (in general terms).
Extent to which the scheme attracts traffic into the corridor.
Reductions in traffic on existing N28 through Shanbally and Ringaskiddy villages.
(Where applicable) increased journey times for some local journeys.
Impacts of slow moving vehicles.
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4.3

HUMAN BEINGS

Scope of EIS
Chapter

Relevant components of “Human Beings” to be considered in this section of the EIS are
population profile, economic activity, social considerations and land‐use. This section of
the EIS will establish the current socio‐economic and community characteristics through a
review of the demographics of the study area, e.g., population, profile, household size,
etc., as well as the availability of community facilities, recreational opportunities, etc.
The chapter will then provide an assessment of the potential and predicted impacts on
local communities as a result of the proposed development.
An understanding of both the quantum and pattern of demography and employment in
the area is of crucial importance to understanding the receiving human environment.
The primary official record and analysis of demographic trends is the Central Statistics
Office (CSO) Census of Population. The census records demographic information at state,
county, and local levels. In this regard, the smallest geographical unit distinguished by the
2011 Census is the Electoral Division (ED). The most recent census was taken in 2011.
RPS will undertake a detailed analysis of demographic trends within the study area and
local and wider environs – identified by ED, in reference to the most recent (2011) census
statistics. These results will then be compared with similar data recorded in the census
publications of 2006 and 2002 (where relevant). This gives a ten‐year profile of
population and population change. Areas of analysis include:‐





Population numbers and change;
Employment levels;
Principal occupations; and
Unemployment rates.

The location of commercial premises within the study area will be obtained from the An
Post Geodirectory. The commercial premises are mainly centred around the urban areas
in the northern and southern portions of the study area. The southern portion of the
study area contains high density of industrial and pharmaceutical developments. The
majority of the land use within the central portion of the study area is in agricultural use
which will also be assessed under community and employment within the EIS.
Information on the demographic and employment characteristics of the resident
population will be sourced from the Census of Population and the Live Register.
Identification of sensitive communities and land uses in the vicinity of the site will be
undertaken by a mix of site visits, review of aerial photography and development plan
mapping.
The issue of demolition, severance and loss of land will be assessed within the EIS
chapters on agriculture and non‐agricultural land uses but will be referred to within this
chapter also.
This human beings impact assessment will be carried out by way of a combination of
desk‐based studies and site visits and investigations.

MCT0597RP0025F01
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Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

The main settlements in the study area are Ringaskiddy and Shanbally in the south east,
Carrigaline to the south and Douglas / Rochestown to the north. There is also linear
residential development along the existing road network within the study area. One off
housing as elsewhere in Ireland is a feature of the study area.
The community facilities within the study area have been identified from a review of the
available mapping. In relation to amenity facilities there are three golf courses located at
Douglas, Fernhill and Raffeen Creek. There are also a number of additional sports
facilities within the study area including the Garryduff Sports centre, Carrigaline RFC,
Douglas RFC, the sports complex utilised by Scoil Phadraig Naofa / Douglas Hall AFC,
Carrigaline Hibernians and Shamrocks GAA.
There is a proposal for the development of the dismantled railway line between
Carrigaline and Raffeen Bridge as part of the Passage West to Carrigaline Greenway which
will be considered with respect to amenities within the area. There are some minor areas
of broad leaved forests in the area including the area south of Rochestown, Raffeen and
adjacent to the Owenboy River west of Carrigaline which will also be considered as part
of this section of the EIS.
The area between Carrigaline and Ringaskiddy is a focused area for industrial
development. Ringaskiddy is an important port and contains an important ferry terminal
which attracts large numbers of tourists on an annual basis. Rapid industrial growth has
taken place in the Ringaskiddy area in the last twenty years and the area is zoned for
major growth in the future. Other development in the area includes the headquarters of
the Irish Naval Service, the Ringaskiddy ‘roll‐on/roll‐off’ ferry terminal, the deep water
port for Cork, the National Maritime College of Ireland, Spike Island (which now has a
Masterplan) and Haulbowline Island (currently subject of a remediation project). These
features will be considered as part of the EIS.

Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 Service Area Policy (NRA, 2014)
 Environmental Impact Assessment of National Road Schemes, A Practical Guide (NRA,
2008);
 Guidelines on information to be contained in EIS (EPA, 2002);
 Advice Notes on Current Practice (in preparation of Environmental Impact
Statements) (EPA, 2003);

Work Completed
to Date

 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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4.4

TERRESTRIAL ECOLOGY

Scope of EIS
Chapter

In the preparation of this chapter of the EIS relevant information sources will be reviewed
in order to establish the presence of rare or protected animal and plant species on or
near the proposed road scheme. Sources that will be consulted include the National Parks
and Wildlife Service (NPWS), Cork County Council, National Biodiversity Data Centre etc.
EU Designated Sites (SPAs and cSACs) and nationally designated sites (pNHAs) will be
identified.
Potential impacts through habitat or species loss, fragmentation and severance,
disturbance, deterioration of water quality and spread of invasive species to these key
ecological considerations will be addressed as part of the scope of the EIS.
The ecological assessment will be undertaken in accordance with the criteria for site
evaluation outlined in the Guidelines for Assessment of Ecological Impacts on National
Roads Schemes (NRA, 2009). Potential impacts will be identified in respect of the above
listed items and mitigation measures will be specified as required. Residual and
cumulative impacts will also be addressed as part of the assessment process.
The statutory and non‐statutory bodies outlined below will be consulted during the
development of the Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) for the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. The scope of the consultation is outlined for each
organization below.
National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) of Department of Arts, Heritage and the
Gaeltacht (DAHG). Note: Pre‐planning consultations with NPWS/DAHG related to a
project will be initiated through the Development Applications Unit (DAU).
 Nature conservation sites within close proximity to the proposed scheme.
 Requirement for Appropriate Assessment.
 Scope of ecological surveys and proposed survey approach.
 Information on any protected flora and fauna records.
 Avoidance of potential impacts.
 Information/advice on any further constraints and mitigation that should be
considered in the ecological impact assessment.
Inland Fisheries Ireland
 Status of waterbodies crossed by the proposed scheme.
 Location of significant spawning areas for salmonid species.
 Location of significant areas for angling along the proposed scheme.
 Information/advice on any further constraints and mitigation that should be
considered in the ecological impact assessment.
 Information on invasive species.
Heritage Officers/Biodiversity Officers of Cork County Council
 Information on local areas of biodiversity value.
 Scheme/programmes for enhancement/restoration.
 Green linkages/networks relevant to the area.
 Information/advice on any further constraints and mitigation that should be
considered in the ecological impact assessment.
BirdWatch Ireland
 Information on species areas of importance within adjacent SPAs.
 Bird usage of the area.
 Survey data.
 Information/advice on any further constraints and mitigation that should be

MCT0597RP0025F01

13

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme
EIA Scoping Report

considered in the ecological impact assessment.
Bat Conservation Ireland
 Bat species distribution records in the area.
 Suitability of the area for bats.
National Biodiversity Data Centre
 Any relevant survey data for the area.
Cork County Bat Group
 Bat species distribution records in the area.
 Suitability of the area for bats.
Minister for Communications, Energy and Natural Resources
 Impacts to intertidal areas
 Formal written consultation will be undertaken with all of the groups mentioned
above with follow‐up contact via e‐mail, telephone and / or face to face meetings if
considered necessary.
Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

Nature Conservation Areas: Designated conservation areas are areas containing habitats
or species of national or international conservation importance and include Special Areas
of Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Areas (SPA) and proposed Natural Heritage
Areas (pNHA). In addition, sites may be designated as statutory nature reserves and
Ramsar sites. The proposed N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in proximity to a
number of designated areas including Loughbeg pNHA, the Douglas Estuary NHA, Cork
Harbour SPA, and Loughbeg SPA. The EcIA will consider the potential for both direct and
indirect impacts on these designations. The designated ecological sites within the study
area are identified in below.
Rare and Protected Species: A search was conducted for rare and protected species
records held by the National Biodiversity Data Centre (downloaded from Biodiversity
Maps on 22/04/14). Species protected under the EU Habitats Directive include; European
Otter (Lutra lutra), Daubenton's Bat (Myotis daubentonii), Natterer's Bat (Myotis
nattereri), Lesser Noctule (Nyctalus leisleri), Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pipistrelles), Soprano
Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pygmaeus) and Brown Long‐eared Bat (Plecotus auritus). Species
protected under the Wildlife Act 1976 and Wildlife (Amendment) Act 2000, as amended
include Common Frog (Rana temporaria), Meadow Barley (Hordeum secalinum), West
European Hedgehog (Erinaceus europaeus), Eurasian Badger (Meles meles), Eurasian Red
Squirrel (Sciurus vulgaris) and Eurasian Pygmy Shrew (Sorex minutus). Impacts to Rare
and protected species will be addressed as part of the EIS.
Other Areas of Biodiversity Value: Surveys to date have identified a number of ecological
receptors (ER) with potential for habitat loss as a result of the proposed road. These
include habitats such as Lower Saltmarsh and Mudflat habitats, woodland, stream and
associated riparian corridor and adjacent valley slopes. The preferred route has potential
to impact a number of ERs, relevant surveys are been conducted as part of the EIS to
address potential impacts.
Birds: Given the proximity of the scheme to wetlands in Cork Harbour SPA and the
wetlands in Lough Beg pNHA and the presence of a feeding area for Curlew along the
route further breeding and wintering bird surveys are currently being undertaken to
determine the potential for impacts.

MCT0597RP0025F01
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Invasive Species: The Wildlife Acts, 1976 and 2000 contain a number of provisions
relating to non‐native invasive species. Ireland has also ratified a number of international
conventions that oblige the Government to address the issues of non‐native invasive
species including the Convention on Biological Diversity, the Bern Convention and the
International Plant Protection Convention. In addition, there are obligations under the
EU Habitats Directive to address any threats to the conservation status of the various
habitats and species listed for protection under the Directive. The 2009 EIS for the N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme noted the presence of the invasive exotic Butterfly
Bush (Buddleja davidii) and Travellers’ joy (Clematis vitalba). Japanese Knotweed
(Fallopia japonica) and Rhododendron (Rhododendron ponticum) have been recorded in
the Online Atlas of vascular plants 2012‐2020 at Monfieldstown east of the route
alignment. A survey for these species and all other non‐native invasive species will be
conducted as part of the ecological surveys.
Appropriate Assessment: With regard to the SPAs in the vicinity of the proposed scheme,
an Appropriate Assessment Screening has been undertaken to consider the potential for
impacts on these sites, alone or in combination with other plans or projects in the area.
This includes the proposed developments at Haulbowline Island and at the Port of Cork.
This Appropriate Assessment Screening has recommended that a full assessment should
be undertaken a Natura Impact Statement (NIS) produced.
Major Aquifers and Dependent Ecosystems: The quarry at Ballyhemiken (John A Wood ‐
Ballyhemiken Quarry) contains large limestone cliffs (exposed calcareous rock), a spring‐
fed wetland with marsh habitat and small areas of standing water. Peregrines nest on the
cliffs and various waterbird species occur in the wetland. Additional surveys of the quarry
and peregrine falcon have been undertaken to inform the EIS.
The impact on Lough Beg wetland and groundwater features will be fully assessed and
mitigation/avoidance measures to minimise the impact will be investigated with input
from experts in hydrology, hydrogeology, ecology and drainage engineers.
Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 Guidelines for Assessment of Ecological Impacts of National Road Schemes (NRA,
2009);
 Ecological Surveying Techniques for Protected Flora and Fauna during the Planning of
National Road Schemes (NRA, 2008);
 Surveying Techniques for Protected Flora and Fauna during the Planning of National
Road Schemes (NRA, 2008);
 Best Practice Guidelines for the Conservation of Bats in the Planning of National Road
Schemes (NRA, 2005);
 A guide to habitats In Ireland. The Heritage Council, Ireland; Fossitt, J. (2000);
 The New Atlas of Breeding Birds in Britain and Ireland: Gibbons, D.W., Reid, J.W. &
Chapman, A. (1993);
 Handbook of Biodiversity Methods: survey, evaluation and monitoring. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge; Hill, D, Fasham, M, Tucker, P, Shewry, M and Shaw, P
(eds);
 Bat Mitigation Guidelines for Ireland. Irish Wildlife Manuals, No. 25. National Parks
and Wildlife Service, Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government,
Dublin. Kelleher, C. & Marnell, F. (2006);
 The Atlas of Wintering Birds in Britain and Ireland. Lack P. (1986);
 New Atlas of the British & Irish Flora Oxford University Press. Preston, C.D., Pearman,
D.A., & Dines, T.D. (2002);
 Best Practice Guidance for Habitat Survey and Mapping. The Heritage Council. Smith,
G, F, O’Donoghue, P, O’Hora, K, Delaney, E. (2011); and
 Bat Surveys: Best Practice Guidelines, 2nd Edition. Bat Conservation Trust, (2012).
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Work Completed
to Date

 To date RPS have undertaken constraints mapping and have fed into route selection
to identify key ecological constraints and a route with the least impact on ecological
receptors.
 An Appropriate Assessment Screening Report has also been undertaken and has
determined that a Natura Impact Assessment will be required in order to identify
whether the scheme will have a significant effect on Natura 2000 sites.
 The following surveys are ongoing as part of the ecology surveys to determine and
evaluate the potential for impacts:
 Wintering and breeding bird surveys (winter 2014/2015);
 Habitat and flora mapping;
 Mapping of invasive species;
 Mammal surveys;
 Bat surveys;
 Peregrine Falcon survey in Ballyhemiken Quarry;
 Summer barn owl surveys; and
 Red Squirrel Survey in Bloomfield Wood.

MCT0597RP0025F01
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4.5

AQUATIC ECOLOGY

Scope of EIS
Chapter

The scope of the aquatic surveys to be completed as part of the EIS will include:
 Desktop study: A thorough search of available information pertaining to the
development will be carried out in addition to email/phone consultations with
relevant authorities, in particular the National Parks and Wildlife Service, Inland
Fisheries Ireland and the Environmental Protection Agency. The surface water
features of the study area and associated freshwater catchments will be identified,
together with freshwater aspects of sensitivity. Relevant environmental protection
legislation including EU directives and national regulations will be consulted as
appropriate e.g. Water Framework Directive and Habitats Directive. The desk study
will also influence the selection of survey locations. This will include review of any
pertinent engineering reports associated with the development;
 Baseline aquatic ecological and fisheries habitat survey within selected watercourses
to assess ecological status of the affected areas will be carried out. This will include
surveys of macroinvertebrates, macroalgae, macrophytes, fisheries habitat, protected
species habitat potential and presence/absence (e.g. white clawed crayfish and
freshwater pearl mussel), together with physical features recording and physico‐
chemical parameter measurements on site (pH, dissolved oxygen, conductivity, and
total dissolved solids). Protected species, invasive species and any other features of
note related to aquatic ecology, and bankside terrestrial invasive species will be
noted.
 Assessment of potential direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of the proposed
development on aquatic species and habitats.
 Recommend mitigation measures in the design, construction, operation and
maintenance of the new N28 road route and the N28 Service station.
This information will allow the study team to:
 Characterise the ecological status of each of the sub‐catchments using desktop
information in combination with survey data i.e. water quality indices based on (i)
benthic macroinvertebrates – Q‐value; (ii) site descriptions and morphological
characteristics, (iii) records of aquatic flora with cover value estimates for main groups
and (iv) records of protected aquatic flora and fauna and other species of note;
 Provide site descriptions including riparian zone of watercourses to a suitable
distance;
 Assess the suitability of the stream habitats for fish, salmonids in particular;
 Analyse the basic water chemistry parameters including pH, conductivity, and
dissolved oxygen to broadly characterise the streams, using handheld equipment;
 Classify the freshwater habitats in terms of local, regional and national importance
(e.g., SAC status, rare and/or protected species, significance of aquatic plant/animal
communities);
 Determine potential impacts on freshwater habitats, and the potential effects on
established ecological values, and
 Determine site vulnerabilities and recommendations for site‐specific mitigation /
management that will reduce potential impacts to watercourses.
As part of the EIS, any potential impacts to watercourses will be avoided where possible
and mitigation (e.g., design of culverts in consultation with the IFI) will be provided where
impacts are unavoidable.
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Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

A number of watercourses will also potentially be impacted by the proposed scheme
including:
 The Woodbrook Stream (EPA Name Rochestown 19);
 The Donnybrook Stream (EPA Name Moneygurney 19); and
 Glounatouig Stream (EPA Name Hilltown 19).
The two Natura 2000 sites within a 15km buffer of the study area, Cork Harbour SPA and
Great Island Channel SAC, hold no freshwater aquatic features of interest. However, the
study area does comprise of rivers and stream which flow into Lough Mahon and
Monkstown Creek. Depositing/lowland river of local importance are characteristic of the
study area. The Donnybrook and Woodbrook stream drain the northern section of the
route while the Glounatoiug stream drains the southern extents of the route
(Glounatouig Stream (EPA Stream Name: Hilltown 19), the Donnybrook Stream (EPA
Stream Name: Moneygurney 19) and the Woodbrook Stream (EPA Stream Name:
Rochestown 19). There are no Freshwater Pearl Mussel interests in the study area.

Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 Guidelines for Assessment of Ecological Impacts of National Road Schemes (NRA,
2009);
 Ecological Surveying Techniques for Protected Flora and Fauna during the Planning of
National Road Schemes (NRA, 2008);
 Surveying Techniques for Protected Flora and Fauna during the Planning of National
Road Schemes (NRA, 2008);
 A guide to habitats In Ireland. The Heritage Council, Ireland; Fossitt, J. (2000);
 Handbook of Biodiversity Methods: survey, evaluation and monitoring. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge; Hill, D, Fasham, M, Tucker, P, Shewry, M and Shaw, P
(eds);
 New Atlas of the British & Irish Flora Oxford University Press. Preston, C.D., Pearman,
D.A., & Dines, T.D. (2002); and
 Best Practice Guidance for Habitat Survey and Mapping. The Heritage Council. Smith,
G, F, O’Donoghue, P, O’Hora, K, Delaney, E. (2011);

Work Completed
to Date

 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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4.6 SOILS, GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY
Scope of EIS
Chapter

In this chapter of the EIS it is proposed to assess the potential impacts arising from the
proposed development on soils, geology and hydrogeology together with
recommendations for mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate any significant negative
impacts identified. An assessment of the residual impact, which will remain assuming
that the recommended mitigation measures are fully and successfully implemented, will
also be undertaken.
This assessment will be based on site investigation data provided by the Engineering
Team and will primarily include a review of site investigations surveys, geophysical
surveys, hydrodynamic surveys, walk over survey and existing baseline data on the GSI
database. A summary of the impacts will be presented in tabular format for each of the
geological and hydrogeological attributes.
Some preliminary desk top information has been gathered with respect to geology,
aquifer classification and vulnerability which is set out below and will be used to inform
the detailed assessment of the proposal.
The following sources will be referenced in the preparation of this section of the EIS:














Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment
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Ordnance survey maps
Aerial photography
Soils maps (Teagasc; GSI).
Geological maps (GSI).
GSI Databases (Wells, Karst, Landslides, Quarries & Aggregate Resources).
Groundwater Protection Scheme: aquifer classification and likely vulnerability.
Review of available geotechnical data including GSI data base and any additional site
investigation data for the scheme.
Areas identified by the Geological Survey of Ireland as a Geological Heritage Area,
proposed heritage area or as a county geological site will be identified.
Identify any areas of Special Environmental Designation which may be impacted upon
by geological or hydrogeological features.
Identify active and former quarries.
Identify potential areas of soft ground.
Identify groundwater fed public water supply schemes served by springs or boreholes.
Identify areas served by private wells.

 No significant areas of soft ground such as marsh or peat have been identified within
the study area. There is one area of marine / estuarine silts and clays in the areas to
the west of Curraghbinny which have been included as a constraint.
 A number of karst features have been identified and in addition there is potential for
karst features to develop in the areas of limestone bedrock in particular in the area
underlain by the Waulsortian Limestone Formation.
 There are two quarries within the study area indicated by the GSI database. There is
one quarry located at Raffeen named Ballyhemiken quarry, north of Strawhall on the
eastern edge of the study area. There is also a quarry at Coolmore in the south of the
study area. Both these sites represent a constraint. There are also a number of
historic quarries and sand and gravel pits in the area which will be considered as part
of this assessment. There is one geological heritage area located within the
constraints study area which relates to the coastal section from Golden Rock to Lough
Beg.
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 The GSI database does not indicate any source protection zones within the study area.
There are no public water supply schemes in the area sourced from groundwater.
There is potential for industrial supplies and domestic and farm supplies to be served
by private wells. These would have to be identified and confirmed through a well
survey. This will be carried out at EIS stage. The areas likely to be served by private
wells have been based on the comparison of the known extent of the water mains to
properties identified from the An Post Geodirectory. As the area is well served by
water mains this is not likely to be a significant constraint.
 There is potential for presence of karst features to be intersected and in particular the
Waulsortian Limestone Formation has the potential for development of karst. A
significant portion of the study area has an extreme vulnerability rating with rock at or
close to the surface and these areas would be more vulnerable to pollution from road
runoff than the high vulnerability areas. A number of springs have been identified in
the study area south of Rochestown, in the area near Monkstown Creek and close to
the reservoir north west of Raffeen. The potential for associated impacts on ecology
is discussed in Sections 4.4 and 4.5 above which relate to Terrestrial and Aquatic
Ecology.
These will be
Assessed as part
of the EIS
Work Completed
to Date

 Guidelines on Procedures for Assessment and Treatment of Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology for National Road Schemes (NRA, 2008); and
 Geology in Environmental Impact Statements – A Guide (2002).
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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4.7

WATER, HYDROLOGY AND DRAINAGE

Scope of the
EIS

The Water, hydrology and drainage chapter of the EIS will assess the potential impacts
arising from the proposed development on surface water, hydrology, flooding and drainage.
Mitigation measures will be recommended to reduce or eliminate any significant negative
impacts identified. An assessment of the residual impact, which will remain assuming that
the recommended mitigation measures are fully and successfully implemented, will also be
undertaken.
A summary of the impacts will be presented in tabular format for each of the hydrological
attributes.
Some preliminary desk top information has been gathered with respect to existing water
bodies, areas with environmental designations and flooding history which is set out below
and will be used to inform the detailed assessment of the scheme.
The following sources will be referenced in the preparation of this section of the EIS:






Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

Ordnance survey maps;
Aerial photography;
EPA ENvision mapping;
The Office of Public Works Flood Hazard Mapping; and
OPW Hydro‐data mapping.

The hydrological constraints relate to the potential number of stream crossings that would
be required in the vicinity of stream channels.
The study area is located in the South Western River Basin District. The study area is
located within Hydrometric Area 19 Lee, Cork Harbour and Youghal Bay and includes two
river catchments these being:‐
 Tramore Coastal River Catchment IE19_06; and
 Owenboy River Catchment IE19_05.
There are also a number of smaller streams within the study area including:‐
 The Glounatouig Stream (EPA Name ‐ Hilltown 19) which flows in a north to south
direction between Fourmile Bridge and Shannonpark Cross from where it flows in an
east to west direction towards Raffeen before discharging to the Monkstown Creek.
 The Donnybrook Stream (EPA Name – Moneygurney 19) which drains the area at
Castletreasure and Cusduff and flows northwards through Donnybrook and Douglas and
discharges into the Douglas River.
 The Hop Island Stream (EPA Name – Hop Island) which occurs in the north east area,
along the boundary of the study area, where it flows in a northerly direction and
discharges to Lough Mahon.
 The Woodbrook Stream (EPA Name – Rochestown 19) which occurs in the north west
corner of the study area and discharges to Lough Mahon.
 While the South Ballinrea (EPA Name – South Ballinrea) is located in the west of the
study area and discharges to the Owenboy.
A review of the Office of Public Works (OPW) Flood Maps (www.floodmaps.ie) indicates
flooding in a number of areas: Raffeen NGR W743 656, Ballinrea NGR W726 645, Shanbally
W759 640, Shannonpark W726 644 and Shanbally NGR W760 639.
Based on the topography of the study area, higher runoff is expected from the higher
ground in the northern part of the study area. Due to the flatter nature of the ground in the
southern and south eastern portion of the study area and the more permeable nature of
the bedrock runoff is lower with a higher proportion of recharge taking place to
groundwater as evidenced by the lack of surface water features.

MCT0597RP0025F01
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Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 Guidelines on Procedures for Assessment and Treatment of Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology for National Road Schemes (NRA, 2008);
 The SuDs Manual C697 (CIRIA, 2007); and
 The Water Framework Directive 2000/60/EC (WFD).

Work
Completed to
Date

 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental Impact
Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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4.8

AIR AND CLIMATIC FACTORS

Scope of EIS
Chapter

The proposed methodology for assessing impacts to air will be based on a desktop
assessment of EPA National Air Quality Monitoring Database and a local baseline
assessment using a series of diffusion tubes around the road network of the proposed
road. RPS will also document the existing air quality sources of the area (i.e., traffic). In
addition RPS will identify the key environmental receptors including areas of residential
housing, schools, hospitals, places of worship, sports centres and shopping areas, i.e.
locations where members of the public are likely to be regularly present in the area. A
number of residents have put forward their properties as potential monitoring locations
as a result of public consultation days. These properties are currently being considered
as monitoring locations.
The main potential for impacts on air quality and climate from the scheme during the
operational phase is from road traffic‐derived pollution. Impacts as a result of the traffic
alterations associated with the scheme will be assessed using the techniques outlined in
the Local Air Quality Management Technical Guidance LAQM.TG (09).
During the construction stage it anticipated that air quality impacts will be of limited
duration and will be primarily from dust during the construction works and construction
traffic. The potential impacts are likely to be limited to within 50m of the proposed
works and within 20m of the proposed haul routes. Hazardous chemical or biological
agents are not likely to be present which could become airborne during the proposed
works.
Locations with a high sensitivity to fugitive emissions of PM10 and NOx include hospitals,
hi‐tech industries, painting, furnishing and food processing facilities. Locations classed as
being moderately sensitive to such pollutants include schools, residential areas and food
retailers. Designated habitats are also potentially sensitive receptors and such sites
within 2km of the study area should be considered as part of the assessment. The
potential for impacts on the above receptors will be assessed further at the EIS Stage.
The significant air quality and climate impacts will be assessed for the scheme. The
current National Air Quality Objectives will be used as the reference criteria to determine
the potential impacts. Where applicable, a series of mitigation measures will be
presented.
The Air Framework Directive deals with each Member State in terms of Zones and
Agglomerations. For Ireland, four zones, A, B, C and D are defined in the Air Quality
Regulations (2002). The main areas defined in each zone are: Zone A (Dublin
Conurbation), Zone B (Cork Conurbation), Zone C (other named cities and large towns)
and Zone D (Rural Ireland, i.e., the remainder of the State excluding Zones A, B and C).
The study area is located within the EPA Zone B and the current air quality at Cork is
considered good2.
In order to identify potential impacts with respect to air and climate the high growth
traffic growth scenario will be assessed to ensure a worst case assessment.

Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

2

The main potential source of air quality impacts from the proposed road will be related to
potential traffic related emissions and dust during construction.
The main potential for impacts on air quality and climate from the scheme during the
operational phase is from road traffic‐derived pollution.

Source: http://www.epa.ie/air/quality/
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Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 Local Air Quality Management Technical Guidance LAQM.TG (09);
 Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) screening air quality model; and
 Guidelines for the Treatment of Air Quality during the Planning and Construction of
National Road Schemes (NRA, May 2011).

Work Completed
to Date

 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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4.9

NOISE AND VIBRATION

Scope of EIS
Chapter

The impacts from noise and vibration will depend on the proximity of sensitive receivers
to the construction works associated with the proposed scheme. It is therefore proposed
to undertake noise monitoring as part of the assessment process for this chapter of the
EIS.
The main potential source of noise and vibration impacts from the scheme will be from
potential traffic related emissions. The potential for impacts from construction associated
machinery required during the construction stage will also be assessed.
The Noise Action Plan for Cork identifies two high priority areas within the study area.
One of these areas is located on the existing N28 and the other on the R611 at
Carrigaline. Both of these areas will be taken into consideration in this assessment.
It is proposed to undertake an attended baseline survey of noise levels in the receiving
environment and at the boundary of the site during normal operating hours.
Specifically, it is proposed that a survey be performed in accordance with ISO 1996‐
1:2003 ‐ Description and Measurement of Environmental Noise. Measurements will be
made using the shortened measurement procedure as described in the Calculation of
Road Traffic Noise (CRTN) 1988. All measurements will be taken using Type 1 Precision
Digital Sound Level Meters and associated hardware. The meter will be calibrated before
and after each round of surveying to ensure that no unacceptable deviation from the
standard calibration occurred during the measurement period and that results presented
are reliable and accurate. The calibration certificate of the relevant equipment to be
utilised during the survey will be provided with the final report as standard best practice.
A total of 3 sets of 15‐minute measurements will be taken at each location on a cyclical
basis to obtain a representative measure of ambient noise levels in the area.
The impacts of noise will be separately assessed for their impact on the nearest noise
sensitive location and then combined to give a cumulative indicator of the likely noise
impacts on the nearest noise sensitive locations.
The impact assessment will take account of noise emissions related to the operation of
the scheme; however this will primarily be related to traffic associated with the scheme.
Where applicable, a series of noise propagation calculations will be performed to
determine the quantitative impact of any site sources. This chapter will detail the results
of baseline survey and impact assessments. The high traffic growth scenario will be
assessed to ensure a worst case assessment in respect of noise impacts.

Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

Due to the presence of residential and commercial dwellings along the scheme it is likely
that some properties will experience a change in noise level generated by the proposed
works during the construction and operational stages.
The main potential source of noise and vibration impacts from the scheme will be from
potential traffic related emissions. The potential for impacts from construction associated
machinery required during the construction stage will also be assessed.
The Noise Action Plan for Cork identifies two high priority areas within the study area.
One of these areas is located on the existing N28 and the other on the R611 at
Carrigaline. Both will be taken into consideration in the assessment.

Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 Guidelines for the Treatment of Noise and Vibration in National Road Schemes (NRA,
2004);
 ISO 1996‐1:2003 ‐ Description and Measurement of Environmental Noise;
 The Calculation of Road Traffic Noise (CRTN) 1988;
 UK Department of Transport Document ‘Calculation of Road Traffic Noise’ CRTN’ 1988;
and
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 British Standard BS5228:2009 Noise and Vibration Control on Construction and Open
Sites.
Work Completed
to date

 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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4.10 LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL
Scope of EIS
Chapter

The EIS Landscape and visual impact assessment will be undertaken through site survey,
analysis of up to date maps and aerial photography in conjunction with detailed plans
and sections of the proposed development. The landscape will be appraised to allow it to
be described and classified into landscape character areas which enable the
categorisation of landscape quality. The proposed development is then applied to this
baseline and potential landscape impacts recorded.
The visual envelope for the proposed development will be identified on the visual
envelope maps which outline the areas of land from which there is a view of any part of
the proposal. By this method the visual impact of the proposal can be determined
allowing the location of affected properties, recreation areas and sensitive receptors etc.
to be recorded.
Where significant landscape and visual impacts have been predicted suitable mitigation
measures will be proposed.

Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

There are 3 no. scenic routes located within the study area as identified in Figure 5
below. Scenic Route S55 is located on the northern boundary of the study area while
Scenic Route S57 is located in the south west corner of the study area. A portion of
Scenic Route S54 passes through the study area. Scenic Route S58 south of Carrigaline is
located outside of the study area.
The landscape character type of the northern portion of the study area is composed of
Cork City Harbour & Estuary as identified in Figure 5 below. The area between
Moneygourney to Hilltown area is mapped as Broad Fertile Lowland Valley. The southern
area, in the area south of the existing N28 as far east as Shanbally is mapped as Indented
Estuarine Coast.
The landscape character areas as outlined in the 2014‐2020 County Development Plan
and are as follows:‐
 River Bride West (27) – broad shallow patchwork valley;
 Cork City & Harbour (19) city estuary harbour and island complex; and
 Crosshaven (45) incised patchwork and wooded estuary with mudflat islands.
This route is located within Landscape Type 1 City Harbour and Estuary with the main
features of land cover being Cork Harbour and Great Island. Within this landscape type
both the Landscape Value and Landscape Sensitivity are classed as very high while the
Landscape Importance is classed as being National. The overall landscape value is
described as very high.
The key characteristics of land use in the area are described as industry, residential,
amenity, maritime, commercial and agricultural.
The 2014‐2020 County Development Plan also indicates that the study area is located
within a High Value Landscape area which is specified as an area which is of county or
national importance.
The 2014 Cork County Development Plan states (Objective GI 7‐2: Scenic Routes) that it is
an objective to “protect the character of those views and prospects obtainable from
scenic routes and in particular stretches of scenic routes that have very special views and
prospects identified in this plan”.

MCT0597RP0025F01

28

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme
EIA Scoping Report

In addition, Objective GI 7‐3: Development on Scenic Routes, “require those seeking to
carry out development in the environs of a scenic route and / or an area with important
views and prospects, to demonstrate that there will be no adverse obstruction or
degradation of the views towards and from vulnerable landscape features. In such areas
the appropriateness of the design, site layout, and landscaping of the proposed
development must be demonstrated along with mitigation measures to prevent
significant alterations to the appearance or character of the area.
The proposed N28 route avoids potential impacts on the woodlands at Lough Beg and the
steep slope at Ringaskiddy north of Martello Tower. It also avoids direct impacts on
Fernhill Golf and Country Club.
Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 A Guide to Landscape Treatments for National Road Schemes in Ireland (NRA, 2006);
and

Work Completed
to Date

 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);

 Guidelines on the Implementation of Landscape Treatments on National Road
Schemes In Ireland (NRA, 2011).
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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4.11

CULTURAL
HERITAGE
INCLUDING
ARCHITECTURAL HERITAGE

Scope of EIS
Chapter

ARCHAEOLOGY

AND

In accordance with the NRA guidance the following data sources have been consulted
and will be reviewed on an ongoing basis throughout the EIS stage:‐
 National Monuments identified by DAHG
 Record of Monuments and Places (RMP);
 Archaeological Inventory of County Cork Vol. II – East and South Cork;
 Cork County Development Plan 2014 and the Record of Protected Structures; and
 National Inventory of Architectural Heritage (NIAH) Building and Garden Survey.
In order to carry out the cultural heritage section of the EIS, a review of existing
documentation and supplementary research and field survey will take place where
necessary in order to evaluate the archaeological constraints in terms of avoidance and
mitigation measures. This approach will involve review of the following documentation:
 Archaeological Assessment of sub‐route options for the N28 in the vicinity of Castle
Warren, Barnahely (2004);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009);
 Archaeological Assessment of the N28 at Barnahely – Geophysical Survey Report –
ArchaeoPhysica Ltd., November 2005); and
 A report on the Archaeological Testing carried out at Castle Warren, Barnahely,
(2004).
In addition aerial photography and field surveys of the route will be carried out in order
to inform the cultural heritage assessment.
The reporting will take into account the following:





Description of existing environment
Review of key aspects of the heritage of the area
Review of sensitivity/vulnerability of each of the key aspects
Impact and Mitigation measures.

Consultation will take place throughout the process with the Project Archaeologist,
design team, other sub‐consultants, Cork County Council and statutory authorities. All
findings will be communicated in a timely and accurate manner.
Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

MCT0597RP0025F01

The study area is rich in archaeological heritage with archaeological sites ranging from
ringforts, tower houses, fulacht fia (cooking areas), possible standing stones and holy
wells (Figure 6).
A total of 96 no. recorded monuments from various periods have been identified within
the study area. There are 39 no. NIAH sites, 10 no. protected structures and 3 no.
architectural conservation areas located within the study area.
All recorded
archaeological sites, their setting and visual amenities have been considered as cultural
heritage constraints during the route selection phase and have been avoided where
possible. The proposed road scheme passes through the former demesne grounds of
Castle Warren a protected structure (RPS 01260) which incorporates the remains of the
late 18th century country house, as well as those of the medieval tower house and bawn
(RMP CO087‐052001‐004). The route also has potential to impact on a prehistoric
enclosure site identified by geophysical survey in 2004 c 260m northeast of Castle
Warren. Archaeological testing of this enclosure will be undertaken in February / March
2015 in order to inform the cultural heritage chapter of the EIS.
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Relevant
Standards and
Guidance
Work Completed
to Date

 Guidelines for the Assessment of Architectural Heritage and National Road Schemes
(NRA, 2005);
 Guidelines for the Assessment of Archaeological Heritage Impact of National Road
Schemes (NRA, 2005);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Archaeological Assessment of sub‐route options for the N28 in the vicinity of Castle
Warren, Barnahely, (2004);
 A report on the Archaeological Testing carried out at Castle Warren, Barnahely, (Ken
Hanley, 2004).
 Archaeological Assessment of the N28 at Barnahely – Geophysical Survey Report –
ArchaeoPhysica Ltd, (November 2005).
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (Cork County Council, 2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).

MCT0597RP0025F01

32

Legend

50

0

100

Kilometers

Client

Project

N28 CORK TO RINGASKIDDY
UPGRADE SCHEME

Title

Archaeological &
Architectural Heritage
6

Figure

Innishmore,
Ballincollig,
Co Cork,
Ireland

T
F
E
W

+353 (0) 21 4665900
+353 (0) 1 462 0814
ireland@rpsgroup.com
rpsgroup.com/ireland

Issue Details
Drawn by:

JPM

Project No.

Checked by:

A. Fitzgerald

File Ref.

Approved by: L Barry
Scale:

N.T.S.

Date:

Feb 2015

Notes

MCT0597

MCT0597MI0070A01
Drawing No.

MI0070

Rev.

A01

1. This drawing is the property of RPS Group Ltd.
It is a confidential document and must not be copied,
used, or its contents divulged without prior written
consent.
2. All levels are referred to Ordnance Datum, Malin Head.
3. Ordnance Survey Ireland Licence No. EN 0005015
© Ordnance Survey Ireland/Government of Ireland

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme
EIA Scoping Report

4.12 AGRICULTURE AND NON AGRICULTURAL LAND USES
Scope of EIS
Chapter

This section of the EIS will assess the significant effects upon agricultural and non‐
agricultural properties as a direct result of the proposed scheme in terms of demolition,
severance and loss of land. As such these properties fall into four categories:
 Agricultural;
 Non Agricultural;
 Commercial; and
 Residential.
This assessment will be based on review of the latest aerial photography, the current
status of the properties affected by the proposed scheme. The report will be largely
based on desk top study examining the extent of the proposed CPO fenceline and
observations made on site.
Impacts will be rated as not significant, minor, moderate, major or severe in accordance
with the general criteria used for overall impact assessment outlined in the EPA Advice
Notes on Current Practice (2003).

Key Issues /
Preliminary
Baseline
Environment

The study area contains largely agricultural lands adjoining the proposed route corridor.
However there is linear residential development along the existing road network within
the study area. Urban areas lie adjacent to the route at Rochestown, Rafeen, Shanbally
and Ringaskiddy.
There are a number of commercial facilities including industry as well as community
facilities and sports facilities within the vicinity of the proposed route which will be
considered.
Potential impact on agricultural and non‐agricultural properties due to the demolition,
severance and loss of land as a result of the proposed road scheme will be assessed as
part of the EIS.

Relevant
Standards and
Guidance

 National Roads Project Management Guidelines (NRA, 2010);
 Project Appraisal Guidelines (NRA, 2010);
 Environmental Impact Assessment of National Road Schemes, A Practical Guide (NRA,
2008);
 Advice Notes on Current Practice (EPA, 2003); and
 Guidelines on information to be contained in EIS (EPA, 2002);

Work Completed
to Date

 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Constraints Report (2002);
 Draft N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Route Selection Report (2005);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Improvement Addendum to Route Selection
Report (2008);
 Draft N28 Bloomfield to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme: Environmental
Impact Assessment (2009); and
 N28 Route Selection Report, (January 2015).
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5 NEXT STEPS
5.1 CONSULTATION
The following consultees will be consulted for the purposes of this scoping process:
























The Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government;
The Minister for Transport;
The National Tourism Development Authority – Failte Ireland;
An Taisce – the National Trust for Ireland;
An Comhairle Ealaion (The Arts Council);
The Heritage Council;
Cork City Council;
Minister for Communications, Energy and Natural Resources;
Inland Fisheries Ireland;
Development Applications Unit (National Parks and Wildlife Service, National Monuments
Service and Department of Arts, Heritage & Gaeltacht)
Southwestern River Basin District;
Bord Gáis Networks (Gas Networks);
BirdWatch Ireland;
Bat Conservation Ireland;
National Biodiversity Data Centre;
Cork County Bat Group;
Irish Rail;
Office of Public Works;
Badgerwatch Ireland;
ESB Networks;
Geological Survey of Ireland;
Health and Safety Authority; and
Environmental Protection Agency.

Scoping is a dynamic process and is expected to continue throughout the EIA process, up to the
publication of the EIS.
Table 1 below demonstrates the anticipated timescales for the project.
Table 1 ‐ Next Steps
EIA Phase

Month

Informal EIS Scoping

February/March 2015

Publication of EIS and Motorway Order

April 2015
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We would welcome comment and feedback in relation to the scope of this EIS by Friday 20th March
2015 (4 weeks from date of issue).
Please send comments and feedback to:
Joy Barry,
RPS Group
Innishmore,
Ballincollig,
Co. Cork,
Ireland.
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct:
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
joy.barry@rpsgroup.com
www:

MCT0597RP0025F01
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1

Introduction
Background

1.1

RPS has been commissioned to carry out a Health Study (hereafter referred to as the Health
Study) for the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme in County Cork, Ireland.

1.2

The objective of the Health Study is to draw upon technical outputs supplied as part of the
regulatory assessment in order to investigate, address and respond to community health
concerns that may be raised during the consultation process. The final Health Study report will
be provided as a key supporting document to gain planning consent and will be incorporated
into the EIS where appropriate.

1.3

This Scoping Statement presents the draft scope and focus of the Health Study to be
completed; we are seeking the input of Environmental Health Professionals for their review
and comment. The final Scoping Statement will be appended to the final Health Study report,
cataloguing the scoping process; defining the agreed aim, objectives and process; and will
form the basis of any subsequent peer review.

1.4

The remaining sections within the Scoping Statement comprise the following:

Introduction: outlining the aims and objectives of the Health Study;



Project Overview: describing the location of the development, and what will be included
as part of the proposed Motorway Scheme construction and operation phases; and



Approach and Methodology: outlining the structure of the final report, how the
systematic delivery of the study will be carried out and the key health pathways to be
assessed.

1.5

The following sections provide a brief introduction to what the Health Study will entail;
outlining the agreed approach, process and methodology; listing the key health pathways to
be investigated, and providing commentary on the core outputs to be delivered.

1.6

Responses and comments should be returned to aileen.fitzgerald@rpsgroup.com during the
week commencing 20th March 2017.
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2

Complimentary Health Study
Introduction

2.1

The Health Study will be undertaken by Dr Andrew Buroni with key inputs from the air, noise
and socio-economic experts undertaking the relevant impact assessments for the EIS.

2.2

Andrew is a Fellow of the Royal Society of Medicine, a Fellow of the Royal Society for Public
Health; is a temporary advisor to the World Health Organisation (WHO); a Framework HIA
advisor to Public Health England; and holds a PhD in international Health Impact Assessment
(HIA) methods and best practice.

Aim and Objective
2.3

The Health Study is designed to identify and assess the potential health and wellbeing effects
(both adverse and beneficial) of the proposed project on the surrounding area, and to deliver
evidence based recommendations that maximise health gains and reduce or remove
potentially negative impacts or inequalities. In addition, the Health Study aims to address
concerns raised by the local population regarding health.

2.4

Addressing health concerns is now common practice and is further reinforced through the
Revised EIA Directive that will be transposed throughout EU Member States by May 2017,
placing a greater emphasis upon scoping “population and human health” issues with statutory
consultees through the regulatory assessment process.

2.5

The main principle of this Health Study is one of health protection, promotion and care, and
provides both a structure and sufficient flexibility to explore, assess and address tangible and
intangible health pathways which are important to maintaining good health, quality of life and
wellbeing through planning.
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3

Project Overview
Location of Development

3.1

The proposed M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme is a motorway route from the
interchange with the N40 (Bloomfield Interchange) to the R613 Carrigaline to Ringaskiddy
road at Barnahely. From Barnahely, the proposed scheme consists of a single carriageway
national road, N28 which will link to the east side of Ringaskiddy village. It is proposed that
this link will be a protected road as defined under the Roads Act and will be designated
‘Clearway’ in order to meet TEN‐T requirements for the Core road network. Together, the
proposed M28 motorway and the N28 single carriageway national road will form the TEN‐T
route to the port complex at Ringaskiddy.

3.2

The proposed upgrade is substantially on‐line between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill. South of
Carr’s Hill the route runs on the western side of the existing N28 to Shannonpark where it
veers to an easterly direction, staying south of the existing road as far as the R613 at
Barnahely. From there, traffic would continue either along the R613 toward the existing N28
and the western entrance to the port, or along the new single carriageway running
immediately south of Ringaskiddy village to a proposed new eastern entrance to the port. The
route of the proposed M28 motorway is shown in Figure 3.1.

Figure 3.1: Location of the proposed M28 motorway in addition to current roads.
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Project Description
3.3

The M28 Motorway Scheme will address the existing problems with the N28 and wider road
network in the area. The following issues include:

The N28 caters for all types of transportation demand;



Accident risk from weaving movements along the single carriageway/lack of
overtaking opportunities;



Traffic volumes in excess of capacity and resultant congestion during peak travel
times;



Sub-standard diverge at Mount Oval and merge at Maryborough Hill;



Frequent delays and collisions, capacity of Shannonpark roundabout exceeded
especially during peak hours;



Limitations of the existing route constraining sustainable growth in the Strategic
Employment Zone and development of the Port of Cork facilities at Ringaskiddy; and


3.4

Severance in the villages of Shanbally and Ringaskiddy.

The M28 Motorway Scheme will not only consist of the development of the new motorway, but
will also include realignment of numerous side roads along the N28. The construction of the
M28 Motorway Scheme will take significant volumes of traffic from the existing N28, providing
better conditions for pedestrians and cyclists. In addition, there will be construction of a
Motorway Service Area (MSA) within the Port of Cork lands at Ringaskiddy.

3.5

It is anticipated that the construction period of the proposed M28 Motorway Scheme will take
between 24–30 months.

3.6

Lands surrounding the location of the proposed M28 Motorway Scheme are predominately
rural in nature at the southern end with scattered residential dwellings with the exception of
Shanbally and Ringaskiddy Villages. Land at the northern section comprises areas of higher
residential density at Rochestown, Maryborough Hill and Douglas.

3.7

There will be direct and indirect job creation throughout the entire construction phase. It is
anticipated that construction of the M28 Motorway Scheme will provide employment for up to
100 people while the construction of the adjoining MSA will provide further employment for up
to 50 people. Requirements for local accommodation will depend on the contractor and the
level to which local labour is employed.

3.8

The operation phase will supply indirect job creation through improved access and economic
growth which the development will provide to the industrial area at Ringaskiddy which is
designated a Strategic Employment Zone.
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4

Approach and Methodology
Approach

4.1

The delivery of the Health Study is set on a broad socio-economic model of health that
encompasses conventional health impacts such as communicable disease, accidents and risk
along with wider determinants of health which are considered vital to achieving good health
and well-being.

4.2

A key aspect of the Health Study will be to integrate with and build upon the process and
technical outputs from the EIA process including, for example: baseline and assessment
findings from the socio-economic, noise and vibration and air quality assessment disciplines.
Such an approach will enable consistency between the Health Study and the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS, the written output of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
process), and will prevent repetition of effort and ensure a solid basis to the assessment.

4.3

The final Health Study will be delivered as a supplementary document to inform the decision
making process, but will also be applied as a resource to address and manage a range of
local community health concerns.

Aim and Objectives
4.4

The overarching aim of the Health Study is to facilitate more health conscientious planning
and decision making which will be achieved through the delivery of the following:


profiling and communicating local community circumstance, existing burdens of poor
health and relative sensitivity to inform planning and form the founding platform of the
Health Study and its recommendations;



quantifying the magnitude, distribution and likelihood of potential health outcomes
(both adverse and beneficial);



informing planning, the development of mitigation and strategy to minimise impacts
and support the delivery of local health objectives and priorities;



the development of a document suitable for submission as a supplementary planning
document; and



development of appropriate mitigation measures, including complementary mitigation
and support initiatives to address potential risks, community disruption, health
concerns and needs, and to facilitate the uptake of local health benefits.
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Methodology
Scoping Exercise
4.5

Scoping is the preliminary stage, providing Environmental health professionals the opportunity
to comment upon and influence the scope and focus of the study.

Health Pathways to be assessed
4.6

The key health pathways identified and to be assessed within the Health Study are listed in
Table 4.1.

Table 4.1: Key health pathways for the proposed M28 Motorway Scheme for the construction
and operation phases
Health
Determinant

Distribution

Changes to local air quality (potential dust nuisance)

Environment

Local

Changes in noise exposure

Environment

Local

Transport

Local/Regional

Socio-economic

Regional

Changes to local air quality

Environment

Local/Regional

Changes in noise exposure

Environment

Local

Transport

Local/Regional

Socio-economic

Regional

Feature

Construction
Phase

Health Pathway

Changes in local transport nature and flow rates
Increased direct, indirect and induced employment
opportunities

Operation
Phase

Changes in local transport nature and flow rates
Increased direct, indirect and induced employment
opportunities

Assessment
4.7

The Health Study will build upon results of other technical EIA discipline outputs to be carried
out for the proposed Motorway Scheme. This will ensure that the Health Study considers all
the potential impacts to health that could result from implementation of the development
proposals, based on realistic changes in environmental conditions that could potentially occur
as a result of construction and operation activities.

4.8

The main technical disciplines which are expected to provide the basis against which the
potential impacts to health and well-being both directly and indirectly can be evaluated include
Air Quality, Noise and Vibration, Socio-economic and Traffic and Transport.

MCT0597RP9031A01
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4.9

The assessment will seek to address each of the core health pathways identified and the
community perceived risks received. As a minimum the assessment will consider the following
health pathways within the assessment:


quantitative exposure response modelling for changes in PM10, PM2.5 and NO2
exposure during construction and operation (quantifying changes in life expectancy
and local cardiovascular and respiratory hospital admissions);



quantitative risk assessment from changes in construction and operational road
traffic movements (risk of collisions directly attributed to the proposed development),
disruption and community severance; and



qualitative appraisal as to community disruption, annoyance and potential health
outcome from changes in construction and operational noise.

Results, Recommendations and Conclusion
4.10

The results will be presented alongside the assessment section of the Health Study. Following
this, conclusions and appropriate recommendations will be made to enhance or mitigate the
expected results depending on if the health pathway is expected to be adverse or beneficial.
These measures will be incorporated into the EIS as necessary.

