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1. Introduction 

1.1 Background 

AECOM was commissioned by Dublin City Council to, on their behalf, prepare an Appropriate 

Assessment (AA) Screening Report in relation to Proposed Works along the River Camac, County 

Dublin.   

The Proposed Works consist of carrying out ground investigation to provide geotechnical information 

to better inform the design of the River Camac Flood Alleviation Scheme. This will entail 57 cable 

percussive boreholes with Cone Penetration Tests (CPTs) and rotary core, soil and rock sampling, 

and reinstatement of disturbed areas at various locations along the River Camac. The approximate 

central Irish Grid Reference for the site is O0804630794. The location of the Proposed Works is 

presented in Figure 1, along with the locations of the proposed boreholes. 

1.2 Legislative Context 

The European Communities Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (’the Habitats Directive’) provides, in Article 

6(3), the legal basis for AA (and by proxy the legal basis for Screening for AA) at European level. 

Under Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive, any plan or project which is not directly connected with or 

necessary to the management of a European site but would be likely to have a significant effect on 

such a site, either individually or in combination with other plans or projects, must be subject to an AA 

of its implications for the European site and its nature conservation objectives. In the light of the 

conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site and subject to the provisions of 

Paragraph 4, the competent national authorities will agree to the plan or project only after having 

ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the European site concerned and, if 

appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the general public. 

In Ireland, the requirements of Article 6(3) are transposed into national law by Part 5 of the European 

Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats Regulations) 2011 (S.I. No. 477 of 2011) (more commonly 

referred to as the ‘Habitats Regulations’), the Planning and Development Acts (2010 to 2017 as 

amended) (‘the Planning Acts’), and the Planning and Development Regulations (2010 to 2018, as 

amended). 

Under Section 177U(1) of the Planning Acts, a Screening for AA of the Proposed Works shall be 

carried out by the competent authority (in this case Irish Water) to assess in view of best scientific 

knowledge, if the Proposed Works, either individually or in combination with other plans or projects, is 

likely to have a significant effect(s) on any European sites. The term ‘European site’ is defined in 

Section 1.3. 

Under Section 177U(5) of the Planning Acts, the competent authority shall determine that an AA of a 

plan or project is required if it cannot be excluded that the plan or project will have a significant effect 

on a European site(s), on the basis of objective information, individually or in combination with other 

plans or projects.  

1.2.1 Appropriate Assessment 

An AA is triggered by an AA Screening determination that concludes significant effects on European 

sites are likely (or more specifically cannot be excluded on the basis of objective information). If 

triggered, the competent authority must complete an AA to determine whether the project will 

adversely affect the integrity of any European site, in light of the site’s conservation objectives. The 

competent authority’s AA is typically informed by a Natura Impact Statement (NIS) prepared by a 

technical expert. 

1.2.2 Consultation and Publication Requirements 

Section 177U(7) states: “A competent authority shall, as soon as may be after … making a decision in 

relation to the application for consent for proposed development, make available for inspection by 

members of the public during office hours at the offices of the authority, and may also publish on the 
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internet — any determination that it makes … under subsection(5) … , and reasons for that 

determination”. 

1.3 European Sites 

In Ireland, European sites comprise:  

• Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) designated for habitats, plants, and non-bird species; 

• Special Protection Areas (SPA) designated for bird species and their habitats; and, 

• Candidate sites including cSAC and pSPA. 

The term “European site” replaced the term “Natura 2000 site” under the EU (Environmental Impact 

Assessment and Habitats) Regulations 2011 S.I. No. 473 of 2011. The obligations to screen for AA in 

respect of SPA and pSPA are by virtue of Article 7 of the Habitats Directive. It must be noted that the 

process of designating cSAC as SAC is ongoing in Ireland, and the term SAC is used throughout this 

AA Screening Report for both SAC and cSAC, given they are subject to equal protection. 

1.4 Sources of Guidance 

This Report has been prepared broadly in accordance with the EC guidance document Assessment 

of Plans and Projects Significantly affecting Natura 2000 Sites: Methodological Guidance on the 

provisions of Article 6(3) and 6(4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (EC, 2021). It also accords with 

the guidance provided in the Office of the Planning Regulator (OPR) document on Appropriate 

Assessment Screening for Development Management (OPR, 2021), and follows the structure and 

approach recommended, as shown in Plate 1. 

 

Plate 1: The Appropriate Assessment Screening process (OPR, (2021). 

 

 
 

In addition to the references above, the following relevant guidance was considered during the 

preparation of this Report: 

• Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland - Guidance for Planning Authorities 

(DoEHLG 2009, Revised February 2010); and 
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• Managing Natura 2000 Sites: The provisions of Article 6 of the ‘Habitats’ Directive 92/43/EEC 

(EC, 2018). 

1.5 Relevant case law 

A series of rulings of the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) are relevant and are 

considered throughout this document. These rulings and their implications for this AA Screening 

exercise are summarised in Table 1.1. 

 

Table 1.1.  Case law potentially relevant to the Proposed Works. 