MCT0597RP9031A01
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Executive Summary
Overview
A health study has been commissioned to draw from, supplement and interpret the findings of the
technical assessments within the EIS. The outputs of the health study have been applied to further inform
the decision making process and associated mitigation measures for Environmental Impact Assessment.
Construction of the proposed road project presents a number of potential health pathways. However,
taking into account the level of emissions (air and noise) generated on-site, their intermittent
nature/duration and minimal opportunity for community exposure, the risk to community health is not of a
level to quantify any measurable adverse health outcome, and be further managed through the mitigation
measures set out in the EIA approval process.
Once operational, the proposed road project is inherently designed to address a range of existing
environmental and safety issues along the existing road network; will improve capacity and reduce
congestion, and more importantly from a health perspective, will reduce residential exposure to air quality
and noise over and above what can be achieved through the Do Minimum scenario.
In addition, the proposed road project is designed to improve connectivity between residential areas and
strategic employment areas, and is key to the sustainable development of both, while further displacing
existing and forecasted traffic away from villages, thereby creating indirect opportunities for urban
renewal and improvement.
A review of potential health hazards demonstrates that the proposed project is designed to address
existing hazards, offering a net reduction in community exposure from emissions to air and noise and
improving road safety over and above what can be achieved through the alternative of ‘no change’ to the
road. In addition, the proposed road project seeks to address congestion, improve connectivity between
residential and employment areas, while further displacing traffic from existing villages and supporting
sustainable development.
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1

Introduction
Background

1.1

Cork County Council (CCC), on behalf of the National Roads Authority (NRA), [known for
operational purposes as Transport Infrastructure Ireland (TII)] is seeking approval for the M28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Project (hereafter referred to as the “proposed road project”) in County Cork.
The proposed road project is intended to support sustainable development by improving
connectivity between current residential areas and the Strategic Employment Area of
Ringaskiddy, and to address a number of existing problems on the existing N28 and wider road
network in the area, including:


road safety and accident risk;



existing noise issues;



traffic volumes in excess of capacity and resultant congestion during peak travel times;



sub-standard divergence at Mount Oval and merge at Maryborough Hill;



capacity of Shannonpark roundabout exceeded especially during peak hours;



limitations of the existing route constraining sustainable growth in the Strategic
Employment Area, International Development Agency (IDA) lands and development of
the Port of Cork facilities (Phase 3) at Ringaskiddy; and


1.2

severance of Shanbally and Ringaskiddy villages.

Once complete, the M28 is central to wider strategic development, regeneration and sustainable
development to improve connectivity to education, employment and amenities; and to support
population growth.

1.3

A health study has been prepared to further explore where any aspect of the proposed road
project has the potential to impact upon local community health (both adverse and beneficial).

1.4

The approach of the study is set on a broad multidisciplinary model of health that encompasses
conventional health impacts such as communicable disease, accidents and risk (EPA, 2016),
along with wider determinants of health (IPH, 2011) important to achieving good health and wellbeing.

1.5

The study reviews the technical outputs of the EIS and their mitigation to establish any potential
hazard directly attributable to what is proposed, contrasted against a Do Minimum scenario (i.e.
no road change); and further considers local circumstance to establish any potential change in
risk between the two scenarios.

1.6

A common factor associated with many community health concerns, is a misunderstanding of the
terms hazard and risk, and how they are addressed through planning in Ireland through
avoidance and mitigation.

JAS9355
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1.7

In its simplest form, a hazard is any agent with the potential to cause harm, and a risk is the
likelihood of harm occurring.
As shown in Figure 1.1, a hazard by itself does not constitute a risk; it is only when there is a

1.8

hazard source, a receptor (i.e. a person or population) and a pathway of exposure connecting the
two that there is any potential for risk to health:


A “source” is when a hazardous substance or activity is present;



A “pathway” is a potential route for the hazardous substance or activity to come into contact
with a receptor where it could cause harm; and



A “receptor” is a person, population or environment where the hazard could result in harm.

Figure 1.1: Assessing Risk through the Source-Pathway-Receptor Concept

1.9

Where a credible source-pathway-receptor linkage exists, the study considers the nature of the
specific hazard source, and the change in concentration of exposure to establish what that
potential change in risk between the two scenarios is.

1.10

However, it is important to note that the potential hazards associated with transport projects are
well known, understood, and are inherently addressed through the regulatory assessment
process set to be protective of health. However, due to the multidisciplinary nature of health, they
are structured into individual technical disciplines with their own legislative requirements, polices
and guidance.
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1.11

For clarity, the EIS includes the following:


Chapter 5: Traffic and Transportation: is a pathway that investigates the impact of changes in
transport flow and nature upon local road networks, safety, public access and community
severance.



Chapter 7: Socio-economic: is a pathway that investigates the potential impact upon income,
employment, housing and wider determinants of health important to social, mental and physical
health;



Chapter 8: Agricultural Land Uses: is a pathway establishing the interaction of communities with
the area, important to social, mental and physical health;



Chapter 9: Hydrology & Drainage: is a pathway investigating the risk of flooding and potential
impacts on water quality and public water supplies from construction and operation.



Chapter 10: Aquatic Ecology: is a pathway that investigates the potential impact to local aquatic
fauna, flora, surface water quality and areas of conservational value for current and future
communities.



Chapter 11: Soils, Geology & Hydrogeology: is a pathway that investigates the potential
impacts on soil and groundwater quality, and public water supplies during construction and
operation.



Chapter 12: Terrestrial Ecology: is a health pathway that investigates the potential impact to
local terrestrial fauna, flora and areas of conservational value for current and future
communities.



Chapter 13: Air and Climatic Factors: is a pathway which investigates construction and
operational emissions to air.



Chapter 14: Noise and Vibration: is a pathway which investigates the potential impact of
construction and operational noise upon the environment.



Chapter 15: Cultural Heritage (including Archaeology and Architectural Heritage): is a pathway
that investigates the potential impact upon local heritage important to wellbeing at a national,
regional and local level.



Chapter 16: Landscape and Visual: is a pathway that investigates the potential impact upon
visual amenity.



Chapter 17: Material Assets is a pathway which investigates the potential impact of
construction and operational waste generated by the project upon the environment.

1.12

This study draws from and expands upon the EIS outputs to improve the consultation process,
and form an overarching health conclusion.
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Aim and Objectives
1.13

The overarching aim of the study is to:


review community health concerns;



establish local circumstance, relative sensitivity and needs through a review of the demographic
data collated and reported upon in the Socio-economic Assessment within the EIS,
supplemented by available health data; and



consider and assess

potential health outcomes (both adverse and beneficial) directly

attributable to the proposed road project contrasted against a do minimum scenario (i.e. no road
change).
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2

Project Profile
Overview

2.1

For the sake of brevity, the study does not seek to repeat the full project description of the
proposed road development. For further details of the proposed road project, please refer to
Chapter 3 Description of the Proposed Road Development of the EIS.

Project Description
2.2

The proposed road project will upgrade the N28 National Primary Route from the N28/N40 South
Ring Road Bloomfield Junction to Ringaskiddy on the Ringaskiddy Peninsula in County Cork,
Ireland.

2.3

As shown in Figure 2.1, works undertaken will primarily consist of the construction, operation and
maintenance of 10.9 kilometres of dual carriageway motorway from the N40 Bloomfield
1

Interchange to Barnahely, 1.5 kilometres of single carriageway protected road from Barnahely to
the eastern side of Ringaskiddy and a Service Area (SA) at the Port of Cork Facility at
Ringaskiddy.

The proposed road project will improve access to and from the Strategic

Employment Area of Ringaskiddy, will serve as a direct connection to Cork City, and is designed
to address a number of existing problems on the existing N28 and wider road network in the area.
2.4

The first two kilometres will be an online upgrade (as depicted in Red on Figure 2.1), while the
remainder of the proposed road will be offline (depicted as Blue on Figure 2.1) below.

1

No access points other than designated junctions will be permitted to this road.

JAS9355
10 May 2017 | Rev4

5

rpsgroup.com/uk

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project

Figure 2.1: Overview of the Proposed Road Project

Key: Blue (Section 1), Red (Section 2)

Site Location and Setting
2.5

The land surrounding the offline section of the proposed road project is predominantly rural in
nature comprising of scattered residential dwellings. The northern online section, which primarily
involves widening of the existing M28 route, will maintain its position surrounded by areas of
higher residential density at Rochestown, Maryborough Hill and Douglas. Additionally, the
southern section of the proposed road project runs parallel to, and is set back from the villages of
Shanbally and Ringaskiddy which are located along the existing N28 route.

2.6

The Electoral Divisions (ED) surrounding the proposed road project making up the study area
comprise: Douglas, Carrigaline, Monkstown Rural, and Monkstown Urban. The majority of
commercial activity in Ringaskiddy and the surrounding area is predominantly pharmaceutical,
IDA and port related.
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Construction Phase
Construction Activities
2.7

Construction activities will include: clearance, demolition, compounding, stockpiling, hauling of
material, blasting, and rock breaking and the use of a variety of equipment including excavators,
rock breakers, generators, concrete mixers, lifting equipment, compressors, pumps, lighting, and
dumper trucks. There will be vehicular movements to and from the site.

2.8

The proposed road project will involve a landtake of approximately 130 ha and a number of
properties, This is described in detail in the EIS in particular Chapter 3, together with the
measures to avoid, reduce and remedy any significant adverse effects as described in the
individual chapters and summarised in Chapter 19 of the EIS.

Health Pathways
2.9

A health pathway can be described as the way in which an activity influences a known
determinant of health. A health pathway is identified when such influences have the opportunity
to impact on communities with the potential to cause a positive or negative health outcome (IPH,
2017). The identification of potential health pathways helps to define and rationalise the scope of
the assessment, from which it is possible to develop an appropriate evidence base and an
informed community profile.

The distribution, magnitude and significance of potential health

pathways are then investigated within the assessment section of this study.
2.10

Table 2.1 outlines the health pathways associated with the construction and operation of the
proposed road, further defining the scope and focus of this study.
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Table 2.1: Key Health Pathways
Feature

Construction
Phase

Health Pathway

Health Determinant

Distribution

Changes to local air quality (including potential dust
nuisance)

Environment / Quality of
Life

Local

Changes in noise exposure

Environment / Quality of
Life

Local

Changes in local transport nature and flow rates

Transport / Environment

Local/Regional

Socio-economic

Regional

Social

Local

Changes to local air quality

Environment / Quality of
Life

Local/Regional

Changes in noise exposure

Environment / Quality of
Life

Local

Transport / Environment /
Social

Local/Regional

Socio-economic

Local/Regional

Social / Quality of Life

Local

Increased direct, indirect and induced employment
opportunities
Displacement

Operation
Phase

Changes in local transport nature and flow rates
Increased direct, indirect and induced employment
opportunities
Change in quality of the urban environment
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Community Profile

3

Introduction
3.1

Different communities express varying sensitivities to health outcomes (both adverse and
beneficial) as a consequence of relative socio-economic status, deprivation, and existing health
burden. A community profile not only provides a means to establish changes in community
exposure to certain health pathways, but also provides a means to further interpret the
distribution and significance of potential health outcomes associated with the proposed road.

3.2

The community profile draws from and builds upon the baseline information within the EIS socioeconomic assessment (Chapter 7), providing an overview of local health circumstance,
contrasted against regional and national trends.

Demography
Population Size and Density
3.3

As shown in Table 3.1 and Figure 3.1, the average population density of the study area is
typically higher than both the county and national averages, with the highest population density
located along the on-line section through Monkstown Urban, and declines thereafter.

Table 3.1: Area Size, Population and Calculated Population Density
Area

Area Size (sq. km)

Population (2016)

Population Density (per sq. km)

Carrigaline

25.56

12,111

473

Douglas

27.74

20,913

754

Monkstown Rural

7.24

1,083

150

Monkstown Urban

4.03

5,234

1,299

Study Area All

77.77

39,341

506

County Cork

7,500

542,196

72

Ireland

70,273

4,757,976

68

Source: (All-Island Research Observatory, n.d.)
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Figure 3.1: Population Density
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Population Structure
Age
3.4

As shown in Figure 3.2, the study area has a lower proportion of 20-24 year old and 55-80+ year
olds when compared to the national average. Overall, the study area displays a younger
population compared to the national average.

Figure 3.2: Study Area Age Structure

80 and over
75 ‒ 79
70 ‒ 74
65 ‒ 69
60 ‒ 64
55 ‒ 59
50 ‒ 54
45 ‒ 49
40 ‒ 44
35 ‒ 39
30 ‒ 34
25 ‒ 29
20 ‒ 24
15 ‒ 19
10 ‒ 14
5‒9
0‒4

Female

Male
Ireland

Study Area

Source: (CSO, 2011)

3.5

The Ringaskiddy area is designated as a Strategic Employment Area in the Cork County
Development Plan, 2014, and has the largest direct investment employment centre in Ireland
outside the Greater Dublin area. When considering relative population density, it is clear that a
high proportion of the current working age population within the study area are commuters, and
that effective transport is critical to regional sustainable development (in terms of economic and
residential growth areas).

3.6

Within County Cork, approximately 76% of the population drive to work in a car or van compared
to the national average of 66% (CSO, 2016). When considering population growth and increased
life expectancy, demand is likely to increase, as will the strategic economic importance of
Ringaskiddy at a local, regional and national level.
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Ethnicity
3.7

As shown in Table 3.2, national statistics suggests a relatively low ethnic diversity, similar to the
national trend. The majority of those who live in the study area are ‘White Irish’ (ranging from
85% to 88%) compared to the county and national averages of 86% and 87% respectively.

Table 3.2: Ethnicity
Area

White
Irish

White
Irish
Traveller

Other
White

Black or
Black
Irish

Asian or
Asian
Irish

Other

Not
Stated

Carrigaline

85

0

11

2

1

1

1

Douglas

86

0

9

1

2

1

1

Monkstown Rural

88

0

11

1

1

0

0

Monkstown Urban

85

0

10

2

1

1

1

Study Area All

84

0

10

2

2

1

1

County Cork

86

0

9

1

1

1

1

Ireland

87

1

7

1

1

1

2

Source: (CSO, 2011) C0501

Population Growth
3.8

As shown in Table 3.3, while there has been exceptional population growth within County Cork
(+35.6%), with the exception of Monkstown Rural, population growth within the study area has
remained lower than the national average.

Table 3.3: Population Change
Area

Population (2011)

Population (2016)

Population Change (%)

Carrigaline

11,818

12,111

2.5

Douglas

20,397

20,913

2.5

Monkstown Rural

1,007

1,083

7.5

Monkstown Urban

5,122

5,234

2.2

Study Area All

38,344

39,341

2.6

County Cork

399,805

542,196

35.6

Ireland

4,574,888

4,757,976

4.0

Source: CD115 (CSO, 2016)

3.9

This again suggests a highly mobile population, and the need to develop sustainable links
between residential and employment areas.
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Existing Health Status
Life Expectancy
3.10

As shown in Figure 3.3, life expectancy in Ireland has been increasing for both males and
females. The gender gap has marginally decreased during this time period; reducing from 5.5
years in 1995-97 to 4.4 years in 2010-12. In 2010-12, the average life expectancy was 82.8
years for females and 78.4 years for males.

Figure 3.3: Life Expectancy Trend for Males and Females
84

Life Expectancy at Birth

82
80
78
76
74
72
70
68
1995-97

2001-03
Males Ireland

2005-07

2010-12

Females Ireland

Source: (CSO, 2016)

Self-Reported Health
3.11

Table 3.4 shows the self-reported health statistics for the South-West region compared to
Ireland. As shown, self-rated health in the South-West is typically consistent with the national
trend, albeit with a marginally higher percentage of individuals reporting fair and bad/very bad
health.

Table 3.4: Self-Reported Health
Area

Very Good (%)

Good (%)

Fair (%)

Bad/ Very Bad (%)

South-West

41

44

12

4

Ireland

41

42

14

3

Source: IH006 (CSO, 2016)

All-Age All-Cause Mortality
3.12

As shown in Table 3.5, County Cork has a marginally better age standardised mortality rate when
compared to the national average.
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Table 3.5: Mortality Rate from All Causes
Area

Death Rate (per 100,000 population)

County Cork

554.2

Ireland

556.7

Source: DHA15 (CSO, 2016)

Cancer
3.13

When commenting on cancer prevalence and aetiology it is important to note that there are
different forms of cancer, with varying environmental and lifestyle related risk factors, as well as
confounding factors and genetic predisposition. Equally, as life expectancy increases, so too
does the risk of experiencing some form of cancer.

3.14

The National Cancer Registry (NCRI) has documented strong patterns of cancer inequality in
Ireland. There are markedly higher cancer prevalence rates in older patients for most major
cancers, in particular cervical cancer. However, this trend is reversed for breast and prostate
cancers. Generally, for males and females aged 75+, cancer incidence rates were approximately
ten and four times higher respectively compared with the younger age group of 45-54. Older
cancer patients have a higher prevalence of comorbidities (i.e. two or more diseases existing at
the same time) and as a consequence, lower survival rates (NCRI, 2016).

3.15

Generally, there is also a higher prevalence of cancer within more deprived populations, including
higher proportions of later stage cancers, and patients with co-morbidities; which ultimately will
contribute to the lower survival rates and higher mortality rates within deprived populations
(NCRI, 2016).

3.16

There is some spatial variation with moderately higher cancer prevalence in urban areas
compared to rural areas. In particular, this includes stomach, lung, melanoma, male colorectal,
female breast and cervical. For prostate cancer, lymphoma, leukaemia and female colorectal
cancer there was no significant variation between urban and rural populations (NCRI, 2016).

3.17

Table 3.6 shows the 2010 crude and age-standardised prevalence rates for all invasive cancer,
bar non-melanoma skin cancer. In both instances, County Cork has higher incidence rates of
cancer when compared to Ireland’s national average.
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Table 3.6: Cancer Incidence Rates Excluding Non-Melanoma Skin Cancer
All Invasive Cancers (C00-C43, C45-96)
Area
Crude Incidence Rate

EASR*

County Cork

453

445

Ireland

411

407

Source: (IPH, n.d.)
*EASR – European Age-Standardised Incidence Rate

3.18

Table 3.7 shows the number of deaths and subsequent death rate (per 100,000 population) from
malignant neoplasms for County Cork and Ireland. Similarly to what can be seen for cancer
prevalence, County Cork has a slightly higher mortality rate than Ireland’s national average.

Table 3.7: Number of Deaths and Death Rate from Cancer
Area

Deaths (Number)

Death Rate (per 100,000
population)

County Cork

1,037

197.4

Ireland

8,814

191.9

Source: DHA12 (CSO, 2016)

Cardiovascular Disease
3.19

Table 3.8 shows the mortality rate (per 100,000 population) for a range of diseases of the
circulatory system. When comparing the rates for County Cork and Ireland, they are relatively
similar suggesting health status in County Cork is broadly comparable to the national average.

Table 3.8: Number of Deaths and Death Rates for Diseases of the Circulatory System
County Cork
Condition

Ireland

Deaths
(Number)

Death Rate (per
100,000 population)

Deaths
(Number)

Death Rate (per
100,000 population)

Diseases of the circulatory
system

1,134

215.9

9,654

210.2

Ischaemic heart disease

503

95.8

4,731

102.6

Acute myocardial infarction

233

44.4

2,139

46.6

Other heart disease

195

37.1

1,551

33.8

Cerebrovascular disease

251

47.8

2,001

43.6

Other diseases of the circulatory
system

185

35.2

1,389

30.2

Source: DHA12 (CSO, 2016)

3.20

Table 3.9 shows self-reported clinical diagnoses of particular cardiovascular diseases comprising
Coronary Heart Disease (CHD), hypertension and strokes. Consistent with clinical diagnosis,
County Cork has a self-reported prevalence rate for CHD, hypertension and stroke that is
comparable to the national average.
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Table 3.9: Self-Reported Clinical Diagnosis of Cardiovascular Diseases in the Previous 12 Months
Percentage of population diagnosed in past 12 months
Area

CHD (Angina or Heart Attack)

Hypertension

Stroke

County Cork

2.8

14.2

0.8

Ireland

2.6

13.7

0.7

Source: (IPH, n.d.)

Respiratory Disease
3.21

Table 3.10 summarises a variety of respiratory hospital admissions data for County Cork and
Ireland, including the general rate of admissions; hospitalisations for asthma and Chronic
Obstructive Pulmonary Disorder (COPD); and self-reported clinical diagnoses of chronic
bronchitis, COPD or emphysema.

3.22

As shown, County Cork displays lower clinical admissions and hospitalisation rates than the
national average. The self-reported clinical diagnosis of chronic bronchitis, COPD or emphysema,
County Cork is again, consistent with the national trend.

Table 3.10: Summary of Respiratory Hospital Admissions
County
Cork

Ireland

2225.1

2633.6

The age and sex standardised rate of hospitalisations of people aged 15 years and
older with a principal diagnosis of asthma per 100,000 population

30.1

39.9

The age and sex standardised rate of hospitalisations of people aged 15 years and
older with a principal diagnosis of COPD per 100,000 population

276.5

385.3

Self-reported, clinical diagnosis of chronic bronchitis, COPD or emphysema in the
previous 12 months

2.7

2.6

Measure
Rate of admissions to hospital for respiratory conditions per 100,000 European
standard population

Source: (IPH, n.d.)
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3.23

As shown in Table 3.11, the respiratory disease mortality rate for County Cork is again,
consistently better than the national trend.

Table 3.11: Respiratory Disease Mortality Rate
County Cork
Condition

Ireland

Deaths
(Number)

Mortality Rate (per
100,000 population)

Deaths
(Number)

Mortality Rate (per
100,000 population)

Diseases of the respiratory
system

378

72.0

3581

78.0

Influenza

1

0.2

16

0.4

Pneumonia

104

19.8

989

21.5

Chronic lower respiratory
disease

181

34.5

1706

37.1

Asthma

5

1.0

54

1.2

Other diseases of the respiratory
system

92

17.5

870

18.9

Source: DHA12 (CSO, 2016)

3.24

On the above basis, respiratory health in County Cork is typically better than the national trend,
however pockets of health inequality exist, typically within higher density urban areas and in
areas of socio-economic deprivation.

Infant Mortality
3.25

The measure of infant mortality refers to children aged 0-1 years and includes all possible causes
of mortality. Table 3.12 presents the infant mortality rate (per 1,000) for County Cork compared to
Ireland. As shown, County Cork is again consistent with the national trend.

Table 3.12: Number of Infant Deaths and Infant Mortality Rate
Area

Infant Deaths (Number)

Infant Mortality Rate (per
1,000 live births)

County Cork

27

3.4

Ireland

228

3.3

Source: (IPH, n.d.)

3.26

On the above basis, physical health within the study area is typically consistent with, or better
than the national trend and does not indicate a population that is excessively sensitivity to
environmental health pathways.

Mental Health
3.27

As shown in Table 3.13, the percentage of people receiving benefits for depression or anxiety is
slightly higher in County Cork when compared to the national trend. The number of admissions
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to hospital for anxiety or depression in County Cork is consistent with the national trend and the
number of suicides in County Cork is lower than the national trend.
Table 3.13: Mental Health Indicators
County Cork

Ireland

Number of suicides occurring (per 100,000 population)

9.6

11.5

Number of admissions to hospital for anxiety or depression (per
1,000 people)

2.0

2.0

Percentage of the working age population aged 15-64 years in
receipt of benefits for depression and/or anxiety

1.2

1.1

Source: (IPH, n.d.)

3.28

Figure 3.4 displays the estimated proportion of people with dementia in Ireland by age group as
no data is available at regional level. Overall, the estimated prevalence of dementia is 1% of the
population (all ages) and 1.8% of the population (30+ years) based on the population at the time
of the 2011 census and dementia prevalence rates from European data (as this statistic is not
available directly in Ireland) (Pierce, et al., 2014).

Figure 3.4: Proportion of people with dementia (2011)
1.8
1.6
1.4
1.2
1
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0
0-4

5-9

10-14

15-19

20-24

25-29

30-59

60-64

65-69

Proportion of the Population with Dementia
Source: Trinity College Dublin (Pierce, et al., 2014)
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3.29

Autism is a spectrum disorder which is thought to affect approximately 1% of the Irish population.
Each year the prevalence of autism shows signs of an increase, however, this is likely to be
attributed to improved diagnosis, as opposed to an actual increase in prevalence (Autism Ireland,
2017). While a relatively low proportion of population with no particular spatial variation, There is
a residential facility at Shannonpark (owned by the Brothers of Charity), that provides
accommodation and care for those with intellectual disability or autism. Due to nature of the
facility, the site and its occupants are considered particularly sensitive to changes in
environmental setting and quality during both construction and operation, and will be considered
further within the assessment.

Socio-Economic
3.30

The 2011 All-Island Haase and Pratschke (HP) Deprivation Index provides a measure of relative
deprivation for small area units within the Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland. The Index
utilises 10 indicators to measure deprivation under three broad categories; education, social class
and unemployment (All-Island Research Observatory, 2011). The output is a deprivation rank and
category ranging from ‘extremely disadvantaged’ to ‘extremely affluent’.

3.31

As shown in Figure 3.5, small areas within the EDs of interest range from ‘disadvantaged’ to
‘affluent’ with most areas displaying a deprivation index category within the median of the range
(i.e. ‘marginally above average’).
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Figure 3.5: Ireland HP Deprivation Index (2011)

Source: (All-Island Research Observatory, 2011)

3.32

Table 3.14 summarises the relative deprivation scores of these small areas for each ED within
the study area. Deprivation scores range from +3.7 in Monkstown Urban to +12.8 in Douglas.
Overall, the study area has an average deprivation score of +7.2 and can be categorised as
being marginally better that the median of the national score (‘marginally above average’).

Table 3.14: Relative Deprivation Score and Category
Area

Relative Deprivation Score (2011)

Deprivation Category

Carrigaline

+5.5

Marginally above average

Douglas

+12.8

Affluent

Monkstown Rural

+6.7

Marginally above average

Monkstown Urban

+3.7

Marginally above average

Study Area

+7.2

Marginally above average

Ireland average deprivation score

-0.7

Source: (All-Island Research Observatory, 2011)
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3.33

On the above basis, the study area is not regarded as deprived, demonstrating greater resilience
to socio-economic health pathways.

3.34

As shown in Table 3.15, the largest proportion of the working age population within the study
area is employed within the ‘Higher & Lower Professionals’ (26%) and ‘Non-Manual & Manual
Skilled Labour’ (26%) categories. The figure for the Higher & Lower Professionals occupation
category is higher than the County Cork and national trends, as is the proportion of individuals
categorised as ‘Employers and Managers’.

3.35

The only other notable variation from the regional and national trend, is that there is a lower
proportion of ‘Farmers and Agricultural Workers’ (1%) in the study area than in County Cork and
Ireland (9% and 6% respectively).

Table 3.15: Occupation
Occupation

Study Area All

County Cork

Ireland

Employers and Managers

22

16

16

Higher & Lower Professionals

26

18

17

Non-Manual & Manual Skilled Labour

26

26

27

Semi-Skilled and Unskilled Labour

11

13

12

Own Account Workers

6

7

6

Farmers & Agricultural Workers

1

9

6

Unknown

10

12

16

Source: (CSO, 2011)

3.36

Unemployment rates and economic inactivity rates differ in the sense that those who are
unemployed are actively seeking, and are available to start a job. Whereas, those who are
economically inactive are those who are unemployed but are not seeking employment. Common
reasons for economic inactivity include long-term sickness or disability, being a carer, a student,
or being retired (Barham, 2002).

3.37

As shown in Table 3.16, the study area indicates a higher proportion of individuals at work and
less people unemployed and economically inactive than the Ireland national average. This is
consistent with relatively high working age demographic displayed previously in Figure 3.2, and
reinforces the small area deprivation data.

Table 3.16: Employment Status
Employment Status

Study Area All (%)

County Cork (%)

Ireland (%)

At Work

87.9

83.5

81.0

Looking for 1 Regular Job

st

0.9

1.2

1.5

Economically Inactive

34

37

37

Unemployed

11.1

16.4

19.0

Source: (CSO, 2011)
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3.38

The Department of Social Protection (DSP) (DSP, n.d.) live register, further indicates that the rate
of unemployment for Ireland is improving, declining from 13.4% in January 2011 to 7.1% by
January 2017.

3.39

As shown in Table 3.17, Cork City and County have a marginally higher total income and higher
disposable income per person compared to the Ireland national average.

Table 3.17: Total and Disposable Income per Person
Area

Total Income per Person (Euro)

Disposable Income per Person
(Euro)

Ireland

25,435

19,309

Cork City and County

25,950

19,532

Source: CIA01: Estimates of Household Income by County and Region, Year and Statistic (CSO, 2016)

3.40

While pockets of socio-economic deprivation exist, the study area is not regarded as socioeconomically deprived, or excessively sensitive to socio-economic health pathways.

3.41

As shown in Table 3.18, when compared to the county and national averages, the study area
generally has lower proportions of the population with low levels of education (such as no formal
education and primary education), and higher proportions of the population with high levels of
education (such as bachelor’s or postgraduate degree). Overall, this suggests that the study
area indicates an education attainment that is comparable to or better than the county and
national trend.
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Table 3.18: Level of Education Completed
Level of Education Completed

Study Area All
(%)

County Cork
(%)

Ireland (%)

No Formal Education

0

1

1

Primary Education

6

11

14

Lower Secondary

12

17

17

Upper Secondary

21

20

20

Technical or Vocational qualification

9

10

9

Advanced Certificate/Completed Apprenticeship

6

7

6

Higher Certificate

3

5

5

Ordinary Bachelor Degree or National Diploma

10

8

7

Honours Bachelor Degree, Professional qualification
or both

14

9

9

Postgraduate Diploma or Degree

12

7

8

Doctorate (Ph.D) or higher

1

1

1

Not stated

3

4

5

Source: (CSO, 2011)

3.42

As shown in Table 3.19, between 2011 and 2016, the maximum increase in housing stock was
1.9% seen in Monkstown Urban, marginally higher than the national rate increase. However,
Carrigaline and Douglas display housing stock rate increases lower than both the county and
national rate.

Table 3.19: Housing Stock and Housing Stock Percentage Change
Area

2011

2016

Percentage Change (%)

Carrigaline

4,362

4,379

+0.4

Douglas

8,323

8,365

+0.5

Monkstown Rural

485

492

+1.4

Monkstown Urban

2,107

2,146

+1.9

Study Area All

15,277

15,382

+0.7

County Cork

172,042

175,046

+1.7

Ireland

1,994,845

2,022,895

+1.4

Source: (CSO, 2011) (All-Island Research Observatory, n.d.)

3.43

Table 3.20 shows the breakdown for housing tenure categories in the study area compared to
County Cork and Ireland.
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3.44

The study area shows a significantly higher proportion of housing which is owner occupied with a
mortgage (45.3%) compared to County Cork (37.0%) and Ireland (34.6%). In addition, the study
area displays a higher proportion of private rented housing (21.1%) compared to County Cork
and Ireland (16.2% and 18.7% respectively). Proportions of owner occupied with no mortgage,
social rented housing, and housing occupied free of charge are all lower in the study area when
compared with County Cork and national averages.

Table 3.20: Housing Tenue
Tenure

Study Area All

County Cork

Ireland

Owner occupied with mortgage (%)

45.3

37.0

34.6

Owner occupied no mortgage (%)

28.3

37.7

35.2

Private rented (%)

21.1

16.2

18.7

Social rented (%)

3.6

5.6

8.4

Occupied free of charge (%)

0.8

2.0

1.6

Source: (All-Island Research Observatory, n.d.)

3.45

This is again indicative of a relatively young and economically active population.

3.46

Table 3.21 shows the housing affordability based on an 84% loan to value ratio for a single first
time buyer and a working couple first time buyer. Where there is a lower repayment as a
percentage of net income, the housing is considered more affordable. As shown, housing in Cork
County is generally more affordable for single and working couple first time buyers than the
national rate.

Table 3.21: Housing Affordability
Repayments as % of Net Income
Area
Single First Time Buyer

Working Couple First Time Buyer

Cork County

25.4

16.7

Ireland

50.7

20.7

Source: (EBS DKM, 2016)
*Based on an 84% loan to value ratio

Lifestyle
3.47

It is widely accepted that the lifestyle choices that individuals make significantly influence the
health inequalities which are experienced within communities.

3.48

National alcohol consumption data records indicate that alcohol consumption in terms of litres per
capita for people aged 15 years and over, increased to a peak of 14.5 litres in 2001, after which it
has gradually declined to 10.6 litres in 2013 (OECD, 2014). The 2014 alcohol consumption in
Ireland report (HRB, 2013) has highlighted that approximately one fifth of drinkers engage in
binge drinking at least once per week, and more than half of 18-75 year old drinkers were

JAS9355
10 May 2017 | Rev4

24

rpsgroup.com/uk

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project

classified as harmful drinkers using the WHO AUDIT-C screening tool. Overall, it is estimated that
there were between 1.3–1.4 million harmful drinkers in Ireland in 2013 which constitutes 28–31%
of the Irish population (CSO, 2013).
3.49

As shown in Table 3.22, drug related hospital admissions in County Cork are significantly lower
than the Ireland national average. However, the rate of alcohol related hospital admissions in
County Cork is higher than the national trend.

Table 3.22: Hospital Admissions for Drug and Alcohol Related Conditions
County Cork

Ireland

50.8

70.4

2,414.6

1,960.8

DSR hospital admissions for drug related conditions (per 100,000 population)
DSR hospital admissions for alcohol related conditions (per 100,000 population)
Source: (IPH, n.d.)
DSR – directly age and gender standardised to the European Standard Population.

3.50

Smoking is the largest cause of preventable death, accounting for approximately 5,200 deaths in
Ireland each year from tobacco related disease (HSE, 2015). Table 3.23 shows that smoking
prevalence in County Cork is marginally lower than the national trend.

Table 3.23: Smoking Prevalence
Area

Percentage of people who currently smoke cigarettes

County Cork

26.0

Ireland

28.5

Source: (IPH, n.d.)

3.51

Approximately a third of the Irish population (32%) achieve the recommended high level of
physical activity. This involves undertaking vigorous activity on a minimum of three days a week
or alternatively a combination of vigorous, moderate and/or walking activity can be undertaken on
seven days per week. An estimated 37% are categorised as moderately active, while 31% have
low activity levels. Women are less likely than men to engage in highly level of physical activity
(24% compared to 40%) (Department of Health, 2015).

3.52

Where there is an imbalance between food intake and physical activity, fat will accumulate.
Where excess body fat has accumulated to such an extent that health is affected, one is said to
be obese. Obesity has been linked to some cancers, adversely affects the efficiency of the
circulatory system which contributes to cardiovascular disease, and also raises blood insulin
levels which increases likelihood of suffering from type 2 diabetes (Irish Heart Foundation, n.d.)
(Department of Health, 2015).

3.53

In Ireland, it is estimated that 37% of the population are overweight and a further 23% are obese.
This means that the majority of the Irish population are not of a weight which is considered
normal and are likely to be affected by the health problems associated with excess weight. Men
are more likely to be overweight than women (43% for men compared to 31% for women) but the
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proportion of obese men and women are very similar (25% for men compared to 22% for women)
(Department of Health, 2015).
3.54

Table 3.24 shows the percentage of people who are physically inactive, obese, and eat less than
five fruit and vegetables per day in County Cork and Ireland. County Cork has slightly lower
proportions of people who are physically inactive or who eat less than five portions of fruit and
vegetables per day.

Table 3.24: Percentage of Physical Inactivity, Obesity, and Eat <5 portions of Fruit/Veg Daily
Area

Physical Inactivity

Obesity

Eat <5 Portions of Fruit/Veg Daily

County Cork

26.5

14.7

32.6

Ireland

28.4

14.4

34.4

Source: (IPH, n.d.)

3.55

Violent crime impacts on health directly and through its impact on the wider community in terms
of perceived risk and the influence this can have on behaviour, and social/recreational activities
and networks (particularly within the elderly community).

3.56

Table 3.25 shows various crime indicators for County Cork and Ireland including recorded
burglaries, thefts, criminal damage offences, and violent crimes. As shown below, County Cork
has significantly lower levels of all types of crime when compared to the national average.

Table 3.25: Crime Indicators
Type of Crime (per 100,000 population)

County Cork

Ireland

Number of recorded burglaries (2012-13)

322.2

612.9

Number of recorded thefts (2012-13)

1,242.4

1,664.6

Number of recorded criminal damage offences (2012)

613.4

700.3

Number of recorded violent crimes (2012)

386.5

404.2

Source: (IPH, n.d.)

Community Profile Summary
3.57

Population density along the proposed road project varies, with the highest density along the
northern online section, and decreasing thereafter. The study area displays a relatively young
population with a higher proportion of working age and a lower proportion of retirees. The
ethnicity of the demographic within the study area is consistent with the national trend. All EDs in
the study area are categorised as marginally above average or affluent. This is further supported
by education and employment statistics at or better than the national trend.

3.58

The relatively higher level economic active individuals also demonstrate a high degree of mobility,
where approximately 76% of the population drive to work in a car or van compared to the national
average of 66%. While pockets of socio-economic deprivation exist, the study area is not
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regarded as socio-economically deprived, or excessively sensitive to socio-economic health
pathways, but is reliant on effective/sustainable transport options to connect residential areas to
employment areas, and is a feature important to the sustainable development of both.
3.59

Lifestyle data shows that County Cork has higher alcohol related hospital admissions when
compared to the national average but has lower drug related hospital admissions, suicides, and
crime. Figures are broadly similar for smoking, physical activity, diet, and most mental health
indicators, but would benefit from improved opportunities for physical activity. Physical and
mental health is generally consistent with or better than the national trend, and the study area is
not regarded as excessively sensitive to changes in environmental health pathways.

3.60

The Brothers of Charity facility at Shannonpark and the proposed school site in Ringaskiddy are
considered particularly sensitive receptors to environmental health pathways.
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4

Assessment
Overview

4.1

The following assessment investigates:


the potential health outcome from changes in exposure to air emissions (construction and
the redistribution of traffic once operational);



the potential health outcome from changes in exposure to noise (construction and from the
redistribution of traffic once operational); and



the potential health outcome from changes in exposure to road movements (risk of
accident and injury and community severance).

4.2

Contrasted against the do minimum scenario (i.e. no road change)

Health Impact from Changes in Air Quality
Air quality and health
4.3

A core health pathway associated with the construction of the proposed road project is the
generation of emissions to air and subsequent community exposure. Research into the potential
health effects of emissions is extensive and provides statistically significant associations between
many classical air pollutants (e.g. Particulate Matter, Nitrogen Dioxide and Sulphur Dioxide) and
effects on a wide range of cardiovascular and respiratory health outcomes. The following section
applies the current scientific evidence base to explore the potential health outcome from
emissions relating to the construction and operational phases directly attributable to the proposed
road project against a “do minimum” scenario (i.e. no road change).

Construction Emissions to Air
4.4

As detailed in Chapter 13 (Air and Climatic Factors) of the EIS, during the construction phase,
dust is considered the principle pollutant to atmosphere, with limited generation of and community
exposure to particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5) and NO2 from equipment or fixed plant on both
the online and offline sections.
Particulate Matter (PM 10)

4.5

Applying the available evidence base (COMEAP, 2009; Department of Health, 2007; European
Comission, 2001; WHO, 2000), community exposure to PM10 construction emissions are
temporary, intermittent and not of an order of magnitude or duration to quantify any meaningful
change in life expectancy. This is based on the exposure response coefficients developed by the
UK Department of Health's Committee on the Medical Effects of Air Pollutants (COMEAP) that
established there is a 0.75% increased risk in the background rate of all-cause mortality per 10
-3

µg.m increase in PM10 per 100,000 individuals exposed (Department of Health, 2007). In this
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instance, both emission concentration and community exposure are orders of magnitude lower
than is necessary to quantify any change in local health outcome.
4.6

On this basis, it is concluded that the construction of the proposed road project would not result in
localised PM10 emissions of a level to result in any meaningful change in local cardiovascular or
respiratory hospital admissions.
Particulate Matter (PM 2.5)

4.7

Evidence suggests that increased exposure to PM2.5 is potentially more hazardous to human
health than larger particles (COMEAP, 2009). However, the changes in emission concentration
exposure directly attributed to the construction of the proposed road project are not of a level or
duration to quantify any meaningful change in life expectancy.

4.8

On this basis, temporary PM2.5 construction emissions from construction activities are not of a
level to quantify any meaningful change in life expectancy.
Nitrogen Dioxide

4.9

Potential NO2 emissions are limited to fixed plant, equipment and construction vehicles;
constituting a temporary and intermittent localised source. However, such emission concentration
and community exposure are not of an order of magnitude to quantify any meaningful change in
health outcome. On this basis, it is concluded that potential changes in NO2 community exposure
would not be of a level to result in any measurable adverse health outcome.
Dust

4.10

Dust generating activities include stone importation, excavation, earth moving and backfilling. The
potential for dust nuisance is dependent on meteorological factors such as rainfall, wind speed
and wind direction.

4.11

While dust does not present the same physical risk to health as particulate matter (i.e.
cardiovascular and respiratory), it can modify behaviour and impact upon the more intangible
aspects of health, namely quality of life and wellbeing. In this instance and as noted in Chapter
13 (Air and Climate Factors) of the EIS, prior to mitigation, the construction phase has the
potential to cause temporary and localised impacts through dust nuisance at the nearest sensitive
receptors.

Table 4.1: Dust Impact Scale and Distances from Key Areas of Construction
Area

Impact Scale

Potential Distance for
Significant Effects

Main Alignment of the N28/M28 from Bloomfield to
Ringaskiddy

Moderate

50m

Service Area in Ringaskiddy

Major

100m
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4.12

There are 186 properties located within 50m of the proposed road project. There are 2 additional
commercial receptors approximately 50m north of the proposed Service Area. Prior to mitigation
these properties have the potential to be affected by dust nuisance during the construction phase
of the project.

4.13

On this basis, and prior to mitigation, potential dust emissions during construction of the proposed
road project are, temporary, localised with the potential for re-suspension, but are not of a level to
impact upon physical health. A Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), including
a dedicated Dust Minimisation Plan (DMP) is to be developed in line with the mitigation measure
set out in the EIS as part of the implementation of the mitigation strategy proposed.

Operational Emissions to Air
4.14

Once operational, the proposed road project will result in the redistribution of traffic along an
existing section and a new road, presenting two different community exposure scenarios between
the online and offline sections.

4.15

For the purposes of the air quality assessment the scheme has been divided into two sections
(refer to Figure 2.1 above):


Section 1 the online 2km section of motorway from the Bloomfield Interchange to Carr’s Hill;
and


4.16

Section 2 the remaining 10.5km of offline route from Carr’s Hill to east of Ringaskiddy.

As detailed in Chapter 13 (Air and Climatic Factors) of the EIS and summarised in Table 4.2,
shows the 2020 and 2035 pollutant level impacts when comparing the do-minimum and dosomething scenarios.

4.17

Despite a forecasted increase in road movements when the proposed road project becomes
operational, there will be an overall net reduction in the number of properties that will be exposed
to air pollution. The overall reduction in exposure to air pollution is most evident in Section 2 of
the proposed road project where the new offline section moves the alignment away from the
properties located along the existing N28. This is because the existing N28 is the main road
through the villages of Shanbally and Ringaskiddy (where the route ends); therefore, diverting the
majority of traffic, congestion and associated emissions away from communities and onto the
M28.

4.18

As Section 1 (up to Carr’s Hill) is largely online (i.e. follows the existing N28), the number of
properties is largely unaffected as there will be limited change to traffic redistribution. The highest
expected increases in air pollutant concentrations are located at junctions connecting to the M28
due to increased demand to use this route.
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Table 4.2: Difference in Air Quality Between Do-Minimum and Do-Something Scenario
Annual Average
3
NO2 (µg/m )

Annual Average
3
PM10 (µg/m )

24-hour
Average PM10
3
(µg/m )

Annual Average
3
PM2.5 (µg/m )

2020 Impact

0.27

0.14

0.68

0.07

2035 Impact

0.17

0.14

0.64

0.07

2020 Impact

0.19

0.08

0.42

0.05

2035 Impact

0.11

0.08

0.4

0.05

2020 Impact

-0.08

-0.05

-0.03

-0.04

2035 Impact

-0.09

-0.08

-0.06

-0.04

2020 Impact

-0.08

-0.05

-0.21

-0.04

2035 Impact

-0.1

-0.09

-0.66

-0.04

2020 Impact

-0.27

-0.09

-0.73

-0.07

2035 Impact

-0.23

-0.19

-1.58

-0.09

2020 Impact

-0.41

-0.11

-0.4

-0.08

2035 Impact

-0.32

-0.24

-1.16

-0.11

2020 Impact

-1.24

-0.3

-0.73

-0.4

2035 Impact

-0.88

-1.35

-3.48

-0.6

2020 Impact

-0.89

-0.22

-0.87

-0.19

2035 Impact

-0.65

-0.65

-2.5

-0.29

2020 Impact

-0.88

-0.17

-0.77

-0.2

2035 Impact

-0.61

-0.74

-2.96

-0.32

Carr’s Hill to
Shannonpark

2020 Impact

-0.91

-0.19

-0.04

-0.12

2035 Impact

-2.44

-1.01

-0.38

-0.61

Shannonpark
Roundabout

2020 Impact

0.74

0.43

0

0.25

2035 Impact

0.79

0.38

0

0.23

M28 Junction at
Shanbally

2020 Impact

1.59

0.48

0

0.29

2035 Impact

1.79

0.46

0

0.28

2020 Impact

-3.11

-1.09

-0.18

-0.654

2035 Impact

-5.4

-1.98

-0.51

-1.188

2020 Impact

1.9

0.55

0

0.33

2035 Impact

3.56

0.91

0

0.55

2020 Impact

-1.3

-0.59

0

-0.35

2035 Impact

-1.72

-0.78

0

-0.47

Kiltegan Park

Delford Drive

St. Patricks Church

Wainsfort

Newlyn Vale

Rochestown Rise

Mount Oval

Maryborough
Heights

Edgewood Close

Shanbally Village

Old Post Office
Road, Ringaskiddy

Ringaskiddy Village
Key

Lower than the Do Minimum Scenario
Higher than the Do Minimum Scenario
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Particulate Matter (PM 10)
4.19

As shown, the proposed road will facilitate a net reduction in community exposure to PM 10 than
can be achieved within the Do Minimum Scenario. The worst case expected increase in air
pollutant concentrations at any location occur at the junction at the Old Post Office Road (Section
2), representing a 0.55 μg/m increase by 2020, and a 0.91 μg/m by 2035. Applying the
3

3

previously discussed air quality-health evidence base, such a change in concentration and
exposure are not of an order of magnitude to quantify any meaningful change in life expectancy.
4.20

To clarify, the UK Department of Health's Committee on the Medical Effects of Air Pollutants
(COMEAP) established that there is a 0.75% increased risk in the background rate of all-cause
-3

mortality per 10 µg.m increase in PM10 per 100,000 individuals exposed. The maximum annualmean PM10 contribution of 0.91 µg.m

-3

by 2035 represents a potential increase in background

respiratory and cardiovascular hospital admission rates of 0.068% (typically quantified per
100,000 people).
4.21

On the above basis, the proposed road project will facilitate a net reduction in PM10 exposure
over and above what can be achieved in the Do Minimum scenario. However, the potential
change in PM10 community exposure is not of a level to result in any measurable health outcome
(both adverse and beneficial) at any location.
Particulate Matter (PM 2.5)

4.22

The worst case expected increase in air pollutant concentrations at any location occur at the
junction at the Old Post Office Road (Section 2), representing a 0.33 μg/m increase in PM2.5 by
3

2020, and a 0.55 μg/m by 2035. Such a change in concentration and exposure are not of an
3

order of magnitude to quantify any meaningful change in life expectancy.
4.23

The Committee on the Medical Effects of Air Pollutants UK (COMEAP), reviewing epidemiological
data regarding air pollutant exposure and health, has suggested as a best estimate that there is a
6% increase in relative risk of mortality (all causes) associated with long-term exposure to a 10
3

µg.m increase in ambient PM2.5 concentration, and that this scales linearly in the exposure range
3

3

7 µg.m to 30 µg.m .
4.24

3

The maximum annual-mean PM2.5 contribution of 0.55µg.m by 2035 at the Old Post Office
represents a potential increase in background all-cause mortality of 0.3% (per 100,000 people
exposed).

As before, neither the change in concentration nor exposure at this location is

sufficient to quantify any measurable risk to local community health.
4.25

On the above basis, the proposed road project will facilitate a net reduction in PM2.5 exposure
over and above what can be achieved through the Do Minimum scenario. However, the relative
change in PM2.5 community exposure is not of a level to result in any measurable health outcome
(both adverse and beneficial) at any location.
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Nanoparticles
4.26

There is no universally accepted international definition of a nanoparticle. However, the term
nanoparticle generally refers to particles with a mean aerodynamic diameter of 100 nanometres,
equal to 0.1 microns, or less. Nanoparticles are a subset of PM2.5 and, therefore, a subset of
PM10.

4.27

The approach to quantifying potential risk from changes in exposure to nanoparticles is
addressed through the UK COMEAP assessment of PM10 and PM2.5. The COMEAP review of
toxicological and epidemiological research was applied to develop risk ratios for a broad range of
particulate fractions including the nanoparticle fraction. Although COMEAP did not seek to
establish the specific risk ratio for nanoparticles, the potential health risk is applied within the
broader PM10 and PM2.5 exposure response risk ratios (HPA, 2009).

4.28

As previously discussed, the proposed road project will facilitate a net reduction in community
exposure to particulate emissions, including the nanoparticulate fraction, and the maximum
increase at any location is not of a concentration or exposure to quantify any meaningful change
health outcome.
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2)

4.29

As previously discussed, the proposed road project presents a net reduction in community
exposure to NO2 than can be achieved within the Do Minimum scenario. The worst case
expected increase in air pollutant concentrations at any location occur at the junction at the Old
Post Office Road (Section 2), representing a 1.9 μg/m increase in NO2 by 2020, and a 3.56
3

μg/m by 2035.
3

4.30

3

Applying the worst case maximum process contribution of 3.56μg/m , the proposed road project
might represent a potential annual increase in background respiratory hospital admission rates
for those communities exposed of 0.178%.

4.31

On the above basis, the proposed road project will facilitate a net reduction in NO 2 exposure over
and above what can be achieved through the Do Minimum scenario. However, the relative
change in NO2 community exposure is not of a level to result in any measurable health outcome
(both adverse and beneficial) at any location.
Dementia

4.32

The overarching engagement process indicated some community concern regarding a recent
study on increased prevalence of dementia in proximity to main roads in Canadian province of
Ontario (H. Chen, 2017). Upon review, it was found that the study comments upon an observed
association, but does not establish a causal link, and used distance from roads as proxy indicator
as opposed to any actual change in exposure to air quality or noise.

4.33

In addition, the study was undertaken in Canada, so the environmental and social context are
different to Ireland, and as such caution is required when interpreting the results, and when
attempting to apply them to a different environmental or social context. As an example, the
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topography, meteorology, design and quality of homes all differ, as do the environmental
constraint and controls on vehicle emissions, not to mention the nature and size of the roads they
considered. Equally, population density and relative sensitivity is also very different as is the
relative demography (age, sex, ethnicity), which presents a range of different risk factors to
consider.
4.34

These limitations can result in confusing an association with causation or a potential hazard with
an actual risk. In addition, because the paper is quite expensive, the public generally won’t
acquire the full report and draw what they can from the internet and the abstract, neither of which
are particularly informative and can often lead to incorrect or unfounded perceptions of risk, which
if left unaddressed can result in needless stress and anxiety.

Health Impact from Changes in Community Noise Exposure
Overview
4.35

Noise has the potential to affect health in a variety of ways; some of the effects can be auditory
and occur as a direct impact of the noise. Direct auditory effects usually result in damage to the
ear, in particular damage to the inner ear, from intense and prolonged exposure. Such risks are
usually associated with occupational health or prolonged exposure to loud music and managed
though good working practice and the provision of appropriate personal protection equipment to
construction workers. Such auditory effects do not present a risk to local communities.

4.36

Community effects are more typically associated with non-auditory health effects that may be
associated with exposure to environmental noise, although the pathways and strength of
association for these are not fully understood and can vary between individuals. Examples of
non-auditory health effects include:

4.37



annoyance;



mental health;



cardiovascular and physiological;



cognitive performance (tasks and academic); and



night-time effects (sleep disturbance).

A consensus on the level and duration of noise required to instigate potential health impacts is
not clearly defined. The main emphasis of noise standards and regulations is therefore placed on
annoyance and sleep deprivation, as these are the most immediate consequences of noise
impacts, and are applicable to everyone.

Construction Noise
4.38

As detailed in Chapter 14 of the EIS (Noise and Vibration), the construction stage is expected
to take 30-36 months to complete during both day and night time periods.
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4.39

During construction, Best Practicable Means, including the recommendations of BS 5228 Code of
practice for noise and vibration control on construction and open sites – Part 1: Noise. And BS
5228-2:2009+A1:2014 Code of practice for noise and vibration control on construction and open
sites – Part2: Vibration (together referred to as B.S. 5228). Control of Dust from Construction and
Demolition Activities’ (BRE 2003), together with the specific conditions and/or restrictions of any
EIA Approval and the Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) as part of the
implementation of mitigation measures will be applied.

4.40

As construction is temporary, noise exceedances are more generally accepted but mitigation
measures will be implemented to reduce this impact as much as possible.

Operation Noise
4.41

As detailed in Chapter 14 (Noise and Vibration) of the EIS, the proposed road project is
designed to address an existing noise issue, and will result in an improvement to the existing
road network (including the provision of low noise road surface and acoustic barriers) on the
northern online section, within a relatively high population density; and the redistribution of traffic
away from communities on the southern offline section.

In effect, the proposed road addresses

noise at source to minimise both generation and community exposure.
4.42

As shown in Table 4.3 and Table 4.4, following mitigation, the effect is a net reduction in day
evening and night time noise and associated community exposure, over and above what can be
achieved through the Do Minimum scenario.

Table 4.3: Change in Noise Levels (Lden) at Residential Properties
Noise Level Range
dB(A)

Do Minimum

Do Something (with
Mitigation)

Change

<55

1196

1374

+178

55-60

835

916

+81

60-65

721

542

-179

65-70

207

143

-64

70-75

23

7

-16

Lower than the Do
Minimum scenario
Key
Higher than the Do
Minimum Scenario
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Table 4.4: Change in Noise Levels (Lnight) at Residential Properties
Noise Level Range
dB(A)

Do Minimum

Do Something (with
Mitigation)

Change

<45

1197

1382

+185

45-50

770

837

+67

50-55

593

478

-115

55-60

353

251

-102

60-65

69

34

-35

Lower than the Do
Minimum scenario
Key
Higher than the Do
Minimum Scenario

4.43

Importantly from a health perspective, the most significant change in residential noise exposure is
the reduction of higher magnitude exposures (i.e. 60-75 Lden and 50-65 Lnight), of which are
associated with risk ratios of Hypertension, Ischaemic Heart Disease (IHD), Acute Myocardial
Infarction (AMI), Stroke and all-cause mortality, over and above what can be achieved with the
Do Minimum scenario.

4.44

In contrast, the increase in residential noise exposure is within the ranges of <55-60 Lden and <4550 Lnight along the new southern section, while potentially perceptible, this presents a far lower
relative risk, and in some cases does not even fall within the exposure range sufficient to apply
the noise exposure response metrics (Table 4.5) to quantify risk.
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Table 4.5: Noise Exposure-Response Metrics
Health outcome

Relative risk (95% CI)

Per increase
(dB)

Exposure
range (dB)*

Source

Hypertension
incidence

1.07 (1.02 – 1.12)

10

47 – 77

(van Kempen & Babisch,
2012)

IHD incidence

1.08 (1.04 – 1.13)

10

52 – 77

(Babisch, 2014)

Non-linear

>60

(Babisch, 2006)

10

>50

(Houthuijis, et al., 2014)

Cubic function:
AMI incidence

Stroke incidence
and mortality** (a)
Stroke hospital
admissions (b)

All-cause mortality

1.629657 – 0.000613 x
[noise]^2 +
0.000007356834623455 x
[noise]^3
1.04 (1.00 – 1.09)
1.04 (1.02 – 1.07)
1.05 (1.02 – 1.09)
1.03 (1.01 – 1.05)

55 – 60
Within range
shown

1.04 (1.00 – 1.07)

>60
55 – 60

(Halonen, et al., 2015)

>60

* The metrics apply to noise expressed using the Lden, Ldn and LAeq,16hr averaging periods. For the purpose of this
assessment, these have all been treated as equivalent and obtained using a -2.2 dB correction from the noise model results in
LA10,18hr (Scott, 03 December 2015).
** This is derived from an “ad hoc analysis” of mixed studies of incidence and mortality, including aircraft and road noise. The
studies assessing mortality specifically used aircraft noise rather than road nose exposure. Therefore this metric has been
applied only to stroke incidence (hospital admissions), not mortality, both to avoid double-counting and because the mortality
evidence is weaker

4.45

On the above basis the proposed road project will facilitate both a net reduction in residential
noise exposure, and importantly, reduces existing community exposure to higher magnitude
exposures (associated with cardiovascular health risk) over and above what can be achieved
through the Do Minimum scenario.

Health Impact from Changes in Community Traffic Flows
4.46

Potential health pathways associated with changes in road traffic movements include increased
risk of road traffic accident and injury, community severance and exposure to vehicle exhaust and
noise emissions. The latter two are addressed in the preceding sections.
Risk of Road Accident and Injury

4.47

The major and most obvious hazard of road transport is human injury as a result of collision.
Statistically, roads designed to motorway standards have the lowest accident rates per vehicle
kilometre travelled. The existing N28 has a poor collision record. Between 2009 and 2013 there
have been 33 collisions, 4 of which were fatal. Collision clusters are noted at/adjacent to the
Rochestown Road junction, at/adjacent to Shannonpark roundabout and at Raffeen Bridge.
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4.48

A description of the accidents are as follows:


The accidents at the Rochestown Road junction comprised single vehicle collisions, rear
end straight collision and a collision between a car and cyclist on the roundabout;



South of the Rochestown Road, a taxi collided with a pedestrian in dark conditions, there
was a rear end straight collision and accidents involving vehicles carrying out U-Turns;



Recorded accidents on the single carriageway section between Rochestown and
Shannonpark included a single vehicle collision and a rear end straight collision;



At the Shannonpark roundabout one of the collisions was a rear end straight and two of the
collisions were between cars and cyclists on the roundabout who often struggle in high
traffic flow conditions; and



At Raffeen Bridge, there were three angle right turn collisions and a head on collision which
can be attributed to the lack of opportunity for turning right from the N28 onto the R610.

4.49

A large majority of these accidents can be attributed to the combination of heavy traffic flows, a
significant proportion of HGVs and an inconsistent quality of route. The proposed road project is
inherently designed to address these problems through :


Prohibiting walking, cycling and high risk manoeuvres such as U-turns; and



Diverting traffic away from the existing N28 onto the proposed M28 road, creating lower
volumes of traffic along the N28 and higher volumes using the motorway.

4.50

And more specifically:


Traffic light control on Rochestown Road between Clarke’s Hill and the merge junction with
the N28, including a dedicated right turn lane from the R610 Rochestown Road to Clarke’s
Hill;



The development of a new motorway will eliminate the risk of U-turn accidents and will not
permit pedestrian movement limiting community exposure to traffic;



Reduce the amount of drivers becoming frustrated through having trouble accessing the
N28 from side roads and as a result, exhibiting risk taking behaviours;

4.51



Reduction of traffic volumes at Shannonpark roundabout; and



Improved operation of the junction at Raffeen Bridge.

Additionally, by taking traffic off the N28, there is an increased capacity and improved safety for
cyclists and walkers which will help improve health and wellbeing by removing barriers to active
transport.

4.52

On the above basis, the proposed road project is inherently designed to address existing road
safety issues, and will improve safety above and beyond what can be achieved through the Do
Minimum scenario.
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Community Severance
4.53

As a result of the proposed road project, there is predicted to be significant decreases in traffic
especially between Shannonpark and Carr’s Hill, and Shannonpark and Ringaskiddy where the
existing N28 route directly cuts through Shanbally and Ringaskiddy villages.

4.54

The reductions in Section 2 (refer to Figure 2.1) of the proposed road project range from -2.0% to
-92.3%, and there are only 2 instances of increased traffic flows at the N28 Shanbally–
Shannonpark Section (westbound 9-10am) and N28 Roundabout Ringaskiddy–Shanbally Section
(eastbound 8-9am).

4.55

The reduction of traffic flow through these villages due to diverting typical traffic onto the
proposed road project is particularly important as it will result in the removal of negative effects
the N28 has on community severance within these villages.

4.56

The proposed road project will pass south-west of the Brothers of Charity accommodation site at
Shannonpark. This presents a significant change in environmental setting for a particularly
sensitive receptor, and may also impinge on the facilities ability to expand.

Access and Accessibility
4.57

As a direct result of the proposed road project, there will be improved opportunities for walking
and cycling along the existing N28, as a consequence of diverting large volumes of traffic from
the current N28 onto the new route. This is considered particularly beneficial to the villages of
Shanbally and Ringaskiddy which the N28 currently cuts through.

4.58

Additionally, the proposed road project will provide cycle and walking connectivity at numerous
locations between Cork City and Ringaskiddy to align with existing and future plans and initiatives
including:


Cork Cycle Network Plan (Cork County Council and Cork City Council);



Greenway Link from Ringaskiddy and Shanbally to the Cork Harbour Greenway at Raffeen
for connectivity to Carrigaline, Crosshaven, Passage West and Cork City; and


4.59

Verge areas and suitable side roads for walking and cycling provision.

This presents increased opportunities for physical activity and active transport, with associated
respiratory and cardiovascular benefits (Sustrans, 2008).
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5

Health Assessment; Summary and Conclusions
Construction

5.1

Construction of the proposed road project presents a number of potential health pathways.
However, taking into account the level of emissions (air and noise) generated on-site, their
intermittent nature/duration and minimal opportunity for community exposure, the risk to
community health is not of a level to quantify any meaningful adverse health outcome, and would
be further managed through the mitigation measures set out in the EIA approval process.
Operation

5.2

Once operational, the proposed road project is inherently designed to address a range of existing
environmental and safety issues along the existing road network; will improve capacity and
reduce congestion, and more importantly from a health perspective, will reduce residential
exposure to air quality and noise over and above what can be achieved through the Do Minimum
scenario.

5.3

In addition, the proposed road project is central to improving connectivity between residential
areas and strategic employment areas, and is key to the sustainable development of both, while
further displacing existing and forecasted traffic away from residential areas, thereby creating
indirect opportunities for urban renewal and improvement.

5.4

A review of the EIS demonstrates that the proposed project is designed to address existing
hazards, offering a net reduction in community exposure from emissions to air and noise and
improving road safety over and above what can be achieved through the alternative of no change
to the road. In addition, the proposed road project seeks to address congestion, improve
connectivity between residential and employment areas, while further displacing traffic and
supporting sustainable development.
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APPENDIX 2A
REGIONAL PLANNING AND LOCAL PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT
The following table sets out the planning policy context for the subject site and the area in which it is
situated. At a regional level, the Regional Planning Guidelines for the South West Region 2010‐2012
is applicable. At a sub‐regional scale, the site is located within that area guided by the Cork Area
Strategic Plan 2001‐2020 (as updated in 2008). The Cork County Development Plan 2014‐2020 which
provides the county level planning policies for development in the area is also considered. The Cork
City Development Plan is also referred to given the City’s close proximity to the study area and
linkages with the Port of Cork. On a local scale, the site is located within the Carrigaline Electoral
Area and hence the Carrigaline Electoral Area Local Area Plan 2011 is of relevance. The relevant
Local Area Plan for the area is currently being reviewed. The subject site falls within the draft
Ballincollig‐Carrigaline Municipal District Local Area Plan area.

Table 1: Planning Policy Context
Plan

Content

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary

Regional Planning Guidelines for
the South West Region 2010‐
2022 (South West Regional
Authority)

Purpose: This Plan provides a strategic framework for the development of counties Cork
and Kerry, to implement the policies of the National Spatial Strategy (NSS) at regional and
local level and to guide policies and provisions of county and local area plans.

Purpose: Sets guiding principles for plans lower down in the
planning policy hierarchy and for development management
processes
Since the publication of this Plan the South West Regional
Authority was dissolved in place of the Southern Regional
Assembly (SRA) which took place on 1st January 2015. The
SRA is required to prepare a new Regional Spatial &
Economic Strategy for the region following the preparation
of the National Planning Framework which will be prepared
1
in 2017 .

General: The Regional Planning Guidelines for the South West Region 2010 – 2022
supports development of the strategic roads including the N28 which serves the Port of
Cork facilities at Ringaskiddy. It specifically identifies the N28 servicing the major
industrial developments at Ringaskiddy as a major piece of road infrastructures required
to be delivered. (Section 1.3.26)

General: The RPGs provides support for the delivery of the
proposed road project and describes it as a major piece of
road infrastructure that requires to be delivered.

Transport and Infrastructure: One of the key principals underpinning the regional vision
statement is the need to ‘Deliver an integrated and cost effective transportation and
infrastructure system …throughout the region in a sustainable manner’. (Section 2.1.2)

Transport and Infrastructure: In line with Objectives RTS 02
and RTS 03 the proposed M28 Road Project will remove
traffic from the existing N28, thereby facilitating the use of
the existing N28 for sustainable transport models including
cyclists and Pedestrians and potentially opening up the
opportunity to develop this route as a green route in the
future.

Regional Transport and Infrastructure Strategy provides regional policy provisions with
respect to transport, public transport, walking and cycling, road network, airport and ports
and harbours which are detailed as follows:
RTS – 02 seeks the development of public transport infrastructure including the
reconfiguration of existing bus routes and the further development of priority bus
corridors in Metropolitan Cork.
A key issue identified within the guidelines relates to the need for significant improvement
of public transport services and new walking and cycling facilities (RKI‐01 Key Issues).
1

A Programme for a Partnership Government, May 2016.

The M28 project is in line with the SWRPGs as it provides an
improved access to the Port of Cork which will allow the
expansion of port facilities in Ringaskiddy.

The M28 will increase carrying capacity of the road network
within this area and will reduce journey times which will
benefit those working and living within the area particularly
in Ringaskiddy, Shanbally, Carrigaline and Rochestown.

Plan

Content

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary

Objective RTS‐03 encourages the development of strategies for walking and cycling that
promote the goals and aspirations of Smarter Travel and the National Cycle Policy
Framework. Specifically, the region’s local authorities should prepare plans for
improvement to the cycling and walking networks in urban areas, linking areas of
population growth and employment, in a sustainable manner.
RTS‐04 which refers to the Road Network seeks to encourage the sustainable
development of the strategic Motorway/National Primary, National Secondary as well as
the regional road infrastructure both within the region and connecting with other regions.
RTS‐06 which refers to Ports and Harbours seeks ‘to support the sustainable expansion of
the Port of Cork in line with the targeted economic growth of the region…..It is an objective
generally to support the sustainable development of ports and harbours as potential
economic generators for the region ….’
Economic Development: As part of the Economic Development Strategy Ringaskiddy is
identified as a strategic location which should be reinforced for large scale, foreign direct
investment and indigenous sites.

Economic Development: The M28 will reduce congestion
and journey times along the N28 route making the area
more attractive to industry to locate within the area
contributing further to the economic development of the
region and nationally.

Port: The Port of Cork is a key element of the regional economy and infrastructure and
offers a wide range of shipping services to worldwide destinations. … The rail network
serving Cork does not provide an adequate means of collection/distribution of freight to
the region and so future port facilities need to be well served by the road network
(emphasis added) (Section 1.3.33)

Port: The M28 will facilitate the relocation of the Port of
Cork to Ringaskiddy as it will increase road capacity to cater
for the ports expansion of facilities in line with the RPGs.
This in turn will have an economic benefit nationally,
regionally and locally.

Recent studies undertaken by the Port of Cork regarding the potential of rail/road services
for port activities have indicated that, with the exception of a limited need for niche
cargos in appropriate locations, the existing rail network from Cork Harbour does not
adequately support the collection/distribution of freight to/and from the port. The
predominant existing and likely future mode of freight transport for port activities is by
road. (emphasis added) (Section 5.5.10)

The M28 is in line with the policy of the RPGs which denotes
that ‘predominant existing and likely future mode of freight
transport for port activities is by road’. (emphasis added)
(Section 5.5.10)

The region is served with good port and shipping facilities with passenger ferry services to
France and the UK. The Port of Cork is a key element of the regional economy and offers a
wide range of shipping services to worldwide destinations. (Section 3.1.10.)
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Content
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RTS‐06 Ports and Harbours seeks ‘to support the sustainable expansion of the Port of Cork
in line with the targeted economic growth of the region…. It is an objective generally to
support the sustainable development of ports and harbours as potential economic
generators for the region and support the maintenance of other facilities such as slipways
and to protect them from inappropriate uses.
Cork Harbour: Cork Harbour is described as being important for economic and
environmental reasons. As the largest port in Ireland outside of Dublin, it makes a strong
contribution to the overall economic wellbeing of the South West Region, particularly in
the manufacturing, commercial, industrial and tourism sectors. (Section 5.5.6)

Cork Harbour: As outlined above the M28 will facilitate
development within the Ringaskiddy area / Port which will
ensure Cork Harbour retains its importance nationally and
regionally.

Cork Harbour is described as being of both national and regional significance as it contains
the regional significant pharmachem industries at Ringaskiddy. (Section 3.3.12)
Cork Area Strategic Plan 2001‐
2020 (Updated 2008) (Cork City
and County Councils)

Purpose: The Cork Area Strategic Plan (CASP) provides a vision and strategy for the
development of the Cork City‐Region up to 2020.

Purpose: This strategy is of relevance given its strategic role
in guiding development within the metropolitan Cork area.

General: The N28 is identified as a Major Transport Infrastructure Proposal and is
described as the Port Access Route to improve access to the proposed new port facilities
including a container terminal at Ringaskiddy. (Exec summary)

General: The CASP strategy is supportive of the proposed
road project particularly in its role of facilitating an
improved access route to serve the Port of Cork expansion
within the Ringaskiddy area and identifies that it will be
‘essential to the growth and development of the CASP region
and achievement of CASP goals’.

The Strategy acknowledges that the port of cork is heavily reliant on HGVs and is thus
strategically reliant on the provision of a high quality national road network noting the
particular importance of the implementation of the N28. (P.117)
The CASP update considers the N28 Ringaskiddy Port Access Route ‘to be critical and
essential to the growth and development of the CASP region and the achievement of the
CASP goals’. (p. 117)
The upgrading of the N28 is listed as a CASP infrastructure priority in line with NDP policy.
(p.148)
Ringaskiddy: Significant employment growth is envisaged at Ringaskiddy as a principal
location for new industrial employment. The Plan notes that Ringaskiddy will continue act
as a strategic employment location and should see primarily industrial employment
growth based on the relocation of port activity from Docklands.(p. 34)

Ringaskiddy: The Plan identifies Ringaskiddy as a centre for
employment growth as a principal location for industrial
employment. This would be further supported by the
proposed M28 as it will increase capacity of the road
network serving the area opening up development
opportunities as a result.

Plan

Cork County Development Plan
2015 – 2020 (Cork County
Council)

Content

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary

Green Route: In referring to Ringaskiddy as a Strategic Employment Centre the Plan notes
that the development of Ringaskiddy will require the provision of a high quality green
route. (p. 50)

Green Route: The proposed M28 Road Project will remove
traffic from the existing N28, thereby facilitating the use of
the existing N28 for sustainable transport modes including
cyclists and pedestrians and potentially opening up the
opportunity to develop this route as a green route in the
future.

Purpose: The key planning policy document for the Cork County area.

Purpose: Subject site is located within the functional area of
Cork County Council.

Ringaskiddy: Ringaskiddy peninsula identified as one of four ‘strategic employment
centres’ in the county and a principal location within the employment hierarchy. (Table
6.1) CDP Objective EE 4‐1 seeks to ‘Promote the development of Strategic Employment
Areas suitable for large scale developments at Carrigtwohill, Kilbarry, Little Island,
Ringaskiddy and Whitegate where such development is compatible with relevant
environment, nature and landscape protection policies as they apply around Cork Harbour.
Protect lands in these areas from inappropriate development which may undermine their
suitability as Strategic Employment Centres.’
In employment terms, the Cork region has a number of employment locations that have
underpinned Cork’s economic success. These include, for example; the port related,
pharmaceutical and associated industries at Ringaskiddy; (Section: 6.2.2)

Ringaskiddy: The area in which the site is located is
identified for continued growth and further development of
large‐scale industries. This is likely to result in an increase
the working community within the vicinity of the site and at
least maintain population levels should plans be
implemented. The role of the port and its future
development is also highlighted. The proposed
development and the assessments undertaken in this EIS
have taken due cognisance of the industrial success of the
area and of the port operations.

M28 Critical Infrastructure: The M28 project is identified as critical infrastructure required
for the following:
 Required to be in place at project stage of the Shannon Park Masterplan which makes
provision for a significant expansion of housing to the north of Carrigaline (Table 15.1)
 Required to be in place on commencement of development of the Ports primary
location for future port development and port uses displaced from Cork City Centre
development areas (e.g. Docklands) large scale technology based manufacturing e.g.
(pharmaceutical research and employment linkages with National Maritime College of
Ireland (Table 15.1)
 Short term objective required to serve Cork Gateway/County Metropolitan Cork
Strategic Planning Area (Table 15.2)

M28 Critical Infrastructure: The CDP supports the M28 as a
piece of critical infrastructure to serve the Port, Shannon
Park masterplan area and Cork Gateway in general.

Transportation: The following Transportation objectives are specifically relevant to this
project.

Transportation: The Transportation objectives of the CDP
have been considered and have been taken into account in
designing the proposed M28 Road Project and within the
Traffic and Transportation Chapter (5) of this EIS.

 Transport policies including TM1‐1: Transport Strategy, TM 2‐1: Walking, TM 2‐2:
Cycling, TM 2‐3 & TM 2‐4: Bus Transport, TM 3 – 2 Regional & Local Roads, TM 3‐3:

Plan

Content

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary

Road Safety and Traffic Management and TM 5‐1: Freight.
 TM 3‐1 which relates to the National Road Network seeks the following:
a)
Support of the National Roads Authority in the implementation of the N28 (Cork –
Ringaskiddy) as a major project which is critical to the delivery of Planned
Development.
b)
Support and provide for improvements to the national road network, including
reserving corridors for proposed routes, free of inappropriate Development, so as
not to compromise future road schemes.
……..
f)
Consider the most up to date guidance in relation to the provision of Service and
Rest Areas on the National Road Network (Section 2.8 of the Department of the
Environment Community Heritage and Local Government ‘Spatial Planning and
National Roads Guidelines’ (2012) and ‘NRA Service Area Policy' (August 2014).
g)
Cooperate with the National Roads Authority to identify the need for Service
areas and/or rest areas for motorists along the national road network and to
assist in the implementation of suitable proposals for provision, subject to normal
planning considerations.
h)
Ensure that in the design of new development adjoining or near National Roads,
account is taken of the need to include measures that will serve to protect the
development from the adverse effects of traffic noise for the design life of the
development.
 TM 5‐2 Cork and Other Ports which provides general support for appropriate road
transport capacity to facilitate strategic port facilities at Ringaskiddy, the relocation of
the port to Ringaskiddy and support the ports role in facilitating industry, defence,
trade, marine leisure and other economic sectors.
 TM 6‐1: Water Based Transport which seeks to ensure appropriate access (road and
rail) to Cork Port, recognising its role in the provision of maritime transport, both
passenger and freight.
Port of Cork: The CDP states that ‘Cork Harbour is the most significant port in the state,
outside Dublin, and has an important role in the continuing success of the marine – leisure,
recreation and tourism sectors in the South West Region’. (Section 4.9.2)
 EE 6‐2 Cork Harbour provides ‘Support of the upgrade of the N28 to accommodate the
expansion of Ringaskiddy Port.’
 CDP Objective EE 4‐5 Locations for Port Related Industrial Development: seeks to
‘Ensure that land with the potential to accommodate port related development,
particularly at Ringaskiddy, but also at the other ports throughout the County, is
normally protected from inappropriate development that would prejudice its long term

Port of Cork: There is support throughout the CDP for the
M28 project to ensure expansion of Port facilities at
Ringaskiddy.
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potential to accommodate this form of development.’
Landscape: The landscape character assessment for the County is based on the Draft
Landscape Strategy, 2007. According to this strategy the study area is located within 3
different character areas including the City Harbour and Estuary, Indented Estuarine Coast
and Broad Fertile Lowland Valleys. Parts of the study area adjacent to Cork Harbour are
designated as ‘Very high sensitivity landscapes’ which are described in the CDP as extra
vulnerable landscapes (e.g. seascape area with national importance) which are likely to be
fragile and susceptible to change (Section 13.6.5).
Objectives GI 6‐1 and GI 6‐2 provide general landscape protection objectives in relation to
development.
Part of the N28 route stretching from Shanbally to Ringaskiddy forms part of scenic route
S54 (to the end of the public road adjacent the Haulbowline access road). Objective GI 7 ‐
1 seeks to preserve the character of all important views and prospects, particularly sea
views. GI 7 ‐ 2 and GI 7 ‐ 3 seek to preserve the character of scenic routes and of views and
prospects available from scenic routes.

Landscape: The landscape setting of the proposed M28
Road Project must be taken into account. The proposed
design of the M28 Road Project takes due consideration to
potential landscape issues. Landscape aspects such as
values and sensitivities are discussed in Chapter 16
‘Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’.
Landscape designations, including scenic routes, must be
considered when assessing development proposals. Local
policies in this instance inform the assessment carried out in
Chapter 16 ‘Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ of
this EIS.

N28 Route Protection: The ‘Preferred Route Selected N28’ is identified in Figure 10.2 and
in Volume 4 of the CDP Map Browser as a route protection corridor. According to the CDP
the Council, in consultation with the National Roads Authority, will protect proposed
national road route corridors where the route selection process has been
completed/approved and where preferred route corridors have been identified. Objective
TM 3‐1 as outlined above provides protection to such routes.

N28 Route Protection: The N28 route protection corridor
within the CDP is based on the historic route which was
prepared in 2008. This route has since been updated and is
identified in the Draft Carrigaline‐Ballincollig Municipal LAP
2016.

Geology: Areas of geological interest within the study area include Cork Harbour, Lough
Beg Section and Golden Rock in Ringaskiddy. Objective HE 2 ‐ 6 seeks to maintain the
conservation value of features or areas of geological interest.

Geology: Chapter 11 on ‘Soils, Geology, and Hydrogeology’
discusses geological issues relevant to the M28 Road
Project.

Built Heritage Designations: There are a number of RPS located within the study area. Such
structures are protected within the plan under Objective HE 4 ‐ 1. Furthermore Objective
HE 4 ‐ 2 provides for the protection of Structures on the NIAH and Objective HE 4 – 3
protects non‐structural elements of built heritage and Objective HE 5 – 1 protects cultural
heritage generally.

Built Heritage Designations: Chapter 15 ‘Cultural Heritage
including Archaeology and Architectural Heritage’ assesses
the potential for any impact on the designations listed
within the Cork County Development Plan.

Natural Heritage: There are a number of proposed National Heritage Areas (NHA) and
proposed Special Protection Areas (SPA) sites in Cork Harbour. It is an objective of the
plan to protect all natural heritage sites designated or proposed for designation in

Natural Heritage: The proposed M28 is in proximity to a
number of designated areas including Loughbeg pNHA, the
Douglas Estuary NHA, Cork Harbour SPA and Great Island
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accordance with national and European legislation (Objectives HE 2‐1 to 2 – 7). Other
objectives of relevance include:
 Objective HE 2 – 1 refers to the protection of sites designated for nature conservation.
Furthermore, Objective HE 2 ‐ 3 seeks to minimise the impacts of development outside
of the protected sites on important habitats and features of natural interest.
 CDP Objective HE 2‐2: provides protection to species listed in the Flora Protection
Order 1990, on Annexes of the Habitats and Birds Directives, and to animal species
protected under the Wildlife Acts in accordance with relevant legal requirements.
 CDP Objective HE 2‐5: which refers to trees and woodlands seeks to protect mature
trees/groups of mature trees and mature hedgerows that are not formally protected
under Tree Preservation Orders where appropriate.
 CDP Objective HE 2‐7seeks to control the spread of invasive plant and animal species
within the county.

Channel SAC. Given the site’s location within the vicinity of
protected sites, the necessary assessments have been
carried out as part of this EIS and through the Appropriate
Assessment procedures. Chapter 12 ‘Terrestrial Ecology and
Chapter 10 Aquatic Ecology’ and the NIS in Volume 3 are of
direct relevance.

Seveso: There are a number of Seveso II establishments within the Ringaskiddy area
(including Hovione Ltd. in Lough beg, the Pfizer Ringaskiddy API Plant, Novartis in
Ringaskiddy and GSK in Currabinny). [It is understood that Carbon Chemicals in
Ringaskiddy is also a Seveso site which is not on this list] CDP Objective ZU 5‐3 requires
development within HSA consultation distances to consult with the HSA and comply with
the requirements of the Major Accidents Directive (Seveso II). It also requires proposed
developments adjacent to existing establishments to ensure that adequate space is
provided for expansion of these sites and to ensure that any proposed new developments
would not attract large numbers of the public to these areas.

Seveso: The Seveso establishments within the Ringaskiddy
area have been considered within the Health Study in
Appendix 1C in Volume 4 of this EIS. The proposed works
will not hinder the expansion of the Hovione Ltd. facility.

Tourism: The CDP Objectives TO 1‐1 and TO 1‐2 promote sustainable tourism and tourism
opportunities within the county.

Tourism: The proposed M28 will improve carrying capacity
and journey times along the proposed route which will serve
tourists visiting the area particularly through the Ferry
Terminal in Ringaskiddy.

Motorway Service Areas: Section 10.3.5 of the CDP states that the “NRA Service Area
Policy” (August 2014) sets out the policy basis on which service areas will be provided to
meet the needs of road users on the national road network. In relation to offline facilities
it states that provided offline facilities are in close proximity to the roadway and of
sufficient standard, the NRA will take these locations into account when evaluating the
level of provision and prioritisation of development for online NRA service areas.

Motorway Service Areas: Consideration to the NRA’s Service
Area Policy has been given to the design and location of the
proposed motorway service area.

Greenways: The proposed greenway routes within the CDP include the development of a
high quality walking and cycling route from Passage West to Carrigaline. A spur from
Raffeen to Ringaskiddy forms part of those proposals assessed for that route in a

Greenways: The proposed M28 Road Project will remove
traffic from the existing N28, thereby facilitating the use of
the existing N28 for sustainable transport models including
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feasibility study. CDP Objective TO 7‐1: Walking/Cycling and Greenways seeks to
“Promote the development of walking and cycling routes throughout the County as an
activity for both international visitors and local tourists in a manner that is compatible with
nature conservation and other environmental policies.

cyclists and Pedestrians and potentially opening up the
opportunity to develop this route as a green route in the
future. The design of the road project also takes the planned
greenway from Passage to Carrigaline into consideration
which will be accommodated via Rock Road.

Purpose: The key planning policy document for the Cork City area.

Purpose: The Cork City Development Plan sets the planning
policy context for Cork City which adjoins the study area to
the north. The N28 connects to the south link road which
connects the study area to Cork City.

The Cork City Development Plan places increased emphasis on the renewal and
development of the City Centre as the employment, social and cultural heart of the city
and the region. In doing so it supports the gradual expansion of the City Centre eastwards
through the creation of sustainable neighbourhoods into the Docklands area (including
Tivoli) which is currently occupied by the Port of Cork.
Section 13.94 of the City Plan states that the ‘The relocation of the Port and SEVESO site’
as a critical step that needs to be undertaken to facilitate and encourage the
redevelopment of Docklands.
The City Plan identifies the ‘N28 Cork Ringaskiddy route upgrading’ as one of the ‘key
strategic road priorities for the city’. (Section 5.30)
The ‘N28 Cork Ringaskiddy route upgrading’ is identified as a strategic road infrastructure
objective of the City Plan under Objective 5.18.
The City Plan identifies the redevelopment of the North and South Docks as a major new
mixed use quarter and as the most significant sustainable development opportunity for
the City Region. The overall strategy for Docklands is set out in Chapter 13 and the South
Docks Local Area Plan 2008 – 2018 (SDLAP) contains the detailed planning strategy for the
South Docks area. The City Plan states that the ‘delivery of Docklands development is
critical to the city achieving its population and employment targets and to the
implementation of the CASP update strategy as a whole’. (Section 2.2.3)
Section 13.79 of the City Plan acknowledges the importance of the development of the
South Docks and its dependence on the relocation of the Port of Cork. It states: ‘With
appropriate investment, the South Docks area is capable of supporting a large residential
and working population, however the achievement of this will be dependent on the
relocation of the Port of Cork.’

The City Plan sets the policy context outlining the
importance of the relocation of the Port of Cork to
Ringaskiddy from the City’s quays in order to facilitate the
expansion of the City centre eastwards. The City
Development Plan specifically notes that the delivery of the
docklands is critical to achieving the city’s population and
employment targets which is reliant on the relocation of the
port from the city.

Plan

Content

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary

The City Plan intends to prepare a new Local Area Plan for the redevelopment of the Tivoli
Docklands area as a new residential quarter with complementary employment uses.
Section 2.27 of the City Plan states that the planned relocation of the Port of Cork
container operations from Tivoli creates the potential to consider the future development
of this area for alternative more intensive uses. It states that ‘it will be important to ensure
that the mix of uses and timing of development of Tivoli does not take away from the
potential of the City Centre and North and South Docklands for economic development and
employment generating uses.’ A local area plan will be prepared in co‐operation with key
stakeholders including the Port of Cork to determine the appropriate mix of uses, access
and extent and timing of development. The City Plan states that ‘The timing of the
preparation of a local area plan will be linked to the need to prepare for the relocation and
to facilitate lands becoming available for redevelopment.’ (Section 2.27)
Carrigaline Electoral Area Local
Area Plan 2011 (As Amended,
Second Edition ‐ 2015) (Cork
County Council)

Purpose: To provide detailed local policy guidance for the future development of the
Carrigaline Electoral Area.

Purpose: This is the relevant statutory land use plan for the
entire area of the M28 project. This plan includes 4 No.
amendments including zoning changes within Carrigaline,
the Douglas Land Use and Transportation Strategy (DLUTS),
housing density changes and incorporation of the
Shannonpark Masterplan Framework Study.

General: The LAP provides support for the proposed road project throughout and includes
the following statement:

‘The upgrading of the N28 is essential to the future development of the Carrigaline
Electoral Area.’ (p.16)

The improved road will have a greater capacity particularly for freight vehicles
making journeys to and from the port and this will substantially improve the standard
of the existing N28. …. It is critical that the N28 project be finalised as quickly as
possible in order to bring certainty and assurance of commitment to existing and
future investment in the Ringaskiddy area. This planned upgrade represents an
important catalyst for the economic development of Cork and them South‐West
region. (Section: 2.2.19)

Section 4.1.2 of the Plan acknowledges that ‘There are advanced proposals to
upgrade the N28 to motorway standards.’

General: There is very strong policy support within the LAP
for the M28 project to allow the future development of the
area and Ringaskiddy in particular and to facilitate the
expansion of the port. The LAP also refers to the proposed
road project as being of ‘motorway standard’.

Settlement Strategies:
Carrigaline: The strategic aim for Carrigaline is to consolidate the rapid growth of recent
years. The town is earmarked for moderate growth up to 2020 and is noted as being

Carrigaline: Consideration has been given to the
development strategies of Carrigaline including the
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heavily car dependant. It has been designated as a ‘Developing Area’ and is anticipated to
receive a degree of priority for future infrastructure investment as a result of this
designation. (Sections 1.1 and 1.2.25). The plan contains specific objectives for an Outer
Western Relief Road to alleviate traffic within the town under Objective U‐04 and a
pedestrian walkway along the old railway line from the river north towards Ballyhemiken
under Objective U‐05.

Shannonpark masterplan site, Ringaskiddy and the South
Environs as part of the traffic impact assessment within
Chapter 5 of this EIS and Chapter 7 of the EIS which deals
with socio economic impacts. Consideration has been given
to the objectives for an Outer Western Relief Road and
pedestrian walkway to the east of Shannonpark roundabout
as part of the design of the subject road project.

Shannonpark Masterplan: A key objective for the Plan is to encourage the development of
the Shannonpark Framework Masterplan Study. This mixed use site is located on the
northern periphery of the town and will include phased development for up to
1,000 residential units, a ‘Park and Share’ facility, recreation and amenity areas including
integrated sporting facilities, a primary school and a neighbourhood centre development
which will include an office and retail component. (Section 1.1.4) A number of road
improvements are required within this area in order to facilitate development. The Plan
specifically states that the development of between 200 and 500 houses will require ‘A
planning application for the upgrade of the Shannonpark roundabout or M28 junction
improvement at Shannonpark’. (Section 1.4.20)

Shannonpark Masterplan Area: The Carrigaline Electoral
Area Local Area Plan was amended in January 2016 to
include Amendment No. 4 relating to the Shannonpark
Framework Masterplan Study 2015 (X‐01 lands).
Consideration of this masterplan study has been given with
respect to the design of the proposed road project and also
in relation to traffic figures as outlined in Chapter 5 of this
EIS which refers to Traffic and Transportation.

South Environs: The southern environs include the southern suburban areas of the city
including Douglas and Rochestown (amongst others). With regard to Douglas the LAP
incorporates the recommendations of the DLUTS which aim to improve the transport
network within the DLUTS area. The strategic aim for the South Environs is for
consolidation of the suburbs within the existing development boundary. (Section 2.1) It
estimates a net requirement of 2,051 new houses within the area to 2020. (Table 2.4)
Douglas is identified as a District Centre which should develop as a mixed use urban
centre, progressively extending its range of comparison shopping so that it can rival new
suburban centres such as Mahon Point. Two large residential zonings are located on either
side of the N‐28 (Objectives R‐06 and R‐08).

South Environs: The proposed road project has had
consideration for the proposals within the DLUTS and the
development strategy for this area.

Ringaskiddy: The strategic aim for Ringaskiddy is to reaffirm its strategic industrial and
port related roles and seek to promote its potential for large‐scale stand‐alone industry
(Section 4.1). Section 4.2.3. of the LAP acknowledges the role of Ringaskiddy as the largest
direct investment employment centre in Ireland outside of the GDA due to the presence
of world leading pharmaceutical and vast amount of IDA industrial zoned land available.

Ringaskiddy: The proposed M28 project will support the
expansion of Ringaskiddy as the largest foreign direct
investment employment centre outside of the GDA by
opening up capacity of the road network to serve the port
and serving this area which includes extensive industrially
zoned lands. As outlined in the consultation document the
proposed M28 project will provide opportunities to
implement the sustainable transport strategy along the
existing N28 to increase and promote modal shift between

Section 2.2.9. of the LAP which sets out the strategy for the area states that ‘Ringaskiddy
will continue to act as a strategic employment location and indeed should see primarily
industrial employment growth based on the relocation of port activity from the Docklands.
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In this regard the delivery of a high quality public transport network to Ringaskiddy is
essential.’ Ringaskiddy is also recognised as one of the fastest growing employment areas
in the County. (Section 2.2.26)

Ringaskiddy and Carrigaline including a possible bus / cycle
route along the existing N28 route.

It is recognised that the Carrigaline Electoral Area has been a popular location for general
manufacturing, large –scale pharmaceuticals, international traded services and
commercial uses. It is envisaged that Ringaskiddy will continue to adequately meet the
needs of the pharmaceutical industry and other large stand alone activities. (Section:
2.2.23)
Marine Tourism: Cork Harbour is recognised for its role as a traditional port, extensive
maritime and military history as a strong tourism product e.g. Spike Island, enhanced by
the cruise liner terminal facilities in Cobh. This is captured in the ‘Marine Leisure
Infrastructure Strategy for the Southern Division of Cork County Council 2010‐2020’, which
promotes high quality infrastructure and improvement to key access points. (Section
2.2.40 and 2.2.41)

Marine Tourism: The proposed M28 will improve access,
carrying capacity and journey times for visitors travelling on
the proposed route which will serve both tourists visiting
the Harbour area and the Ferry Terminal in Ringaskiddy.

Seveso: Table 2.7 identifies Novartis and Pfizer Ireland Pharmaceuticals in Ringaskiddy and
Smithkline Beecham Cork Limited located in Ringaskiddy/Curraghbinny as Seveso sites that
have exclusion zones of 1,000m. [Other Seveso sites not mentioned include Hovione Ltd.
and Carbon Group which are both located in Ringaskiddy].

Seveso: The Seveso establishments within the Ringaskiddy
area have been considered within the Health Study in
Appendix 1C in Volume 4 of this EIS. The proposed works
will not hinder the expansion of the Hovione Ltd. facility.

Landscape: The landscape designations within the plan are based on the CDP 2009 and
associated draft Cork County Landscape Strategy 2007. It states that Ringaskiddy lies
within the landscape type ‘City Harbour and Estuary’, an area of very high landscape value,
very high sensitivity and an area of national importance. Its character area is designated as
‘Cork City and Harbour’.

Landscape: The landscape setting of the proposed road
project must be taken into account. The proposed design of
the road project takes due consideration to potential
landscape issues. Landscape aspects such as values and
sensitivities are discussed in Chapter 16 ‘Landscape and
Visual Impact Assessment’.

Section 4.2.34 outlines that S54 which forms part of the R610 regional road, local road and
N28 national primary route between Passage West and Ringaskiddy is a scenic route. This
route is considered scenic due its views of Cork Harbour. It states that it is an objective of
the CDP ‘to preserve the character of those views and prospects
Obtainable from scenic routes….’
Flooding/Surface Water: The LAPs include a series of indicative maps showing areas that
could be at risk from flooding including two main areas of flood risk ‘Zone A’ – High
probability of flooding and ‘Zone B’ ‐ Moderate probability of flooding. Policies FD 1‐1 to

Landscape designations, including scenic routes, must be
considered when assessing development proposals. Local
policies in this instance inform the assessment carried out in
Chapter 16 ‘Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’ of
this EIS.
Flooding/Surface Water: Consideration will be given to
surface water issues within Chapter 12 of this EIS which
deals with Water, Hydrology and Drainage.
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FD 1‐6 outline the Councils overall approach to Flood Risk. (Section 1.8)
The plan acknowledges that surface water flooding takes place within low lying areas of
Ringaskiddy during times of heavy rainfall. It states in Section 4.2.23. that ‘All new
development should include attenuation measures in accordance with Sustainable
Drainage Systems (SuDS).’

Draft Ballincollig ‐ Carrigaline
Municipal District LAP
November 2016

Heritage: In terms of built heritage, each settlement chapter refers to protected structures
and architectural conservation areas and other unique aspects of a settlements built and
natural heritage where relevant. The plan identifies that there are two RPS structures
within the development boundary of Ringaskiddy including Castlewarren
Stronghouse in Barnahely (RPS I.D.01260) and the Martello Tower Ringaskiddy (RPS I.D.)
00575.

Heritage: While the LAP only refers to built heritage
designations within particular settlements Chapter 16
‘Cultural Heritage including Archaeology and Architectural
Heritage’ assesses the potential for any impact on the
designations along the entire route.

Natural Heritage: The Plan acknowledges that there are two conservation designations
which directly impact on Ringaskiddy, namely, Cork Harbour Special Protection Area (SPA‐
004030) and the Monkstown Creek proposed Natural Heritage Area (pNHA 001979)
(4.2.36.). It notes that the Cork Harbour Special Protection Area (SPA‐004030) is an
internationally important wetland site, regularly supporting in excess of 20,000 wintering
waterfowl, which is of particular note as it supports an internationally important
population of Redshank (4.2.38.). Environment Objectives LAS 2‐2, LAS 2‐3 and LAS 2‐4 of
the LAP provide protection for natural heritage and protected species, ecological
corridors, areas of geological and biodiversity value and refer to the requirement to
undertake EIA and AA.

Natural Heritage: The proposed M28 is in proximity to a
number of designated areas including Loughbeg pNHA, the
Douglas Estuary NHA, Cork Harbour SPA and Great Island
Channel SAC. Given the site’s location within the vicinity of
protected sites, the necessary assessments have been
carried out as part of this EIS and through the Appropriate
Assessment procedures. Chapter 19 ‘Terrestrial Ecology and
Chapter 10 Aquatic Ecology’ and the AA NIS in Volume 3 are
of direct relevance.

Purpose: Cork County Council have prepared a draft LAP for the Ballincollig ‐ Carrigaline
Municipal District (hereafter referred to as the draft LAP) which was published in
November 2016 and Amendments to this plan went on public display in May 2017. The
draft LAP sets out the detail of the planning strategy and land use zoning as appropriate
for each town and village within the Municipal District including Ringaskiddy (including
Shanbally), Carrigaline and the south environs (including Douglas and Rochestown) which
are all situated along the proposed route.
The draft LAP sets out proposals for the delivery of the physical, social and environmental
infrastructure necessary to sustain the communities of the area into the future.

Purpose: The Ballincollig ‐ Carrigaline Municipal District LAP
will replace the existing Carrigaline Electoral Local Area Plan
2015 on or before August 2017 and will thereafter be the
relevant statutory land use plan for the entire area of the
M28 project.

General: The LAP provides support for the M28 throughout and specifically mentions the
following:

Objective CL‐GO‐05 which relates to Traffic and Transportation seeks to: ‘Support the
timely delivery of the M28 motorway by safeguarding the route corridor from
inappropriate development’.

General: There is very strong policy support within the draft
LAP for the proposed M28 project to allow the future
development of the area and Ringaskiddy in particular and
to facilitate the expansion of the port. The draft LAP also
includes the updated alignment of the proposed M28
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Section 3.7.37 of the draft LAP states that it ‘is critical that the M28 project be
finalised as quickly as possible in order to bring certainty and assurance of
commitment to existing and future investment in the Ringaskiddy area.’
The draft LAP sets out that the new motorway will have a greater capacity
particularly for freight vehicles making journeys to and from the port. (Section 3.7.37
and 3.4.22)
The plan identifies opportunities for sustainable transport within the area as a result
of the proposed scheme. (Section 3.7.39)
Objective RY‐U‐02 which relates to the M‐28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme
seeks; ‘Finalisation of this route and development of the road will be subject to
Environmental Impact Assessment and where necessary a Habitats Directive
Assessment. Regard will be had in the design of the route to avoiding and mitigating
impacts on sensitive environmental and heritage resources, as well as impacts on
communities.’
The draft LAP proposes to facilitate the proposed road development and protect the
route corridor from inappropriate development and provides an indicative alignment
of the roadway within the Ringaskiddy area. (Objective RY‐GO‐04).

Settlement Strategy: The Settlement Strategy sets out the overall strategy for the
Municipal District as a whole including growth and population targets and the settlement
structure. In addition it provides the planning objectives including land zoning maps for
the lands located along the route including settlements of Ringaskiddy (including
Shanbally), Carrigaline, and the South Environs (including Douglas and Rochestown).
Provision for the preparation of nine Framework Master Plans was made in the Electoral
Area Local Area Plans (LAP) 2011. The first tranche of these included Shannonpark in
Carrigaline which was prepared in 2014/2015 and adopted as an Amendment to the 2011
LAP in December 2015. (Section 1.5.8)

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary
project.

Settlement Strategy: The Strategic Land Reserves are
currently under consideration by the Planning Authority.
These sites have not been put forward within the draft LAP
and associated amendments for zoning. These sites will be
required to undergo various assessments including review
including strategic environmental assessment and
appropriate assessment before the plan is adopted.

The Draft LAP identifies the need to provide new Strategic Land Reserves (SLRs) in order to
ensure that sufficient lands are zoned for residential development going forward. As part
of this process two sites have been put forward in the vicinity of the M28. These are
located in Castletreasure and at Oldcourt in upper Rochestown (adjacent to Garyduff
Sports Centre). (Section 1.5.31 to 1.5.44)
Carrigaline: Recognises capacity issues on the national road network together with high
levels of commuter‐based travel in the town which creates queuing at peak times at
Shannonpark roundabout. (Section 3.4.18) The draft LAP notes that approx. 20% of the
Ringaskiddy workforce reside in Carrigaline and currently transportation linkages between

Carrigaline: Consideration has been given to the
development strategies of Carrigaline including the
Shannonpark masterplan site, Ringaskiddy and the South
Environs as part of the traffic impact assessment within
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the two settlements are poor, with access between the two settlements primarily by
private car, although Ringaskiddy is served by a frequent public bus (223) but this bus does
not serve Carrigaline. It notes that ‘The M28 will offer scope to modify the exiting N28 to
offer dedicated bus and cycle lanes and provide increased footpath provision which in turn
will help increase connectivity along the Ringaskiddy, Carrigaline and Passage West
access.’ (Sections 3.7.38 and 3.7.39)

Chapter 5 of this EIS and Chapter 7 which refers to socio‐
economic impacts of the proposed road project.
Consideration has been given to the development objectives
for Carrigaline including proposals for the outer and inner
relief roads, pedestrian walkways and greenway project.
This is discussed in Chapter 7 of this EIS which refers to the
socio‐economic impacts of the project.

There are a number of general objectives relating to Carrigaline including objectives for an
Inner Relief Road and Outer Western Relief Road, pedestrian walkway along old railway
line from the river north towards Ballyhemiken, new public transport facility to the south
of the Shannonpark roundabout, educational campus to the south west of the
Shannonpark roundabout, upgrade of Rock Road from the site to the junction with the
N28 and works will include traffic management at the Junction with the N28 and
implementation of the Greenway project (disused railway line to Carrigaline). (Section
3.4.2)
Whilst the proposed M28 Route is located outside of the settlement boundary of
Carrigaline the draft LAP contains a specific general objective in support of the timely
delivery of the road project as follows:
 Objective CL‐GO‐05: Traffic and Transportation: Support the timely delivery of the M28
motorway by safeguarding the route corridor from inappropriate development’.
 Objective CL‐U‐13 seeks the ‘Implementation of the Greenway project (disused railway
line to Carrigaline) where practicable.’ This relates to the greenway project which will
link Carrigaline with the passage west greenway project.
Shannonpark: As outlined above Shannonpark is identified as an Urban Expansion Area
within the draft LAP located mainly to the north of the town along the main Cork Road
(R611) and is adjacent to the Shannonpark Roundabout and the N28 road to Ringaskiddy.
A small portion of the land in the north will be cut by the proposed re‐alignment of the
N28 motorway to Ringaskiddy. (Section 3.4.44)
The draft LAP includes a number of provisions relating to the M28 which are set out within
the following objectives:
 Objective CL‐R‐13 which relates to the Shannonpark urban expansion area states that
‘Construction of Phase 1b cannot commence until the following infrastructure is put in
place: Upgrade of Shannonpark roundabout or M28 junction improvement at
Shannonpark.’
 Objective CL‐R‐16 states that ‘if Phase 3 is developed independently the following

Shannonpark: Consideration of this urban expansion area
has been given with respect to the design of the proposed
road project and also in relation to traffic figures as outlined
in Chapter 5 of this EIS which refers to traffic and
transportation.
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infrastructure is required;
 A two lane approach to the Shannonpark roundabout from Ringaskiddy. This
additional lane of around 70m will serve both left turning and right turning traffic
and;
 Provision of two exiting northbound lanes to Cork that merge prior to the L6469
local road.
City South Environs: The City’s south environs includes the suburban areas of Douglas
incorporating Rochestown, Frankfield and Grange. The draft LAP sets out the guiding
principles and associated zoning in respect this area noting that population growth and
residential development will continue to be centred at this location. Issues relating to
congestion associated with the Douglas area are noted and recommendations of the
DLUTS are provided as a result. Two large residential zonings are located on either side of
the proposed M28 (Objectives SE‐R‐06 and SE‐R‐08) which have followed through from
the Carrigaline EALAP 2011. It is a proposed amendment to the draft LAP to increase the
size of SE‐R‐08 located to the east of the M28 within the Maryborough Ridge residential
area.

City South Environs: The proposed road project has had
consideration for the proposals within the DLUTS and the
development strategy for this area.

Ringaskiddy: The strategic aim for Ringaskiddy is to reaffirm Ringaskiddy’s function as a
strategic employment centre within the County Metropolitan Cork Strategic Planning Area
and has developed into one of the most significant employment areas of the county.
(Section 3.7.1).
The LAP supports the port of Cork’s proposals to expand its facilities in Ringaskiddy so that
port centred operations and logistics can become more efficient through the
accommodation of larger ships and so that port traffic can directly access the National
Road Network without passing through the city centre. (Section 3.7.63)

Ringaskiddy: The proposed M28 will support the expansion
of Ringaskiddy as the largest foreign direct investment
employment centre outside of the GDA by opening up
capacity of the road network to serve the port and serving
this area which includes extensive industrially zoned lands.
The proposed M28 will provide opportunities to implement
the sustainable transport strategy along the existing N28 to
increase and promote modal shift between Ringaskiddy and
Carrigaline including a possible bus / cycle route along the
existing N28 route.

The draft LAP acknowledges that Cork Harbour is the second most significant port in the
state. It is critical to the economic success of the south west region. The draft LAP notes
that the Port of Cork is identified in National ports policy (NPP) as a port of National
significance (Tier 1) and is proposed for inclusion in the TEN ‐ T (North Sea ‐
Mediterranean priority corridor in the European Union’s Trans European Network –
Transport). For inclusion in the core network, ports must enjoy significant volumes of
freight and/or passenger traffic, have a high level of international connectivity and by
2030 be connected to the core European rail and road network. (Section 3.7.61) The draft
LAP states that one of the ambitions of this network is that interconnectivity – in the North
and West of the corridor where accessibility from the island regions is the critical issue,
there is a need to develop motorways of the Sea and to improve hinterland connections at
the seaports. (Section 3.7.62)
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Section 3.7.8 of the draft LAP notes that ‘the N28 is a critical piece of infrastructure and is
sub‐standard and is in need of upgrading. It also notes the consequences of the failure to
upgrade the N28 will have severe competitive and economic implications’.
Section 3.7.37 of the draft LAP notes the strategic importance of the N28. This section
also notes that the new motorway will provide a greater capacity particularly for freight
vehicles to and from the Port of Cork. The draft LAP identifies the importance of finalising
the M28 project as quickly as possible in order to bring certainty and assurance of
commitment to existing and future investment in the Ringaskiddy area. This planned
upgrade represents an important catalyst for the economic development of Cork And the
South‐West Region.
Section 3.7.40 recommends exploring the feasibility of a new ferry service within Cork
Harbour between Cobh and Ringaskiddy to reduce congestion within the South Environs.
The following objectives of relevance relate to Ringaskiddy:‐












Objective RY‐GO‐01: Strategic Employment Area ‐ Reaffirm Ringaskiddy’s focus on
industrial and port related roles which reflects its status as a Strategic Employment
Area.
Objective RY‐GO‐03: Port of Cork ‐ Facilitate the relocation of the Pork of Cork’s
container and bulk goods facilities to Ringaskiddy…..
Objective RY‐GO‐04: Transport and Transportation ‐ Facilitate the proposed M28 and
protect the route corridor from inappropriate development.
Objective RY‐GO‐05: Transport and Transportation ‐ Upon completion of the M28,
upgrade the existing N28 to facilitate the installation of bus priority and that a
network of designated walking and cycling routes shall be established to provide safe,
convenient and pleasant routes throughout the settlement and connecting to
Carrigaline.
Objective RY‐I‐18: relates to a 92.67 hectare which is zoned for Port Facilities and
Port Related Industrial Activities. This zoned land incorporates the Port of Cork and
also the Proposed M28 Service Area.
Objective RY‐U‐02 which relates to the M‐28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme
seeks; ‘Finalisation of this route and development of the road will be subject to
Environmental Impact Assessment and where necessary a Habitats Directive
Assessment. Regard will be had in the design of the route to avoiding and mitigating
impacts on sensitive environmental and heritage resources, as well as impacts on
communities.’
At amendment stage of the draft LAP, a new zoning was included under RY‐C‐01 for

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary

Plan

Content

Relevance to Subject Site/Study Area and Commentary

the ‘Provision of Primary School' (1.2 ha) at Barnahely in Ringaskiddy. It is intended
that this zoning will facilitate the relocation of the Ringaskiddy National School
currently located at Loughbeg.
Seveso: Section 3.7.35 of the draft LAP identifies Novartis Ringaskiddy Ltd., Pfizer Ireland
Pharmaceuticals in Ringaskiddy and Smithkline Beecham (Cork) Ltd. located in
Ringaskiddy/Curraghbinny as Seveso sites. [Other Seveso sites not mentioned include
Hovione Ltd. and Carbon Group which are both located in Ringaskiddy].

Seveso: Seveso zones generally have exclusion zones of
1,000m. The Seveso establishments within the Ringaskiddy
area have been considered within the Health Study in
Volume 4 of the EIS.

Landscape: The landscape designations within the draft LAP are based on the CDP 2015.

Landscape: The landscape setting of the proposed road
project must be taken into account. See section on
landscape under CDP 2015 above.

Flooding/Surface Water: Volume 2 of the draft LAP includes a Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment of the plan are and outlines the approach used in respect of flood risk
management within the plan. The plan acknowledges that parts of Ringaskiddy are
identified as being at risk of flooding and therefore consideration should be given to
Objective RY‐GO‐08 and Policies FD‐1 to FD‐6 which relate to flooding.

Flooding/Surface Water: Consideration will be given to
surface water issues within Chapter 9 of this EIS which deals
with Hydrology and Drainage.

Heritage: In terms of built heritage, each settlement chapter refers to protected structures
and architectural conservation areas and other unique aspects of a settlements built and
natural heritage where relevant. The plan identifies that there are two RPS structures
within the development boundary of Ringaskiddy.

Heritage: While the draft LAP only refers to built heritage
designations within particular settlements Chapter 15
‘Cultural Heritage including Archaeology and Architectural
Heritage’ assesses the potential for any impact on the
designations along the entire route.

Natural Heritage: The Plan acknowledges that there are two conservation designations
which directly impact on Ringaskiddy, namely, Cork Harbour Special Protection Area and
the Monkstown Creek proposed Natural Heritage Area. It notes that the Cork Harbour
Special Protection Area is an internationally important wetland site, regularly supporting
in excess of 20,000 wintering waterfowl, which is of particular note as it supports an
internationally important population of Redshank. (Sections 3.7.53 to 3.7.58) The draft
LAP sets out that the Cork City Environs is situated adjacent to Cork Harbour Special
Protection Area, Cork Harbour SAC and in proximity to the Great Island Channel SAC
(Objective SE‐GO‐03) Environment Objective LAS 0‐1 of the draft LAP provides protection
for natural heritage and protected species, ecological corridors and refer to the
requirement to undertake EIA and AA.

Natural Heritage: The proposed M28 is in proximity to a
number of designated areas. Given the site’s location within
the vicinity of protected sites, the necessary assessments
have been carried out as part of this EIS and through the
Appropriate Assessment procedures. Chapter 12 ‘Terrestrial
Ecology and Chapter 10 Aquatic Ecology’ and the NIS in
Volume 3 are of direct relevance.
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1 PROJECT BACKGROUND
1.1

INTRODUCTION

Cork County Council (CCC), in partnership with Transport Infrastructure Ireland (TII, formerly NRA),
are currently developing a Motorway Scheme for the upgrade of approximately 12.5km of the N28
National Primary Route, from its junction with the N40 South Ring Road at Bloomfield to the Port in
Ringaskiddy.
The existing N28 is predominantly a single carriageway road and suffers from significant congestion
leading to considerable delays and queuing at peak times at certain locations. Existing average
annual daily traffic on the N28 between Mount Oval and Rochestown Road is 25,000 vehicles per
day. Due to growth in the area served by the N28 and with the redevelopment of the Port of Cork
facilities at Ringaskiddy, it is estimated that this will rise to 38,000 vehicles per day by 2035.
The National Ports Policy introduces clear categorisation of the ports sector into Ports of National
Significance (Tier 1), Ports of National Significance (Tier 2) and Ports of Regional Significance.
The Port of Cork has been identified as a Tier 1 Port of National Significance, which means it is
responsible for 15% to 20% of overall tonnage through Irish ports, and has clear potential to lead the
development of future port capacity.

The N28 corridor itself is part of the Trans‐European Transport Network (Core TEN‐T Network)
accessing the Tier 1 Port of Cork at Ringaskiddy. This requires that the port is served by a high
quality road, either a motorway or expressway.
To meet TEN‐T minimum standards, the N28 route is to be a road;




designed for motor traffic, which is accessible primarily from interchanges or controlled
junctions,
that prohibits stopping and parking on the running carriageway,
that does not cross at grade with any railway or tramway track.

In addition, the design of the route must take account of the predicted future year traffic demand.
To meet these requirements, the section of the N28 between Bloomfield and Barnahely will
designated and designed as a motorway, including a dual carriageway cross‐section and grade
separated interchanges at the junctions.
The upgrading of this route is required not only to protect the economic viability of the corridor but
also in support of the sustainability of the wider Cork region. The upgrading of the N28 to motorway
standard is of national significance and has been identified recently in the Government’s document
‘Infrastructure and Capital Investment 2016‐2021’.
The following section on project background outlines the stages of development of the project to
the current stage:

MCT0597RP0054F01

1

Carr’s Hill Interchange and Associated Works
Consultation Report

Project Background:
2004 ‐ 2013; Cork County Council produced a Route Selection report in 2004 for the N28 Bloomfield
to Ringaskiddy Road Improvement Scheme and put the emerging preferred route corridor for the
scheme on public display. Halcrow Barry Consulting Engineers reviewed that Route Selection Report
in 2007 and a subsequent public consultation was organised due to an amendment to the emerging
preferred route corridor. Due to funding restrictions combined with the An Bord Pleanála decision
to reject the application for the proposed port development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was
taken in October 2008 to postpone further development work on the N28 improvement and
publication of the EIS and CPO until a later date.
2013; Work was reinitiated on the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme following the
publication of the National Ports Policy by the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport. This
document represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland
and identifies the Port of Cork as one of only three Ports of National Significance (Tier 1) in Ireland.
The N28, accessing the Tier 1 Port of Cork at Ringaskiddy, must be upgraded to motorway status to
meet the predicted traffic demands and the standards of the Trans‐European Transport Network
(Core TEN‐T Network).
2014; The previous route corridor was reviewed and updated by RPS and the public were consulted
in December 2014 on the proposed corridor selection.
2015; Carr’s Hill Interchange and Associated Works: The planning and design of the M28 has been
progressing since the 2014 consultation on the proposed corridor selection. Some of the key
emerging solutions to reduce congestion and increase safety standards on the road include:


Dual carriageway northbound and southbound extending from Bloomfield Interchange;
o This will reduce congestion and travel times and increase safety.



A dedicated north bound ramp from the M28 to the N40 at Bloomfield Interchange;
o This will alleviate the accident risk and loss of capacity due to the weaving
movements of westbound traffic from the Carrigaline direction crossing eastbound
traffic from the Rochestown direction.



An extended 2 lane (merge) on ramp westbound to the N40
o This will reduce weaving and increase capacity making the merging safer, more
efficient and reducing delay at peak times.

During the preliminary design, the design team explored options to rationalise the existing junction
arrangements between Carr’s Hill and Rochestown Road with particular reference to the sub‐
standard off‐ramp (diverge) at Mt Oval and the sub‐standard on‐ramp (merge) from Maryborough
Hill. The identified preferred option was to close the existing sub‐standard junctions and provide a
full motorway standard junction at Carr’s Hill, which would cater for all of the existing traffic
movements between Carr’s Hill and Rochestown Road and provide an overall improvement to traffic
flow in the area. The Carr’s Hill interchange proposal was developed for consultation and includes
the following:
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Upgrading the existing Carr’s Hill junction to a full interchange to allow full access to and
from the M28 from all directions – Douglas, Rochestown, Cork and Ringaskiddy;
A local link road connecting Carr’s Hill Interchange back to Maryborough Hill;
An upgrade to the as yet unopened residential road at Maryborough Ridge;
Providing a right turn lane from Rochestown Road to Clarke’s Hill to improve traffic flow
eastbound on Rochestown Road and to improve access to the Mount Oval and Garryduff
areas;
Closing the existing off‐ramp from the N28 to Mount Oval (Southbound Cork to
Ringaskiddy);
Closing the existing on‐ramp from Maryborough Hill to the N28 (Northbound to Cork).

Cork County Council held a Public Open Day Consultation and sought feedback on the proposals over
a six week period between 16th October and 30th November 2015.
Activities undertaken to ensure awareness of the Carr’s Hill Interchange and Associated Works are
included in Section 1.2 of this report. The feedback provided is summarised in Section 2.

1.2 CONSULTATION PROCESS
Cork County Council raised awareness of the Carr’s Hill Interchange and Associated Works in the
following ways:





Briefing Elected Officials at the beginning of the feedback period;
Publishing information on the proposals on the dedicated project website;
Advertising of the Public Open Day on the proposal;
Hosting a Public Open Day on the proposal.

This section of the report provides further details on each of the above consultation components.

1.2.1 Cork County Council Elected Representatives
In recognition of the mandate given to elected representatives and the critical role they play in
representing the public and the public interest, elected representatives were briefed on the
proposals on 16th October 2015 at County Hall.

1.2.2 Project Website
Information on the proposed Carr’s Hill Interchange and Associated Works as presented to the
elected representatives was published online on the project website www.n28cork‐ringaskiddy.com.
This information was supplemented after the public open day with additional drawings.

1.2.3 Advertising
An advert was placed in the Irish Examiner and Evening Echo newspapers on 31st October 2015. A
copy of this advert is included in Appendix A.
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1.2.4 Public Open Day
A public open day, to discuss proposals for the Interchange at Carr’s Hill Interchange and associated
works, was held on Monday 9th November at the Maryborough Hotel. Members of the project team
were available to provide information on the proposals to over 600 public consultees.
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2 FEEDBACK FROM CONSULTATION RECEIVED
There were 502 written submissions received on the proposed Carr’s Hill Interchange and Associated
Works consultation. The following section is a compilation of the issues raised. Everything included
in the section below is taken directly from stakeholder feedback. Many submissions reiterated
similar themes; therefore some of the issues raised are quoted directly from submissions, while
others are a summary of similar issues raised by a number of submissions.

2.1 COMMENTS ON THE BROADER SCHEME AND ROAD NETWORK
Public consultees acknowledged and supported the need to upgrade the road between Cork and
Ringaskiddy in order to relieve congestion, assist the development of the port at Ringaskiddy and
adhere to the TEN‐T Strategy. However, public consultees felt that that the proposed road
improvements do not address the underlying problem of an inadequate local road network allied
with a public transport system that does not fully serve an area that is continually growing. They felt
that any improvement proposals should be carried out as part of larger, more holistic plan for the
greater area, accommodating the concerns of people along its route, and improving the traffic
congestion issues currently experienced rather than increasing the traffic problems at key major
junctions and in residential areas.

2.1.1 Capacity of the Bloomfield Interchange and N40, associated safety implications and
general motorway comments
A number of public consultees questioned if the Bloomfield Interchange was going to be upgraded
and stated that the congestion on the N28 is due to existing capacity issues on the N40 or access
between the N28 and the N40, including:
1. Westbound traffic onto the N40: Delays to traffic joining the N40 Westbound due to
issues with N28 traffic merging with N40 traffic;
2. Eastbound traffic onto the N40: Delays to traffic as a result of tailbacks from the Jack
Lynch Tunnel;
3. Southbound traffic from the N40: Delays to traffic from the N40 to the N28 in the evening
due to merging of the N40 traffic from the east and west with the off‐ramp to
Rochestown Road backed up to the N28.
Public consultees felt that upgrading the N28 to motorway status would be of little benefit, without
upgrading the capacity of the Bloomfield Interchange itself and that the Bloomfield Interchange
should be reviewed as part of the scheme. Some proposed that an additional lane be provided on
the Bloomfield Interchange from the Jack Lynch Tunnel direction to the N28.
A number of public consultees thought that the Bloomfield Interchange would become a limiting
factor in the development of the area and the proposed Port at Ringaskiddy when it was exposed as
a bottleneck by the expected increase in HGV traffic volumes to the port.
Some stated that upgrading to motorway status would only compound traffic issues and delays at
the Jack Lynch Tunnel, as they felt that the capacity of the N40 would not be able to support
increased traffic from the Port.
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Safety was a key concern raised with respect to the Bloomfield Interchange. Public consultees were
worried that the increase in traffic numbers using the Bloomfield Interchange would lead to an
increase in accidents due to the merging and crossing of traffic streams. Some were concerned that
given this increased risk and the variety of possibly hazardous cargos being carried by HGVs, that this
would be an unacceptable risk so close to residential areas. Public consultees felt that there was no
allowance in the proposed scheme for emergency vehicle access in the event of an accident and no
allowance for road safety monitoring. Some questioned if a road safety study had been carried out
into routing a motorway into the existing Bloomfield Interchange using estimated future traffic
flows.
Some public consultees expressed the view that there was no clear need for a motorway and noted
that the N40 is not a motorway. Others felt that it would be a waste to spend significant funds on
something that they felt was unnecessary. While others proposed that a number of changes would
improve the traffic flow from Ringaskiddy to Bloomfield Interchange without the need for a
motorway, including:
1. Extending the Dual Carriageway from Carrigaline Roundabout to Ringaskiddy;
2. Making the Carrigaline roundabout free flow from Carrigaline to Ringaskiddy;
3. Extending the merge lane onto the N40 from the N28 for Westbound traffic;
4. Creating 3 lanes from the N28 to N40 eastbound;
Some public consultees felt that, while the removal of the on‐ramp at Maryborough Hill will cause
some inconvenience, the removal of the unsafe access at Mount Oval and the upgrade of the
junction at the Bloomfield Interchange will more than mitigate this. Others felt that that the number
of access points to and from the M28 should be increased and not decreased and that the
Maryborough Hill and Mount Oval ramps should be retained in addition to the proposed Carr’s Hill
Interchange.

2.1.2 Motorway designation and the Port at Ringaskiddy
Many public consultees felt that the proposed upgrade to the N28 and its associated works was
more focused on the needs of industry and the Port at Ringaskiddy than on the communities that
use it. Public consultees felt that the benefits of infrastructural improvements should include more
efficient transport, more accessibility and reduced commuting times for all users, but that while
current proposals may achieve this for the Port at Ringaskiddy, it did not achieve this for residents in
the Mount Oval, Maryborough Hill, Garryduff and Rochestown areas. Public consultees felt that an
increase in traffic was unacceptable in an improvement proposal and that TII should include
investment in local road infrastructure in Douglas and the wider Douglas area as part of any plan
that is put forward for the M28 upgrade.
Some public consultees questioned if the work was planned in order to access funding to facilitate
the move of the port to Ringaskiddy and whether any quality of life or road safety concerns were
considered. It was stated that the current proposals are “diametrically opposed” to the Government
policy document Smarter Travel: A New Transport Policy for Ireland, which promises society that
“individual and collective quality of life will be enhanced”. It commits to actions which will help to
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“reduce health risks and the incidence of accidents and fatalities”. Above all, the Government
pledges that “land use planning and the provision of transport infrastructure and services will be
better integrated”. They felt that the proposed Carr’s Hill Interchange and associated works would
lead to traffic diverting to an already over‐congested local and regional road network, increased
journey times and increased levels of air and noise pollution endured by residents.
Public consultees questioned why a motorway is required to service the port at Ringaskiddy when
there is no such infrastructure for Rosslare Port.
Some public consultees felt that the N28 should be retained for local traffic. They felt that an
alternative route should be investigated to provide motorway access to the Port at Ringaskiddy,
allowing motorway standards to be applied to a greenfield site as opposed to “shoehorning”
motorway standards onto existing roads and that the N28 and N40 are not and will never be
motorway standard.

2.1.3 Extent of Motorway Designation
Many questioned where motorway status would begin. They felt that, if it meant that the existing
ramps at Maryborough Hill and Mount Oval could be retained, the N28 should remain the N28 until
beyond these ramps. Some noted that similar issues arose in Glanmire when the road network was
being changed to accommodate the M8 motorway and that the motorway proposal was amended
to have the motorway start after the Glanmire merge to allow for local road access and protection of
local services. This section of motorway does not begin until after the Glanmire entry.
Public consultees also queried what the speed limit would be on the upgraded road in the vicinity of
the Bloomfield Interchange. Some felt that if it was 120kph, that it was unsafe to approach
Bloomfield Interchange and the merging Rochestown traffic at this speed. Others questioned the
point of the motorway designation if the proposed speed limit was less than 120kph either at
approach or leaving the Bloomfield Interchange.

2.1.4 Non‐Motorway Users and Signage
Public consultees were concerned that the proposal to upgrade the N28 to motorway status would
mean that Non‐Motorway Users (NMUs) – i.e. those not allowed to use the motorway, such as L‐
drivers, Motorbikes under 50cc and slow moving vehicles, will no longer be able to use the
N28/M28.

2.1.5 Sustainable Development and Catering for Future Growth
Public consultees felt that the proposed plans were a retrograde step from an environmental
standpoint and did not apply the principles of sustainable development. The lack of allowance for
bus and cycle lanes only encouraged more vehicle use, with the resultant increase in fuel
consumption, cost and emissions. Some objected to the loss of farmland, destruction of wildlife
habitats and the felling of trees that would be required to construct the proposed M28 and Carr’s
Hill Interchange and associated works.
Public consultees proposed that a survey be done of peoples’ work centres and that subsidised
public transport be planned in order to promote a reduction in vehicle use in the area. Some also
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proposed that, in the interest of sustainable development, that rail transportation be considered for
the transportation of goods to and from the Port at Ringaskiddy.
Public consultees questioned whether the proposed plan considered future residential development
in the area over the next 10‐15 years and if not what other infrastructural plans are there to cater
for expansion of the area.
Some public consultees felt that the effect of the proposed M28 will be to physically isolate the
region east of the proposed M28 from Douglas and from Cork City.

2.1.6 Traffic
Public consultees felt that the traffic congestion issues were not well understood by the project
team and questioned what traffic information was used in the analysis that led to the current
proposals. They felt that the proposed ramp closures would increase congestion in the local areas
and asked that an independent Traffic Management Study that would address the impact to traffic
flows on all road arteries impacted by the plan be conducted and published.
A number of public consultees requested details of how a reduction in overall journey times was
calculated and also asked how it was determined that there will be improved capacity to the local
network.
Many public consultees requested that traffic data be made available on the existing and proposed
traffic flows on the local and regional roads impacted by the proposals.
Some public consultees noted that the Road Infrastructure Safety Management Directive states that
safety assessments have to be completed for all roads involved in design proposals and asked if
these had been carried out and questioned how these safety measures are being satisfied by the
diversion of large volumes of additional traffic through existing housing estates.
2.1.7

Options

Public consultees pointed out that consideration of alternatives is a key requirement of the
Environmental Impact Assessment and asked what other options, routes or junction layouts had
been considered in addition to the proposed closure of the Maryborough Hill and Mount Oval ramps
and the Carr’s Hill Interchange.
2.1.8

Land take for the Motorway

Concern was raised about the height and proximity of the proposed additional northbound N28 to
N40 lane to the motorway. A number of public consultees stated that the proposed route for this
new lane uses the existing road and that the existing left lane of the roadway was improperly added
at Wainsfort without consultation in 1998 by removal of a hard shoulder as well as portions of a
protective bank and vegetation. Some questioned if the wooded area between Rochestown Rise
and the N28 would be impacted by the works.
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Many questioned if the Rochestown Road overbridge was being widened to accommodate the
proposed additional northbound N28 to N40 lane to the motorway. Public consultees were worried
that the construction of an additional carriageway would bring the road closer to existing homes
along the existing N28 corridor, particularly at Newlyn Vale, Wainsfort, Belgard Downs, Rochestown
Rise, Lissadell and Maryborough Heights. Some queried if houses would need to be Compulsorily
Purchased to accommodate the lane and some sought clarification if this process had begun. Many
sought clarification on whether the N28 would be widened between Bloomfield interchange and the
Carr’s Hill Interchange and if this would mean that the road would be closer to their homes as a
result. Details of the land take for the motorway were requested.

2.1.9 Noise and Air Pollution
There was significant concern raised with respect to the noise from the proposed M28 upgrade.
Residents noted that they were already affected by considerable noise from the existing N28. They
were worried that this would be exacerbated with the additional lane bringing the road closer to
homes. Residents expressed their disappointment that details of noise mitigation were not available
at this stage. Many noted that the new Port intends to roll off a HGV every 90 seconds and this in
conjunction with the overall increase in traffic on the M28 would lead to increased noise levels in
the vicinity. Residents called for effective high quality sound barriers and low noise surfacing to be
included throughout the project as well as the installation of concrete walls along the entire Mulcon
Valley corridor to prevent pedestrian traffic. A number of residents were concerned that trees that
were removed near Newlyn Vale, Wainsfort and Belgard Downs were removed as part of the current
plans and not for safety reasons as they were told.
Public consultees were concerned about the health risk to residents, workers and communities along
the M28 corridor as a result of the pollution from fumes connected with the increased traffic
volumes, in particular HGVs using the proposed M28. Some stated that people who live, work or
attend school near major roads have increased incidence and severity of asthma, cardiovascular
disease, impaired lung development in children, pre‐term and low‐birthweight infants, childhood
leukaemia and premature death. They noted that particles largely generated by diesel exhausts
have been shown by recent research carried out in the Netherlands to cause problems at levels well
below those stipulated in current EU air‐quality directives. Public consultees felt that the risks from
heavy traffic should be reviewed at route selection stage and that the adverse effects of air pollution
on vulnerable residents are minimised from the outset by good design. Only residual effects should
be dealt with by mitigation.

2.1.10 Construction Impact
Public consultees questioned the timeline for the construction of the proposed upgrade to the N28.
Some were concerned that there would be significant disruption, noise and stress caused during the
building process.

2.1.11 Alternative Proposal
A number of alternative options to the M28 were proposed for consideration, including:


Completion of the outer ring: driving the N28 from Carrigaline, west from the
Shannonpark roundabout and north or south of the Airport to link up with the North Ring
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and allow the west bound port traffic avoid the congested inner ring roads and the inner
city.
This would complete the outer ring, give great access to the west and Atlantic corridor and
increase the effective potential and demand for the port facilities and secure their future. It
would give convenient access and alternative routing to the Passage and Monkstown areas
to the west and Kinsale alleviating congestion on the Rochestown Road.


Construct a connection road between Mount Oval Village and Broadale would allow
residents of the former to quickly access Maryborough Hill in the mornings, thereby
reducing traffic on Clarke's Hill. There are two obvious routes for such a road. The first
would go from the Mount Oval diverge road to The Heights, Broadale, and onwards to
Maryborough Hill (this route would only pass the entrances to three house in Broadale). The
second route would go from the Mount Oval diverge road directly to the overpass on
Maryborough Hill.



Rationalise the Rochestown Road Roundabout by:
o Removing the direct connections from the roundabout to the old Mount Ovel estate,
the individual house at the South‐West, the County Council office and the Church.
Mount Ovel could then be accessed exclusively from its existing connection with
Clarke's Hill. This would also have the benefit of eliminating the use of the estate as
a "rat run".
The individual house could easily have its entrance relocated to the road running
through Mount Ovel.
The County Council office should be either demolished or given a new entrance
accessed via Mount Ovel.
The Church could be accessed via a short new road passing through farmland and
connecting either to the Riverside estate (where it would only pass the entrances to
two of the six houses in the estate) or to the laneway opposite the bottom of
Clarke's Hill.
o The roundabout could then be replaced with a signalised T‐junction.



Relocate the point where northbound traffic separates into westbound and eastbound on
the approach to the Bloomfield interchange. Moving this point north of the R610 would
increase its distance from the Maryborough Hill merge, thus increasing weave distance
between the two.



Use the land adjacent to the Douglas Golf Club and the M28 to provide an alternative access
from Maryborough Hill to the M28.



Relocate the Carr's Hill south roundabout to a point adjacent to the south‐eastern side of
the existing underpass to decrease the distance travelled by motorists using the Carr’s Hill
Interchange.



Build a flyover from Garryduff to Rochestown Roundabout;



Upgrade the road (N27) to the airport as a motorway and build a new road from the airport
to Ringaskiddy; linking the airport and the port.
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Construct staggered single‐lane fly overs branching out to the different directions at
Bloomfield Interchange.

2.2 CLOSURE OF MARYBOROUGH HILL ON‐RAMP
Public consultees felt that closing the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp would have a detrimental impact
on their quality of life. It would lead to increased traffic congestion on Maryborough Hill and in the
surrounding areas. Many felt that any congestion issues currently being experienced on
Maryborough Hill are as a result of consistently poor planning decisions over the years. They felt
that the closure of the ramp would exacerbate the existing situation, driving people into Douglas or
to use alternative local roads, such as the L2472 Garryduff Road, rather than using the Carr’s Hill
Interchange, which would add to their journey time, travel distance and fuel costs. This would result
in increased levels of traffic on local roads, leading to increased noise and air pollution in the area, as
well as an increased risk to the safety of pedestrians, cyclists and road users in the area.
Some public consultees felt that the existing ‘bottleneck’ at the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp access
point could be addressed by a widening of the bridge and the inclusion of a right turning lane to the
Maryborough Hill on‐ramp.
Many public consultees noted that it was already difficult to exit some estates in the area with
existing traffic levels, but that this would become even more difficult with the increased traffic that
would normally have accessed the N28 via Maryborough Hill on‐ramp.
Some public consultees felt that the closure of Maryborough Hill is somewhat justified by the
proposed additional northbound N28 to N40 westbound lane, as they felt that would go some of the
way towards relieving the traffic congestion in the morning.
Many public consultees felt that Maryborough Hill on‐ramp should remain open and requested
specific details on why it was not up to specification. They felt that if the existing ramp does not
conform to motorway standards, then it should be redesigned and upgraded to do so. Some felt
that an off‐ramp to be constructed from the N28 to Maryborough Hill should also be considered.
Public consultees were worried that the closure of the ramp would lead to delays in emergency
services gaining access to and from Maryborough Hill and that increased local traffic would lead to
an increased risk of accidents on the local roads.
A number of public consultees noted that Maryborough Woods estate is already being used as a ‘rat‐
run’ and that this would be exacerbated by the introduction of the Carr’s Hill Interchange and closing
of the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp.
Some public consultees noted that the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp was a considerable benefit and
advantage to their home and that its removal would negatively impact the value of homes and
businesses in the area. They questioned whether they would be compensated for this loss.
Public consultees questioned if a full impact assessment and cost benefit analysis had been carried
out on the proposed closure of the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp and requested that this should be
made available.
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2.3 CLOSURE OF MOUNT OVAL OFF‐RAMP
Many public consultees stated that the closure of the Mount Oval ramp would have a significant
impact on their quality of life by increasing their journey times to and from their homes. A number
stated that accessing Mount Oval Village via Clarke’s Hill would add traffic to a travel route that
already experiences traffic congestion. Many questioned the wisdom of adding to this congestion
with the traffic from over 800 residences of Mount Oval and asked how the published journey times
had been calculated and by using what travel route. Public consultees noted that residents of
Monkstown and Passage also use the Mount Oval exit to avoid the Rochestown roundabout
bottleneck.
Public consultees felt that the roads that connect the proposed Carr's Hill roundabout (via
Maryborough Ridge) i.e. Garryduff, Clarke’s Hill and Coach Hill, that lead onto the Rochestown road
and beyond were not designed for current traffic volumes. They felt that the draft proposals have
not considered the impact or changes required to these roads due to the increased traffic that would
be forced to use them as a direct result of the proposed closure of the Mount Oval off‐ramp.
A number of public consultees asked if there had been an overall impact assessment completed of
the proposal to close the Mount Oval off‐ramp on the Douglas and Rochestown area and on existing
evening queues at Bloomfield exit to Rochestown Road been assessed. Many felt that the proposals
would mean that more traffic would inevitably be drawn back into Douglas and Rochestown and
increase traffic congestion in these areas.
Public consultees stated that many of the estates and private residences accessing Garryduff Road
and Clarke’s Hill had restricted sight‐lines and that this in conjunction with increased traffic speeds
and the increased traffic volumes in the area (as a result of the closure of the Mount Oval off‐ramp)
would lead to an increased risk of accidents and be detrimental to the safety of motorists,
pedestrians and cyclists. Some noted that during recent resurfacing works on the Rochestown Road,
to the east of Clarke’s Hill, a diversion was put in place that required all westbound traffic to use
Coach Hill and Clarke’s Hill to loop back onto the Rochestown Road. There were days when the
traffic was never ending and only for the traffic lights at the Mount Oval main entrance it would
have been difficult to get onto Clarke’s Hill. It was feared that with the proposed “modest increase”
in projected traffic volume that this would be a regular occurrence as residents choose this route to
the M28 rather than using the Carr’s Hill Interchange.
Some public consultees questioned how there would be a significant reduction in traffic through
Mount Oval as a result of the closing of the off‐ramp, as those who live close to the slip that would
not normally travel through the estate would now have to, as the only access to the estate would
now be from the front.
Public consultees felt that the Mount Oval off‐ramp should be retained and that there was ample
room available to redesign and upgrade the existing ramp to meet motorway standards. If
necessary, they felt that speed limits on the off‐ramp should be reduced to achieve the necessary
standard. Some noted examples of ramps on and off national roads throughout the country that are
of a similar standard to the existing Mount Oval off‐ramp and therefore there should be no reason
not to upgrade the Mount Oval off‐ramp.
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Some public consultees stated that if the off‐ramp to Mount Oval could not be retained for legal
reasons that they would support whatever solution would improve the quality of commuting for the
largest group of motorists.
Public consultees noted that the original Mount Oval planning application included the off‐ramp as
an integral part of the overall design and that it was deemed essential in easing the load on the local
road network. They stated that given the significant increases in traffic and residential growth since
the original application over 15 years ago, the need for the off‐ramp is even more essential now than
originally envisaged. They felt that any new scheme proposal should not override or dismiss the
original design intentions and benefits that were inherent in including an off‐ramp in the original
planning application and which were viewed favourably by the Chief Planning Officer and planning
inspector within An Bord Pleanála at the time.
Public consultees noted that those purchasing homes in Mount Oval estate did so based on the
knowledge that the off‐ramp provided direct access from the N28 and public consultees felt that the
value of their homes would be negatively impacted by the closure of the ramp.
Some public consultees were concerned that estates that were already used as ‘rat runs’, such as
Clarke’s Wood and Mount Oval, would be made even worse by the proposal to close the Mount Oval
off‐ramp. They felt that increased traffic volumes would use these routes to short circuit the even
more heavily congested local routes as a result of the closure of the ramp.
Public consultees objected to the creation of a cul‐de‐sac of the Mount Oval Estate. It was felt that
cutting off through traffic in the estate would threaten the viability of the commercial units in the
estate. These businesses currently offer essential services for local residents. Some public
consultees stated that cul‐de‐sacs reduce permeability and force all end users into cars and that
mixed development and community services are an integral part of a sustainable community. They
referred to several publications which specifically discourage cul‐de‐sacs including: the National
Transport Authority’s guide on Permeability Best Practice Guide1; the DOEHLG’ Guidelines for
Planning Authorities for Sustainable Residential Development in Urban Areas2 the Urban Design
Manuals Pt 13 & 24.
Public consultees noted that Scoil Phádraig Naofa was completed in 2013 following detailed traffic
counting and mobility management surveys and that their current mobility management plan is
based on the existing traffic configuration. Public consultees stated that the proposed upgrade to
the N28 would have serious safety concerns for the pupils and staff of the school and the residents
in the adjoining estates.
Public consultees felt that no consideration has been outlined in the plan for the safety of
pedestrians and cyclists that would be affected by the increased volumes of traffic along the main
arteries between the proposed Carr’s Hill roundabout and the Rochestown Road due to the
proposed changes to the N28. They also noted that should an accident occur, that the faster access
1

https://www.nationaltransport.ie/wp‐
content/uploads/2011/12/Permeability_Best_Practice_Guide_NTA_20151.pdf)
2
http://www.environ.ie/en/Publications/DevelopmentandHousing/Planning/FileDownLoad,19164,en.pdf
3
http://www.environ.ie/en/Publications/DevelopmentandHousing/Planning/FileDownLoad,19216,en.pdf
4
http://www.environ.ie/en/Publications/DevelopmentandHousing/Planning/FileDownLoad,19217,en.pdf
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of the Mount Oval off‐ramp would no longer be available to the emergency services should the
proposals proceed in the current form.
Some public consultees expressed concern that antisocial behaviour between the Mount Oval off‐
ramp and the Heights in Broadale would be exacerbated if the off‐ramp was closed altogether.
Public consultees felt that instead of closing the Mount Oval off‐ramp, that an exit from Mount Oval
with an overpass over the M28 and joining the M28 should be explored. Some also proposed that
the initial plans to have an access road from Mount Oval to Garryduff via Foxwood should also be
explored. Both these proposals would result in relief of congestion on local roads.

2.4 ROCHESTOWN ROAD
Public consultees noted that there is already significant congestion in the Rochestown Road area at
present with:



Tailbacks on the slip road from the N40/N28 to Rochestown Road in the evenings;
Tailbacks on the Rochestown Road for Douglas/N28 bound traffic in the mornings.

Public consultees stated that the congestion was as a result of:






Already significant traffic flows on the Rochestown Road and accessing Clarke’s Hill;
Rochestown Roundabout being unable to cater for existing traffic flows;
Traffic flows from the Douglas direction causing the Rochestown Slip Road to back up in the
evening time;
Cars turning right up Clarke’s Hill;
School traffic.

Public consultees felt that additional traffic would undoubtedly use the already congested
Rochestown Road as a result of the proposed closure of the Mount Oval and Maryborough Hill
ramps and that this was unacceptable as the road was unsuitable to cater for the additional volume
of traffic.
Some public consultees questioned if changes were proposed to the on‐ramp to the N28/M28 from
the Rochestown Road, stating that the weaving required to travel eastwards from this on‐ramp
towards the tunnel is currently “quite chaotic”.
Public consultees challenged the project team’s claim that there will be a “Reduction of traffic on
Rochestown Road from the Fingerpost Roundabout to the M28 junction” and asked for clarification
on the subject.
Public consultees using the Rochestown Road from the Passage West direction noted that the Cork
County Development Plan identified Passage West as one of the population centres for :'Critical
population growth, service and employment centres within the Cork “Gateway”, providing high levels
of community facilities and amenities with infrastructure capacity, high quality and integrated public
transport connections should be the location of choice for most people especially those with an urban
employment focus’. However they felt there was no evidence to facilitate this growth in the
proposals to upgrade the N28. They felt that the proposals would add to the significant journey
times and congestion that were already being experienced as people travelled from Passage West to
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work or schools via the Rochestown Road. Some noted that they already use a significant detour via
the Carrigaline Road to access the N28 to the city just to avoid the congestion on Rochestown Road.
Public consultees felt that improvements are required as a matter of urgency to the Rochestown
Roundabout to address the safety issues due to poor visibility at the bottom of the N40/N28 off‐
ramp to Rochestown and access difficulties and capacity issues of the roundabout during peak times.
Some public consultees suggested that traffic lights should be introduced here in addition to a lane
going left from the N40/N28 off ramp towards the Rochestown Road.
Public consultees felt that additional lanes are required along the Rochestown Road to cater for the
volumes of traffic using it.
Some public consultees suggested that an alternative route from Rochestown Road to meet the
existing overbridge at Jacobs Island should be investigated to relieve the congestion in the area.
Others proposed that mini‐roundabouts with instructive signage be placed at the junction of
Rochestown Road with Clarke’s Hill, and Coach Hill and the Rochestown Road to N28/N40 on‐ramp.
Pedestrian safety on Rochestown Road was another significant issue that public consultees were
concerned about, noting that there is no pedestrian crossing included in the proposals on the
Rochestown Road.
Public consultees were also concerned that it is already difficult to gain access onto the Rochestown
Road, for example, from Brookfield, The Ovals Rochestown Rise and St. Patrick’s Church. They were
concerned that this would become increasingly difficult as the volume of traffic grows as a result of
the proposals and in particular with the additional right turn lane to Clarke’s Hill. They felt that the
use of sensor controlled traffic lights combined with pedestrian lights should be considered to allow
access onto Rochestown Road by existing residents.

2.5 CLARKE’S HILL
Public consultees felt that, while the proposed provision of the extra lane for traffic turning right up
to Clarke’s Hill would be a welcome improvement, it would not be sufficient to alleviate the tailbacks
in the evening on the Rochestown Road. They felt that any associated benefits would be negated by
the closure of the Mount Oval off‐ramp due to the increased traffic volumes using this route and this
was not a viable alternative to the Mount Oval slip road.
Some questioned how effective the right‐turn lane would be as there would be no onus on traffic
coming from the Passage direction to stop to allow traffic turn up the hill. They suggested that the
junction be signalised and that the proposed right turning lane should be extended and that a filter
lane be created for traffic turning left from Clarke’s Hill to Rochestown Road, with a right turn lane
for cars coming down Clarke’s Hill.
Some public consultees felt that the right turning lane would not confer any advantage to motorists
turning right to go up Clarke’s Hill to access Mount Oval Village, but only to motorists going straight
on to Passage, as they will not be held up by a right turning car. Others felt that the right‐turn lane
may inadvertently cause rather than alleviate congestion by impeding oncoming traffic from
Passage/Monkstown heading in the Douglas direction.
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Some public consultees questioned if there would be room for a bus to turn right up Clarke’s Hill
with the new alignment and what the proposal was for the existing bus stop at the base of Clarkes
Hill. Others queried where the land would be taken from to allow this right‐turn lane to be
constructed and how site boundaries and trees in the area would be affected by the construction of
the proposed right‐turn lane.
Public consultees stated that the current condition of Clarke’s Hill is not satisfactory to cater for the
traffic using it at present, noting the inadequate width, surface condition, alignment, sight lines of
some houses and estates, lighting and lack of quality pedestrian and cycle facilities. Public
consultees noted that Bus Éireann buses (Route 216) uses Clarke’s Hill and the Rochestown
Roundabout at present and for safety reasons most motorists stop when a bus is approaching to
allow the driver to negotiate the tight corners on this very narrow road. Many public consultees
referenced the difficulties in passing on Clarke’s Hill when two large vehicles meet on the road.
Public consultees stated that it is unacceptable that the NRA/TII do not accept responsibility for
improving Clarke’s Hill even though it is the proposals to change access from the N28 to Mount Oval
that will put extra pressure on Clarke’s Hill. Public consultees felt that TII and Cork County Council
should work together to ensure that improvements are made to Clarke’s Hill before the M28
proposals go ahead.
Public consultees felt, with the proposed closure of the Mount Oval off‐ramp, that all that traffic will
use Clarke’s Hill and not the new interchange as Clarke’s Hill would be a significantly shorter journey
than using the new Interchange. They felt that this combined with the additional traffic in the
mornings due to the closure of the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp will lead to significantly increased
volumes of traffic using Clarke’s Hill and lead to increased congestion, noise and air pollution and
road safety risks as a result.
Many public consultees stated that it was already difficult for residents on the North side of the
Rochestown Road in the region of the Rochestown Roundabout and Clarke’s Hill to access
Rochestown Road in the direction of Douglas/N28/N40 in the morning. They felt that with the
widened road and right‐turn lane to Clarke’s Hill, and increased traffic as a result of the Mount Oval
road closure, that it would be almost impossible to access the road in the morning. Some proposed
sensor activated traffic lights be installed at the junction to allow access and egress from their
homes onto the Rochestown Road.
Some public consultees were concerned that due to increased congestion on Clarke’s Hill and
Rochestown Road due to the proposed closure of the Mount Oval off‐ramp, that the old Mount Oval
estate would be used, even more than it is already, as a shortcut between the Rochestown Road
Roundabout and Clarke’s Hill. Some public consultees felt that the proposals would increase the risk
of accidents at the junction and questioned what safety measure would be implemented at the
junction and whether traffic lights, traffic calming measures, yellow box junctions and or speed limits
are being considered.
Some public consultees asked that a copy of the environmental impact study of the proposal be
provided and asked if the Douglas Estuary Sanctuary had been taken into account.
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2.6 COACH HILL
Concern was expressed that there was already significantly more traffic on Coach Hill than it was
suitable for.
It was noted that road‐users from the Passage/Monkstown Rochestown Road area currently use
Coach Hill:




In the mornings, to avoid the congestion at the Rochestown Roundabout, noting that they
currently travel additional distance up Coach Hill to access Maryborough Hill on‐ramp or
Douglas via Maryborough Hill.
In the evenings, again to avoid congestion at the Rochestown Roundabout, that they use the
Mount Oval off‐ramp and travel down Coach Hill or Clarke’s Hill to access the Rochestown
Road to travel to Passage/Monkstown.

Public consultees felt that that there would be additional traffic as a result of the proposed closure
of the Mount Oval off‐ramp and that the proposed right turning lane to Clarke’s Hill would not be
sufficient to cater for the additional traffic due to the closure of the Mount Oval off‐ramp and that
this traffic would bypass the Clarke’s Hill right‐turn when busy and use Coach Hill.
They also felt that with the closures of the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp and the introduction of the
proposed Carr’s Hill interchange, that traffic from Passage and Monkstown areas wishing to access
the motorway will do so via Coach Hill and the Carr’s Hill Interchange.
They questioned why Coach Hill did not feature in the proposals or plans for the M28, given that it
would be impacted as a result of the proposals. Many stated that the road was already in a
potentially hazardous condition and asked if a risk analysis relating to Coach Hill had been
completed.
Public consultees felt that the M28 proposals should not progress until Coach Hill is upgraded and
improved through road widening, realignment of accesses to Coach Hill to improve sight lines, the
building of footpaths and cycle lanes (noting that pedestrians and cyclists use Coach Hill to access
the New Line Walk), the installation of lighting, traffic calming measures and synchronised traffic
lights for Coach Hill traffic accessing the Garryduff/Mount Oval junction to allow for orderly and
timely flows both continuing straight and to filter traffic turning right.
Some outlined that a planned Coach Hill upgrade was secured as part of an €84,000 Strategic
Regional and Local Roads grant from Government for design works and legal costs and that this
could possibly be integrated into the proposal.
Public consultees also noted that Bus Éireann are using this road already and are not providing any
stops on it but that the condition of the road is totally unsuitable for vehicles of that size.
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2.7 CARR’S HILL INTERCHANGE
Some support was expressed for Carr’s Hill Interchange, however it was felt that more access and
egress options to and from the N28/M28 were needed to help with the existing congestion on the
local roads in the area and not less. Therefore public consultees felt that this interchange should be
constructed in addition to upgrading the existing Maryborough Hill on and Mount Oval off‐ramps.
Some public consultees expressed the opinion that the Carr’s Hill Interchange would not be used due
to the increased distance and travel time required to get there and the perception that using the
interchange would be travelling in the opposite direction to their intended destination. Others felt
that historically people did not travel in this direction to use Maryborough Hill, due to the condition
of the Garryduff Road and the blind corner at Maryborough Hill T‐junction. Some felt that this
interchange would only be used by people coming from the Ringaskiddy direction.
Public consultees felt that the proposed Carr’s Hill Interchange was overly complicated and had too
many roundabouts and questioned why this was necessary. Some felt that the Carr’s Hill North
Roundabout should connect to the Carr’s Hill West roundabout without the need for the Carr’s Hill
South Roundabout. They felt that this would add unnecessary distance and create confusion for
drivers.
Some suggested that the Carr’s Hill Interchange would be more acceptable if access to it was shorter
and proposed a link from Maryborough Hill parallel to the west of the N28 to access the Carr’s Hill
West Roundabout with a flyover to the Carr’s Hill North roundabout.
Some questioned the information, provided at the Public Open Day, that the proposals would
provide “Shorter AM peak hour journeys from Mount Oval of 0.5 to 1.5 minutes” and questioned
how this was possible with the increased distances to the Carr’s Hill Interchange. They asked that
the routes used to deliver these time savings be clearly identified and explained.
Public consultees were concerned that traffic routes, that are already heavily congested, would be
used instead of the Carr’s Hill Interchange, increasing traffic on Coach Hill, Clarke’s Hill, Rochestown
Road, the Fingerpost roundabout, Douglas and in the Garryduff, Rochestown and Maryborough Hill
area generally, leading to more congestion in the area and grid‐lock at peak times. As a result of this
congestion public consultees felt that existing estates would be increasingly used as ‘rat‐runs’ for
people trying to access Carr’s Hill Interchange. Some estates mentioned included Maryborough
Woods Estate, with public consultees worried that this would be used as an alternative means of
accessing the Carrigaline Road and Carr’s Hill Interchange.
Public consultees were concerned that there would be increased traffic on the Garryduff Road
(L2472) as residents from the Mount Oval, Garryduff and Rochestown areas access the Carr’s Hill
Interchange. It was felt that Passage and Monkstown traffic would also use the Garryduff Road via
Coach Hill as access to and from the Carr’s Hill Interchange in order to avoid congestion on the
Rochestown Road. There was concern that this increased traffic would lead to increased air and
noise pollution. Many public consultees outlined that, in addition to peoples’ homes, that there are
schools, care homes and sports facilities accessed via the L2472 and they were concerned that along
with increased traffic volumes, that there would be a risk of cars speeding leading to an increased
risk to the safety of motorists, pedestrians and cyclists in the area.
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There was concern that this increased traffic would lead to a new bottleneck at the Maryborough
Ridge Roundabout and the Carr’s Hill North Roundabout as traffic from the Maryborough Hill,
Garryduff, Mount Oval, Passage West and Monkstown areas would now use this to access the new
interchange. They felt that there would be significant pressure on the proposed Carr’s Hill
Interchange and surrounding estates as the only access point onto or off of the M28. They also
noted that this area would be under increased pressure from traffic as a result of the proposed new
schools in the area.
Some public consultees felt, at the Carr’s Hill South Roundabout, that the traffic coming from the city
would be cut off by cars travelling in the direction of the city leading to tailbacks on the slow lane of
the motorway. They felt that this would represent a safety risk due to the increased volume of
traffic using the Carr’s Hill Interchange after the closure of the Mount Oval off‐ramp. To alleviate
this issue, they proposed that the access onto the motorway should be before the exit from the
motorway, and they felt that this would necessitate a minor under‐pass.
There was concern that the proposed Carr’s Hill Interchange would open up more land for
development and that this would increase the congestion in the area further.
Some public consultees questioned whether this potential future development had been taken into
account in the development of the proposals. Some felt that if it had, it had underestimated the
amount of traffic as a result of this future development, particularly noting development of the
areas to the south and west of Maryborough Ridge.
Many public consultees questioned if the impact of the schools planned to be constructed close to
the location of the proposed Carr’s Hill North roundabout had been taken into account. Public
consultees felt that the surrounding roads were inadequate for the traffic volumes expected at peak
times and that the impact of the school traffic would add further to the journey times of people
expected to use the Carr’s Hill Interchange as part of their commute.
There was concern raised that the construction of the Carr’s Hill Interchange would encourage more
traffic on the Carrigaline Road that links to the interchange. Public consultees felt that the condition
of the road was not sufficient to cater for the increased volume of traffic and would lead to an
unsafe situation. Some noted that there are legacy issues in terms of ongoing safety concerns for
residents in the area of the Famine Graveyard on Carr’s Hill wishing to access the road, and with
respect to the provision of a bus route and that these issues should be addressed given that the
proposal is likely to cause increased traffic along this road.
A number of public consultees stated that they would be supportive of the Carr’s Hill Interchange if
it did not travel through the Maryborough Ridge residential estate.

2.8 MARYBOROUGH RIDGE
Many public consultees noted that residents of Maryborough Ridge had purchased their homes with
no knowledge or expectation that the estate road would become a through road that connected to
the M28. The estate road was described as a collector road in a private residential estate to provide
access in and around the estate and the selling point of ‘secluded sites‘ was one of the main reasons
why they had purchased homes in the estate.
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Some noted that at the planning stage of the Maryborough Ridge Estate, there had been an
intention to link the estate to the N28. However, they stated that Cork County Council had
expressed the concern that the volume and speed of traffic travelling through the estate would
cause segregation of the overall estate and impact on the users of the open green areas and
pedestrians wishing to cross the through road. As a result, no planning permission was given for the
through road.
Public consultees questioned why a cul‐de‐sac arrangement was described as a benefit for the
Mount Oval estate, where residents purchased their properties in the full knowledge of the through
road, while significant traffic volumes were now proposed to go through Maryborough Ridge estate,
and where residents did not have knowledge of this when purchasing their properties. They
questioned what planning regulations allowed this proposal to be put forward and what rights the
residents of Maryborough Ridge had to object, and how to do so.
Many public consultees felt that, when complete, Maryborough Ridge has the potential to be a very
vibrant diverse community, incorporating a nursing home, business units and mixed residential
units. They noted that the estate was a higher density blend of detached, semi‐detached,
townhouses/duplexes and apartment blocks, with the majority of units not having private gardens
and that therefore a crucial part of the development model is the use of the shared green areas.
Public consultees felt that the nature, safety and security of the estate and its’ residents would be
compromised by the division of the estate with the proposed through road to the M28, leading to a
negative impact on the quality of life for the residents.
Public consultees were concerned about potential safety risks given the increased traffic volumes
that would be travelling through the estate as a result of the proposed through road to the M28.
Some asked for existing and projected traffic volumes pre and post construction to be provided.
A number of public consultees were concerned that this traffic would present safety issues for
pedestrians, cyclists and the elderly using the estate and its amenities. Public consultees were
particularly worried that there would be a risk to children playing in the open green areas due to the
proposed through traffic. Detailed drawings of all of the proposed works, including details of
walls/railings, and modifications to pedestrian routes within Maryborough Ridge were requested.
Some public consultees felt that the condition of the road would not be sufficient to act as a through
road to a motorway, and that it neither has the width nor the capacity to cater for the increase in
traffic. Public consultees queried what improvements would be included to address the issue of
safety for residents, and what boundary walls and arrangements around the open spaces were being
proposed.
There were a number of questions with respect to the extent and nature of traffic calming measures
proposed and if the impact of these traffic calming measures had been included as part of the
calculation of journey times using Maryborough Ridge. Public consultees felt that, with the
increased traffic through the estate, there would be tailbacks in the estate due to the slowing down
of traffic both from the numerous roundabouts proposed as well as traffic calming measures and
that this congestion would cause significant disruption to estate residents. Some public consultees
proposed that traffic speed restrictions and speed ramps would be required as a minimum and
suggested that a gated entrance/exit similar to that at Mount Oval be provided to distinguish it as a
housing estate to through traffic travelling to or from the motorway.
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Public consultees were concerned that the increased volume of traffic would lead to issues of noise
and air pollution and questioned what impact assessments had been done to investigate these
issues. Some asked for results of any and all such assessments and asked what corrective measures
would be put in place to counteract these issues. Some were concerned that the installation of
noise barriers along either side of the through road would have a detrimental impact from a visual
perspective and would add to the divisive nature of the through road, cutting off residents on the
south side of the road from neighbours, play areas and facilities in the northern part of the estate.
Some public consultees questioned if the proposed distributor road through Maryborough Ridge
would be closer to the houses to accommodate the width of the road.
A number of public consultees were concerned that there would be a nuisance as a result of the
headlights of the increased number of cars passing through the estate at night. Others were worried
that there would be an increase in the lighting in the area due to the through road and the
roundabouts and requested information on the proposed lighting plan.
A number of public consultees noted the absence of a plan for pedestrian, cycling traffic and bus‐
lane and/or bus‐stop lay‐by provision and questioned how the lack of these is in keeping with the
sustainable development of the area.
Public consultees questioned what the timeframe would be for the proposed works and what would
the transitional arrangements be.
Public consultees were concerned that the value of the homes would be negatively impacted by the
proposed distributor road access to the M28.
Public consultees expressed concerns that increased traffic due to the proposals passing their
existing substandard access from Maryborough Ridge Estate to Maryborough Hill, with limited
visibility, would be an increased safety risk. They queried if this exit would be improved as part of
the works and if traffic lights would be considered from the one‐way exit presently from
Maryborough Ridge to Maryborough Hill. This would allow safer access to turn right to access the
proposed new distributor road to the M28. Some questioned whether this was the responsibility of
the estate developer or of the NRA/TII or Cork County Council and asked for confirmation of this.
Public consultees requested results of current/predictive time‐domain traffic models examining the
merge from the proposed Carr’s Hill West Roundabout with the proposed M28, and any possible
100km/h to 60km/h reduction or 2 to 1 lane merge before the Bloomfield interchange.
Some public consultees were concerned that the section of road outside Broadale would be cut‐off
and therefore would become a haven for anti‐social activity. Others were concerned that the
through road with access to the M28 would lead to a rise in crime and theft in the estate.
Public consultees stated that the roundabout at Maryborough Ridge needs to be integrated as a
matter of urgency to eliminate the blind bend from Garryduff Road to Maryborough Hill. However
some felt that the roundabout at Maryborough Ridge is too small to accommodate the anticipated
traffic volumes and that the approach roads are too narrow.
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There was concern that the roundabout would give preference to motor vehicle users over cyclists
and pedestrians and some public consultees felt that this should be a signalised junction with
pedestrian lights incorporated, so that residents of Maryborough Ridge can still gain access to their
nearest bus stop and the facilities at Broadale.
Some public consultees felt that the traffic coming from the Garryduff side would need to have
priority on the roundabout due to heavy traffic flow from Carrigaline at rush hour and proposed that
a small flyover instead of the roundabout might be more suitable.
Public consultees noted their concern regarding the closure of certain existing internal estate roads,
which they felt would make these streets cul‐de‐sacs without any designated turning areas. This
would make them non‐compliant with DoEHLG Standards and incompatible with essential service
deliveries such as refuse collection and fire tenders, or alternatively amenity/green areas would
have to be amended to facilitate turning areas and/or barriers to prevent children running onto a
busy road. They asked what alternative measures would be provided and what measures would be
put in place to ensure that service deliveries, such as fire tenders and refuse collection, will not be
adversely affected. Public consultees noted the omission of the entrance/access off the main
distributor road to "The Oaks" residential area and felt that this entrance/access off the main
distributor road should be retained as a minimum. Public consultees also noted that provision must
also be included to allow access to existing residential areas and future development lands within
Maryborough Ridge.
Public consultees sought confirmation that TII will take a constructive position in relation to the
future development of Maryborough Ridge and not seek to suspend/restrict or have a negative
impact on the future development proposals within Maryborough Ridge.
Public consultees felt that the through road would not provide any benefit to the Maryborough
Ridge Residents as they had no direct access to the road.
Public consultees noted that the Applewood section of the estate will effectively be cut off from the
rest of the estate, along with access to the common green areas. They were also concerned that the
opening of the Applewood side entrance onto the road to Hilltown will increase people trying to
bypass the roundabout and will increase traffic coming into the estate.
Public consultees were concerned that the current retaining wall beside No. 31 The Oaks would not
sustain the expected volume of traffic and that there would be a risk of collapse. There was also
concern about the level at which the connector road would be constructed and the impact this
would have on individual houses.

2.9 CONSULTATION
Public consultees expressed disappointment that they had not been informed or engaged with in
advance of the Carr’s Hill Interchange and associated works proposal. They noted that no
information had been disseminated to residents by Cork County Council, with the only information
being received from elected representatives. They urged the project team to engage with local
residents on the development of the design.
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Public consultees were disappointed that they were not made aware of the December 2014
Consultation on the project. Some felt that the Public Open Day at the Maryborough Hotel was a
tick the box exercise and that the proposals were a ‘done deal’. Others welcomed the provision of
the Open Day but said they found that some of the proposals were difficult to fully grasp and that
the meeting would have benefitted if a 3D model of the proposed new roadway and interchanges
were available. Some felt that the Public Open Day cleared up and gave a better understanding of
the proposed works. Others felt that the plans should have been presented to everyone first and
people allowed to ask questions after the presentation.
Public consultees felt that the information provided was not extensive enough and that drawings
were too small a scale and not detailed enough. Public consultees felt that more information on
traffic and environmental impacts should have been provided to them in accordance with the
Aarhus Convention. Public consultees also felt that the information on journey times was
incomplete and that all results should have been provided in minutes and not in minutes and
percentages.
Some public consultees felt that the information provided on the website as to why the
Maryborough Hill on‐ramp is being closed has been poor. They felt that this was articulated at the
Public Open Day. However they felt that there should have been information on the broader
scheme available at the Public Open Day and particularly on the new northbound lane which would
include a new structure at Rochestown.
Public consultees were also disappointed that queries posed by email to the project email were not
answered and there was limited if any feedback from the project team, other than at the Public
Open Day.
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3 NEXT STAGES OF PROJECT DEVELOPMENT
3.1 WHAT HAPPENS NEXT
A detailed examination of the consultation submissions will be undertaken and the matters raised in
these considered by the Design Team. Where appropriate, further alternatives to the current
proposals will be investigated and assessed.
The Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy will be put on public display in April 2016.
Following the Public Consultation on the Preferred Route Alignment, and consideration of any
submissions received, the design will be finalised.
A Public Display of the final scheme will be held before the Motorway Order (MO) and
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) are published.
Once the final scheme has been designed, the extent of land required will be determined. This will
allow the Motorway Order (MO), which will permit the compulsory acquisition of land, to be
prepared.
An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the scheme is currently being prepared. It is envisaged
that the MO and EIS will be completed by the end of Q3 2016.
Subject to approval, the MO and EIS will then be published, starting the statutory planning process.
Formal submissions may be made at that time to An Bord Pleanála (ABP).
An Oral Hearing on the project may take place, if required by ABP.
Subject to ABP approval and availability of funding, the scheme then advances to the procurement
and construction phases.
It is estimated that construction of the scheme will take at least 2 years.
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Figure 3‐1: Project Timeline
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Advert placed in Irish Examiner and Evening Echo newspapers on 31st October 2015
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1 INTRODUCTION
This document presents a summary of views expressed by the public and interested parties in their
feedback received during the Public Consultation on the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction
Strategy for the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme. The public consultation ran from the
4th April 2016 to the 13th May 2016. This document reflects the concerns and opinions of the
public and interested parties and not those of Cork County Council, Transport Infrastructure Ireland
or the Project Team. This report is a record of the submissions received and does not attempt to
address the issues, concerns or opinions contained therein. The project team have reviewed all
feedback and will, where relevant and feasible, take this feedback into consideration in the further
development of the scheme design.

1.1

PROJECT BACKGROUND

Cork County Council (CCC), in partnership with Transport Infrastructure Ireland (TII, formerly NRA),
are currently developing a Motorway Scheme for the upgrade of approximately 12.5km of the N28
National Primary Route, from its junction with the N40 South Ring Road at Bloomfield to the Port in
Ringaskiddy.
The existing N28 is predominantly a single carriageway road and suffers from significant congestion
leading to considerable delays and queuing at peak times at certain locations. Existing average
annual daily traffic on the N28 between Mount Oval and Rochestown Road is 25,000 vehicles per
day. Due to growth in the area served by the N28 and with the redevelopment of the Port of Cork
facilities at Ringaskiddy, it is estimated that this will rise to 38,000 vehicles per day by 2035.
The National Ports Policy introduces clear categorisation of the ports sector into Ports of National
Significance (Tier 1), Ports of National Significance (Tier 2) and Ports of Regional Significance. The
Port of Cork has been identified as a Tier 1 Port of National Significance.
The N28 corridor itself is part of the Trans‐European Transport Network (Core TEN‐T Network)
accessing the Tier 1 Port of Cork at Ringaskiddy. This requires that the port is served by a high
quality road, either a motorway or expressway.
To meet TEN‐T minimum standards, a road must be;


designed for motor traffic, which is accessible from interchanges or controlled junctions;



that prohibits stopping and parking on the running carriageway;



that does not cross at grade with any railway or tramway track.

In addition, the design of the route must take account of the predicted future year traffic demand.
To meet these requirements, it is proposed as part of the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway
Scheme, that the section of N28 between Bloomfield and Barnahely will be designed and designated
as a motorway, including a dual carriageway cross‐section and grade separated interchanges at the
junctions.
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The upgrading of this route is required not only to protect the economic viability of the corridor but
also in support of the sustainability of the wider Cork region. The upgrading of the N28 to motorway
standard is of national significance and has been identified in the Government’s document ‘Building
on Recovery Infrastructure and Capital Investment 2016‐2021’.

1.2 CONSULTATION PROCESS
Cork County Council has consulted widely on the project to date. Since work was re‐initiated on the
M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme in 2013, opportunities for public consultation on the
scheme have included:


December 2014 ‐ Preferred Route Corridor for M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme



October/November 2015 – Carr’s Hill Interchange and associated Works on the M28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme

In April 2016, public consultation was held on the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy
for the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme.
Cork County Council raised awareness of the Consultation in the following ways:


Inviting elected officials to a briefing prior to the public display ;



Publishing information on the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy on the
dedicated project website;



Advertising of the Public Open Day on the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy;



Hosting two Public Information days on the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy.

This section of the report provides further details on each of the above consultation components.

1.2.1 Cork County Council Elected Representatives
In recognition of the mandate given to elected representatives and the critical role they play in
representing the public and the public interest, elected representatives were briefed on the
Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy for the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway
Scheme in advance of the public display on 4th April 2016 at the Maryborough Hotel, Douglas.

1.2.2 Project Website
Information on the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy for the M28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme as presented to the elected representatives and the public was
published online on 4th April 2016 on the project website www.n28cork‐ringaskiddy.com.

1.2.3 Advertising
An advert was placed in the Irish Examiner and Evening Echo newspapers on 26th March and the 2nd
April 2016. A copy of this advert is included in Appendix A.
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1.2.4 Public Information Day
Two public information days were held to discuss the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction
Strategy for the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme as follows:


Monday 4th April 2016, from 2.00pm to 8.00pm, at the Maryborough Hotel, Douglas



Tuesday 5th April 2016, from 2.00pm to 8.00pm, at the Carrigaline Court Hotel

More than 700 consultees attended the information days.
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2 FEEDBACK FROM CONSULTATION RECEIVED
There were 193 written submissions received on the Preferred Route Alignment and Junction
Strategy for the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Motorway Scheme. The following section is a compilation
of the issues raised. Everything included in the section below is taken directly from public consultee
feedback. As similar themes and issues were raised in a number of submissions, a summary of issues
is presented in some cases while in other cases issues raised are quoted directly from submissions.

2.1. COMMENTS ON THE BROADER SCHEME AND ROAD NETWORK
Some public consultees expressed support for the need to upgrade the road between Cork and
Ringaskiddy in order to relieve congestion, assist the development of the port at Ringaskiddy and
adhere to the TEN‐T Strategy. Some felt that the development of the proposed motorway is
excessive and that the existing N28 should be upgraded to facilitate local and port traffic. Others felt
that public money would be better spent on the upgrade of local and regional road schemes in areas
such as Carrigaline, Clarke’s Hill and Coach Hill. Some expressed their difficulty in supporting the
level of expenditure on a scheme that does not address traffic congestion and network capacity in
communities adjacent to the project. Some public consultees believed that the net benefit of the
proposed project had not, to date, been demonstrated to outweigh the environmental and social
costs to adjacent communities.

2.1.1 Capacity of the Bloomfield Interchange and N40, associated safety implications and
general motorway comments
Public consultees felt that the M28 project should not proceed until the overall N40 Demand
Management Study and a strategy for dealing with the existing congestion on the N40 is developed.
Some thought that this should have been made available to the public in advance of the submission
date for feedback on the preferred route alignment. Some public consultees felt that the M28 works
should not proceed until the Dunkettle Interchange is operational. Some expressed concern with
respect to the capacity of the Bloomfield Interchange to cater for existing and future traffic and
questioned if a road safety audit had been carried out on this interchange. Public Consultees
believed that any time saving achieved by traffic on the proposed motorway would be lost at
Bloomfield Interchange and the N40.
Public consultees were concerned that an increase in traffic numbers, and in particular Heavy Goods
Vehicles (HGVs) would lead to additional noise, air pollution, vibration and increased risk of
accidents along the proposed M28, which would potentially impact negatively on the health and
quality of life of communities living adjacent to the proposed road. Some questioned the location of
a motorway through residential areas and queried if alternatives to using the N28 had been
explored. Some proposed that the completion of an outer ring be considered which would include
the construction of a new road travelling west from the Shannonpark roundabout and north or
south of the Airport to link up with the North Ring route. Some asked that a Risk Management Plan
be prepared to address issues in relation to the estimated changes to quantities and type of traffic
that would use the M28. Public consultees asked that mitigation measures proposed as part of the
project would not just satisfy a minimum design standard, but would be of acceptable standard from
the impacted communities’ perspective.
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Public consultees questioned the validity of the traffic figures used in the M28 scheme traffic models
and felt that these should be reviewed and updated to verify the 2016 design.
Public consultees questioned if the additional surface area of the proposed road would present a
flood risk in the Owenaboy catchment area.

There was concern that tolls were being considered for the M28 and N40 and that the removal of
traffic from the Shanbally and Ringaskiddy areas would be negated if the M28 were to be tolled.

2.1.2 Port of Cork relocation to Ringaskiddy
Some public consultees stated that the Port of Cork (POC) should remain where it is and not move to
Ringaskiddy. They stated that while the POC has access to a rail link at its current location, there is
no rail link at Ringaskiddy and questioned whether a rail link had been explored. They felt that the
proposed M28 would not be required if the POC did not move. Some questioned the validity of the
Port of Cork Company POCC planning application, given that the completion of the M28 is a
condition for the full development of the port. Some public consultees felt that the M28 and
Dunkettle Interchange should have been considered as part of the Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for the POC development.

2.1.3 Public Transport and Sustainable Development
Public consultees queried how the proposal would impact on public transport and if existing
scheduled bus routes would be affected, or if existing bus‐stops would be moved from their current
locations. Some public consultees stated that there is a lack of green alternatives to transport in the
current proposal and that carpooling options, bus and cycle lanes should be included as part of the
scheme along what would become the old N28. They felt that the lack of allowance for bus and
cycle lanes on the scheme encouraged more vehicle use.

2.1.4 Non‐Motorway Users and Signage
Public consultees were concerned that the proposal to upgrade the N28 to motorway status would
mean that Non‐Motorway Users (NMUs) – i.e. those not allowed to use the motorway, such as L‐
drivers, Motorbikes under 50cc and slow moving vehicles, will no longer be able to use the
N28/M28. They also queried how NMUs travelling on the N40 be able to access the Rochestown
and Douglas areas if the N40 remained the N40, but the N28 becomes the M28.

2.1.5 Land take for the Motorway
Public consultees sought clarification on whether the N28 would be widened between the
Bloomfield interchange and the Carr’s Hill Interchange and if the road would be closer to their
homes as a result. Details of the proposed land take and any houses required to be compulsorily
purchased for the motorway scheme were requested.
Some public consultees were concerned that the design team were not working from the most up to
date information. They thought that the team may not be aware of planning permissions along the
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preferred route alignment. Some expressed disappointment that the proposed route would mean
that planning permission would not be granted on family owned lands in the scheme corridor.

2.1.6 Noise and Air Pollution
Public consultees were concerned that additional and increased noise would be generated from the
construction of and the traffic on the proposed M28 upgrade. Some residents stated that they were
already affected by considerable noise from the existing N28, which was not adequately addressed
as part of the original construction of the N28. They were worried that this would be exacerbated by
the wider motorway and the additional northbound M28/N40 lane bringing the road closer to
homes. Public Consultees expressed their disappointment that details of noise mitigation were not
available at this stage and called for effective high quality sound barriers and low noise road
surfacing to be included throughout the project. Public consultees felt that sound barriers should be
installed along the entire Mulcon Valley corridor and M28 corridor.
Public consultees were concerned about the health risk to residents, workers and communities along
the M28 corridor as a result of the pollution from fumes connected with the increased traffic
volumes, in particular HGVs using the proposed M28.

2.1.7 Visual Impact of the Road
Public consultees were concerned that the road would have a significant impact on the unspoiled
countryside. They felt that every effort should be made to minimise the visual impact through the
use of vegetation and trees, as well as locating the road below the existing ground level where
possible.

2.1.8 Safety Barriers
Public Consultees were concerned about safety along the proposed M28. Some felt that the future
traffic merging from Bloomfield Interchange and crossing with traffic coming from the N40 (tunnel
direction) would not be safe. Public consultees asked that central barriers be installed along the
M28 and that walls be installed along the length of the M28 to prevent pedestrian access.

2.1.9 Speed Limits
Public consultees queried what the speed limit would be on the Motorway. Some requested that
speed be limited to 60KPH between Bloomfield Interchange and the Maryborough Hill Overbridge.

2.1.10 Construction Stage
There was concern raised about how traffic, construction noise and dust would be managed during
the construction period so as to minimise the impact on residents along the M28 preferred route
corridor. Some questioned if traffic would be maintained on Maryborough Hill during the
construction of the widened bridge at Maryborough Hill. Others questioned whether traffic would
be maintained on the Maryborough Hill on‐ramp and Mount Oval off‐ramp during the construction
of the alternative ramp arrangements.
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2.2 NORTHERN END OF SCHEME – BLOOMFIELD INTERCHANGE TO
SHANNONPARK ROUNDABOUT
2.2.1 ROCHESTOWN ROAD ROUNDABOUT
Public consultees were supportive that the Mount Oval off ramp would remain open and that an
alternative to the Maryborough Hill slip road had been proposed. Some, were concerned that there
would still be large volumes of traffic coming from the Bloomfield Interchange onto the R610 and
the Rochestown Road Roundabout. Some felt that visibility at the bottom of the Rochestown off‐
ramp for traffic accessing the R610 is poor and believed that it should be improved to increase
safety. Some felt that St. Patrick’s Roundabout is not capable of dealing with current traffic and
questioned its capacity to deal safely with current and future traffic. They felt that both St. Patrick’s
Roundabout and the Rochestown Road should be upgraded to cater for future traffic flows.
Some public consultees felt that the proposals will make it more difficult to access to and from
estates along Rochestown Road and asked that traffic lighting be upgraded to facilitate this access
and egress. Some stated that those trying to exit from St. Patrick’s Church experience long delays as
traffic from Douglas and the N40 gets priority. Others stated that the Maryborough Estate was
currently used as a rat‐run, and they were concerned that this would be made worse by the
proposed scheme.

2.2.2 Belgard Downs, Delford, Kiltegan, Lissadell, Maryborough Heights, Newlyn Vale,
Rochestown Rise, Wainsfort
Public consultees questioned the need for the proposed additional northbound N28 to N40 lane and
some called for its abandonment. Some questioned why a new bridge was required to
accommodate the proposed northbound lane. Some asked if the Rochestown Road overbridge
could be widened to accommodate the proposed additional northbound lane, and in particular
widened on the St. Patrick’s Church side to move the road further away from houses. Concern was
raised about the height and proximity of the proposed additional northbound lane. Public
consultees were worried that the construction of an additional carriageway would bring the road
closer to existing homes along the existing N28 corridor, and would mean more vibration, noise and
air pollution. They were also concerned that an increase in elevation of the new road would
adversely affect the privacy of adjacent homes and that the view from homes would consist of a
continuous flow of traffic
Public consultees expressed a lack of trust in Cork County Council and TII with respect to addressing
the issue of noise. They outlined how residents of Belgard Downs, Delford, Kiltegan, Lissadell,
Maryborough Heights, Newlyn Vale, Rochestown Rise, Wainsfort and other estates adjacent to the
N28 have made numerous representations to Cork County Council and TII (formerly NRA) with
regard to this issue. Some specifically referred to the lack of communication around the recent
removal of trees adjacent to houses between the N28 and Newlyn Vale.
Some public consultees referenced the 2012 Strategic Noise Mapping of the area which outlines
areas with high noise levels and the Cork Agglomeration Area Noise Action Plan 2013‐2018. They
felt that, with traffic on the proposed additional northbound lane and the increased traffic on the
widened M28, noise levels would increase and that the noise would continue throughout the night

MCT0597RP0059F01

7

Preferred Route Alignment and Junction Strategy
Consultation Report

due to traffic traveling to and from the POC. Some public consultees were concerned that the
location of the change of speed limit was adjacent to their home and that there would be additional
noise generated from the acceleration and deceleration in the vicinity of this sign.
Some public consultees felt that any noise mitigation measures proposed as part of the M28 project
would be beneficial in reducing existing noise levels as well as mitigating expected future noise levels
and should be advanced as a matter of urgency.
Public consultees stated that effective sound barriers should be combined with landscaping to
ensure that they are not visually obtrusive. Others stated their preference that any retaining wall or
sound barriers should be restricted to ensure no negative impact to daylight to the rear of their
houses.
Some public consultees queried if the wooded area between Rochestown Rise and the N28 would be
impacted by the works and requested that the proposed lane be realigned to ensure that
encroachment of the proposed M28 on the mature woodland would be minimal. They felt that this
woodland acts as a barrier to noise and air pollution from the existing N28 and that the view of
woodland screened the visual impact of the road. They pointed out that the woodland was a well‐
used amenity with diverse wildlife. Some requested that as much as possible of the local woodlands
and the Mulcon Valley should be retained for recreational purposes and for the protection of any
wildlife habitats that exist there and that this information be provided to the public.
Public consultees were concerned that the land take for the widened M28 might encroach on some
of their homes or gardens.
Some public consultees were concerned about the construction period and questioned if their
estates would be used as construction bases. They queried how noise, dust and traffic would be
managed so that residents would not be impacted. They were also concerned that there might be
structural damage done to homes as a result of the proximity of the road.
Public Consultees felt that the proposal would impact negatively on their community and quality of
life and also result in a significant devaluation of their homes and felt that they should be
compensated for the disruption and loss of value to their homes

2.2.3 Maryborough Ridge
Some public consultees welcomed the removal of the link to and from the M28 via Maryborough
Ridge. Others were disappointed by its removal, and in particular the removal of the realignment of
the L6477 and roundabout at the junction of the L6477 and the Garryduff Road. They felt that this
roundabout should be completed, as the visibility at this junction is limited.
Public consultees considered that the exit from Maryborough Ridge was dangerous and should be
upgraded as part of the scheme, particularly in light of proposed development of zoned lands within
Maryborough Ridge.
Public consultees requested details of the noise mitigation measures and boundary treatments
proposed for the Maryborough Ridge estate with respect to the proposed M28.
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Some public consultees queried the land take of the proposed roundabout south of the
Maryborough Ridge estate. Some highlighted the requirement to maintain foul and storm sewers at
the Maryborough Hill Bridge during the construction stage.

2.2.4 Anti‐social Behaviour
Public consultees considered that that careful design of the boundary treatments on the M28 could
address some existing occurrences of antisocial behaviour such as stone‐throwing from the
Maryborough Hill Bridge onto the N28 and crossing of the N28 and gathering of youths in areas
between Lissadell and the Downs. They also requested that any redundant parts of the existing
Mount Oval and Maryborough Hill ramps left after scheme completion would be landscaped.

2.2.5 Clarke’s Hill and Coach Hill
Public consultees welcomed the advancement of the Clarke’s Hill improvement scheme and right
turning lane from Rochestown Road to Clarke’s Hill. They felt that the condition of both Clarke’s Hill
and Coach Hill was not adequate to accommodate the type and intensity of traffic that currently use
them and felt it unjust that large budgets are being expended in delivering high standard
infrastructure to strategic port traffic while Clarke’s Hill and Coach Hill have not been upgraded.
Public consultees were concerned that there would be limited space available on the Rochestown
Road due to the proposed right turning lane to Clarke’s hill. They were concerned that emergency
vehicles and buses would not have enough space to pass and that this would lead to tail‐backs.
Others suggested that the scheme should ensure that cars would be able to pass buses on Clarke’s
Hill and asked if Bus Éireann had been invited to comment on the proposals.
Public consultees asked that the proposed design at Clarke’s Hill considers the difficulty that
residents in the vicinity of the Rochestown Road‐Clarke’s hill junction already face trying to access
and leave their homes. They felt that the widening of the road and inclusion of a right turning lane
from Rochestown Road to Clarke’s Hill would worsen this situation. They requested that the safety
of this junction be reviewed and that appropriate signalisation and traffic control measures be
implemented at this location, taking their safe access and egress into account.

2.2.6 Mount Oval Village
Public consultees expressed support for the upgrading of the Mount Oval off ramp. Some public
consultees were concerned that the Mount Oval through‐road would not have the capacity to deal
with increased future traffic levels. Some were concerned that the construction of the proposed
redesigned ramps would lead to issues of subsidence in their existing dwellings at Rowan Hill.
Others felt that they would be sandwiched between the existing access road and the redesigned
M28 off‐ramp and asked if they would be compensated for what they felt would be a substantial loss
to the value of their property as a result. Public consultees felt that existing traffic calming measures
should be reviewed prior to the new proposal and additional speed ramps installed. Some queried
what speed limit would be applied to the new Mount Oval off‐ramp. Others requested that better
lighting and signage would be used on the redesigned off‐ramp. Some requested that the existing
road sculpture at the bottom of the Mount Oval off‐ramp be retained and repositioned to a
prominent position adjacent to the redesigned Mount Oval off‐ramp so that residents can still enjoy
and take pride in it, as well as use it as a landmark of the Mount Oval village.
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Public consultees were concerned that there would be increased noise and air pollution as a result of
the increased levels of traffic and proximity to the proposed M28 and redesigned Mount Oval off‐
ramp. They were concerned that the proposals would remove existing trees, which provide noise
and visual screening and requested that appropriate noise reduction measures would be included as
part of the M28 scheme. They requested that any such measures would reduce both existing and
future traffic noise and would also be visually acceptable. Some requested that any trees removed
as part of the construction process should be replaced with trees native to the area and in such a
way as to ensure that natural light would not be blocked from homes.
Public consultees requested that the area of the existing Mount Oval Off‐ramp should be filled in
and landscaped and others questioned what boundary treatment would be erected between the
M28 and Mount Oval.
Some public consultees requested that an on‐ramp to the M28 from Mount Oval be provided as part
of the works, which, they suggested, would alleviate traffic congestion on Maryborough Hill, Clarke’s
Hill and Rochestown Road. Others queried if a connection could be made between Mount Oval
Village and Broadale to lessen the length of the return journey.

2.2.7 Closure of Existing Maryborough Hill On‐ramp and Proposed new Maryborough Hill
link road and On‐ramp and Carr’s Hill
While some public consultees welcomed the Maryborough Link Road proposal as an alternative to
the existing Maryborough Hill on‐ramp, others felt that the existing Maryborough on‐ramp should
remain and be redesigned and upgraded as necessary. Some felt that closing the existing
Maryborough Hill on‐ramp would impact negatively on the traffic congestion in the area. They felt
that residents would not travel south to join the M28 northbound as this would increase journey
times, and that the proposal would encourage people to travel through Douglas or through
Maryborough Woods estate, adding to the traffic congestion in the area and the village. They also
felt that the new Maryborough Hill link road used to access the M28 would add distance and
therefore cost as well as increased journey time and car emissions. They felt that all these
represented a negative impact on their quality of life without any corresponding benefit from the
motorway.
Some public consultees questioned why the existing Maryborough Slip Road remained open if it is
unsafe. Others questioned why it was to be closed and the proposed link road located in close
proximity to it, at a location where there are currently traffic congestion issues. Some suggested
that sight lines to the proposed link road are not adequate from the flyover bridge and that if the
bridge was widened to include a right turning lane to the existing Maryborough Hill on‐ramp that
congestion in the area would be improved. Some felt that the original proposal of accessing the
M28 via Maryborough Ridge was a superior option and that the current proposal represented the
‘path of least resistance’. They felt that the process of losing a family home by compulsory purchase
was very stressful and felt that no houses would have to be compulsorily purchased if the option to
access the M28 via Maryborough Ridge was chosen.
Public consultees felt that there would be increased traffic on the Maryborough Hill as a result of the
newly proposed Maryborough two‐way link, which would lead to an increased risk of accidents
occurring. They felt that Maryborough Hill road and pedestrian and cycle paths should be upgraded
to cater for this increase, particularly between the Maryborough Hill Bridge and the junction with
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Garryduff Road. Some recommended that the link only be one way from Maryborough Hill to the
M28.
Some public consultees were concerned that the proposed link road would impact negatively on the
viability of the Douglas Golf Club, noting that it provided extensive sporting facilities for those living
in the Douglas and surrounding areas and is an essential part of the sporting, social and commercial
life of the locality. They highlighted the importance of the club as a green amenity facility in the
Douglas Area was confirmed in Cork County Councils DLUTS study and asked that the design of the
M28 and Maryborough Link road take account of the impact of any encroachment on the clubs lands
or development adjacent to the course boundaries. Some public consultees felt that there would be
a risk of being hit by stray golf balls along the Maryborough Link Road. Others felt that this land was
of ecological and cultural importance and that the construction of the proposed link road would
have a serious impact on the wildlife and historical heritage in the area.
Public consultees were concerned that lighting of the Maryborough Link Road would cause light
pollution to their houses with the risk of causing sleep disorders. They also felt that the lighting of
this road might facilitate anti‐social behaviour.
Public consultees were concerned that traffic on the Maryborough Link road would back up from the
roundabout due to traffic on the Carr’s Hill Road having priority. They suggested that a free flow lane
from Maryborough Hill to the M28 should be provided in order to prevent such queuing. Public
consultees felt that the point at which the proposed northbound merging lane meets the M28
should be as close to the joining position of the original Maryborough onramp as possible.
Public consultees queried if the T‐junction from Maryborough Hill to the Maryborough Link Road
would be signalised. Some felt that there should be a roundabout at this junction to avoid backing
up of traffic both on Maryborough Link road and Maryborough Hill.
Some public consultees questioned if the proposed Maryborough Link Road takes future
development into account, noting in particular the capacity for development of 450 housing units on
the Castletreasure site adjacent to the Douglas Golf course.
Public consultees asked that details of the new Maryborough Hill Bridge be provided so that any
impacts on adjacent properties could be assessed. Details of the proposed landscaping, boundary
walls and noise mitigation measures were also requested. Some also queried how traffic would be
catered for during the construction of the Maryborough Hill Bridge.
Some public consultees questioned if the recent purchase of a property adjacent to where the
proposed link road would commence was linked to the current proposal.
Public consultees felt that the existing width and condition of Carr’s Hill Road (R609) would be
insufficient to cater for increased traffic as a result of the proposed Carr’s Hill junction. They
questioned if impacts had been assessed and if mitigation measures were proposed.
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2.2.8 Ballinrea Road (Board of Works Road)
Public consultees queried whether Ballinrea Road, also referred to as the Board of Works Road,
would retain access to the N28. They felt that this road should be upgraded as part of the proposed
M28 project, particularly at the junction with Ballinimlagh and the N28.

2.3 SOUTHERN END OF SCHEME – SHANNONPARK ROUNDABOUT TO
RINGASKIDDY ROUNDABOUT
2.3.1 Shannonpark Interchange Roundabout
Public consultees were concerned about the visual impact of the embankments proposed at the
Shannonpark Interchange. Some felt that the interchange and proposed M28 would be very close to
a cluster of homes to the east of the existing Shannonpark roundabout. Some felt that their homes
would be sandwiched between the old N28 and M28. Public consultees felt that the elevated
structures and embankments proposed as part of the Shannonpark interchange would severely
impact on their quality of life, including loss of privacy, noise pollution and devaluation of their
property. Some requested that their property be purchased and that they be compensated for the
inconvenience of having to move to facilitate this development. Some public consultees requested
that access be maintained to their lands if affected by the proposed interchange.
Some public consultees felt that a 3D model of the proposed structure should have been available to
give them a feel for the scale of the interchange and how it would impact on the surrounding
properties. They were disappointed that the height of the proposed structure was not available and
felt that a tunnel should be constructed and not a flyover to minimise the visual impact on the rural
setting.
Public consultees expressed concern about the impact on air quality from exhaust fumes from traffic
queuing at the proposed Shannonpark interchange and its effect on health. They questioned what
the existing emission levels were and what the proposed emissions would be when the development
was complete. Some questioned if redevelopment of the area adjacent to Shannonpark Interchange
was planned and if this would be residential or industrial and would resources for residents be
included in the scheme including paths, lighting and bus‐stops. There was concern with respect to
the safety of pedestrians and cyclists crossing at the Shannonpark interchange. Public consultees
questioned if risk management in case of emergencies had been reviewed for the M28 in relation to
residents adjacent the Shannonpark Interchange. Some questioned if footpaths would be included
on the flyover crossing the interchange and if these would be extended to Carrigaline.
Some public consultees queried if the interchange would be controlled by traffic lights or be free‐
flow. They felt that including traffic lights would result in considerable delays to traffic travelling to
and from Carrigaline. Some felt that the proposed lane for traffic merging from Carrigaline to the
M28 is too short. Others commented that there were enough roundabouts in Carrigaline without
the addition of those at the Shannonpark Interchange.
Public consultees felt that the proposed Shannonpark Interchange would not be sufficient to cater
for the anticipated development of up to 1,000 houses at the Shannonpark housing development,
and that this would lead to additional traffic queuing and congestion in the area.
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Some public consultees queried where traffic would be diverted if there was an accident on the M28
between Shannonpark and Carr’s Hill.
Public Consultees felt that the existing R611 should be upgraded to 2 lanes southbound from the
interchange to Carrigaline to relieve the existing bottleneck, which they felt would be exacerbated
by increased traffic from the proposed M28.
Some public consultees requested that the Cork County Council greenway cycleway between
Carrigaline and Passage West be taken into account in the design of the project.

2.3.2 Shannonpark interchange to Shanbally Interchange
Public consultees felt that Cogan’s Road (L6472) should remain open as it is a very well used road
and established link for traffic between Carrigaline, Passage West and Monkstown. They felt that
closing it would drive traffic towards the Shannonpark interchange, increasing this already
congested junction. Some contributes felt that while neither the L6472 nor the L2490 is safe, that
the L2490 has a particularly restricted pinch point at the railway bridge and that the junction with
the N28 for right turning traffic to Passage West/Monkstown/ Moneygourney is more dangerous
and difficult to negotiate than the left turn onto the N28 from the L6472. They felt that this is likely
to be exacerbated with the anticipated development of 1,000 houses at the Shannonpark housing
development. Some felt that the closure of the L6472 would increase traffic along the Fernhill Road
(L2490).
Some public consultees supported the closure of Cogan’s Road but questioned what would be done
with the redundant section of road after the closure. They were concerned that this would become
a target for illegal parking, illegal dumping or anti‐social behaviour.
Public consultees asked if the road alignment could be moved further south away from homes in the
area of Raffeen Quarry. Some queried if the quarry would be re‐opened to provide material for the
motorway and if there would be blasting in the quarry to provide material for the motorway
construction. If this were to be the case they were concerned that there would be damage, noise
and pollution as a result and questioned what measures were in place to ensure that they would not
be impacted. Some requested that a pedestrian and cyclist underpass could be provided at Raffeen.
Public consultees were concerned that the Preferred Route Alignment impacts on the Hibernian
Soccer Club and asked if pitches would be affected.

2.3.3 Shanbally Roundabout
Public consultees were concerned that the structure at Shanbally Interchange would present a
significant visual impact in a predominantly green area. They were also concerned that there would
be an impact on the wildlife of the area as a result of the construction of this structure. They were
also concerned about the noise generated from traffic in the area and due to the construction of the
structure.
Some public consultees felt that the proposed Shanbally Interchange will have a significantly
negative impact on zoned industrial lands at Raheens and requested that access be provided to
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these lands by including a roundabout on the southern side of the M28 Shanbally Interchange, which
links to the L2492 in the Coolmore area. They felt that providing this roundabout and link road
would significantly improve connectivity for existing and future road users in the area. They
proposed that its inclusion would mean that the L2492 could be closed to through traffic and negate
the need for the underbridge at Marian Terrace.
Public consultees requested that boundary treatments to the roads in the vicinity of the Shanbally
interchange would ensure the security to industrial sites in the area is maintained. They queried
whether the eastern link from the Shanbally Interchange to the north of the proposed M28 would be
blocked and how this would be achieved.

2.3.4 Barnahely Roundabout and R613
Public consultees were concerned that there would be an increase in freight traffic along the R613
between the Barnahely Roundabout and the western Deep Water Berth (DWB) access and that this
would represent a significant risk to pedestrians, cyclists and road users. They were also concerned
that the increase in HGV traffic along this route would result in increased levels of noise, dust,
exhaust fumes and congestion in the area and that the vibration caused by this traffic would impact
on their homes. They asked if these impacts had been assessed and what mitigation measures
would be put in place.
Public consultees were concerned that the current M28 proposal only connects to the Port’s East
Terminal Access. They felt that without an upgrade to the existing R613, the use of the port’s
western DWB access will be compromised. They felt that this would mean that the primary function
of the M28, to serve the port was not fulfilled and that the overall potential of the M28 scheme
would therefore be limited and the economic development of the region constrained. They also felt
that not upgrading the R613 as part of the scheme would impact on port efficiency and limit the
port’s flexibility to deal with an emergency incident. Surveys were presented to support their
assertion that DWB traffic would continue to use the N28 rather than using the R613, which, they
felt, would give rise to safety, environmental, social and traffic issues and would negatively impact
on the residents of Ringaskiddy in the long term.
Public consultees were further concerned that the preferred junction option that had been
developed for the port’s East Terminal access, in consultation with Cork County Council and the TII
differed from the roundabout shown in the current proposal.
There was concern expressed that a single lane each way is proposed from the Barnahely
roundabout to the eastern port access and not 2 full lanes each way, which was assumed at the Oral
Hearing for the expansion of the port at Ringaskiddy. They were concerned that a single lane would
not be sufficient, particularly if other developable lands are opened up by the M28 along that
section.
Some public consultees were concerned that the land requirements for the Barnahely roundabout
would impinge on the adjacent sites, reducing the area of land that would be available for further
development.
Public consultees felt that there would be congestion and queuing on the Barnahely roundabout at
change of shift times from the adjacent industries.
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2.3.5 Old Post Office Road and Lower Harbour National School
Public consultees were concerned that the closure of the Old Post office Road would remove direct
access by car between Ringaskiddy village and residents of Old Post Office Road, Tower Road and
attendees of the Lower Harbour National School. They felt that the increased journey length to
access the school from the village is unacceptable. They were concerned that families and the
elderly community living to the south of the proposed M28 would be isolated from the village of
Ringaskiddy and would have to navigate a highly trafficked roundabout at Loughbeg roundabout to
access the village. Many were concerned that the proposed closure of the Old Post Office Road to
vehicles would isolate homes on the Old post office road to access from the emergency services as
these vehicles are unable to turn from the School Road onto Old Post Office Road. Others felt that
due to this inability to turn from the School Road onto Old Post Office Road that they would be
unable to access their home with their boat as they currently do throughout the year.
Public consultees felt that the proposed 4m deep and 150m long pedestrian underpass would
discourage walking or cycling access to the village as people would be concerned about using such
an imposing structure and worried about their security. Some suggested that an over bridge would
offer more security and transparency.
Public consultees stated that the Lower Harbour National School promoted the Department of
Education initiative of encouraging children to walk to school and encouraged the “Walk on
Wednesday” practice. They noted that the children from the school use the local community hall,
oratory and green area in the village, and felt that having to use the proposed underpass would
discourage these activities and deprive the children of these vital resources.
Public consultees were concerned that the proposed underpass would be vulnerable to flooding.
They described the proposed access to the Lower Harbour National School from the R613 as little
more than a farm track that was vulnerable to flooding, some stating that the road to the west of
the school had been flooded for several weeks during Winter 2015. Some were concerned that this
road would become much busier as people tried to avoid the roundabouts on the M28, resulting in
increased risk to safety. Others stated that the school road cannot be transited by any bus or vehicle
larger than a twenty‐ seater bus and is virtually impassable at school collection and drop‐off times.
There was concern that an under pass would attract an antisocial element to the area, and that the
creation of a cul‐de‐sac would lead to illegal dumping. Some were concerned that the underpass
would be gated and locked at night, which would lead to further isolation of residents of Old Post
Office Road.
There was concern expressed that the proposed route transects a site purchased to facilitate the
amalgamation of the Shanbally and Lower Harbour National schools. Public consultees pointed out
this was the only viable site located for a school development in over a decade of intense efforts and
negotiations. They felt that financial compensation for the loss of the site was of little benefit to the
school given the scarcity of alternative suitable sites available in the wider Ringaskiddy area. They
felt that the future educational needs of the community have been put at risk by the proposed
development and that this would impact directly on the community. They expressed the opinion
that children in the community have a right to expect that their educational needs will continue to
be respected and supported by the agencies of the state.
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There was particular concern that, in the event of a major emergency within the Lower Harbour
area, the closure of Old Post Office Road would limit evacuation of pupils and staff to a single route.
Cork County Council’s Major Emergency Plan envisages that children and staff remain in the school
until they are evacuated by buses provided by the emergency services. Should this single access
route be impeded for any reason in the event of an emergency, then there is no alternative route
available for vehicular access. Public consultees felt that if the proposed changes are implemented
on Old Post Office Road, then the School Road should be upgraded to ensure that it can be readily
transited by larger vehicles to facilitate the swift and safe evacuation of staff and pupils in the event
of an emergency. The upgrade should include for widening of the road or introducing passing points
to facilitate two‐way traffic.
Some public consultees felt that it is unacceptable to separate the Warren Castle and the Martello
Tower from the community. They noted that the access to the Martello Tower is located in
Ringaskiddy and is within the corridor of the proposed M28. Some asked if a small parking area and
access to the tower could be provided during construction of the M28, thus providing a tourist
attraction conveniently located beside the car ferry.

2.3.6 Loughbeg Roundabout
Some public consultees were concerned about the access arrangements to Ringport Business Park.
They felt that the current proposal would compromise the capacity of the entrance and plans for
expansion within the park and were concerned that this be designed to standards that would
accommodate HGVs using the entrance and that the road lining arrangement would not limit access
to the residential estate to a left‐in, left‐out arrangement. They suggested that access to the
Ringport Business Park should be either via direct access from the Roundabout or via an alternative
alignment to the proposed access road from the Loughbeg Road. They outlined the security
requirements of the site and requested that any new boundary treatment be high level stone faced
wall. They requested that the Bord Gais Networks pipe and the wastewater treatment plant on their
site would not be affected by the proposal and that any necessary works would be carried out as
part of the contract. They were concerned that the proposal would impact on the land available for
parking within the site. They also requested access to the EIS when available.
Some public consultees asked that the Loughbeg roundabout be signalised, to ensure that traffic
from the local roads can gain access to the M28.

2.3.7 Ringaskiddy Roundabout to Barnahely Roundabout
Public consultees were concerned that non‐port traffic would avoid using the single lane between
the Ringaskiddy and Barnahely roundabouts as they would be delayed by HGV traffic from the port.
They felt that non‐port traffic would travel through Ringaskiddy village to join the motorway at
Barnahely, thereby overtaking the slower HGV traffic and this would negate any improvement with
respect to traffic in Ringaskiddy village.
Public consultees felt that there should be footpaths provided on the single‐carriageway between
Barnahely and Loughbeg roundabouts.
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2.3.8 Ringaskiddy ‐ General
Public consultees expressed the view that the residents of Ringaskiddy have accommodated a lot of
disturbance over the years with little return. They felt that they had waited a long time for a roads
scheme to remove the traffic congestion from the village, but that the proposed scheme presented
more issues than it solved. They felt that the proposed scheme is facilitating industry to the
detriment of the local community and with no benefit to the local community. Some found it
difficult to understand why the M28 was needed in the area – effectively creating a third route
parallel to the N28 and L6474 serving the same area.
Public consultees felt that the village of Ringaskiddy would be sandwiched between the Port of Cork
and the proposed M28 and that sections of the community would be isolated from the village,
contrary to proper planning and sustainable development of the area. They felt that the proposed
alignment would be constructed through a green belt and is in contravention of the stated objective
of the Carrigaline Electoral Local Area Plan 2011 which seeks “to protect, maintain and enhance the
residential amenities of the existing community at Ringaskiddy village”.
Public consultees felt that the proposed route would be too close to homes and that the peace and
privacy of living in the countryside would be replaced by heavy traffic running close to their
property, creating noise, vibrations, dust and exhaust fumes continuously. Some asked if prevailing
winds would increase the impact of noise along the M28. Public consultees were concerned that
emissions from exhaust fumes and dust from traffic would impact on their health and that the
proximity of the motorway would present a safety risk to their children. They felt that the proposed
road and associated mitigation measures would impact on the views from their homes and may
impact on the light to their gardens if trees are planted as landscaping to the proposed route. There
was also concern that there would be infestation of their homes by rodents during the clearing of
the site during the construction stage.
Public consultees felt that the proposed route would impact negatively on their property values and
that the 2008 route option was a better option in that it was further away from houses and did not
divide the village of Ringaskiddy. They felt that this had been abandoned to avoid birds and wildlife
and that people deserve equal consideration.

2.3.9 Motorway Service area
Public consultees were concerned that the location of the Motorway Service Area (MSA) was
depriving the residents of Ringaskiddy of the last foreshore view from the village of Ringaskiddy.
Some questioned the reasons for having a motorway service station at the end of a road. Others
questioned why the public are paying for the MSA and not the POCC.
Some public consultees questioned the location, type, scale and land take required and demand for
the Motorway Service Area. They felt unclear as to the intended function of the MSA, whether it
was intended to serve all road users or as a HGV rest area primarily supporting the Port of Cork.
They stated that the proposed MSA has the potential to include shop, restaurant and food facilities
in addition to the HGV rest area spaces and welfare facilities. They were concerned that the
proposed MSA would generate local traffic and referenced the Spatial Planning and National Roads
Guidelines that stipulate that facilities included in service areas should be of a type that avoid the
attraction of short, local trips or the locations becoming destinations for local customers. They
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stated that the impact of the proposed MSA on the Ringaskiddy Mobility Management Plan should
be assessed. They outlined that as part of the Freight Mobility Management Plan for Ringaskiddy,
that there would be a Vehicle Booking in System (VBS) in operation. Scheduled VBS slots will be
provided to drivers and they stated that it would be unlikely that additional rest periods would be
included with the daily planning given that many drivers are local to the area.

2.4 PUBLIC CONSULTATION
Some public consultees were satisfied that the team took feedback from previous consultations on
board and returned with revised options for the northern end of the scheme, while others were
disappointed that some issues raised in submissions were not addressed in the current proposals.
Some expressed disappointment that individual responses to written submissions were not
provided.
Public consultees felt that there should have been more detailed information available at the open
days including information on noise mitigation measures, noise barriers, land take details, details of
how much closer the proposed works would be to homes, details and cross sections of the revised
bridge details and environmental information. Some felt that a full scale‐model of the proposed
scheme should have been available.
Public consultees thought that the location of the Public Open Day in Carrigaline displayed a lack of
respect to the Ringaskiddy community. They felt that a venue should have been chosen in
Ringaskiddy as some people were unable to travel to Carrigaline to attend.
Some public consultees were concerned that people were unaware of the consultation as there
were no signs on Maryborough Hill making people aware of the consultation. Others felt that the
information should have been made available online ahead of the consultation day so that people
could review and digest the plans and have their questions for the project team on the consultation
day. Some felt that answers provided by the project team at the open days were vague. Others felt
that the public consultation was more a form of news management by Cork County Council.
Public consultees welcomed the publication of the consultation report on the project website.
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3 NEXT STAGES OF PROJECT DEVELOPMENT
3.1 WHAT HAPPENS NEXT
A detailed examination of the consultation submissions has been undertaken and the issues raised
are currently being considered by the Design Team in the finalisation of the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy
Motorway Scheme.
The Final Scheme will be put on public display in advance of the publication of the Motorway Order
and Environmental Impact Statement. It is expected that the final scheme will be displayed before
the end of 2016.
Once the Final Scheme has been designed, the extent of property required will be determined. This
will allow the Motorway Order (MO) to be prepared. The Motorway Order will identify property
that is required to be compulsorily purchased for the development of the M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy
Motorway Scheme.
An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the scheme is currently being prepared and will be
finalised once the scheme design has been completed.
It is envisaged that the MO and EIS will be completed before the end of 2016.
Subject to approval, it is expected that the MO and EIS will be published in January 2017, starting the
statutory planning process.
The EIS and the maps and schedules associated with the MO will be on display in the offices of the
local authority for a period of not less than one month following publication. Formal submissions
may be made at that time to An Bord Pleanála (ABP) and for a period of not less than two weeks
after that display period.
An Oral Hearing on the project may take place, if required by ABP.
ABP may approve the scheme, approve with modifications or reject the scheme.
Subject to ABP approval and availability of funding, the scheme then advances to the procurement
and construction phases.
Construction may include a number of contracts in advance of the main construction contract for
the scheme, such as diversion of existing services, site investigations, archaeological investigations
and site fencing.
It is estimated that main construction contract will take at least 2 years.
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Figure 1 Project Timeline
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BAT CONSERVATION IRELAND

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Bat Conservation Ireland <info@batconservationireland.org>
04 March 2015 08:00
Joy Barry
N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
BCIreland_Data Guidance Charges_2015.pdf; BCIreland_Data
Guidance_SigningPage.docx

Email Correspondence 4th March 2015
Dear Joy,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed road scheme. Please follow NRA Guidelines in
relation to a Four Season bat Survey. Bat Conservation Ireland holds the national database for bat records.
It is recommend to apply for these records as part of the desk top study for the proposed works. I have
attached information on this.
The seriousness of the decline of bat population across Europe has led to the establishment of
conservation programmes and appropriate legislation to stablise population numbers. The following
should be considered in relation to developments or proposals that may impact on bat populations:
a. Bats and their bat roosts are protected by Irish (Wildlife Act 1976 and 2000 Amendment)
which make it an offence to willfully interfere with or destroy the breeding or resting place of
these species. All species of bats are listed in Schedule 5 of the 1976 Act and therefore are
subject to the provisions of Section 23. The Wildlife Amendment Act 2000 improves the
conservation of both species and their habitats and gives statutory protection to Natural
Heritage Areas (NHAs).
b. Potentially the most important legislation for the protection and conservation of flora and
fauna and their natural habitat is the EC Habitats Directive 1992 (EEC 92/43), which lists
habitats and species of European conservation importance. This directive seeks to protect
rare and vulnerable species, including all species of bats. All ten species of bat are
protected with the lesser horseshoe bat listed as an Annex II species while all other bats
(commonly known as vesper bats) are listed as Annex IV species.
c. Local Planning Authorities are required to give consideration to nature conservation
interests under the guidance of the SEA Directive 2001/42/EC. This directive states that the
protected status afforded to bats means that planning authorities must consider their
presence in order to reduce the impact of developments through mitigation measures.
d. The National Biodiversity Plan confers general responsibilities on all participants in the
development process to take into account of protected species. “The overall objective is to
secure the conservation, and where possible the enhancement, and sustainable use of
biological diversity in Ireland and contribute to conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity globally”.
Member States must achieve a favourable conservation status for bat species. This involves measures that
will stabilize the population dynamics of the species, so that it maintains itself on a long-term basis as a
viable component of the natural habitat. Therefore, each Member State must prevent the natural range of
the species from reducing and thus takes measures to ensure suitable habitat remain in the long-term.
There are total of nine species of bat known to roost in the Republic of Ireland: soprano pipistrelle, common
pipistrelle, Nathusius’ pipistrelle, Natterer’s bat, Daubenton’s bat, whiskered bat, lesser horseshoe bat,
Leisler’s bat and brown long-eared bat. Each bat species have particular ecological requirements in
relation to roosting, commuting and foraging habitats. A tenth species of bat, the Brandt’s bat, was
recorded once in 2001 and is considered a vagrant species. In addition, a single male Greater Horseshoe
bat was also recorded once in 2012 and is also considered a vagrant. The NPWS Conservation
Assessment for each species can access via www.npws.ie as well as a number of documents listed below.
NPWS Conservation Status Assessment report for each of the species recorded is presented below:
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a. Natterer’s bat Myotis nattereri (Species Code 1322)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
b. Whiskered bat Myotis mystacinus (Species Codes 1330)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
c. Leisler’s bat Nyctalus leisleri (Species Code 1331)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland. Ireland is the stronghold for this
species and is given a status of International Importance.
d. Daubenton’s bat Myotis daubentoni (Species Code 1314)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
e. Brown long-eared bats Plecotus auritus (Species Code 1326)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
f. Common pipistrelle Pipistrellus pipistrellus (Species Code 1309)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
g. Nathusius’ pipistrelle Pipistrellus nathusii (Species Code 1317)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
h. Lesser horseshoe bat Rhinolophus hipposideros (Species Code 1303)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
i. Brandt’s bat Myotis brandtii (Species Code 1320)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
j. Soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus Species Code 1309)
This species is given a Favourable Status in Republic of Ireland.
The principal pressures on Irish bat species are as follows:
- urbanized areas (e.g. light pollution)
- bridge/viaduct repairs
- pesticides usage
- removal of hedges, scrub, forestry
- water pollution
- other pollution and human impacts (e.g. renovation of dwellings with roosts)
- infillings of ditches, dykes, ponds, pools and marshes
- management of aquatic and bank vegetation for drainage purposes
- abandonment of pastoral systems
- spieleology and vandalism
- communication routes: roads
- forestry management
For information on population trends, distribution and threats please consult the Bat Conservation Ireland
publication Irish Bats in the 21st Century (Roche et al., 2014).
Bat Conservation Ireland officially came into existence in 2004 and now acts as the national umbrella group
for all county bat groups. Bat Conservation Ireland is affiliated with the Irish Wildlife Trust and works closely
with many NGOs, The Heritage Council and NPWS Conservation Rangers. Bat Conservation Ireland
manages the All Ireland Bat Monitoring Programme in conjunction with Bat Conservation Trust UK and
under the funding and assistance of the Heritage Council, NPWS (Department of Environment, Heritage
and Local Government), EHS (Department of Environment Northern Ireland) and Waterways Ireland. We
provide information on the conservation of bats to all public enquires and will assist the general public in
their needs in relation to bats. The group is also involved in providing training in the use of bat detectors
through organising bat detector workshops. The erection of bat boxes, field surveys and the collection of
data on bat distribution in the country are on-going group projects.
If you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,
Dr Tina Aughney
________________
Dr Tina Aughney
Bat Conservation Ireland
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Bat Conservation Ireland Ltd.
Company Registration No. 494343
Ulex House, Drumheel,
Lisduff, Virginia, Co. Cavan
www.batconservationireland.org
info@batconservationireland.org
00353 (0) 86 4049468
From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 17 February 2015 13:09
To: tinaaughney@eircom.net
Cc: info@batconservationireland.org
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em010 B.C.I. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Ms. Aughney,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
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routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
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registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795
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Bat Conservation Ireland Ltd., Ulex House, Drumheel,
Lisduff, Virginia, County Cavan

www.batconservationireland.org

info@batconservationireland.org

Bat Conservation Ireland Data Guidance and Charges
The following is to provide information bat data available, on usage of bat data and the charges for
their provision.
The BCIreland Database contains the following datasets:
a. Car-based Bat Monitoring Scheme 2003-2012
The Car-Based Bat Monitoring Scheme was first piloted in 2003 and targets the two most abundant pipistrelle
species (common and soprano pipistrelles) and the Leisler’s bat. The car based survey makes use of a broadband
bat detector which picks up a range of ultrasound which can be recorded in the field and analysed post-survey.
Car survey teams survey pre-mapped routes within 30km squares (28 designated squares) across the island of
Ireland. This monitoring scheme is jointly funded by NPWS and NIEA.
b. All Ireland Daubenton’s Bat Waterways Scheme 2006-2012
This scheme follows a survey methodology devised by the Bat Conservation Trust (BCT UK). Narrow band,
heterodyne detectors are used by volunteers who conduct a 1km river/canal survey on the activity level of
Daubenton’s bat at chosen waterways. Surveyors count the number ‘bat passes’ of this bat species for 4 minutes
at each of the ten fixed points on linear waterways across the island of Ireland. This monitoring scheme is jointly
funded by NPWS and NIEA.

c. Brown Long-eared Bat Roost Monitoring Scheme 2007-2012
This scheme concentrates on counts of brown long-eared bats at specified roosts in the Republic of Ireland only.
The roost survey protocol involves at least two counts per annum (mid-May to August) using three potential
survey methods depending on the structure, access and location of bats within, and emerging from, the roost.
This monitoring scheme is funded by NPWS.

d. BATLAS 2010
The BATLAS 2010 survey of the Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland was conducted during two field
survey years (2008 and 2009) to ascertain the distribution of four targeted bat species. The targeted species were;
common and soprano pipistrelle, Daubenton’s and Leisler’s bats. This survey was funded by The Heritage
Council, NPWS and NIEA.

e. Landscape conservation for Irish bats & species specific roosting characteristics
Using the 2000-2009 database of species records, collated and maintained by Bat Conservation Ireland, analysis
of the habitat and landscape associations, using Corine, of all species that commonly occur in Ireland namely;
common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, Nathusius’ pipistrelle, Leisler’s bat, Daubenton’s bat, Natterer’s bat,
whiskered bat, brown long-eared bat and the lesser horseshoe bat, was undertaken. Through this project
BCIreland aims to provide a guide to the key habitat associations of bats to help understand their habitat
requirements in Ireland. This model is available as a GIS shape-file on a county by county basis.

f. Ad Hoc Bat Records
Ad Hoc Records submitted by various groups including Bat Groups, BCIreland members, Ecological
Consultants, etc. 2000-2013 are compiled on the BCIreland database. BCIreland accepts and verifies bat
records from known groups and individuals. Such records consist of roost and bat detector records.

Bat Conservation Ireland Ltd., Ulex House, Drumheel,
Lisduff, Virginia, County Cavan

www.batconservationireland.org

info@batconservationireland.org

Data formats available
Data will normally be supplied in one of three formats:




Yearly datasets: full dataset for counties or specified areas according to the survey years (2000-2013) are
available. Such datasets will be provided on an Excel sheet listing survey data, grid reference (roost
records will be reduced to 1km resolution to protect location of such sites), type of record (i.e. detector
or roost record) and species present.
Single site queries: A 1km and 10km radius search of a submitted Irish Grid reference are available.
Results will be provided as a table, with information provided on survey data, grid reference, type of
record (i.e. detector or roost record, roost records will be reduced to 1km resolution to protect location of
such sites) and species present. This will be emailed in a pdf format along with a cover letter. Landscape
Conservation: provides a GIS shape-file of the landscape model on a county level at a 5km resolution.

Charging categories
Data charges are applied to all data requests. You will be notified beforehand of the charge that is to be applied
to your request. This charge is to account for the time taken by BCI in maintaining the database, validating
records and extracting the data. Charging is determined on a case-by-case basis and on the use to be made of
data, irrespective of the user or nature of their organisation. An invoice will be forward within 1-2 weeks of
processing the data.







Minimum Rate: a minimum rate of €50.00 will be applied to all data requests.
Single site queries: a minimum rate of €50.00 will be applied to all data requests. Depending on the
number of data requests (i.e. number of single grid references submitted), an additional charge may be
applied depending on the administrative time required to extract and compile such data requests to a
maximum of €500.00. A 50% discount will apply to individuals or organisations that have a record of
contributing to the BCIreland database (i.e. have submitted verified bat records).
Volunteers/ Unfunded Research Rate: BCIreland will review data requests from volunteers or
organisations such as universities that can clearly demonstrate that data requests will be used for
educational purposes or to contribute to the conservation of Irish bat species. Such requests will be
undertaken at a discounted rate. Charging, if any, will be determined on a case-by-case basis.
Large datasets: applicants who require large amounts of data will be required to provide a detailed
description of the proposed use of the data. A Data Licence Agreement will be signed and returned prior
to data handover. Data will only be supplied for Single Use only. Charges for large datasets will be
€500.00 per county or proportion of a county. Datasets for a reduced number of years (i.e. not for the
full 2000-2013 dataset) will be charged at €250.00 per county or proportion of a county.

The Data Sharing Agreement must be signed by all parties that make a data request and returned to
BCIreland. The Agreement ensures that the dataset provided by BCIreland will only be used for the
specified project work undertaken by the purchasing body and should not be released to any other
person(s) or bodies for use.
As this data is being released to the purchasing body, it is the purchasing body’s responsibility to
ensure that this data is appropriately used, that it is not shared with any other person or body and that
this data will be removed from all sources and databases directly or indirectly related to the project on
completion of the project once your research has been completed.
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Please read these carefully before completing the Data Sharing Agreement
Bat Conservation Ireland encourages the use of the BCIreland database. However, the release of data is entirely at the
discretion of BCIreland who has the right to refuse access to data without obligation to disclose the reasons for doing so.
Supply of bat data confers no rights of ownership to the receiver. The release of data will normally be agreed unless one or
more of the following situations occurs:
 In the case of requests for sensitive datasets, their release is deemed contrary to the conservation interests of
Bat Conservation Ireland.
 Bat Conservation Ireland are actively working in the same area or are seeking funds to do so. In cases where
collaborative studies are appropriate, these will be encouraged;
 The data have been submitted in confidence and the donor is unwilling to permit their release;
 The data were collected under contract and the contractor does not agree to their release;
 A significant proportion of the data have been collected by one researcher or team who intend to conduct
similar analyses themselves;
 In the case of research projects, the data have already been released to another party to conduct similar
research. Both parties will be informed of their interest and data will not normally be released to the second
applicant without agreement by the first;
 The applicant cannot agree to the conditions of use listed below, has not adhered to the conditions on a
previous occasion or is not prepared to pay the extraction charge.
Bat Conservation Ireland will treat the completed Data Sharing Agreement in confidence. Data will only be released upon
receipt of a completed Data Sharing Agreement, which legally binds the applicant to the conditions of use.
Conditions of use
Data are for use only by the specified party(ies) on whose behalf the Data Request Form is completed. The signatory is
responsible for ensuring that those using data held by Bat Conservation Ireland abide by the conditions given here.
 Data are not passed to a third party.
 Data are supplied only for the uses or specific analyses stated on the Data Sharing Agreement. A further form
must be completed for any uses additional to those originally described.
 The respective project will be acknowledged wherever the data provided are used, in publications, reports,
papers etc. as follows: “Bat Data from XXX project (e.g. BATLAS 2010) was supplied by Bat Conservation
Ireland” or similar wording depending on the dataset. BCIreland will specify a wording if a different one is
required to the above.
 Raw data are not to be given verbatim in any presentation, publication, report etc. without prior written
permission from Bat Conservation Ireland.
 No data will be published on the internet without prior written permission from Bat Conservation Ireland.
 Up to four copies of any report or publication will be supplied, free of charge, to Bat Conservation Ireland In
the case of confidential reports, only relevant sections using the bat data provided will be required. This
requirement may be waived under certain conditions, e.g. student dissertations, at the discretion of the project
partners.
 Permission to use the data supplied expires 12 months after approval, unless otherwise agreed. All copies of the
data, including those on database, should be destroyed/ removed at this time.
 Failure by the User to abide by the conditions above may jeopardise the release of data in future requests.
Project partners may impose further conditions of use of the data or substitutions for them where specific
exemptions are agreed. In such cases, applicants will be notified before data are released.
 Additional bat data collated by the surveying bodies should be submitted to BCIreland to include on the
database thereby ensuring the continued high level of bat data available for future datasets.
Whilst every effort is made to ensure data held are correct, Bat Conservation Ireland cannot accept responsibility for any
errors in data provided. We will always seek to provide the most recent data available. Bat Conservation Ireland cannot be
held responsible for any misuse or misrepresentation of the data supplied.
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Bat Conservation Ireland Data Sharing Agreement
Name and address of 3rd party Company/Organisation:
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
What they intend to use the data for:
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
Data requested (please list Irish Grid References or Counties/Landscape area):
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________

Contact name and telephone details:
_________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________
This person will take responsibility for
 The appropriate use of data for the stated duration of the project.
 The return of the bat data collated on completion of the project for BCIreland database.
 A declaration that such data covered by the agreement is removed from all databases directly or indirectly
relating to the project.
The data covered by the Bat Conservation Ireland Data Sharing Agreement will be removed from all databases
directly or indirectly related to the project on completion of the project.

Print: :_____________________________
Sign:_____________________________
Date: :_____________________________

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS, ENERGY
AND NATURAL RESOURCES

Eileen O'Leary
Mary Brady <Mary.Brady@dcenr.gov.ie> on behalf of CorporateSupport.Unit
<CorporateSupport.Unit@dcenr.gov.ie>
23 February 2015 14:29
Joy Barry
CorporateSupport.Unit; Teresa O'Halloran
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Dear Ms. Barry,
I wish to acknowledge receipt of your email to the Corporate Support Mailbox, the contents of which has been
brought to the attention of the relevant parties within the Department.
Kind regards,
Mary Brady,
Corporate Support Unit,
Department of Communications, Energy and Natural Resources,
Elm House,
Earlsvale Road,
Cavan.
Tel: 01 6782058

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 23 February 2015 12:26
To: CorporateSupport.Unit
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
23rd February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em0021 D.C.E.N.R Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mary,
Further to your telephone request this morning please find N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping
Consultation request set out below and attached.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
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Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,
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Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

Disclaimer:
This electronic message contains information (and may contain files), which may be privileged or
confidential. The information is intended to be for the sole use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If
you are not the intended recipient be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents
of this information and or files is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
notify the sender immediately. This is also to certify that this mail has been scanned for viruses.
Tá eolas sa teachtaireacht leictreonach seo (agus b'fhéidir sa chomhaid ceangailte leis) a d'fhéadfadh bheith
príobháideach nó faoi rún. Is le h-aghaidh an duine/na ndaoine nó le h-aghaidh an aonáin atá ainmnithe
thuas agus le haghaidh an duine/na ndaoine sin amháin atá an t-eolas. Murab ionann tusa agus an té a bhfuil
an teachtaireacht ceaptha dó bíodh a fhios agat nach gceadaítear nochtadh, cóipeáil, scaipeadh nó úsáid an
eolais agus/nó an chomhaid seo. Más trí earráid a fuair tú an teachtaireacht leictreonach seo cuir, más é do
thoil é, an té ar sheol an teachtaireacht ar an eolas láithreach. Deimhnítear leis seo freisin nár aims odh
víreas sa phost seo tar éis a scanadh.
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DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS UNIT

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Manager Dau <Manager.Dau@ahg.gov.ie>
17 February 2015 16:26
Joy Barry
G Pre00211/2014 RE: COE-CON-A140529-0035 N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade
Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Your Ref: ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Our Ref: G Pre00211/2014 (Please quote in all related correspondence)
A chara
On behalf of the Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, I acknowledge receipt of your recent consultation
below.
In the event of observations, you will receive a co‐ordinated heritage‐related response by email from Development
Applications Unit (DAU) on behalf of the Department.
The normal target turnaround for pre‐planning consultations is six weeks from date of receipt. In cases where a
lesser but reasonable deadline is requested, the Department may endeavour to meet this, but this cannot be
guaranteed. In more general wider‐issue consultation cases, e.g. from public bodies, the Department endeavours to
meet deadline dates, where requested.
If you have not heard from DAU and wish to receive an update, please telephone the direct line number below or
053‐911 7500 and ask for DAU.
Regards,
Patricia O'Leary
Development Applications Unit,
Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht,
Newtown Road,
Wexford.
053‐911 7482

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 17 February 2015 12:14
To: Manager Dau
Cc: Jervis Good - (DAHG)
Subject: COE-CON-A140529-0035 N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

Re:

MCT0597Em006 D.A.U. Scoping

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
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Dear Manager,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:








Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
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Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

Right-click here to dow nload
pictures. To help protect y our
priv acy , Outlook prev ented
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=============================================================
Tá an t-eolas sa ríomhphost seo faoi rún, chomh maith le gach comhad atá ceangailte leis, agus i gcomhair
úsáid an duine nó an chórais a bhfuil sé dírithe air amháin. Má fhaigheann tú an ríomhphost seo trí bhotún,
cuir scéal chugainn ag webmaster@ahg.gov.ie. Tá an ríomhphost seo arna sheiceáil ag scanóir víreas agus
dealramh air go bhfuil sé glan.
The information in this email, and any attachments transmitted with it, are confidential and are for the
intended recipient only. If you receive this message in error, please notify us via webmaster@ahg.gov.ie .
This e-mail has been scanned by a virus scanner and appears to be clean.
=============================================================
**********************************************************************
Is faoi rún agus chun úsáide an té nó an aonán atá luaite leis, a sheoltar an ríomhphost seo agus aon comhad
atá nasctha leis. Má bhfuair tú an ríomhphost seo trí earráid, déan teagmháil le bhainisteoir an chórais.
Deimhnítear leis an bhfo-nóta seo freisin go bhfuil an teachtaireacht ríomhphoist seo scuabtha le bogearraí
frithvíorais chun víorais ríomhaire a aimsiú.
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This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual
or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system
manager.
This footnote also confirms that this email message has been swept by anti-virus software for the presence
of computer viruses.
**********************************************************************
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Manager Dau <Manager.Dau@ahg.gov.ie>
18 February 2015 17:38
Joy Barry
G Pre00051/2015 RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping
Consultation (Carr's Hill Interchange)
ATT00001.txt; ATT00002.htm

G Pre00051/2015
A chara
On behalf of the Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, I acknowledge receipt of your recent consultation
below.
In the event of observations, you will receive a co‐ordinated heritage‐related response by email from Development
Applications Unit (DAU) on behalf of the Department.
The normal target turnaround for pre‐planning consultations is six weeks from date of receipt. In cases where a
lesser but reasonable deadline is requested, the Department may endeavour to meet this, but this cannot be
guaranteed. In more general wider‐issue consultation cases, e.g. from public bodies, the Department endeavours to
meet deadline dates, where requested.
If you have not heard from DAU and wish to receive an update, please telephone the direct line number below or
053‐911 7500 and ask for DAU.
Regards,
Patricia O'Leary
Development Applications Unit,
Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht,
Newtown Road,
Wexford.
053‐911 7482

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 18 February 2015 12:08
To: Manager Dau
Cc: Jervis Good - (DAHG)
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation (Carr's Hill I nterchange)
I mportance: High

Dear Jervis,
Hopefully by now you will have received the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Report as
emailed to you yesterday.
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Further to this I was hoping to get your opinion on another matter regarding a proposed new interchange at Carr’s
Hill in Moneygurney, Rochestown which is not specified within the scoping report as this element of the scheme is
currently being designed. Please see attached drawing of the proposed interchange and aerial shot of the ‘area of
interest’. As you will see from the drawing it is proposed to create a new interchange from the proposed N28
upgraded scheme to connect to the south of Maryborough Ridge Housing Estate on Maryborough Hill (the drawing
is facing north). Plans have yet to be finalised for the proposed interchange and at the moment two options for
connection to Maryborough Hill are set out on the drawing (see red and green options).
Due to the topography and built environment within the area the alternative options with respect to the alignment
of the proposed interchange are quite restricted to say the least. Following detailed review of potential options for
the proposed interchange, the least obtrusive option with respect to the Donnybrook Stream is shown on the
attached drawing. As you will see some sections of the proposed scheme are still likely to directly impact on parts of
the Donnybrook Stream. Based on the current design it looks like it will be necessary to divert approx. 630m of the
stream and culvert the stream in two places. The first culvert under the slip road is likely to be approx. 33m long
and the second culvert under the main road is likely to be approx. 72m long.
We would welcome any feedback that you have in relation to this matter at your earliest convenience. Please note
we have also contacted Michael McPartland of Inland Fisheries Ireland for feedback on this matter.
Should you wish to discuss in more detail or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. My
direct dial is 021 4665960.
Regards,
Joy

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Importance:

Your ref:
Our Ref:
DATS ref:

Manager Dau <Manager.Dau@ahg.gov.ie>
19 February 2015 14:05
Joy Barry
G Pre00211/2014 FW: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping
Consultation
MCT0597RP0025F01 - EIA Scoping Report (Email) .pdf; ATT00001.txt;
ATT00002.htm
High

MCT0597LT0014COR
G Pre00211/2014 (Please quote in all related correspondence)
COE‐CON‐A140529‐0035

A chara
On behalf of the Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, I acknowledge receipt of your email consultation
below.
(A duplicate to an incorrect address arrived by post today, please delete the incorrect address for: The Minister,
Department of the Environment, Community and Local Government, Newtown Road, Wexford.)
In the event of observations, you will receive a co‐ordinated heritage‐related response by email from Development
Applications Unit (DAU) on behalf of the Department.
The normal target turnaround for pre‐planning consultations is six weeks from date of receipt. In cases where a
lesser but reasonable deadline is requested, the Department may endeavour to meet this, but this cannot be
guaranteed. In more general wider‐issue consultation cases, e.g. from public bodies, the Department endeavours to
meet deadline dates, where requested.
If you have not heard from DAU and wish to receive an update, please telephone the direct line number below or
053‐911 7500 and ask for DAU.
Request to correspond by email only
This office issues all responses and communications by email and, accordingly, inward consultations/enquiries by
email are preferred. Please send emails only to manager.dau@ahg.gov.ie
(Note: i) it is not necessary to also send a hard copy; and ii) please send a maximum of two attachments, ideally
PDFs).
Regards,
Patricia O'Leary
Development Applications Unit,
Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht,
Newtown Road,
Wexford.
053‐911 7482
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From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 17 February 2015 12:14
To: Manager Dau
Cc: Jervis Good - (DAHG)
Subject: COE-CON-A140529-0035 N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

Re:

MCT0597Em006 D.A.U. Scoping

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Manager,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
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Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795
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cuir scéal chugainn ag webmaster@ahg.gov.ie. Tá an ríomhphost seo arna sheiceáil ag scanóir víreas agus
dealramh air go bhfuil sé glan.
The information in this email, and any attachments transmitted with it, are confidential and are for the
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=============================================================
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wexford Receptionist <REC_WEX@epa.ie>
23 February 2015 09:30
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

A Chara,
Your correspondence of 23 February has been forwarded for attention.
Thank you and regards,
Ann Rochford,
Programme Officer, Environmental Protection Agency, P.O. Box 3000, Johnstown Castle Estate, Wexford.
Bosca Poist 3000, Eastát Chaisleán Bhaile Sheáin, Contae Loch Garman.
Tel: 00353 53 91 60600:
Fax: 00353 53 91 60699:
Email: info@epa.ie
web:www.epa.ie
Lo Call: 1890 33 55 99

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 23 February 2015 09:25
To: Wexford Receptionist
Cc: Fintan.McGivern@mottmac.com
Subject: FW: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High

Dear Sir/Madam,
As per Fintan McGivern’s email below we would welcome feedback from the EPA in respect of the SW River Basin
Management Plan in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping
Consultation. Please note that the EPA was already consulted last week by email on 17th February 2015. However
for completeness this scoping consultation has been re‐issued to the EPA specifically with respect to your role as the
competent body in respect of the SW River Basin Management Plan.
We would welcome any feedback that you have in relation to the attached scoping report by 16th March 2015.
Regards,
Joy Barry

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
Direct:
Email:
www:

+353 (0) 21 466 5900
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

From: McGivern, Fintan [ mailto:Fintan.McGivern@mottmac.com]
Sent: 20 February 2015 09:59
To: Joy Barry
Subject: RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
1

Dear Joy,
I note in your document that you list the South Western River Basin District as one of the consultees. I assume we
have been invited to comment on you document due to our involvement on the South Western River Basin District
Management Plan on behalf of the competent body which, at that time, was Cork County Council. The EPA is now
the competent body in respect of the SW River Basin Management Plan. We have no authority to respond on behalf
of the SWRBD. I would suggest that you contact the EPA and ask for their comments as the competent authority for
the SWRBD. If requested to do so we would be happy to respond on behalf of the EPA.
Regards,
Fintan McGivern

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 17 February 2015 12:51
To: McGivern, Fintan
Cc: SWCFRAM
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em007 S.W.R.B.D. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mr. McGivern,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
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the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
Direct:
Email:
www:

+353 (0) 21 466 5900
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland
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RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
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registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795
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ESB NETWORKS

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

esbnetworks@esb.ie
17 February 2015 13:51
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

The link ed image cannot be display ed. The file may hav e been mov ed, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

Bhain do rphost ESB Networks amach. Cuirfear freagra chugat a luaithe agus is féidir.
Chun éigeandáil a thuairisc nó eolas a thabhairt faoi idirbhrisí soláthair glaoigh le do thoil ar 1850 372 999
láithreach.
Go Raibh Maith Agat

Your email has reached ESB Networks. We will reply as soon as possible.
To report a dangerous situation or for information on supply interruptions please call 1850 372 999
immediately.
Thank You
ESB Networks Customer Care | T: 1850 372 757 | +353 21 4947260 | F: +353 21 4844261 | www.esb.ie

An timpeallacht? - Smaoinigh air sula bpriontáileann tú an r-phost seo.
Please consider the Environment before printing this email.
* ** *** ** * ** *** ** * ** *** ** *
Tá an t-eolas sa ríomhphost seo agus in aon chomhad a ghabhann leis rúnda agus ceaptha le haghaidh úsáide an té
nó an aonáin ar seoladh chuige iad agus na húsáide sin amháin.
I s tuairimí nó dearcthaí an údair amháin aon tuairimí nó dearcthaí ann, agus ní gá gurb ionann iad agus tuairimí nó
dearcthaí ESB.
Má bhfuair tú an ríomhphost seo trí earráid, ar mhiste leat é sin a chur in iúl don seoltóir.
Scanann ESB ríomhphoist agus ceangaltáin le haghaidh víreas, ach ní ráthaíonn sé go bhfuil ceachtar díobh saor ó
víreas agus ní glacann dliteanas ar bith as aon damáiste de dhroim víreas.
Cláraithe an Chomhlachta: http:/ / www.esb.ie/ companies
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity
to whom they are addressed.
Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the author, and do not necessarily represent those of ESB.
I f you have received this email in error please notify the sender.
Although ESB scans e-mail and attachments for viruses, it does not guarantee that either is virus-free and accepts no
liability for any damage sustained as a result of viruses.
Company Registration I nformation: http:/ / www.esb.ie/ companies
* ** *** ** * ** *** ** * ** *** ** *
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Networks General <esbnetworks@esb.ie>
18 February 2015 14:13
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation <<#
367669-1700223#>>

Right-click here to download pictures. To help protect y our priv acy , Outlook prev ented automatic download of this picture from the I nternet.

Good Afternoon Mr Barry
Thank you for your email which has been forwarded to the local office in Cork, who will be in contact with you directly.
Please contact me again if I can be of further assistance.
Kind regards
Jenny

ESB Networks Customer Care | T: 1850 372 757 | +353 21 4947260 | F: +353 21 4844261 | www.esb.ie

WARNING: ESB Networks will not be liable for acting on any instructions issued via your e-mail address where it
transpires that such instructions were not sent by you.
--- Original Message --From: "Joy Barry" <Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com>
Received: 17/02/2015 13:50:10 UTC
To: "nGen. Networks (ESB Networks)" <nGen_Network@esb.ie>
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em016 E.S.B.N. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
1

RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
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I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

The link ed image cannot be display ed. The file may hav e been mov ed, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
Direct:
Email:
www:

+353 (0) 21 466 5900
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

------ Please do not remove your unique tracking number! -----<<#367669-1700223#>>
An timpeallacht? - Smaoinigh air sula bpriontáileann tú an r-phost seo.
Please consider the Environment before printing this email.
* ** *** ** * ** *** ** * ** *** ** *
Tá an t-eolas sa ríomhphost seo agus in aon chomhad a ghabhann leis rúnda agus ceaptha le haghaidh úsáide an té
nó an aonáin ar seoladh chuige iad agus na húsáide sin amháin.
Is tuairimí nó dearcthaí an údair amháin aon tuairimí nó dearcthaí ann, agus ní gá gurb ionann iad agus tuairimí nó
dearcthaí ESB.
Má bhfuair tú an ríomhphost seo trí earráid, ar mhiste leat é sin a chur in iúl don seoltóir.
Scanann ESB ríomhphoist agus ceangaltáin le haghaidh víreas, ach ní ráthaíonn sé go bhfuil ceachtar díobh saor ó
víreas agus ní glacann dliteanas ar bith as aon damáiste de dhroim víreas.
Cláraithe an Chomhlachta: http://www.esb.ie/companies
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to
whom they are addressed.
Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the author, and do not necessarily represent those of ESB.
If you have received this email in error please notify the sender.
Although ESB scans e-mail and attachments for viruses, it does not guarantee that either is virus-free and accepts no
liability for any damage sustained as a result of viruses.
Company Registration Information: http://www.esb.ie/companies
* ** *** ** * ** *** ** * ** *** ** *
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

McCarthy. Owen (ESB Networks) <Owen.McCarthy@esb.ie>
23 February 2015 09:15
Joy Barry
Coomey. Michael (ESB Networks); Harrington. Pat (ESB Networks); O'Regan. Des
(ESBI)
FW: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation <<#
334909-1702221#>>
MCT0597RP0025F01 - EIA Scoping Report (Email) .pdf; image002.jpg; ATT00001.txt

Hi Joy
I will be designing any possible conflicts on the MV/LV networks (blue/green/white on drawing) and my colleagues
will be designing the higher voltage network conflicts, as you can appreciate there are a lot of conflicts/work/time
required here so when ye are ready to go please make contact or forward this to the relevant person.
Regards

1

Owen Mc Carthy, Engineering Officer, ESB Networks, Sarsfield Rd, Wilton, Cork Ireland, Tel +353(0)214844333,
Mob +353(0)879078334, Fax +353(0)214342436, Internal 54333, Web www.esb.ie/esbnetworks
From: Crosbie. Michele (ESB Networks)
Sent: 18 February 2015 14:16
To: McCarthy. Owen (ESB Networks)
Subject: FW: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation < < # 334909-1702221# > >
Hi Owen,
See below.
Michele

Michele Crosbie | Clerical Support | ESB Networks Wilton. Ext 54201 michele.crosbie@esb.ie

From: Networks General [ mailto:esbnetworks@esb.ie]
Sent: 18 February 2015 14:12
To: Crosbie. Michele (ESB Networks)
Subject: FW: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation < < # 334909-1702221# > >
Hi Michele - can this please be passed to the relevant person - Many thanks Jenny
--- Original Message --From: "Joy Barry" < >
Received: 17/02/2015 13:50:10 UTC
To: "nGen. Networks (ESB Networks)" <nGen_Network@esb.ie>
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em016 E.S.B.N. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
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Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

The link ed image cannot be display ed. The file may hav e been mov ed, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
4

Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

------ Please do not remove your unique tracking number! -----<<#334909-1702221#>>
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FAILTE IRELAND

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Eoin McDonnell <Eoin.McDonnell@failteireland.ie>
18 February 2015 14:28
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
EIS and Tourism Guidelines 2011.doc; ATT00001.txt

Dear Ms Barry,
I wish to acknowledge receipt of your recent email to Fáilte Ireland in relation to carrying out an
Environment Impact Statement for N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme.
I attach a copy of the Fáilte Ireland Guidelines for the treatment of tourism in an EIS, which we
recommend should be taken into account in preparing the EIS.
Yours sincerely,
Eoin M cD on n e ll
Fáilt e I reland | Áras Fáilt e | 88- 95 Am iens St reet | Dublin 1 | I reland

T: + 353 ( 01) 884 7203 | M: 086 825 4413
W: www.failt eireland.ie

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 17 February 2015 11:30
To: Eoin McDonnell
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

Re:

MCT0597Em001 F.I. Scoping

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mr McDonnell,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
1

Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

2

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
Direct:
Email:
www:

+353 (0) 21 466 5900
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795
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Guidelines on t he t reat m ent
Environm ent al I m pact St at em ent

of

t ourism

in

an

1 . I n t r odu ct ion
Tourism is a significant com ponent of t he I rish Econom y – est im at ed t o em ploy
approxim at ely 190,000 people – and cont ribut ing over €5.3 billion in spending t o
t he econom y in 2009. The environm ent is one of t he m ain resources upon which
t his act ivit y depends – so it is im port ant t hat t he EI S evaluat es whet her and how
t he int eract ing im pact s of a proj ect are likely t o affect t ourism resources.
The purpose of t his short not e is t o provide guidance on how t hese im pact s can
be assessed t hrough t he exist ing EI A process. Undert aking an EI A is governed by
t he EI A Advice Not es published by t he EPA. These Advice Not es cont ain det ailed
guidance on how t o describe and evaluat e t he effect s arising from a range of
proj ect s, including t ourism proj ect s.
These guidelines were writ t en wit h t he assist ance of Conor Skehan, Head of
Depart m ent of Environm ent and Planning, Dublin I nst it ut e of Technology.

2 . Tou r ism a n d t h e En vir on m e n t
There are t wo int eract ions bet ween t ourism and t he environm ent .
1. I m pact s caused by Tourism Proj ect s
2. I m pact s affect ing Tourism ( e.g. t he qualit y of a dest inat ion or a t ourism
act ivit y)
I m pa ct s ca u se d by Tou r ism Pr oj e ct s
Tourism proj ect s can give rise t o effect s on t he environm ent . These are
specifically dealt wit h under a num ber of Proj ect Types in t he Advice Not es,
specifically:
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TOURI SM AN D LEI SURE

a. Ski- runs, ski- lift s and cable- cars where t he lengt h would exceed 500 m et res
and associat ed developm ent s. Proj ect Type 20
b. Sea wat er m arinas where t he num ber of bert hs would exceed 300 and fresh
wat er m arinas where t he num ber of bert hs would exceed 100. Proj ect Type 10
c. Holiday villages which would consist of m ore t han 100 holiday hom es out side
built - up areas; hot el com plexes out side built - up areas which would have an area
of 20 hect ares or m ore or an accom m odat ion capacit y exceeding 300 bedroom s.
Proj ect Type 28
d. Perm anent cam p sit es and caravan sit es where t he num ber of pit ches would be
great er t han 100. Proj ect Type 28
e. Them e parks occupying an area great er t han 5 hect ares. Proj ect Type 29
Figu r e 1 Th e Advice N ot e s con t a in de t a ile d de scr ipt ion s on h ow t o de scr ibe a n d e va lu a t e
t h e e ffe ct s a r isin g fr om a r a n ge of t ou r ism pr oj e ct s.

I m pa ct s a ffe ct ing Tou r ism
Environm ent al effect s of ot her proj ect s on t ourism are not specifically addressed
in t he Advice Not es. Taking account of t he significance of t ourism t o t he I rish
econom y a specialist t opic of ‘Tourism ’ has been prepared t o facilit at e a
syst em at ic evaluat ion of effect s on t his sect or wit hin t he form at laid down for
ot her part s of t he Environm ent al I m pact St at em ent .
I t is not int ended t hat t he assessm ent of effect s on t ourism should becom e a
separat e sect ion of t he I m pact St at em ent , inst ead it is int ended t o becom e a
specialist sub- sect ion of t he t opic ‘Hum an Beings’ which is current ly described in
Sect ion 2 of t he Advice Not es

3 . Tou r ism in t h e Ex ist in g Envir on m e nt
I n t r odu ct ion
Visit or at t it ude surveys reveal t hat t he following fact ors – in order of priorit y –
are t he reasons t hat t ourist s visit and enj oy I reland:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Beaut iful scenery
Friendly & hospit able people
Safe & Secure
Easy, relaxed pace of life
Unspoilt environm ent
Nat ure, wildlife, flora
I nt erest ing hist ory & cult ure
Plent y of t hings t o see and do
Good range of nat ural at t ract ions

I t is not ewort hy t hat over half of t he fact ors list ed are environm ent al and t hat all
ot hers are relat ed t o t he way of life of t he people. The following describes how
t hese fact ors are considered wit hin an EI S, set out under EI A t opic headings, and
how t hey int eract wit h t ourism .
Beaut iful scenery
This is covered in t he ‘Landscape’ Sect ion. Part icular at t ent ion needs t o be
paid t o effect s on views from exist ing purpose- built t ourism facilit ies,
especially hot els, as well as views from t ouring rout es and walking t rails.
I t is im port ant t o not e t hat t here appears t o be evidence t hat t he visit or’s
expect at ions of ‘beaut iful’ scenery does not exclude an adm irat ion of new
m odern developm ent s – such as windfarm s – which appear t o be seen as
indicat ive of an m odern, inform ed and responsible at t it ude t o t he
environm ent .
Friendly & hospit able people
This is not an environm ent al fact or t hough it is indirect ly covered under
t he ‘Hum an Beings’ sect ion of t he EI S. The principal fact or is t he rat io of
visit ors t o resident s. This is of less significance in areas wit h longest ablished pat t erns of t ourism .
Safe & Secure
This is not an environm ent al issue – t hough som e of t he fact ors t hat are
som et im es covered under t he heading of ‘Hum an Beings’ – such as social
inclusion or povert y – can point t o likely effect s and int eract ions.
Easy, relaxed pace of life
This is not an environm ent al issue t hough it is part ially covered under
‘Hum an Beings’ – see com m ent s above.

Unspoilt environm ent
This is covered under t he sect ions dealing wit h ‘Landscape’, ‘Flora’ and
‘Fauna’ and t o a lesser ext ent under em issions t o ‘Wat er’ and ‘Air’. I n
som e inst ances t raffic congest ion, especially in rural areas, can be an
issue, t his is usually covered wit hin ‘Mat erial Asset s’.
Nat ure, wildlife, flora
This is principally covered under t he headings of ‘Flora’ and ‘Fauna’ and t o
a lesser ext ent by ‘Landscape’, ‘Wat er’ and ‘Air’. The principal issues being
t o avoid any effect s t hat m ight reduce t he healt h or ext ent of t he habit at s.
This can occur eit her direct ly, by im pinging on t he sit e, or indirect ly,
t hrough em ission, t hat can affect t he nat ural resources, like clean wat er,
which t he habit at depends on. I t also considers effect on physical access
t o and visibilit y of t hese sit es. Occasionally t here are concerns about t he
dist urbance or wear and t ear of visit or num bers t o such sit es.
I nt erest ing hist ory & cult ure
This is principally covered under ‘Cult ural Herit age’ and, t o a lesser ext ent ,
under ‘Hum an Beings’. The principal issues being t o avoid dam age t o sit es
and st ruct ures of cult ural, hist orical, archaeological or archit ect ural
significance – and t o t heir cont ext s or set t ings. I t also considers effect on
physical access t o and visibilit y of t hese sit es. Occasionally t here are
concerns about t he wear and t ear of visit or num bers t o such sit es.
Plent y of t hings t o see and do.
This is not an environm ent al issue t hough it is part ially covered by t he
‘Hum an Beings’ sect ion, where t he t ourism resources of an area are
described and assessed.
Good range of nat ural at t ract ions
This is covered by t he ‘Landscape’, ‘Flora’, ‘Fauna’, and ‘Cult ural Herit age’
sect ions of t he EI S.

4 . Pr oj e ct fa ct or s a ffe ct in g Tou r ism
I n t r odu ct ion
Tourism can be affect ed bot h by t he st ruct ures or em issions of new developm ent s
as well as by int eract ions bet ween new act ivit ies and t ourism act ivit ies – for
exam ple t he effect s of high volum es of heavy goods vehicles passing t hrough
hit hert o quiet , scenic, rural areas. Tourism can be affect ed by a num ber of t he
charact erist ics of t he new proj ect such as:
–
–
–

New Developm ent s
Social Considerat ions
Land- uses and Act ivit ies

–

New Developm ent s - will t he developm ent st im ulat e or suppress dem and for
addit ional t ourism developm ent in t he area? I f so, what t ype, how m uch and
where? Marinas, golf courses, ot her m aj or sport ing facilit ies as well as t hem e
parks and larger conference facilit ies can all st im ulat e t he em ergence of new
accom m odat ion, cat ering and leisure facilit ies oft en wit hin an ext ensive area
around a new prim ary visit or facilit y. Ext ensive urbanisat ion and large scale
infrast ruct ure as well as cert ain processing and ext ract ive indust ries all have
t he pot ent ial t o suppress dem and for addit ional t ourism – but usually only in
t he im m ediat e localit y of t he new developm ent . I t should be not ed however,
t hat som e t ypes of new or im proved large scale infrast ruct ure – such as roads
– can im prove t he visit or experience – by increasing safet y and com fort or
can convey a sense of environm ent al responsibilit y – such as wind t urbines.

–

Social Considerat ion - will t he developm ent change pat t erns and t ypes of
act ivit y and land use? Will it affect t he dem ographics, econom y or social
dynam ics of t he localit y?

–

Land- use - will t here be severance, loss of right s of way or am enit ies,
conflict s, or ot her changes likely t o ult im at ely alt er t he charact er and use of
t he t ourism resources in t he surrounding area?

Ex ist ing Tou r ism
I n t he area likely t o be affect ed by t he proposed developm ent , t he following
at t ribut es of t ourism , or t he resources t hat sust ain t ourism , should be described
under t he following headings.
Not e t hat t he det ailed descript ion and analysis will usually be covered in t he
sect ion dealing wit h t he relevant environm ent al t opic – such as ‘Landscape’. Only
t he relevant finding as t o t he likely significance t o, or effect on, t ourism needs t o
be sum m arised in t his sect ion.
Con t e x t
I ndicat e t he locat ion of sensit ive neighbouring t ourism resources t hat are likely t o
be direct ly affect ed, and ot her prem ises which alt hough locat ed elsewhere, m ay
be t he subj ect of secondary im pact s such as alt erat ion of t raffic flows or
increased urban developm ent . The following should be not ed in part icular:

–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Hot els, conference cent res, holiday accom m odat ion – including holiday
villages, holiday hom es, and caravan parks.
Visit or cent res, I nt erpret ive cent res and t hem e parks
Golf courses, advent ure sport cent res and ot her visit or sport ing facilit ies
Marinas and boat ing facilit ies
Angling facilit ies
Equest rian facilit ies
Tourism - relat ed specialist ret ailers and visit or facilit ies
Hist oric and Cult ural Sit es
Pedest rian, cycling, equest rian, vehicular and coach t ouring rout es

I ndicat e t he num bers of prem ises and visit ors likely t o be direct ly affect ed direct ly
and indirect ly.
I dent ify and quant ify, where possible, t heir pot ent ial recept ors of im pact s, not ing
in part icular t ransient populat ions, such as drivers, walkers, seasonal and ot her
non- resident groups.
Describe any significant t rends evident in t he overall growt h or decline of t hese
num bers, or of any changes in t he proport ion of one t ype of act ivit y relat ive t o
any ot her.
I ndicat e any com m ercial t ourism act ivit y which likely t o be direct ly affect ed, wit h
result ant environm ent al im pact s.
Ch a r a ct e r
I ndicat e t he occupat ions, act ivit ies or int erest s of principal t ypes of t ourism in t he
area. – Where relevant , describe t he specific environm ent al resources or
at t ribut es in t he exist ing environm ent which each group uses or values; where
relevant , indicat e t he t im e, durat ion or seasonalit y of any of t hose act ivit ies. For
exam ple describe t he num ber of guides, boat s and anglers who use a salm on
fishery and t he durat ion of t he salm on season as well as t he quant it y and t ype of
local accom m odat ion t hat is believed t o be used by t he anglers.
Sign ifica n ce
I ndicat e t he significance of t he principal t ourism asset s or act ivit ies likely t o be
affect ed. Refer t o any exist ing form al or published designat ion or recognit ion of
such significance. Where possible provide an est im at e of t he cont ribut ion of such
t ourism act ivit ies t o t he local econom y. For inst ance refer t o t he num ber of
annual visit ors t o a t ourism at t ract ion or t o t he grading of a hot el.
Se n sit ivit y
Describe any significant concerns, fears or opposit ion t o t he developm ent known
t o exist am ong t ourism int erest s. I dent ify, where possible, t he part icular aspect
of t he developm ent which is of concern, t oget her wit h t he part of t he exist ing
t ourism resource which m ay be t hreat ened. For inst ance describe t he ext ent of a
pot ent ial visual int rusion ont o a sit e of hist oric significance which is t he m ain local
t ourist at t ract ion.

5 . I m pa ct s on Tou r ism
" D o N ot h in g" I m pa ct ;
Describe how t rends evident in t he exist ing environm ent will cont inue and how
t hese t rends will affect t ourism .
Pr e dict e d im pa ct ;
– Describe t he locat ion, t ype, significance, m agnit ude/ ext ent of t he t ourism
act ivit ies or asset s t hat are likely t o be affect ed.
–

Describe how t he new developm ent will affect t he balance bet ween longest ablished and new dwellers in an area and it ’s affect on t he cult ural or
linguist ic dist inct iveness of an area. For exam ple describe t he effect of a
new m ult i- nat ional populat ion required for an int ernat ional call- cent re
locat ed in a Gaelt acht area.

–

Describe how changes in pat t erns of em ploym ent , land use and econom ic
act ivit y arising from t he proposed developm ent will affect t ourism , for
exam ple, illust rat ing how a new indust rial developm ent will diversify local
em ploym ent opport unit ies t hereby reducing t he area’s unsust ainable overreliance on seasonal t ourism .

–

Describe t he consequences of change, referring t o indirect , secondary and
cum ulat ive im pact s on t ourism ; Exam ples can include describing how t he
new developm ent m ay lead t o a reduced assim ilat ive capacit y for t raffic or
wat er during t he peak of t he t ourism season or how new urbanism
com bined wit h exist ing pat t erns of t ourism m ay lead t o unsust ainable
levels of pedest rian t raffic t hrough a sensit ive habit at .

–

Describe t he pot ent ial for int eract ion bet ween changes induced in t ourism
and ot her uses t hat m ay affect t he environm ent – for inst ance increasing
new t ourism - relat ed housing affect ing wat er resources or st ruct ures

–

Describe t he worst case for t ourism if all m it igat ion m easures fail.

6 . M it iga t in g a dve r se im pa ct on Tou r ism
Describe t he m it igat ion m easures proposed t o:
–

avoid sensit ive t ourism resources – such as views, access, and am enit y
areas including habit at s as well as hist orical or cult ural sit es and
st ruct ures.

–

reduce t he exposure of sensit ive resources t o excessive environm ent al
burdens arising from t he developm ent ’s em issions or volum es of t raffic
[ pedest rian and vehicular] , and/ or losses of am enit y arising from visually
conspicuous elem ent s of t he developm ent – for exam ple by priorit izing
visual screening of views from a hot el t owards a quarry.

–

reduce t he adverse effect s t o t ourism land uses and pat t erns of act ivit ies –
especially t hrough int eract ions arising from significant changes in t he
int ensit y of use or cont rast s of charact er or appearance – for exam ple by
separat ing t raffic rout es for indust rial and t ourism t raffic.

–

rem edy any unavoidable significant residual adverse effect s on t ourism
resources or act ivit ies, for exam ple by providing alt ernat ive access t o
t ourism am enit ies – such as wat erways or m onum ent s.

GAS NETWORKS IRELAND

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Networksinfo <Networksinfo@gasnetworks.ie>
17 February 2015 15:43
Joy Barry
Thank you for contacting Gas Networks Ireland

Thank you for contacting Gas Networks Ireland, we aim to
respond to your query within one working day.
If you smell gas, contact our 24 hour emergency service 1850 20
50 50 immediately.

customer team on 1850 200 694.

For any urgent Gas Networks Ireland queries, please call our

Our opening hours are Mon-Fri 8am-8pm and Sat 9am-5.30pm.
See our website gasnetworks.ie for more information.
Follow us on Twitter

Tá an fhaisnéis á seachadadh dírithe ar an duine nó ar an eintiteas chuig a bhfuil sí seolta amháin agus féadfar ábhar
faoi rún, faoi phribhléid nó ábhar atá íogair ó thaobh tráchtála de a bheith mar chuid de. Tá aon athsheachadadh nó
scaipeadh den fhaisnéis, aon athbhreithniú ar nó aon úsáid eile a bhaint as, nó aon ghníomh a dhéantar ag brath ar
an bhfaisnéis seo ag daoine nó ag eintitis nach dóibh siúd an fhaisnéis seo, toirimiscthe agus féadfar é a bheith
neamhdhleathach. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas maidir le seachadadh iomlán agus ceart na faisnéise sa
chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Ní ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon dliteanas faoi
ghnímh nó faoi iarmhairtí bunaithe ar úsáid thoirmiscthe na faisnéise seo. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas
maidir le seachadadh ceart agus iomlán na faisnéise sa chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Má
fuair tú an teachtaireacht seo in earráid, más é do thoil é, déan teagmháil leis an seoltóir agus scrios an t‐ábhar ó
gach aon ríomhaire.
Féadfar ríomhphost a bheith soghabhálach i leith truaillithe, idircheaptha agus i leith leasaithe neamhúdaraithe. Ní
ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon fhreagracht as athruithe nó as idircheapadh a rinneadh ar an ríomhphost seo i
ndiaidh é a sheoladh nó as aon dochar do chórais na bhfaighteoirí déanta ag an teachtaireacht seo nó ag a
ceangaltáin. Más é do thoil é, tabhair faoi deara chomh maith go bhféadfar monatóireacht a dhéanamh ar
theachtaireachtaí chuig nó ó Líonraí Gáis Éireann chun comhlíonadh le polasaithe agus le caighdeáin Líonraí Gáis
Éireann a chinntiú agus chun ár ngnó a chosaint. Ervia ag trádáil mar Líonraí Gáis Éireann corparáid reachtúil a
bunaíodh de bhun an Achta Gháis 1976 agus a bhfuil a phríomháit ghnó ag Webworks, Sráid Eglinton, Corcaigh.
Go raibh maith agat as d’aird a thabhairt.

The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential, commercially sensitive and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other
use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended
recipient is prohibited and may be unlawful. Gas Networks Ireland accepts no liability for actions or effects based on
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the prohibited usage of this information . Gas Networks Ireland is neither liable for the proper and complete
transmission of the information contained in this communication nor for any delay in its receipt. If you received this
in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.
E‐Mail may be susceptible to data corruption, interception and unauthorized amendment. Gas Networks Ireland
accepts no responsibility for changes to or interception of this e‐mail after it was sent or for any damage to the
recipients systems or data caused by this message or its attachments. Please also note that messages to or from Gas
Networks Ireland may be monitored to ensure compliance with Gas Networks Ireland’s policies and standards and
to protect our business. Ervia trading as Gas Networks Ireland a statutory corporation established pursuant to the
Gas Act 1976 and having its principal place of business at Webworks, Eglinton Street, Cork.
Thank you for your attention.

Tá an fhaisnéis á seachadadh dírithe ar an duine nó ar an eintiteas chuig a bhfuil sí seolta amháin agus féadfar ábhar
faoi rún, faoi phribhléid nó ábhar atá íogair ó thaobh tráchtála de a bheith mar chuid de. Tá aon athsheachadadh nó
scaipeadh den fhaisnéis, aon athbhreithniú ar nó aon úsáid eile a bhaint as, nó aon ghníomh a dhéantar ag brath ar
an bhfaisnéis seo ag daoine nó ag eintitis nach dóibh siúd an fhaisnéis seo, toirimiscthe agus féadfar é a bheith
neamhdhleathach. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas maidir le seachadadh iomlán agus ceart na faisnéise sa
chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Ní ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon dliteanas faoi
ghnímh nó faoi iarmhairtí bunaithe ar úsáid thoirmiscthe na faisnéise seo. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas
maidir le seachadadh ceart agus iomlán na faisnéise sa chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Má
fuair tú an teachtaireacht seo in earráid, más é do thoil é, déan teagmháil leis an seoltóir agus scrios an t-ábhar ó
gach aon ríomhaire.
Féadfar ríomhphost a bheith soghabhálach i leith truaillithe, idircheaptha agus i leith leasaithe neamhúdaraithe. Ní
ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon fhreagracht as athruithe nó as idircheapadh a rinneadh ar an ríomhphost seo i
ndiaidh é a sheoladh nó as aon dochar do chórais na bhfaighteoirí déanta ag an teachtaireacht seo nó ag a
ceangaltáin. Más é do thoil é, tabhair faoi deara chomh maith go bhféadfar monatóireacht a dhéanamh ar
theachtaireachtaí chuig nó ó Líonraí Gáis Éireann chun comhlíonadh le polasaithe agus le caighdeáin Líonraí Gáis
Éireann a chinntiú agus chun ár ngnó a chosaint. Ervia ag trádáil mar Líonraí Gáis Éireann corparáid reachtúil a
bunaíodh de bhun an Achta Gháis 1976 agus a bhfuil a phríomháit ghnó ag Webworks, Sráid Eglinton, Corcaigh.
Go raibh maith agat as d’aird a thabhairt.
The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential, commercially sensitive and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use
of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is
prohibited and may be unlawful. Gas Networks Ireland accepts no liability for actions or effects based on the
prohibited usage of this information . Gas Networks Ireland is neither liable for the proper and complete transmission
of the information contained in this communication nor for any delay in its receipt. If you received this in error, please
contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.
E-Mail may be susceptible to data corruption, interception and unauthorized amendment. Gas Networks Ireland
accepts no responsibility for changes to or interception of this e-mail after it was sent or for any damage to the
recipients systems or data caused by this message or its attachments. Please also note that messages to or from
Gas Networks Ireland may be monitored to ensure compliance with Gas Networks Ireland’s policies and standards
and to protect our business. Ervia trading as Gas Networks Ireland a statutory corporation established pursuant to the
Gas Act 1976 and having its principal place of business at Webworks, Eglinton Street, Cork.
Thank you for your attention.
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Networksinfo <Networksinfo@gasnetworks.ie>
17 February 2015 16:09
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Joy Barry,
Thank you for your recent email to Gas Networks Ireland.
I have forwarded this to our Dial Before you Dig department.
If you need assistance or have any concerns, please email dig@gasnetworks.ie or call our ‘dial before you
dig’ number on 1850 427 747.
Please note that all enquiries will be dealt with in the order in which they are received.
Under normal circumstances enquiries will be dealt with within 5 working days.

If your enquiry is urgent please contact the Dial Before You Dig service at 1850‐42 77 47 during office hours
(9.00am to 5.30pm)
If your enquiry is urgent and relates to out‐of hours emergency works please contact 1850 205050.
No works should be undertaken without prior consultation with a Gas Networks Ireland representative.
Where Aurora Telecom data is present within the Network plot, please contact:
Donal Bracken Network Planner, Aurora Telecom at 086 8344473 or 01‐6026190, Donal.Bracken@ervia.ie and
darkfibre@auroratelecom.ie. Emergency number: 1850‐427399
You are also reminded that all work in the vicinity of GNI Pipelines and Installations must be completed in
accordance with the current edition of the Health & Safety Authority publication, ‘Code of Practice For Avoiding
Danger From Underground Services’ which is available from the Health and Safety Authority (1890 28 93 89) or
can be downloaded free of charge at www.hsa.ie.

Please note:
Gas Networks Ireland does not record domestic gas services.
Please refer to Gas Networks Ireland “Safety Advice” booklet attached. This booklet contains important safety advice
which should be read before any work commences.
This booklet (together with other safety advice) can be located on the Gas Networks Ireland website as a pdf
document using the following link:

http://www.gasnetworks.ie/en‐IE/Safety/Dial‐Before‐You‐Dig/Domestic‐customers/How‐to‐locate‐pipes
and
http://www.gasnetworks.ie/en‐IE/Safety/Gas‐safety‐in‐the‐business/Download‐safety‐booklets/
For assistance in locating Domestic Gas Services please refer to the following pages of the Safety Advice for
working in the vicinity of natural gas pipelines booklet [25602/12/14].
Page 5/6: Risk of damaging a gas pipe.
Page 12: Depth of cover.
Page 16: Gas services.

Thank you for your co‐operation and patience in advance.
Kind regards,
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From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 3:42 PM
To: Networksinfo
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em008 B.G.E. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
2

constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland
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RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

Tá an fhaisnéis á seachadadh dírithe ar an duine nó ar an eintiteas chuig a bhfuil sí seolta amháin agus féadfar ábhar
faoi rún, faoi phribhléid nó ábhar atá íogair ó thaobh tráchtála de a bheith mar chuid de. Tá aon athsheachadadh nó
scaipeadh den fhaisnéis, aon athbhreithniú ar nó aon úsáid eile a bhaint as, nó aon ghníomh a dhéantar ag brath ar
an bhfaisnéis seo ag daoine nó ag eintitis nach dóibh siúd an fhaisnéis seo, toirimiscthe agus féadfar é a bheith
neamhdhleathach. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas maidir le seachadadh iomlán agus ceart na faisnéise sa
chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Ní ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon dliteanas faoi
ghnímh nó faoi iarmhairtí bunaithe ar úsáid thoirmiscthe na faisnéise seo. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas
maidir le seachadadh ceart agus iomlán na faisnéise sa chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Má
fuair tú an teachtaireacht seo in earráid, más é do thoil é, déan teagmháil leis an seoltóir agus scrios an t-ábhar ó
gach aon ríomhaire.
Féadfar ríomhphost a bheith soghabhálach i leith truaillithe, idircheaptha agus i leith leasaithe neamhúdaraithe. Ní
ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon fhreagracht as athruithe nó as idircheapadh a rinneadh ar an ríomhphost seo i
ndiaidh é a sheoladh nó as aon dochar do chórais na bhfaighteoirí déanta ag an teachtaireacht seo nó ag a
ceangaltáin. Más é do thoil é, tabhair faoi deara chomh maith go bhféadfar monatóireacht a dhéanamh ar
theachtaireachtaí chuig nó ó Líonraí Gáis Éireann chun comhlíonadh le polasaithe agus le caighdeáin Líonraí Gáis
Éireann a chinntiú agus chun ár ngnó a chosaint. Ervia ag trádáil mar Líonraí Gáis Éireann corparáid reachtúil a
bunaíodh de bhun an Achta Gháis 1976 agus a bhfuil a phríomháit ghnó ag Webworks, Sráid Eglinton, Corcaigh.
Go raibh maith agat as d’aird a thabhairt.
The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential, commercially sensitive and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use
of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is
prohibited and may be unlawful. Gas Networks Ireland accepts no liability for actions or effects based on the
prohibited usage of this information . Gas Networks Ireland is neither liable for the proper and complete transmission
of the information contained in this communication nor for any delay in its receipt. If you received this in error, please
contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.
E-Mail may be susceptible to data corruption, interception and unauthorized amendment. Gas Networks Ireland
accepts no responsibility for changes to or interception of this e-mail after it was sent or for any damage to the
recipients systems or data caused by this message or its attachments. Please also note that messages to or from
Gas Networks Ireland may be monitored to ensure compliance with Gas Networks Ireland’s policies and standards
and to protect our business. Ervia trading as Gas Networks Ireland a statutory corporation established pursuant to the
Gas Act 1976 and having its principal place of business at Webworks, Eglinton Street, Cork.
Thank you for your attention.
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Dig <Dig@gasnetworks.ie>
20 February 2015 13:49
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
RPS N28.pdf; rpsn28.dwg; rpsn28t.dwg; GNI_Safety_ Advice_Booklet-Small-A5_
01-12-2014.pdf

Dear Joy
Please find attached Gas Networks Ireland [GNI] Details for: N28 Upgrade Scheme.
As requested in your e‐mail of 17/02/15 , please find attached a PDF file and a DWG file of the information
requested.
Gas network information is provided as a general guide. Gas Networks Ireland [GNI] cannot guarantee its accuracy
and it should not be relied upon for accurate distance or depth of cover measurements. The exact location and
depth of distribution gas pipes must be verified on site by hand digging trial holes along the route of the pipe.
Service pipes are not generally shown but their presence should always be anticipated.
You are also reminded that all work in the vicinity of GNI Pipelines and Installations must be completed in
accordance with the current edition of the Health & Safety Authority publication, ‘Code of Practice For Avoiding
Danger From Underground Services’ which is available from the Health and Safety Authority (1890 28 93 89) or can
be downloaded free of charge at www.hsa.ie.
Where Aurora Telecom data is present within the Network plot, please contact:
Donal Bracken Network Planner, Aurora Telecom at 086 8344473 and 01 6026190, Donal.Bracken@ervia.ie and
darkfibre@auroratelecom.ie. Emergency number: 1850‐427399
Please refer to Gas Networks Ireland “Safety Advice” booklet attached. This booklet contains important safety
advice which should be read before any work commences.
For assistance in locating Domestic Gas Services please refer to the following pages:
Page 5/6: Risk of damaging a gas pipe.
Page 12: Depth of cover.
Page 16: Gas services
This booklet (together with other safety advice) can be located on the Gas Networks Ireland website as a pdf
document using the following link:

http://www.gasnetworks.ie/en‐IE/Safety/Dial‐Before‐You‐Dig/Domestic‐customers/How‐to‐locate‐pipes
and
http://www.gasnetworks.ie/en‐IE/Safety/Gas‐safety‐in‐the‐business/Download‐safety‐booklets/
Please note, Gas Networks Ireland have no right or entitlement to reproduce official Ordnance Survey information in
Vector format (whether for map backgrounds or otherwise). The user shall obtain any such rights or entitlements
directly if required.
Thank you for your patience and co‐operation.
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Kind regards,
Declan Kelly
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From: Networksinfo
Sent: 17 February 2015 15:56
To: Dig
Subject: FW: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation
Importance: High
FYI
From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 3:42 PM
To: Networksinfo
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em008 B.G.E. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam,
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Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.
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We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

Tá an fhaisnéis á seachadadh dírithe ar an duine nó ar an eintiteas chuig a bhfuil sí seolta amháin agus féadfar ábhar
faoi rún, faoi phribhléid nó ábhar atá íogair ó thaobh tráchtála de a bheith mar chuid de. Tá aon athsheachadadh nó
scaipeadh den fhaisnéis, aon athbhreithniú ar nó aon úsáid eile a bhaint as, nó aon ghníomh a dhéantar ag brath ar
an bhfaisnéis seo ag daoine nó ag eintitis nach dóibh siúd an fhaisnéis seo, toirimiscthe agus féadfar é a bheith
neamhdhleathach. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas maidir le seachadadh iomlán agus ceart na faisnéise sa
chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Ní ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon dliteanas faoi
ghnímh nó faoi iarmhairtí bunaithe ar úsáid thoirmiscthe na faisnéise seo. Níl Líonraí Gáis Éireann faoi dhliteanas
maidir le seachadadh ceart agus iomlán na faisnéise sa chumarsáid seo nó maidir le haon mhoill a bhaineann léi. Má
fuair tú an teachtaireacht seo in earráid, más é do thoil é, déan teagmháil leis an seoltóir agus scrios an t-ábhar ó
gach aon ríomhaire.
Féadfar ríomhphost a bheith soghabhálach i leith truaillithe, idircheaptha agus i leith leasaithe neamhúdaraithe. Ní
ghlacann Líonraí Gáis Éireann le haon fhreagracht as athruithe nó as idircheapadh a rinneadh ar an ríomhphost seo i
ndiaidh é a sheoladh nó as aon dochar do chórais na bhfaighteoirí déanta ag an teachtaireacht seo nó ag a
ceangaltáin. Más é do thoil é, tabhair faoi deara chomh maith go bhféadfar monatóireacht a dhéanamh ar
theachtaireachtaí chuig nó ó Líonraí Gáis Éireann chun comhlíonadh le polasaithe agus le caighdeáin Líonraí Gáis
Éireann a chinntiú agus chun ár ngnó a chosaint. Ervia ag trádáil mar Líonraí Gáis Éireann corparáid reachtúil a
bunaíodh de bhun an Achta Gháis 1976 agus a bhfuil a phríomháit ghnó ag Webworks, Sráid Eglinton, Corcaigh.
Go raibh maith agat as d’aird a thabhairt.
The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
confidential, commercially sensitive and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use
of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is
prohibited and may be unlawful. Gas Networks Ireland accepts no liability for actions or effects based on the
prohibited usage of this information . Gas Networks Ireland is neither liable for the proper and complete transmission
of the information contained in this communication nor for any delay in its receipt. If you received this in error, please
contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.
E-Mail may be susceptible to data corruption, interception and unauthorized amendment. Gas Networks Ireland
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accepts no responsibility for changes to or interception of this e-mail after it was sent or for any damage to the
recipients systems or data caused by this message or its attachments. Please also note that messages to or from
Gas Networks Ireland may be monitored to ensure compliance with Gas Networks Ireland’s policies and standards
and to protect our business. Ervia trading as Gas Networks Ireland a statutory corporation established pursuant to the
Gas Act 1976 and having its principal place of business at Webworks, Eglinton Street, Cork.
Thank you for your attention.
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Safety information

Safety advice
for working in the vicinity
of natural gas pipelines

Important safety information

When planning any excavation works dial

1850 42 77 47
to obtain up to date gas network maps.
Monday to Friday 9am – 5.30pm

You can also contact us on

dig@gasnetworks.ie
If you have damaged a gas pipe call

1850 20 50 50
immediately, even even if you do not suspect
that gas is leaking
24 hours, 7 days a week
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This booklet contains important safety advice.
Please read the following before you start work:
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Natural gas characteristics and behaviour

Behaviour
During an uncontrolled escape,
natural gas will behave in the
following ways:
l

In open excavation, where there is a
clear path to the atmosphere, natural
gas will rise, dilute and disperse into
the air

l

If the path to the atmosphere is
blocked, the gas will travel through

Characteristics

soil, ducts, drains, sewers and voids.

Natural gas is:

buried utility services. This can lead

l
l

l

l
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It can also follow the line of other

a highly flammable gas;

to gas entering a building or other

lighter than air and will rise when

confined spaces, and may lead to a

released;

fire or explosion.

non toxic (but can suffocate in
enclosed or confined spaces); and

Note: Never cover a damaged gas main

made up mostly of methane and has

or service; or attempt to carry out a

a smell added for safety purposes.

repair. Call 1850 20 50 50 immediately.

Risks of damaging a gas pipe

The risks of damaging a gas pipe can be classified as:

Highest Risk

High Risk

Low Risk

Hand held power tools

Hand digging using

should not be used

shovels and spades

directly over the line of a

presents the lowest risk of

gas pipe, unless the gas

damaging a gas pipe.

pipe has been positively
located by hand and a safe
Mechanical excavators

working distance has been

pose the highest risk

established.

and “should not be used
within 500 mm of a gas
distribution pipe.”
(HSA Code of Practice)

Use of handheld power

This is the method that
should be used where the
presence of gas pipes is
suspected or close to a
known gas pipe.

tools is not permitted
within 1.5 m of a
Transmission pipeline.

Mechanical excavators

(Refer to Gas Networks Ireland

must not be used within

Transmission Code of Practice)

3 metres of a Transmission

Damage to gas pipes from

pipeline.

power tools presents a

(Refer to Gas Networks Ireland

high risk to the operatives

Transmission Code of Practice)

involved in the work.
5

Risks from a damaged gas pipe

l

Remember when gas escapes, or is released in
an uncontrolled way; it can fuel a fire, give rise to an
explosive atmosphere or cause asphyxiation.

l

If you suspect there is a gas leak, immediately call
Gas Networks Irelands’ 24hr Emergency Service
on 1850 20 50 50.

l

Gas can quickly fill underground cavities and
travel into buildings through soil, or following the
line of other buried utilities.

l

l

Gas can only burn if exposed to an ignition source:
l

Do not turn electrical switches on or off

l

Do not operate any plant or equipment

l

Do not use naked flames or smoke

l

Do not use mobile phones in the vicinity.

Move people away from, and upwind of, the
affected area.

l

6

If gas has entered a confined space or building:
l

Open doors and windows

l

Turn off the gas supply at the meter

l

Do not expose to an ignition source.

Gas Networks Ireland transmission network
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Gas Networks Ireland transports gas in Ireland through a network of steel, polyethylene
(PE) and cast/ductile iron pipes. The network operates at pressures between 20 mbar
and 85 bar and is split between Transmission and Distribution pipelines.
The Transmission system is made up of steel pipes and operates from 7 bar to 85 bar.
The Distribution system is made up mostly of polyethylene and cast/ductile pipes
and operates from 20 mbar to 7 bar.
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The network

The network is made up of
three elements:

Transmission pipes
Distribution pipes
Pressure Regulating
Installations

Transmission pipes
These are high pressure pipelines that transfer gas
across the country. They are constructed from steel,
with a black or concrete coating, and may have marker
posts at intervals along their length, particularly at field
boundaries and road crossings.
If a transmission pipeline is identified near intended
excavations then work must not proceed until
Gas Networks Ireland Transmission has been
consulted on 1850 42 77 47.
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The network

Distribution pipes
These are medium or low pressure pipelines within urban
areas. They are mainly constructed from Polyethylene
(PE) and are predominantly yellow in colour, but may have
brown or black stripes. There are two types – Mains and
Services.
Mains gas pipes usually run parallel to property in the
footpath, grass verge or road and range in size from
63 mm to 400 mm diameter.
Service gas pipes are connected to mains and run to a
meter position at the property, and range in size from
20 mm to 63 mm diameter.
Note: There is a limited use of steel pipes in areas
like bridges or where only shallow depths can be
achieved.
There are still a small number of ductile and cast iron
gas mains in use, ranging in size from 3 inch (75 mm) to
24 inch (600 mm) in diameter. (These mains are similar
in appearance to metal water mains.) Steel and PE gas
services are run from these metal mains to the meter
location at each building.
These ductile and cast iron mains and services have
been largely replaced with PE pipes. In urban areas a
large number of redundant ductile or cast iron pipes are
utilised as carrier pipes for new PE pipelines.
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The network

Pressure Regulating Installations
There are two types: Above Ground and Under Ground
Above Ground Installations (AGI) /
District Regulating Installations (DRI)
An AGI/DRI is a fenced area containing a visible
arrangement of pipework and ancillary equipment
and will be clearly marked with Gas Networks Ireland
District Regulating Installation
(DRI)

signage.
Under Ground Installations (UGI /DRIug)
Gas Networks Ireland also have underground pressure
regulating installations which have metal or concrete
cover plates. There will be no visible arrangement
of pipework etc, as this will be contained within the
chamber.
If an AGI/DRI or UGI/DRIug is identified near
intended works, then work must not proceed until
Gas Networks Ireland has been consulted.
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Gas Networks Ireland construction methods

Gas Networks Ireland use three main construction methods:

‘Dig’ Technique

‘No-Dig’ Techniques

Open Cut – installing pipe

Insertion – utilising

Moling/Directional

using standard trenching

existing metal gas mains

Drilling – installing mains/

techniques. Pipe is laid

/ services as a carrier for

services where a ‘moling’

with a sand or pea gravel

new PE pipes. Inserted PE

machine drills from one

surround and gas marker

may be a close or loose

location to another pulling

fit. The carrier pipe is

the pipe behind it using

broken out at connection

“no-dig” technology.

tape is laid above the sand.

points, i.e. at pipe joints or
where a gas service pipe is
connected.

Note: Where pipe has been installed using “no-dig”
techniques, the gas pipe will not have sand surround
or marker tape.
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Gas Networks Ireland construction – depth of cover

New Mains – Normally 750 mm in roads and 600 mm in
footpaths. (1.1 m in open fields)
New Services – 450 mm rising to 375 mm within 1.5 m
of the building line. In some cases these depths are not
achievable.

Typical service arrangement
Note:
Older mains and services may have reduced cover.
Services and other connections are taken from the top
of the main and will therefore have a reduced depth of
cover.
Alteration since original installation – roads, footpaths
and grass verges may have been altered since the gas
Service Connection

main or service was laid and reduced the depth of cover.
Purge Points and Test Caps – Mains are laid with “purge
points” and/or test caps at the ends. These may also rise
above the top of the main.
Gas Valve Covers – Some gas services and mains have
valves installed in the ground with surface boxes marked
“GAS”. Please ensure you do not remove or obstruct any
gas valve covers.

Purge Point
12

Requesting Gas Networks Ireland maps

Gas Networks Ireland
operates a Dial Before You
Dig service to enable those
involved in excavations to
obtain natural gas network
maps prior to starting
work.
This service operates
from 9am to 5.30pm,

Maps will be sent out by post or by email where

Monday to Friday.

appropriate. When you contact Gas Networks Ireland to

You can also email your
enquiry to:
dig@gasnetworks.ie

request a map, ensure you give the precise location of
the intended works. You may be required to give some
information regarding the nature of the planned work,
i.e. start date, any high risk activity, etc.
Ensure you have allowed enough time for the maps to
be obtained and to organise for the pipe location to be
marked out if transmission pipelines are involved.
Note: Typical turnaround for maps is five working days.
Organisers or planners of any work should ensure that
the map is made available to personnel on-site.

Excerpt from a Gas Networks Ireland map.
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Reading Gas Networks Ireland maps

Note: Natural Gas Network maps will only show mains and not services.
See page 16 for more information on service pipe locations.
The colour coding is as follows:
Red

= Transmission Main*
= 7 to 85 bar.

Blue

= Distribution Medium Pressure
= 100 mbar to 7 bar.

Green = Distribution Low Pressure
= up to 100 mbar.

Pressure regulating installations are marked as:
DRI – District Regulating Installation (Above Ground)
DRIug - District Regulating Installation (Under Ground)
UGI – Under Ground Installation
AGI – Above Ground Installation.
Typical AGI
* If you obtain a natural gas network map that shows a
red Transmission main in the area of the proposed works,
consultation with Gas Networks Ireland must take place before
starting works. Gas Networks Ireland will advise you on the
safety measures required and will arrange for the exact location
of the pipe to be marked out on site.
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Reading Gas Networks Ireland maps

Abbreviations
OK = Kerb, Curb
ORE = Road Edge
ORB = Rail Base
OB = Building
OW = Wall
OF = Fence
ODW = Dividing Wall
OGW = Garden Wall
RD = Road
BR = Branch
RED = Reducer
C = Cover to top of pipe
LH = Left Hand
RH= Right Hand
SWP = Sweep
CNR = Corner
S = South
N = North
E = East
W = West
No. = Number
Ctr = Centre
CL = Centre Line
Trans = Transition
DIV = Dividing
PK = Park
Conn = Connection
Opp = Opposite
Cplg = Coupling

Gas Networks Ireland

Example of a Gas Networks Ireland map
15
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Gas services

Natural gas services are not normally identified on
network maps, but their presence should be assumed.
Services will normally, but not always, run at right
angles from the main to the meter point.
To assist in determining the approximate position of gas
services ensure you:
l

Obtain a natural gas network map to identify the
position of the gas main

Typical service arrangement
l

Complete a site survey looking for gas meter
boxes/cabinets, house entry points, service risers
and gas valve covers

l

Older buildings may have no visible signs of a
service, as the service may run directly into the
building underground, with the meter fitted
internally. In these cases a check should be made
inside the building to identify the meter position.

Service rise cover

Note: Ensure you utilise safe digging practices to
locate the exact position of gas services.

Domestic meter box

16

Six meter cabinet

Purpose built multi-meter
house (apartment complex).
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Safe systems of work

Safe systems of work, as recommended by HSA should be
employed on all projects.
Guidance on this can be found in the:

Code of Practice
For Avoiding Danger
From Underground Services

HSA: Code of Practice for Avoiding Danger from
Underground Services.
Available from HSA website: hsa.ie
A safe system of work will include the following elements:
l

Planning

l

Obtaining and using utility maps

l

Identifying pipes/services

l

Safe digging practices.

l

Explosives must not be used within 30 m of any gas

Second Edition January 2010

pipe, (400 m for Transmission Pipelines), without
prior consultation with Gas Networks Ireland.
l

Piling, directional drilling or boring must not
take place within 15 m of a gas pipe unless Gas
Networks Ireland has been consulted.

l

Extra care should be exercised when performing
‘hot work’ (such as welding) where a gaseous
atmosphere could exist. If this potential exists Gas
Networks Ireland must be consulted.
Contact Gas Networks Ireland: 1850 20 06 94
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Safe systems of work

Planning
l

l

l

Early contact should be made with

Identifying Pipes
l

Gas Networks Ireland to obtain a

gas pipes can usually be traced using

Natural Gas Network map.

a conventional pipe/cable locating

Dial Before You Dig 1850 42 77 47

device set to “R” (Radio) mode.

Work involving piling, demolition,

l

Polyethylene mains and services

directional drilling, use of explosives

cannot be traced using conventional

or ‘hot works’ should be mentioned,

devices, so it is essential that maps

as this may necessitate a site visit

are used and site surveys for meter

from Gas Networks Ireland personnel.

boxes, valve covers, service risers,
reinstatement scarring and other

Ensure you have allowed enough time

signs are completed.

to obtain the maps.
l

covered over.

Gas Networks Ireland will issue maps
as outlined in this booklet. It is

During the progress of works ensure
no gas valve covers or markers are

Maps
l

Steel, cast iron and ductile Iron

l

The position of gas mains and services

imperative that these maps are

should be marked out as they are

available for the operatives on-site for

located.

the duration of any works.
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The responsible person should

Note: Transmission pipelines must be

ensure that operatives on-site

marked out by a Gas Networks Ireland

understand the maps.

inspector.

Safe systems of work

Safe digging practices:
l

As per the HSA Code of Practice, gas mains and
services should be located by digging trial holes by
hand. Mechanical excavators should not be used
within 500 mm of any gas main.
Mechanical excavators MUST NOT be used
within 3 m of a Transmission pipeline.
(Refer to Gas Networks Ireland Transmission Code of
Practice)

l

Never use hand held power tools directly over gas
pipes unless precautions to prevent damage have
been made and the pipe has been positively located.
Use of handheld power tools is not permitted
within 1.5 m of a Transmission pipeline.
(Refer to Gas Networks Ireland Transmission Code of
Practice)

l
l

Do not leave a polyethylene gas pipe exposed
Provide adequate support for any gas pipe
uncovered during the work

l

Report any damage, no matter how minor it may
appear, to 1850 20 50 50

l

If you have any concerns regarding safety around
gas pipes contact Gas Networks Ireland for advice
on 1850 20 06 94.
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What to do if a gas pipeline is damaged
(or if you smell gas in the area)

l

Do not turn any electrical switches on or off, e.g. ignition switches

l

Do not operate any plant or equipment

l

Move people away from, and upwind of, the affected area.
Restrict employee and public access to the affected area

l

Prevent smoking, the use of naked flames, the use of mobile phones
and other ignition sources in the vicinity of the leak

l

Report the leak/damage immediately to:
Gas Networks Ireland 24hr Emergency Service on 1850 20 50 50

l

Provide accurate information on your location and the nature
of the incident

l
l

Do not attempt to repair the damage
Do not cover up a damaged main or service, this may lead to the gas
travelling through soil, ducts, sewers, chambers or voids and
potentially building up inside a premises or confined space

l

Do not turn off any gas valves in the road or footpath, (you may be
causing further problems by doing so)

l

Assist Gas Networks Ireland emergency personnel as required

l

Remember any damage to gas pipes, even if the pipe does not appear
to be leaking, must be reported to Gas Networks Ireland.
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Gas Networks Ireland contacts

The main contact numbers for
Gas Networks Ireland are

24hr Emergency Service

1850 20 50 50
24 hours, 7 days a week

Dial Before You Dig

1850 42 77 47
Monday to Friday 9am – 5.30pm

General Enquiries

1850 200 694
Monday to Friday 8am – 8pm
Saturday 9am – 5.30pm

gasnetworks.ie

For “Dial Before You Dig” posters or stickers
for your workplace call: 1850 20 06 94
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Other useful publications

HSA: Code of Practice for Avoiding Danger
from Underground Services
HSA: Guide to Safety in Excavations
both are available free of charge from:
Health and Safety Authority on 1890 289 389
www.hsa.ie

ESB Networks: Avoidance of Electrical Hazards
When Digging
available free of charge from:
ESB Networks on 1850 37 27 57
esb.ie/esbnetworks

22

The main contact details for Gas
Networks Ireland are:
General Enquiries

1850 200 694
24hr Emergency Service

1850 20 50 50
gasnetworks.ie

25602/12/14

networksinfo@gasnetworks.ie
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GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF IRELAND

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

John Butler <John.Butler@gsi.ie>
13 March 2015 14:20
Joy Barry
Maite Zabaltza; Koen Verbruggen
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
15_31-N28Cork.pdf

Dear Joy,
Please find enclosed Geological Survey of Ireland response in relation to the above Scoping Consultation.
Kind Regards,
John Butler
Clerical Officer
Geological Survey of Ireland
Beggars Bush
Haddington Road
Dublin 4
Tel +353 1 678 2785
mailto:john.butler@gsi.ie
Disclaimer:
This electronic message contains information (and may contain files), which may be privileged or
confidential. The information is intended to be for the sole use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If
you are not the intended recipient be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents
of this information and or files is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
notify the sender immediately. This is also to certify that this mail has been scanned for viruses.
Tá eolas sa teachtaireacht leictreonach seo (agus b'fhéidir sa chomhaid ceangailte leis) a d'fhéadfadh bheith
príobháideach nó faoi rún. Is le h-aghaidh an duine/na ndaoine nó le h-aghaidh an aonáin atá ainmnithe
thuas agus le haghaidh an duine/na ndaoine sin amháin atá an t-eolas. Murab ionann tusa agus an té a bhfuil
an teachtaireacht ceaptha dó bíodh a fhios agat nach gceadaítear nochtadh, cóipeáil, scaipeadh nó úsáid an
eolais agus/nó an chomhaid seo. Más trí earráid a fuair tú an teachtaireacht leictreonach seo cuir, más é do
thoil é, an té ar sheol an teachtaireacht ar an eolas láithreach. Deimhnítear leis seo freisin nár aims odh
víreas sa phost seo tar éis a scanadh.
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Suirbhéireacht Gheolaíochta Éireann
Tor an Bhacaigh
Bóthar Hadington
Baile Átha Cliath 4

Geological Survey of Ireland
Beggars Bush
Haddington Road
Dublin 4
Tel. +353 1 6707444
Fax. +353 1 6681782
http://www.gsi.ie

Ms Joy Barry
RPS Consulting Engineers
Innishmore
Ballincollig
Cork.
13 March 2015

RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
Your Ref:
GSI Ref:

MCT0597Em017 G.S.I. Scoping
15/31

Dear Ms Barry,
I would like to acknowledge receipt of your correspondence of 17 February 2015 concerning the N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme, sent to the Geological Survey of Ireland which is a division of the
Department of Communications, Energy and Natural Resources.
The Geological Survey of Ireland agrees with the key issues and the information sources that will be
referenced in the preparation of the EIS and would like to provide the following information that might be
of assistance for the “Soils, Geology and Hydrogeology” section (4.6).
Datasets
The Geological Survey of Ireland, as the national earth science agency, has datasets on Bedrock
Geology, Quaternary Geology, Mineral deposits, Groundwater Resources, Geological Heritage,
Landslides and the Irish Seabed. These comprise maps, reports and extensive databases that include
mineral occurrences, bedrock/mineral exploration, groundwater, site investigation boreholes, karst
features, wells and springs.
To assist with an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), and especially the “Soils, Geology and
Hydrogeology” part, maps/databases are available on the GSI website under “Online Mapping”- direct
link: http://www.gsi.ie/Mapping.htm with datasets currently available for Bedrock, Geological Heritage,
Groundwater, Karst, Geotechnical boreholes, Mineral locations. More recent viewers accessible from the
same link include the National Landslide Viewer, the Aggregate Potential Mapping and the Geotechnical
Viewer.
Soils, Geology and Hydrogeology
This section of the EIA should consider information about the Soils, Geology and Hydrogeology of the
existing environment. Description of the bedrock and lithologies (types of strata), quaternary geology and
existence of geological heritage in the area should be included and use of maps is recommended where
appropriate. Maps and datasets can be viewed on the GSI website at:
http://spatial.dcenr.gov.ie/imf/imf.jsp?site=GSI_Simple

Department of Communications, Energy, and Natural Resources

Roinn Cumarsáide, Fuinnimh agus Acmhainní Nádúrtha

Under hydrogeology, relevant information about groundwater such as aquifer vulnerability, aquifer
recharge areas, karst features and details of Local Authority groundwater protection schemes should be
described and accompanied by maps. Groundwater maps and datasets are available on the GSI website
at:
http://spatial.dcenr.gov.ie/imf/imf.jsp?site=GSI_Simple or
http://spatial.dcenr.gov.ie/GeologicalSurvey/Groundwater/index.html
Geological Heritage
Please note that Geological Heritage data can now be viewed online on the GSI Public Data Viewer
at: http://spatial.dcenr.gov.ie/imf/imf.jsp?site=GSI_Simple
There are two map layers under ‘Geological Heritage’:
1. ‘Geological Heritage Sites Boundaries’: a national dataset (one shapefile with boundary
polygons) showing the County Geological Sites that have been audited to date.
County Geological Sites audit data are also available for download (as individual county
shapefiles and site report pdfs; with direct links to individual reports) at:
http://www.gsi.ie/Programmes/Heritage+and+Planning/County+Geological+Sites+Audits/
2. ‘Geological Heritage Sites No Boundaries’: a national dataset (one shapefile with buffer
polygons) covering all the other counties not yet audited, indicating the provisional
location/extent of sites. These sites have buffers appropriate to their type (or theme), ranging
between 200m, 500m and 1000m (for the largest landscape/glacial features). These are not
‘mitigation’ buffers, but an attempt to encompass the extent of the particular type of site.
All the above sites are of, at least, County Geological Site (CGS) status (some are also recommended for
designation as Natural Heritage Areas) and are included in the relevant County Development Plan with
associated protection policy/ies.
County Geological Sites have been surveyed by an ongoing national programme of County Geological
Heritage Audits. These have been carried out since 2004, and to date over half of the country has been
completed. The programme of CGS documentation is an ongoing, dynamic process as additional sites
may be added through new exposures such as quarries and road cuttings, and notifications from local
community knowledge.
Should any significant bedrock cuttings be created, as in new road construction, we would ask
that they will be designed to remain visible as rock exposure rather than covered with soil and
vegetated. In areas where natural exposures are few, or deeply weathered, this measure would permit
ongoing improvement of geological knowledge of the subsurface and could be included as additional sites
of the geological heritage dataset, if appropriate. Should you have any query in relation to the geological
heritage, please contact Sarah Gatley, Head of the Irish Geological Heritage and Planning Programme at
sarah.gatley@gsi.ie , 01-6782837.
Other comments
Should you identify a Geological Heritage Site with buffer within your study area, please contact Sarah
Gatley, Head of the Geological Heritage and Planning Programme at sarah.gatley@gsi.ie, for further
information and possible mitigation measures if applicable.

Department of Communications, Energy, and Natural Resources

Roinn Cumarsáide, Fuinnimh agus Acmhainní Nádúrtha

As GSI’s karst dataset is far from comprehensive due to important data gaps, GSI would welcome
complementary data collected during any EIA; data which would be added to the national database. If you
wish to contribute data, please contact Caoimhe Hickey for details (caoimhe.hickey@gsi.ie ).
GSI would much appreciate a copy of reports detailing any site investigations carried out. The data would
be added to GSI’s national database of site investigation boreholes, implemented to provide a better
service to the civil engineering sector. Data can be sent to Beatriz Mozo (beatriz.mozo@gsi.ie, 01-678
2795).
I hope that these comments are of assistance, and if the GSI can be of any further help, please do not
hesitate to contact me, or one of my colleagues in the Geological Heritage & Planning Programme (Sarah
Gatley at sarah.gatley@gsi.ie or Maite Zabaltza at maite.zabaltza@gsi.ie).
Yours sincerely,

John Butler, Clerical Officer

Department of Communications, Energy, and Natural Resources
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Feidhmeannachi na Seirbluse Slamte
Health Service Executive

RcaWi Senice Executive (ifSE) South
South Lee Environmental Health Department
Fr. Matthew Qua;’
(ork

TeL 021-492 7703
Fax 021-492 7704
23rd

of February 2015

Ms. Joy Barry
Senior Planning and Environment Consultant
RPS Group
Inni shmore
Ballincollig
Co. Cork
E.H.LS Reference no. : 0294
Consultant: RPS Group Cork
Type of consultation: E.I.A Scoping Consultation
Re: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme
Dear Ms. Barry
The following are our observations which we recommend you consider in the EJA Scoping
Report:
Human beings
•

It is recommended that the location of sensitive occupied premises for example homes
and schools are identified.

•

ft is recommended that the impacts on persons within identified sensitive premises
and the mitigation measures to remedy any adverse effects are included in this
section.

Noise and Vibration
•

•

It is recommended that an assessment of increased vibration levels on sensitive
premises during the construction phase and predicted increased traffic levels is
included in this section.
It is recommended that construction mitigation measures to address adverse vibration
impacts on sensitive premises are included in this section.

Air Qualib
•

It is recommended that the E.I.A should consider the impacts from construction
activities on air quality and identi’ any mitigation measures to ensure that dust
nuisance is avoided.

I.

Water Quality
•

It is recommended that road mn-off treatmen
t is considered in the E.I.A and
mitigation measures are in place to protect
groundwater from contamination during
construction and from traffic flow.

Yours sincerely

S
Declan Hamilton
Environmental Health Officer

INLAND FISHERIES IRELAND

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Michael McPartland <Michael.McPartland@fisheriesireland.ie>
19 February 2015 10:07
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's
Hill Interchange)
image002.jpg

Joy
Got email. Will revert asap
Michael McPartland
________________________________________
From: Joy Barry [Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 18 February 2015 10:25
To: Michael McPartland
Cc: Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's Hill Interchange)
Dear Michael,
Further to our telephone conversation yesterday evening regarding the matter of the proposed N28 interchange at
Carr’s Hill in Moneygurney, Rochestown please see attached drawing of the proposed interchange and aerial shot of
the ‘area of interest’. As you will see from the drawing attached it is proposed to create a new interchange from the
proposed N28 upgraded scheme to connect to the south of Maryborough Ridge Housing Estate on Maryborough Hill
(the drawing is facing north). Plans have yet to be finalised for the proposed interchange and at the moment two
options for connection to Maryborough Hill are set out on the drawing (see red and green options).
Due to the topography and built environment within the area the alternative options with respect to the alignment
of the proposed interchange are quite restricted to say the least. Following detailed review of potential options for
the proposed interchange, the least obtrusive option with respect to the Donnybrook Stream is shown on the
attached drawing. As you will see some sections of the proposed scheme are still likely to directly impact on parts of
the Donnybrook Stream. Based on the current design it looks like it will be necessary to divert approx. 630m of the
stream and culvert the stream in two places. The first culvert under the slip road is likely to be approx. 33m long
and the second culvert under the main road is likely to be approx. 72m long.
We would welcome your thoughts on this matter at your earliest convenience. Should you wish to discuss in more
detail or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. My direct dial is 021 4665960.
Regards,
Joy

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant ‐ RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
1

Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland

Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct:
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com>
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland<http://www.rpsgroup.com/ireland>

From: Joy Barry
Sent: 17 February 2015 19:46
To: Michael McPartland (Michael.McPartland@fisheriesireland.ie<mailto:Michael.McPartland@fisheriesireland.ie>)
Cc: 'macroom@fisheriesireland.ie'
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation (Email 1of 2)
Importance: High
(Email 2 of 2 contains Scoping Report due to IFI email size limitations)
17th February 2015
Our Ref: MCT0597Em019 I.F.I. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mr. McPartland,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie‐
in with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and
2

the proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within
this document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN‐T Transport Network (a trans‐European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re‐commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route
selection, including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an
update of constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an
update to the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions
and the extent of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review
was the identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the
original routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as
the preferred route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie‐
in with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of
motorway, approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of
Ringaskiddy village a single‐carriageway cross‐section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the
proposed scheme is approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The
proposed development includes the following elements:

§ Widening the existing N28 cross‐section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
§ Construction of new off‐line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
§ Construction of new off‐line single‐carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
§ New overbridges;
§ Grade‐separated junctions;
§ At‐grade roundabouts;
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§ A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
§ Accommodation works and farm access as required;
§ Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
§ A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:joy.barry@rpsgroup.com> or by contacting the undersigned
by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely,

[cid:image002.jpg@01D04AA5.10443870]

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant ‐ RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland

Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct:
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com>
www:
4

www.rpsgroup.com/ireland<http://www.rpsgroup.com/ireland>

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic
of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd.
The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each
company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies registered
numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited ‐ Registration Number: 91911 RPS Consulting Engineers Limited ‐ Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited ‐ Registration Number: 99795 This email and any attachments to it may be
confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed. Any views or opinions
expressed are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Inland Fisheries Ireland. If you are
not the intended recipient of this email, you must neither take any action based upon its contents, nor copy or show
it to anyone. Please contact the sender if you believe you have received this email in error.
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Michael McPartland <Michael.McPartland@fisheriesireland.ie>
24 February 2015 16:08
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's
Hill Interchange)
DOC240215.pdf

Joy
I would suggest the 1st step is for you to commission an electrofishing survey to determine if the stream is fish
bearing at the point under consideration.
Assuming this to be the case the proposed design is far from satisfactory assuming there are fish in the stream. I
would suggest we meet to discuss alternative design detail but at is simplest if a diversion is necessary the stream
should be diverted at the most southerly point shown on your drawing and carried in a newly constructed channel
to the west of the road footprint. I have indicated the proposal roughly on your drawing attached. Obviously details
of channel design and timing of works will need to be discussed if the electro‐fishing survey shows fish to be
present. Please revert when this information is available.

Michael Mc Partland
Senior Fisheries Environmental Officer.
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Iascach Intíre Éireann
Inland Fisheries Ireland
Tel
+ 353 (0)26 412 21/2
Fax
+ 353 (0)26 412 23
Email michael.mcpartland@fisheriesireland.ie
Web www.fisheriesireland.ie
Sunnyside House, Macroom, Co. Cork, Ireland.
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Help Protect Ireland’s Inland Fisheries

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 18 February 2015 10:25
To: Michael McPartland
Cc: Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation (Carr's Hill I nterchange)
I mportance: High

Dear Michael,
Further to our telephone conversation yesterday evening regarding the matter of the proposed N28 interchange at
Carr’s Hill in Moneygurney, Rochestown please see attached drawing of the proposed interchange and aerial shot of
the ‘area of interest’. As you will see from the drawing attached it is proposed to create a new interchange from the
proposed N28 upgraded scheme to connect to the south of Maryborough Ridge Housing Estate on Maryborough Hill
(the drawing is facing north). Plans have yet to be finalised for the proposed interchange and at the moment two
options for connection to Maryborough Hill are set out on the drawing (see red and green options).
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Due to the topography and built environment within the area the alternative options with respect to the alignment
of the proposed interchange are quite restricted to say the least. Following detailed review of potential options for
the proposed interchange, the least obtrusive option with respect to the Donnybrook Stream is shown on the
attached drawing. As you will see some sections of the proposed scheme are still likely to directly impact on parts of
the Donnybrook Stream. Based on the current design it looks like it will be necessary to divert approx. 630m of the
stream and culvert the stream in two places. The first culvert under the slip road is likely to be approx. 33m long
and the second culvert under the main road is likely to be approx. 72m long.
We would welcome your thoughts on this matter at your earliest convenience. Should you wish to discuss in more
detail or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. My direct dial is 021 4665960.
Regards,
Joy

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

From: Joy Barry
Sent: 17 February 2015 19:46
To: Michael McPartland (Michael.McPartland@fisheriesireland.ie)
Cc: 'macroom@fisheriesireland.ie'
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation (Email 1of 2)
I mportance: High

(Email 2 of 2 contains Scoping Report due to IFI email size limitations)
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em019 I.F.I. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mr. McPartland,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
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In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,
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Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

This email and any attachments to it may be confidential and are intended solely for the use of the
individual to whom it is addressed. Any views or opinions expressed are solely those of the author and do
not necessarily represent those of Inland Fisheries Ireland. If you are not the intended recipient of this email,
you must neither take any action based upon its contents, nor copy or show it to anyone. Please contact the
sender if you believe you have received this email in error.
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael McPartland <Michael.McPartland@fisheriesireland.ie>
02 March 2015 14:59
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Joy
I refer to your letter of 18th February
Based on information available it appears the preferred route option has the potential to interfere with both the
Donnybrook Stream and the Glounatouig Stream and its tributaries. As per previous correspondence I would
suggest the 1st step is for you to commission an electrofishing survey to determine if both streams are fish bearing
at the points under consideration.
In the case of the Donnybrook Stream( assuming its fish bearing) the proposed design is far from satisfactory
assuming there are fish in the stream. I would suggest we meet to discuss alternative design detail but at is simplest
if a diversion is necessary the stream should be diverted at the most southerly point shown on your drawing and
carried in a newly constructed channel to the west of the road footprint. I have indicated the proposal roughly on
your drawing attached. Obviously details of channel design and timing of works will need to be discussed if the
electro‐fishing survey shows fish to be present. If appropriate IFI would ask that Please revert when this information
is available.
In the case of the Glounatouig Stream and its tributaries, information to date is not detailed enough to assess any
impact. I would ask if you can revert when greater footprint information is available.
In all cases any instream works or works which are liable to increase the suspended solids level of a waterbody
above ambient should be limited to the period May to September inclusive.

Michael Mc Partland
Senior Fisheries Environmental Officer.
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Iascach Intíre Éireann
Inland Fisheries Ireland
Tel
+ 353 (0)26 412 21/2
Fax
+ 353 (0)26 412 23
Email michael.mcpartland@fisheriesireland.ie
Web www.fisheriesireland.ie
Sunnyside House, Macroom, Co. Cork, Ireland.
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Help Protect Ireland’s Inland Fisheries

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 18 February 2015 10:25
To: Michael McPartland
Cc: Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran
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Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation (Carr's Hill I nterchange)
I mportance: High

Dear Michael,
Further to our telephone conversation yesterday evening regarding the matter of the proposed N28 interchange at
Carr’s Hill in Moneygurney, Rochestown please see attached drawing of the proposed interchange and aerial shot of
the ‘area of interest’. As you will see from the drawing attached it is proposed to create a new interchange from the
proposed N28 upgraded scheme to connect to the south of Maryborough Ridge Housing Estate on Maryborough Hill
(the drawing is facing north). Plans have yet to be finalised for the proposed interchange and at the moment two
options for connection to Maryborough Hill are set out on the drawing (see red and green options).
Due to the topography and built environment within the area the alternative options with respect to the alignment
of the proposed interchange are quite restricted to say the least. Following detailed review of potential options for
the proposed interchange, the least obtrusive option with respect to the Donnybrook Stream is shown on the
attached drawing. As you will see some sections of the proposed scheme are still likely to directly impact on parts of
the Donnybrook Stream. Based on the current design it looks like it will be necessary to divert approx. 630m of the
stream and culvert the stream in two places. The first culvert under the slip road is likely to be approx. 33m long
and the second culvert under the main road is likely to be approx. 72m long.
We would welcome your thoughts on this matter at your earliest convenience. Should you wish to discuss in more
detail or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. My direct dial is 021 4665960.
Regards,
Joy

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

From: Joy Barry
Sent: 17 February 2015 19:46
To: Michael McPartland (Michael.McPartland@fisheriesireland.ie)
Cc: 'macroom@fisheriesireland.ie'
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation (Email 1of 2)
I mportance: High

(Email 2 of 2 contains Scoping Report due to IFI email size limitations)
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em019 I.F.I. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mr. McPartland,
2

Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.
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We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795

This email and any attachments to it may be confidential and are intended solely for the use of the
individual to whom it is addressed. Any views or opinions expressed are solely those of the author and do
not necessarily represent those of Inland Fisheries Ireland. If you are not the intended recipient of this email,
you must neither take any action based upon its contents, nor copy or show it to anyone. Please contact the
sender if you believe you have received this email in error.

4

NATIONAL PARKS AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Jervis Good - (DAHG) <Jervis.Good@ahg.gov.ie>
18 February 2015 11:30
Joy Barry
Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran; Danny O'Keeffe - (DAHG); Declan O'Donnell (DAHG)
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's
Hill Interchange)
image002.jpg

Joy,
Thanks for your consultation re the above.
Could you send this via the usual route to the Development Applications Unit of the Department, as a sub‐
consultation under this scheme, as it may be a significant issue at any future Oral Hearing.
Given that time is getting short, I should say now that it is very likely that the Department will recommend a
comprehensive otter and bat survey of the whole Donnybrook stream, as it could be affected upstream by a break in
connectivity, and downstream by siltation, etc.
Slán go fóill,
Jervis.
Jervis Good,
NPWS regional ecologist,
Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, c/o Department of Agriculture, Oak House, Bessborough Road,
Blackrock, Cork.
076 ‐ 1002502
________________________________________
From: Joy Barry [Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 18 February 2015 10:51
To: Jervis Good ‐ (DAHG)
Cc: Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's Hill Interchange)
Dear Jervis,
Hopefully by now you will have received the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Report as
emailed to you yesterday.
Further to this I was hoping to get your opinion on another matter regarding a proposed new interchange at Carr’s
Hill in Moneygurney, Rochestown which is not specified within the scoping report as this element of the scheme is
currently being designed. Please see attached drawing of the proposed interchange and aerial shot of the ‘area of
interest’. As you will see from the drawing it is proposed to create a new interchange from the proposed N28
upgraded scheme to connect to the south of Maryborough Ridge Housing Estate on Maryborough Hill (the drawing
is facing north). Plans have yet to be finalised for the proposed interchange and at the moment two options for
connection to Maryborough Hill are set out on the drawing (see red and green options).
Due to the topography and built environment within the area the alternative options with respect to the alignment
of the proposed interchange are quite restricted to say the least. Following detailed review of potential options for
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the proposed interchange, the least obtrusive option with respect to the Donnybrook Stream is shown on the
attached drawing. As you will see some sections of the proposed scheme are still likely to directly impact on parts of
the Donnybrook Stream. Based on the current design it looks like it will be necessary to divert approx. 630m of the
stream and culvert the stream in two places. The first culvert under the slip road is likely to be approx. 33m long
and the second culvert under the main road is likely to be approx. 72m long.
We would welcome any feedback that you have in relation to this matter at your earliest convenience. Please note
we have also contacted Michael McPartland of Inland Fisheries Ireland for feedback on this matter.
Should you wish to discuss in more detail or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. My
direct dial is 021 4665960.
Regards,
Joy

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant ‐ RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland

Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct:
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com>
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland<http://www.rpsgroup.com/ireland>

From: Joy Barry
Sent: 17 February 2015 12:13
To: 'manager.dau@ahg.gov.ie'
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Cc: Jervis.Good@ahg.gov.ie
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation
Importance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref: MCT0597Em006 D.A.U. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Manager,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie‐
in with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and
the proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within
this document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN‐T Transport Network (a trans‐European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re‐commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route
selection, including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an
update of constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an
update to the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions
and the extent of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review
was the identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the
original routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as
the preferred route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
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A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie‐
in with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of
motorway, approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of
Ringaskiddy village a single‐carriageway cross‐section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the
proposed scheme is approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The
proposed development includes the following elements:

§ Widening the existing N28 cross‐section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
§ Construction of new off‐line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
§ Construction of new off‐line single‐carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
§ New overbridges;
§ Grade‐separated junctions;
§ At‐grade roundabouts;
§ A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
§ Accommodation works and farm access as required;
§ Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
§ A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:joy.barry@rpsgroup.com> or by contacting the undersigned
by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely,

[cid:image002.jpg@01D04AA5.10443870]
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Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant ‐ RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland

Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct:
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com>
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland<http://www.rpsgroup.com/ireland>

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic
of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd.
The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each
company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies registered
numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited ‐ Registration Number: 91911 RPS Consulting Engineers Limited ‐ Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited ‐ Registration Number: 99795
[ID2015]<http://www.irishdesign2015.ie/>
=============================================================
Tá an t‐eolas sa ríomhphost seo faoi rún, chomh maith le gach comhad atá ceangailte leis, agus i gcomhair úsáid an
duine nó an chórais a bhfuil sé dírithe air amháin. Má fhaigheann tú an ríomhphost seo trí bhotún, cuir scéal
chugainn ag webmaster@ahg.gov.ie. Tá an ríomhphost seo arna sheiceáil ag scanóir víreas agus dealramh air go
bhfuil sé glan.
The information in this email, and any attachments transmitted with it, are confidential and are for the intended
recipient only. If you receive this message in error, please notify us via webmaster@ahg.gov.ie . This e‐mail has been
scanned by a virus scanner and appears to be clean.
=============================================================
**********************************************************************
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Is faoi rún agus chun úsáide an té nó an aonán atá luaite leis, a sheoltar an ríomhphost seo agus aon comhad atá
nasctha leis. Má bhfuair tú an ríomhphost seo trí earráid, déan teagmháil le bhainisteoir an chórais.
Deimhnítear leis an bhfo‐nóta seo freisin go bhfuil an teachtaireacht ríomhphoist seo scuabtha le bogearraí
frithvíorais chun víorais ríomhaire a aimsiú.
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity
to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager.
This footnote also confirms that this email message has been swept by anti‐virus software for the presence of
computer viruses.
**********************************************************************
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Joy Barry
18 February 2015 12:51
'Jervis Good - (DAHG)'
Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran; Danny O'Keeffe - (DAHG); Declan O'Donnell (DAHG)
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's
Hill Interchange)

Jervis,
Many thanks for your response. I have forwarded the last email directly on to the DAU email also and have cc'd you.
Regards,
Joy
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Jervis Good ‐ (DAHG) [mailto:Jervis.Good@ahg.gov.ie]
Sent: 18 February 2015 11:30
To: Joy Barry
Cc: Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran; Danny O'Keeffe ‐ (DAHG); Declan O'Donnell ‐ (DAHG)
Subject: RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's Hill Interchange)
Joy,
Thanks for your consultation re the above.
Could you send this via the usual route to the Development Applications Unit of the Department, as a sub‐
consultation under this scheme, as it may be a significant issue at any future Oral Hearing.
Given that time is getting short, I should say now that it is very likely that the Department will recommend a
comprehensive otter and bat survey of the whole Donnybrook stream, as it could be affected upstream by a break in
connectivity, and downstream by siltation, etc.
Slán go fóill,
Jervis.
Jervis Good,
NPWS regional ecologist,
Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht, c/o Department of Agriculture, Oak House, Bessborough Road,
Blackrock, Cork.
076 ‐ 1002502
________________________________________
From: Joy Barry [Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 18 February 2015 10:51
To: Jervis Good ‐ (DAHG)
Cc: Liam Barry; Antonia Gaughran
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation (Carr's Hill Interchange)
Dear Jervis,
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Hopefully by now you will have received the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Report as
emailed to you yesterday.
Further to this I was hoping to get your opinion on another matter regarding a proposed new interchange at Carr’s
Hill in Moneygurney, Rochestown which is not specified within the scoping report as this element of the scheme is
currently being designed. Please see attached drawing of the proposed interchange and aerial shot of the ‘area of
interest’. As you will see from the drawing it is proposed to create a new interchange from the proposed N28
upgraded scheme to connect to the south of Maryborough Ridge Housing Estate on Maryborough Hill (the drawing
is facing north). Plans have yet to be finalised for the proposed interchange and at the moment two options for
connection to Maryborough Hill are set out on the drawing (see red and green options).
Due to the topography and built environment within the area the alternative options with respect to the alignment
of the proposed interchange are quite restricted to say the least. Following detailed review of potential options for
the proposed interchange, the least obtrusive option with respect to the Donnybrook Stream is shown on the
attached drawing. As you will see some sections of the proposed scheme are still likely to directly impact on parts of
the Donnybrook Stream. Based on the current design it looks like it will be necessary to divert approx. 630m of the
stream and culvert the stream in two places. The first culvert under the slip road is likely to be approx. 33m long
and the second culvert under the main road is likely to be approx. 72m long.
We would welcome any feedback that you have in relation to this matter at your earliest convenience. Please note
we have also contacted Michael McPartland of Inland Fisheries Ireland for feedback on this matter.
Should you wish to discuss in more detail or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. My
direct dial is 021 4665960.
Regards,
Joy

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant ‐ RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland

Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct:
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com>
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www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland<http://www.rpsgroup.com/ireland>

From: Joy Barry
Sent: 17 February 2015 12:13
To: 'manager.dau@ahg.gov.ie'
Cc: Jervis.Good@ahg.gov.ie
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation
Importance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref: MCT0597Em006 D.A.U. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Manager,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie‐
in with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and
the proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within
this document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN‐T Transport Network (a trans‐European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re‐commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route
selection, including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an
3

update of constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an
update to the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions
and the extent of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review
was the identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the
original routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as
the preferred route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie‐
in with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of
motorway, approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of
Ringaskiddy village a single‐carriageway cross‐section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the
proposed scheme is approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The
proposed development includes the following elements:

§ Widening the existing N28 cross‐section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
§ Construction of new off‐line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
§ Construction of new off‐line single‐carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
§ New overbridges;
§ Grade‐separated junctions;
§ At‐grade roundabouts;
§ A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
§ Accommodation works and farm access as required;
§ Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
§ A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:joy.barry@rpsgroup.com> or by contacting the undersigned
by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely,
4

[cid:image002.jpg@01D04AA5.10443870]

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant ‐ RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland

Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct:
+353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com<mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com>
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland<http://www.rpsgroup.com/ireland>

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic
of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd.
The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each
company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies registered
numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited ‐ Registration Number: 91911 RPS Consulting Engineers Limited ‐ Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited ‐ Registration Number: 99795
[ID2015]<http://www.irishdesign2015.ie/>
=============================================================
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Tá an t‐eolas sa ríomhphost seo faoi rún, chomh maith le gach comhad atá ceangailte leis, agus i gcomhair úsáid an
duine nó an chórais a bhfuil sé dírithe air amháin. Má fhaigheann tú an ríomhphost seo trí bhotún, cuir scéal
chugainn ag webmaster@ahg.gov.ie. Tá an ríomhphost seo arna sheiceáil ag scanóir víreas agus dealramh air go
bhfuil sé glan.
The information in this email, and any attachments transmitted with it, are confidential and are for the intended
recipient only. If you receive this message in error, please notify us via webmaster@ahg.gov.ie . This e‐mail has been
scanned by a virus scanner and appears to be clean.
=============================================================
**********************************************************************
Is faoi rún agus chun úsáide an té nó an aonán atá luaite leis, a sheoltar an ríomhphost seo agus aon comhad atá
nasctha leis. Má bhfuair tú an ríomhphost seo trí earráid, déan teagmháil le bhainisteoir an chórais.
Deimhnítear leis an bhfo‐nóta seo freisin go bhfuil an teachtaireacht ríomhphoist seo scuabtha le bogearraí
frithvíorais chun víorais ríomhaire a aimsiú.
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity
to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager.
This footnote also confirms that this email message has been swept by anti‐virus software for the presence of
computer viruses.
**********************************************************************
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OFFICE OF PUBLIC WORKS

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Info@opw.ie
17 February 2015 13:47
Joy Barry
Re: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
pic65268.jpg; MCT0597RP0025F01 - EIA Scoping Report (Email) .pdf

We acknowledge receipt of your e‐mail which has been forwarded to the relevant Section within the OPW for direct
reply.
Please do not hesitate to contact this Office if we can be of any further assistance.
This is an automated response. Please do not respond to this e‐mail.

Is mian linn a chur iúl duit go bhfuaireamar do ríomhphost agus tá sé curtha ar aghaidh againn chuig an rannóg cuí in
Oifig na n‐Oibreacha Poiblí chun freagra a chur chugat.
Tá fáilte romhat teacht i dteagmháil arís linn más féidir linn cabhrú leat arís.
Is uathfhreagairt an ríomhphost seo. Ná freagair é más é do thoil é.
In response to:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation
Joy Barry
to:
info@opw.ie
17/02/2015 13:46
Show Details

17th February 2015

Our Ref: MCT0597Em014 O.P.W. Scoping
1

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam,

Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie‐
in with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.

RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and
the proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within
this document.

Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines).
However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application for the proposed Port of Cork
development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone further development work on
the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO, until a later date.

In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN‐T Transport Network (a trans‐European transport
network includingrail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re‐commenced on the project in
early 2014.

As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route
selection, including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an
update of constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an
update to the traffic modelling.
The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent of the scheme
including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the identification of a
number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original routes proposed
in 2008.
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Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred route (as identified in
the attached Scoping Report).

Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south‐east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.

A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.

Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie‐
in with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of
motorway, approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of
Ringaskiddy village a single‐carriageway cross‐section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the
proposed scheme is approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The
proposed development includes the following elements:

§ Widening the existing N28 cross‐section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
§ Construction of new off‐line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
§ Construction of new off‐line single‐carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
§ New overbridges;
§ Grade‐separated junctions;
§ At‐grade roundabouts;
§ A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
§ Accommodation works and farm access as required;
§ Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
§ A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
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I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely,

(Embedded image moved to file: pic65268.jpg)
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RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic
of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd.
The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each
company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies registered
numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited ‐ Registration Number: 91911 RPS Consulting Engineers Limited ‐ Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited ‐ Registration Number: 99795
(See attached file: MCT0597RP0025F01 ‐ EIA Scoping Report (Email) .pdf)
OPW ‐ Ag féachaint don am atá le teacht ‐ Ag caomhnú ón am atá thart OPW ‐ Looking to the future ‐ Caring for the
past
**********************************************************************
Email Disclaimer: http://www.opw.ie/en/disclaimer/
**********************************************************************
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SOUTH WEST RIVER BASIN DISTRICT

Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

McGivern, Fintan <Fintan.McGivern@mottmac.com>
20 February 2015 09:59
Joy Barry
RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Joy,
I note in your document that you list the South Western River Basin District as one of the consultees. I assume we
have been invited to comment on you document due to our involvement on the South Western River Basin District
Management Plan on behalf of the competent body which, at that time, was Cork County Council. The EPA is now
the competent body in respect of the SW River Basin Management Plan. We have no authority to respond on behalf
of the SWRBD. I would suggest that you contact the EPA and ask for their comments as the competent authority for
the SWRBD. If requested to do so we would be happy to respond on behalf of the EPA.
Regards,
Fintan McGivern

From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 17 February 2015 12:51
To: McGivern, Fintan
Cc: SWCFRAM
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em007 S.W.R.B.D. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mr. McGivern,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
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In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,
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Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795
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Eileen O'Leary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Joy Barry
23 February 2015 09:22
info@epa.ie
'Fintan.McGivern@mottmac.com'
FW: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation
MCT0597RP0025F01 - EIA Scoping Report (Email) .pdf

Importance:

High

Dear Sir/Madam,
As per Fintan McGivern’s email below we would welcome feedback from the EPA in respect of the SW River Basin
Management Plan in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme ‐ EIA Scoping
Consultation. Please note that the EPA was already consulted last week by email on 17th February 2015. However
for completeness this scoping consultation has been re‐issued to the EPA specifically with respect to your role as the
competent body in respect of the SW River Basin Management Plan.
We would welcome any feedback that you have in relation to the attached scoping report by 16th March 2015.
Regards,
Joy Barry

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

From: McGivern, Fintan [ mailto:Fintan.McGivern@mottmac.com]
Sent: 20 February 2015 09:59
To: Joy Barry
Subject: RE: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation

Dear Joy,
I note in your document that you list the South Western River Basin District as one of the consultees. I assume we
have been invited to comment on you document due to our involvement on the South Western River Basin District
Management Plan on behalf of the competent body which, at that time, was Cork County Council. The EPA is now
the competent body in respect of the SW River Basin Management Plan. We have no authority to respond on behalf
of the SWRBD. I would suggest that you contact the EPA and ask for their comments as the competent authority for
the SWRBD. If requested to do so we would be happy to respond on behalf of the EPA.
Regards,
Fintan McGivern
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From: Joy Barry [ mailto:Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com]
Sent: 17 February 2015 12:51
To: McGivern, Fintan
Cc: SWCFRAM
Subject: N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EI A Scoping Consultation
I mportance: High
17th February 2015
Our Ref:

MCT0597Em007 S.W.R.B.D. Scoping

Re:

N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme - EIA Scoping Consultation

Dear Mr. McGivern,
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange, at the tie-in
with the N25 South Ring Road, to Ringaskiddy Village. It is proposed that the upgraded N28 shall be classified as a
motorway. The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. It is also intended to provide a service area as part of the scheme.
RPS has been retained by Cork County Council (CCC) to prepare an EIS in respect of the proposed N28 Cork to
Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme. This letter is a request for a Scoping Opinion in respect of the proposed scheme. This
letter is supported by a separate Scoping Report which provides further information on the proposed scheme, and the
proposed content of the Environmental Impact Assessment. The scheme location map is also contained within this
document.
Background to Scheme
In 2008 the scheme was previously developed in draft format (in accordance with Phases 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the NRA
Project Management Guidelines). However, following An Bord Pleanála’s decision to refuse the planning application
for the proposed Port of Cork development at Ringaskiddy, a policy decision was taken in October 2008 to postpone
further development work on the N28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme and publication of the EIS and CPO,
until a later date.
In 2013, the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport published the National Ports Policy. This document
represents government policy in respect of the development of maritime trade in Ireland. It also provides a useful
context for Irish Ports with respect to the European Union’s TEN-T Transport Network (a trans-European transport
network including rail, road, inland waterway connections, ports, airports and other transport terminals). The N28
Cork to Ringaskiddy Upgrade Scheme is in line with this policy, and as such work re-commenced on the project in
early 2014.
As a first step to moving forward with the project, a thorough review of the work completed to date on route selection,
including the draft EIS prepared in 2009 has been undertaken by the project team. This included an update of
constraints in the study area, a review of changes to landuse and planning in the intervening years and an update to
the traffic modelling. The review of the route includes confirmation of the type and number of junctions and the extent
of the scheme including the need for the Ringaskiddy Bypass section. The outcome of the review was the
identification of a number of additional alternative options which were subsequently assessed alongside the original
routes proposed in 2008. Following the route selection review process, route option 6b was identified as the preferred
route (as identified in the attached Scoping Report).
Description of Scheme
The N28 is a national primary road, which links Cork City to the village of Ringaskiddy and is situated on a peninsula
located to the south-east of Cork City. The main settlements within the study area include Douglas and Rochestown
at the northern extent of the proposed scheme, Carrigaline in the south and Ringaskiddy in the south east. The
proposed route of the N28 Upgrade Scheme is illustrated in Figure 2 of the attached Scoping Report.
A new feature of the updated scheme is the proposed addition of a service area along the route, comprising an
amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a picnic area. A service area options assessment is currently being
2

undertaken to identify the preferred service area location. It is proposed that the preferred service area will be
assessed as an integral part of the EIS.
Cork County Council proposes to upgrade the existing N28 carriageway from the Bloomfield Interchange (at the tie-in
with the N40 South Ring Road) to Carr’s Hill (south of Douglas), 2km approx. Thereafter, a new section of motorway,
approximately 8.9 km in length, terminating at Barnahely is proposed. From Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy village
a single-carriageway cross-section is to be provided for 1.5km approx. The overall length of the proposed scheme is
approximately 12.4km. The scheme also proposes the inclusion of a service area. The proposed development
includes the following elements:











Widening the existing N28 cross-section between Bloomfield and Carr’s Hill;
Construction of new off-line motorway from Carr’s Hill to Barnahely;
Construction of new off-line single-carriageway from Barnahely to east of Ringaskiddy;
New overbridges;
Grade-separated junctions;
At-grade roundabouts;
A number of retaining walls, local road improvements, parallel access roads etc.;
Accommodation works and farm access as required;
Landscaping and environmental mitigation measures; and
A service area including amenity building, fuel facilities, parking and a play area.

We would welcome your input in respect of the content of the EIS. If you could respond in writing to the above
address or by email to joy.barry@rpsgroup.com or by contacting the undersigned by 16th March 2015.
I look forward to receiving your response, should you wish to discuss further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours sincerely,

Joy Barry
Senior Planning & Environment Consultant - RPS
Innishmore, Ballincollig,
Cork, Co. Cork.
Ireland
Tel:
+353 (0) 21 466 5900
Direct: +353 (0) 21 4665963
Email:
Joy.Barry@rpsgroup.com
www:
www.rpsgroup.com/ireland

RPS Group Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of RPS Group Plc. RPS Group Ltd is the parent company in the Republic of Ireland for all Irish subsidiary
companies, namely: RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd and RPS Engineering Services Ltd. The Registered Office of each company is: West Pier Business
Campus, Dun Laoghaire, Co. Dublin, Ireland, and each company is registered at the Irish Companies Registration Office in Dublin. Details of the companies
registered numbers are as follows:
RPS Group Limited - Registration Number: 91911
RPS Consulting Engineers Limited - Registration Number: 161581
RPS Engineering Services Limited - Registration Number: 99795
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PART 2: HSE SCOPING RESPONSE

APPENDIX 6C: ABP CORRESPONDENCE

APPENDIX 7A: SOCIO ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY SURVEY FIGURES
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APPENDIX 7B: RINGASKIDDY SLÍ NA SLÁINTE ROUTE
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Already, it's capturing the attention
of the young and old, not only in
Ireland but in Europe and other
parts of the world too!
And no wonder, because it's a fun
healthy way for
the average adult
to accumulate
the recommended
30 minutes of
physical activity,
on most, preferably
all days of the
week.
Marked by bright
colourful signposts which are not
numbered and are situated at 1 km
intervals, you'll find Slí na Sláinte
walk routes all over Ireland.
Simply follow the Km signs, set
your pace to suit your enjoyment
and you'll quickly feel better and
get fitter. You will also experience
a great sense of achievement.
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Slí na Sláinte stands for
'path to health'. Developed by the
Irish Heart Foundation, it's the new
outgoing way to make walking for
leisure and good health even
more enjoyable.

Ringaskiddy
Car
Ferry Road(n28)

B Ringaskiddy Slí - 3km

A Monkstown Slí - 4km
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A Monkstown Slí - 4km
B Ringaskiddy Slí - 3km
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MONKSTOWN / RINGASKIDDY / LITTLE ISLAND

Little Island Slí - 2.4km

Monkstown
The Monkstown Slí is 4km in length, 2km
along the coastal path and back again.
The route takes you from the Ferry Port
through the Village and on past the Sand
Quay. Return along the same route.

Passing through the Village, turn left after
the Ferry Port onto the Curraghbinny Road
(R613). Keep going along this road until you
meet the last km point.

Little Island
The 2.4km route begins at the map sign
Ringaskiddy
beside the Castle near the Warnewr-Lambert
The Slí is 3km and begins at the Warner
factory in Little Island. Walking from this
Lambert factory. Continue in the direction of point, continue straight along the road and
the Village taking a left at the Oratory.
through the junction. You will pass the

Trafford Park complex on your left and The
Green’s Housing Estate on your right.
Follow the road right around until you see
the Petrol Station on the corner and then
take a left bringing you back to the km
point.

All routes can be walked in either direction
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APPENDIX 7C: NON‐AGRICULTURAL LAND TAKE ASSESSMENT

Appendix 7C - Socio Economic and Community
Non Agricultural Land Take Assessment
Landholder Property ID

% of land within
CPO

% of Land not
within CPO

Impact

LH0014

0.71

99.29

Not Significant

LH0015

99.98

0.02

Profound

LH0016

12.00

88.00

Moderate

LH0017

3.04

96.96

Not Significant

LH0018

5.00

95.00

Not Significant

LH0019

4.78

95.22

Not Significant

LH0020

3.88

96.12

Not Significant

LH0021

1.92

98.08

Not Significant

LH0027

1.68

98.32

Slight

LH0028

6.97

93.03

Profound

LH0029

0.00

100.00

Slight

LH0030

3.51

96.49

Slight

LH0044

35.15

64.85

Significant

LH0046

12.63

87.37

Moderate

LH0052

59.06

40.94

Very Significant

LH0055

3.86

96.14

Moderate

LH0061A

24.59

75.41

Slight

LH0061B

17.95

82.05

Not Significant

LH0062

91.83

8.17

Not Significant

LH0064

56.26

43.74

Profound

LH0066

41.94

58.06

Very Significant

LH0075

67.38

32.62

Very Significant

LH0077

99.92

0.08

Profound

LH0078

7.73

92.27

Slight

LH0081

0.61

99.39

Not Significant

LH0083

5.77

94.23

Slight

LH0084

5.69

94.31

Not Significant

LH0086

9.74

90.26

Not Significant

LH0087

6.32

93.68

Not Significant

LH0092

4.82

95.18

Moderate

LH0093A

14.56

85.44

Moderate

LH0093B

23.65

76.35

Significant

LH0093C

36.34

63.66

Moderate

LH0093D

9.46

90.54

Moderate

LH0093E

1.63

98.37

Slight

LH0095

0.04

99.96

Not Significant

LH0097

3.03

96.97

Not Significant

LH0100

1.92

98.08

Slight

LH0104

5.27

94.73

Not Significant

LH0108

1.06

98.94

Slight

LH0111

0.86

99.14

Not Significant

LH0112

0.02

99.98

Not Significant

LH0115

0.78

99.22

Not Significant

LH0116

5.93

94.07

Slight

LH0117

6.56

93.44

Not Significant

LH0120

0.56

99.44

Not Significant

Note: Percentage of land excludes land outside of property boundary to the centre line of the roadway.
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APPENDIX 8A: INDIVIDUAL ASSESSMENTS

Agricultural Impact Report

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

ID

Impacted Type

Enterprise

Crop Type Impact

LH0001

Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

Mixed

Slight
effects

LH0002

Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

Mixed

LH0004

Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

LH0005

Yes

Agriculture

LH0006

Yes

Agriculture

Monday 8 May 2017

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

2.369

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Slight effects

Significant
effects

3.988

0.712 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Moderate
effects

Mixed

Very
significant
effects

3.179

4.349 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Significant
effects

Tillage

Potatoes

Significant
effects

1.654

0.000 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Drystock

Grass

Significant
effects

1.539

4.356 Good

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Page 1 of 8

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

File Ref: MCT0597_9.0 Gis-Mi_DatabaseR07

Agricultural Impact Report

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

ID

Impacted Type

Enterprise

Crop Type Impact

LH0007

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

Significant
effects

LH0008a Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

Mixed

LH0008b Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

LH0009

Yes

Agriculture

LH0010

Yes

Agriculture

Monday 8 May 2017

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

5.226

4.093 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Slight
effects

0.268

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Not significant

Mixed

Moderate
effects

1.696

1.582 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Mixed

Mixed

Significant
effects

8.552

30.552 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access road,
underpass and
services

Moderate
effects

Drystock

Grass

Moderate
effects

8.935

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Slight effects

Page 2 of 8
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Agricultural Impact Report
ID

Impacted Type

LH0013

Yes

Golf/Agricult Drystock
ure

Grass

Moderate
effects

LH0022

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

LH0024

Yes

Agriculture

Dairy

LH0032

Yes

Agriculture

LH0034

Yes

Agriculture

Monday 8 May 2017

Enterprise

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

Crop Type Impact

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

1.449

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Slight effects

Not
significant

0.993

0.000 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Not significant

Grass

Not
significant

0.033

0.000 Medium

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Imperceptible

Dairy

Grass

Not
significant

0.024

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Imperceptible

Mixed

Mixed

Significant
effects

0.494

2.636 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects
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Agricultural Impact Report

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

ID

Impacted Type

Enterprise

Crop Type Impact

LH0035

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

Very
significant
effects

LH0036a Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

Mixed

LH0036b Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

LH0037a Yes

Agriculture

LH0037b Yes

Agriculture

Monday 8 May 2017

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

0.630

0.543 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Significant
effects

Moderate
effects

1.735

1.328 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Grass

Slight
effects

0.920

0.000 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Slight effects

Drystock

Grass

Significant
effects

0.037

0.000 Medium

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Slight
effects

Drystock

Grass

Very
significant
effects

4.211

0.000 Medium

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Very
significant
effects
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Agricultural Impact Report

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

ID

Impacted Type

Enterprise

Crop Type Impact

LH0038

Yes

Agriculture

Tillage

Cereals

Not
significant

0.345

LH004

Yes

Quarry/Agri
culture

Tillage

Maize

Very
significant
effects

14.566

LH0043

Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

Mixed

Not
significant

LH0045

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

LH0047

Yes

Agriculture

Tillage

Cereals

Monday 8 May 2017

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

0.259 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Not significant

0.000 Medium/good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Very
significant
effects

0.035

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Imperceptible

Slight
effects

1.970

0.000 Medium/Good (AminSW)
Access and
Shallow well services
drained
mineral

Slight effects

Very
significant
effects

1.065

0.935 Good

Very
significant
effects

Page 5 of 8

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

File Ref: MCT0597_9.0 Gis-Mi_DatabaseR07

Agricultural Impact Report

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

ID

Impacted Type

Enterprise

Crop Type Impact

LH0048

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

Significant
effects

LH0049

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

LH0054

Yes

Agriculture

Tillage

LH0057

Yes

Agriculture

LH0064

Yes

Agriculture

Monday 8 May 2017

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

0.920

1.235 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Moderate
effects

0.563

0.317 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Cereals

Slight
effects

0.350

0.000 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Not significant

Drystock

Grass

Very
significant
effects

1.578

0.249 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Significant
effects

Drystock

Grass

Very
significant
effects

0.529

0.000 Good

None

Significant
effects
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(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral
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Agricultural Impact Report

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

ID

Impacted Type

Enterprise

Crop Type Impact

LH0065

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

Slight
effects

LH0093a Yes

Agriculture

Dairy

Grass

LH0093b Yes

Agriculture

Tillage

LH0093c Yes

Agriculture

LH0093d Yes

Agriculture

Monday 8 May 2017

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

0.372

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Not significant

Significant
effects

0.993

4.644 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects

Cereals

Moderate
effects

2.325

1.217 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Slight effects

Drystock

Grass

Not
significant

1.412

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Not significant

Mixed

Cereals

Moderate
effects

1.314

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Moderate
effects
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Agricultural Impact Report
ID

Impacted Type

Enterprise

M28 Cork to Ringaskiddy Project - Engineering Consultancy Service

Crop Type Impact

Area Acquired
(ha)

Area
Land Quality
Severed (ha)

IFS Soil
Database

Accomodation Residual
Works
Impact

10.214

9.505 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Slight effects

LH0093e Yes

Industrial_A Mixed
griculture

Mixed

Moderate
effects

LH0093f Yes

Agriculture

Mixed

Mixed

Slight
effects

1.174

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

Access and
services

Slight effects

LH0095

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

Not
Significant

0.725

0.000 Good

(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Not
Significant

LH0107

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

Moderate
effects

2.885

0.000 Medium_Good (AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral

None

Moderate
effects

LH0114

Yes

Agriculture

Drystock

Grass

Slight
effects

0.280

2.407 Good

Access and
services

Not significant

Monday 8 May 2017
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(AminDW)
Deep well
drained
mineral
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APPENDIX 10A
SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

Photo 1: Woodbrook Stream (Site 1)

Photo 2: Existing Culvert in Woodbrook Stream
(Site 1)

Photo 3: Unnamed Stream (Site 2)

Photo 4: Channel of Unnamed Stream (Site 2)

Photo 5: Downstream View of Unnamed Stream
(Site 3)

Photo 6: Upstream View of Unnamed Stream (Site
3)

Photo 7: Downstream View of Donnybrook Survey
Site (Site 4)

Photo 8: Upstream View of Donnybrook Survey Site
(Site 4)

Photo 9: Upstream of Donnybrook Survey Site (Site
5)

Photo 10: Downstream of Donnybrook Survey Site
(Site 5)

Photo 11: Donnybrook Stream Survey Site (Site 6)

Photo 12: Donnybrook Stream Survey Site (Site 6)

Photo 13: Upstream View of Shannon Park Cross
Tributary with Existing Culvert (Site 7).

Photo 14: Downstream View of Shannon Park Cross
Tributary (Site 7).

Photo 15: Location of Site 8 from the Western Side
of the Existing N28 (Site 8)

Photo 16: Location of Site 8 from the Eastern Side
of the Existing N28 (Site 8)

Photo 17: Upstream View of Glounatouig at Hilltown
(Site 9)

Photo 18: Downstream View of Glounatouig at
Hilltown (Site 9)

Electrofishing Survey Sites

Site 1: Woodbrook Stream Survey Site with Heavy Shade and Limited Flow

Site 2: Section of Donnybrook Stream Showing Unsuitable Conditions for Fish

Site 4: Section of Good Salmonid Habitat at Glounatouig Stream

Site 5: Section of Good Salmonid Habitat at Glounatouig Stream

APPENDIX 10B
HABITAT ASSESSMENT SURVEY RESULTS

WOODBROOK STREAM
Site 1
The Woodbrook Stream (Table 10B.1) is located at the northern end of the study area. The stream
rises in the townland of Douglas and flows in a northerly direction. The stream is intersected by the
existing N28 before veering east in direction and flowing into the Douglas River Estuary.
Table 10B.1: Site 1 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0571726 0568698
Sampling site is located 100m east of proposed M28 Road Project.

PHOTOGRAPH NO.

1&2

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Shallow, clear stream with a moderate to fast flow over a riffle type habitat and a
compacted substratum comprised of predominantly cobble, boulder, gravel, sand
and silt;



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus recorded;



Existing culvert impeding fish passage. Stream sampled downstream of culvert.
Bankside riparian vegetation is dominated by Rubus spp (Bramble) grasses and
excessive Petasites fragrans (Winter Heliotrope) lining either side of the stream
bank;



Stream intersects a residential area; and



No fish or protected species recorded.

WIDTH (m)

1.2

DEPTH (m)

0.15

SALMONID HABITAT

ADULT

Poor ‐ Fair

NURSERY

Poor ‐ Fair

SPAWNING

Poor ‐ Fair

ADULT

Poor ‐ Fair

NURSERY

Poor ‐ Fair

SPAWNING

Poor ‐ Fair

LAMPREY HABITAT

Site 2
At the request of IFI, an ephemeral stream located at the northern end of the ‘The Heights’ housing
estate in Mount Oval was visited and assessed during the field survey (Table 10B.2). These streams
were not visible on the OSI mapping nor did they form part of the EPA’s River Segment GIS layers.
Table 10B.2: Site 2 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0571791 0567758
Sampling site is located approximately 200m east of the proposed M28 Road
Project.

PHOTOGRAPH NO.

3&4

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Excessive silt/mud substrate with little surface water except for discrete areas of
pooling;



Potential for the stream to discharge downstream during periods of heavy
rainfall;



Excessive bankside shading that includes Corylus spp (Hazel with overhanging
sections of Rubus spp (Bramble) and Pteridium spp (Bracken);



Stream intersects a residential area;



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus
recorded.
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Site 3
A second ephemeral stream located at the southern end of the ‘The Heights’ housing estate was also
surveyed (Table 10B.3). This stream is not visible on the OSI mapping nor did it form part of the
EPA’s River Segment GIS layers.
Table 10B.3: Site 3 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0571791 0567758
Sampling site is located approximately 180m east of the proposed M28 Road Project.

PHOTOGRAPH NO.

5&6

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Very shallow with a slow to moderate flow over slight riffle/glide habitat and a
compacted substratum comprising predominantly cobble, with gravel, fine gravel
and sand/silt on bank edge;



Moderate siltation recorded;



Excessive Rubus spp (Bramble) and Ilex spp (Holly) encroaching the stream
channel. Dead and decaying leaves were observed along the edge of the channel;



Stream intersects a residential area;



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus recorded.
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DONNYBROOK STREAM
The Donnybrook Stream drains the northern side of Carr’s Hill before flowing in a northerly direction
adjacent to the western margins of the existing N28. The stream intersects the proposed M28 Road
Project at Moneygourney and flows directly along the route before flowing west adjacent to the
R609 through the suburbs of Donnybrook and Douglas. Similar to the Woodbrook Stream, it also
discharges to the Douglas River Estuary or Lough Mahon transitional water body.
Site 4
Survey site 4 was located immediately upstream of a culvert crossing point (Table 10B.4). The
existing N28 runs directly adjacent to this site and while the proposed road project does not cross
the Donnybrook Stream at this location, the proposed works will take place in the immediate vicinity
of the site.
Table 10B.4: Site 4 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0570997 0567038

PHOTOGRAPH
NUMBER

7&8

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Shallow, clear stream with a moderate flow over a riffle type habitat and a
compacted substratum comprised of predominantly cobble, coarse gravel, sand
and silt;



Slight siltation recorded;



Existing culvert in place downstream of sampling location where a local access
road crosses the stream;



Moderate shading along bank of Alnus spp (Alder)/ Corylus spp (Hazel);



Stream intersects agricultural pasture lands approximately 80m west of the
existing N28;



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus
recorded.
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Site 5
The proposed road project intersects the Donnybrook Stream at two locations. Survey site 5 is the
northernmost point of intersection of the stream (Table 10B.5), and is considered to be
representative of both crossing locations.
Table 10B.5: Site 5 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0570954 0566803
Sampling site is located at the point on which the proposed road project intersects
the Donnybrook Stream.

PHOTOGRAPH NO.

9 & 10

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Shallow, clear stream with a moderate to fast flow over a riffle type habitat and a
compacted substratum comprised of predominantly cobble, coarse gravel, sand
and silt;



Heavy siltation recorded;



Existing culvert in place downstream of sampling location where a local access
road crosses the stream;



Very heavy shading of Alnus spp (Alder), Corylus spp (Hazel) and Prunus spinosa
(Sloe bush). Extensive wind blow impeding fish passage;



Stream intersects agricultural pasture lands approximately 70m west of the
existing N28;



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus
recorded.
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Site 6
Survey site 6 on the Donnybrook Stream is located adjacent to the proposed road project and the
existing N28 at Moneygourney (Table 10B.6). The survey site is located upstream of Site 5 and Site 4.
Table 10B.6: Site 6 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0570954 0566803
Sampling site is located approximately 90m east of the proposed road project.

PHOTOGRAPH NO.

11 & 12

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Shallow, with a moderate flow over a compacted substratum comprised
predominantly of boulder down the central channel, with areas of cobble, fine
gravel and sand along the bank edges;



Heavy siltation recorded;



Existing culvert in place downstream of sampling location where a local access
road crosses the stream;



Heavy shading of Corylus spp (Hazel) , Prunus spinosa (Sloe bush) and Ilex spp
(Holly);



Stream intersects agricultural pasture lands approximately 20m west of the
existing N28;



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus
recorded.
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GLOUNATOUIG STREAM
The Glounatouig Stream drains the southern section of the proposed M28 Road Project. The
Glounatouig Stream has four tributaries. The Glounatouig Stream flows in a southerly direction
adjacent to the existing N28. The Shannonpark Cross tributary, flowing in an easterly direction
intersects the N28 to also join the stream. From here, the stream continues to flow south adjacent
to the N28 eventually veering east in line with the road towards Hilltown. From here the
Glounatouig Stream continues flowing east past Raffeen Bridge into Monkstown Creek to the north
east of Ringaskiddy, i.e. discharging into Cork Harbour CWB.
Site 7
Survey site 7 is located on agricultural lands approximately 500m west of the existing N28 (Table
10B.7).
Table 10B.7: Site 7 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

PHOTOGRAPH NO.
Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme
DESCRIPTION

IG 0572214 0564900
The proposed road project intersects this stream known as the Shannonpark Cross
tributary. It is a tributary of the Glounatouig Stream.
13 & 14
No



Shallow with fast flowing riffles over a predominantly coarse gravel substrate
with occasional boulder and cobble. Sand and silt recorded alongside bank edges
where extensive erosion was observed;



Heavy siltation recorded due to bank erosion;



Existing culvert in place;



No vegetative shading. Stream intersects an open agricultural pasture site;



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus
recorded
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Site 8
Survey site 8 is located at the point at which the proposed road project intersects the Shannonpark
tributary before it joins the Glounatouig Stream (see Error! Reference source not found.). While
efforts were made to locate the point of intersection in order to survey it, dense vegetation
prevented access to the tributary on the western side of the existing N28 and steep slopes
prevented access to the tributary from the eastern side of the road. The tributary was therefore not
surveyed.
Site 9
Survey site 9 is immediately adjacent to the existing N28 and approximately 180m from the
proposed road project in the townland of Hilltown (Table 10B.8). The sampling site is located
downstream of an existing culvert under a third class road (L6469).
Table 10B.8: Site 9 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0572932 0564042
Sampling site is immediately adjacent to the existing N28 and 180m from the
proposed road project.

PHOTOGRAPH NO.

15 & 16

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Shallow with fast flowing riffles over a predominantly boulder and cobble
substrate. Interstitial coarse and fine gravel recorded. Coarse and fine gravel
recorded as the dominant substrate 50 ‐ 100m downstream of sampling site.



Moderate bank erosion was observed;



Slight siltation recorded due to bank erosion;



Existing culvert in place where third class road crosses the Glounatouig stream;



Low shading. Section of overhanging Leylandii spp upstream of sampling point at
culvert location;



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus
recorded.
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Site 10
Survey site 10 on the Glounatouig Stream is located within the grounds of Raffeen Quarry at
Ballyhemiken (Table 10B.9). The site is immediately adjacent to the existing N28 and approximately
400m from the proposed road project. The site is located approximately 520m downstream from
where the proposed upgrade works to the existing N28 terminates.
Table 10B.9: Site 10 Habitat Characteristics
LOCATION

IG 0574059 0564100
The site is approximately 520m downstream from where the proposed upgrade works
to the existing N28 terminates and approximately 400m from the proposed road
project.

PHOTOGRAPH NO.

17 & 18

Part of EPA
Monitoring
Programme

No

DESCRIPTION



Shallow with slow to moderate flow over predominantly loose silt/coarse gravel
substrate. Occasional cobble and boulder observed upstream;



Moderate bank erosion was observed. Slight siltation recorded due to bank
erosion;



Moderate to high shading with overhanging Corylus spp (Hazel), Prunus spinosa
(Sloe bush) recorded. Extensive grasses, Pteridophyta spp (Fern) and Urtica spp
(Nettle) lining channel upstream of sampling point.



No fish or protected species recorded; and



No instream vegetation present. No filamentous algae or sewage fungus recorded.
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APPENDIX 10C
MACROINVERTEBRATE SURVEY RESULTS

Macroinvertebrates

EPA Quality
Category
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Site
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Ephemeroptera
Heptageniidae

A

Baetis rhodani
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C
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Limnephilidae
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Hydroptilidae

B
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Polycentropodidae

C

Hydropsychidae

C

Rhyacophilidae
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Trichoptera
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3
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Diptera
Chironomidae
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1

Chironomus spp.
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1

Simuliidae
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3

Tipulidae

C

1
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1
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Crustacea
Gammarus spp.

C

Asellus spp.

D
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3
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Gastropoda
Potomapyrgus spp.

C

1

Hirudinea
Hirudinea
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files are used to aid the recipients drawing production, or setting out on site.
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