Case Ruling Relevance to the AA Screening of the 
Proposed Development 

People Over 
Wind and 
Sweetman v 

Coillte Teoranta 
(C-323/17) 

The ruling of the CJEU in this case requires 
that any conclusion of ‘no likely significant 
effect’ on a European site must be made 
prior to any consideration of measures to 
avoid or reduce harm to the European site. 
The determination of likely significant effects 
should not, in the opinion of the CJEU, 
constitute an attempt at detailed technical 
analyses. This should be conducted as part 
of the AA. 

It is necessary to distinguish between 
those measures which are intended to 
avoid or reduce harmful effects on a 
European site and those elements of a 
plan or project that may incidentally 
provide some degree of mitigation, but 
which are intrinsic or essential parts of 
the project itself. If it can be concluded 
that the Proposed Development will have 
no adverse effect on any European site, 
in the absence of mitigation, it will be 
possible to conclude ‘no likely significant 
effects’, and the need for further detailed 
AA will be ‘screened out’. 

Waddenzee (C- 

127/02) 

The ruling in this case clarified that AA must 
be conducted using best scientific 
knowledge, and that there must be no 
reasonable scientific doubt in the 
conclusions drawn. 

 

The Waddenzee ruling also provided clarity 
on the definition of ‘significant effect’, which 
would be any effect from a plan or project 
which is likely to undermine the conservation 
objectives of any European site. 

Adopting the precautionary principle, a 
‘likely’ effect in this AA Screening is 
interpreted as one which is ‘possible’ and 
cannot be objectively ruled out. 

 

The test of significance of effects has 
been conducted with reference to the 
conservation objectives of relevant 
European sites. 

Holohan and 
Others v An Bord 
Pleanála (C-
461/17) 

The conclusions of the Court in this case 
were that consideration must be given 
during AA to: 

• effects on qualifying habitats and/or 
species of a SAC or SPA, even when 
occurring outside of the boundary of a 
European site, if these are relevant to 
the site meeting its conservation 
objectives; and, 

• effects on non-qualifying habitats and/or 
species on which the qualifying habitats 
and/or species depend and which could 
result in adverse effects on the integrity 
of the European site. 

This relates to the concept of 
‘functionally-linked habitat’, i.e. areas 
outside of the boundary of a European 
site which supports its qualifying 
feature(s). In addition, consideration 
must be given to non-qualifying features 
upon which qualifying habitats and/or 
species rely. 

T.C Briels and 
Others v Minister 
van  

Infrastructuur en 

Milieu (C-521/12) 

The ruling of the CJEU in this case 
determined that compensatory measures 
cannot be used to support a conclusion of 
no adverse effect on site integrity. 

Compensation can only be considered at 
the relevant stage of AA and not during 
AA. Compensation must be delivered 
when AA concludes that there will be 
adverse effects on site integrity. 

 

1.6 Purpose of this Report 

Whilst the various steps involved in the Screening Assessment process must be carried out by a 

competent authority, consultants, or project proponents may undertake a form of screening to 
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establish if an AA is required and provide advice or may submit the information necessary to allow the 

competent authority to conduct a screening of an application for consent. This AA Screening Report 

has been prepared with regard to best scientific knowledge and an examination of potential impacts of 

the Proposed Works on European Sites.  

2. Methods 

2.1 The Stages in Appropriate Assessment 

There are four stages in an Appropriate Assessment as outlined in the EC Guidance document 

(2001). The stages are essentially iterative, being revisited as necessary in response to more detailed 

information, recommendations, and any relevant changes to the plan until no significant adverse 

effects remain. The following is a summary of these steps. 

• Stage 1 – Screening: This stage examines the likely effects of a project either alone or in 

combination with other projects upon a European site(s) and considers whether it can be 

objectively concluded that these effects will not be significant. 

• Stage 2 – Appropriate Assessment: In this stage, the impact of the project on the integrity of 

the European sites is considered, with respect to the conservation objectives of the site and to 

its structure and function. Mitigation, if relevant, is considered at this stage. 

• Stage 3 – Assessment of Alternative Solutions: Should the Appropriate Assessment 

determine that adverse impacts are likely upon the European sites, this stage examines 

alternative ways of implementing the project that, where possible, avoid these adverse impacts. 

Mitigation is considered at this stage. 

• Stage 4 – Assessment where no alternative solutions exist and where adverse impacts 

remain: Where imperative reasons of overriding public interest (IROPI) exist, an assessment to 

consider whether compensatory measures will or will not effectively offset the damage to the 

European site will be necessary. 

2.2 The Source-Pathway-Receptor Model and Zones of Influence 

The ‘source-pathway-receptor’ conceptual model is a standard tool in environmental assessment. In 

order for an effect to occur, all three elements of this mechanism must be in place. The absence or 

removal of one of the elements of the mechanism means there is no likelihood for the effect to occur. 

An example of this model is provided below: 

• Source(s), e.g. pollutant run-off from construction works; 

• Pathway(s) e.g. hydrological connectivity to nearby qualifying wetland habitats; and, 

• Receptor(s) e.g. qualifying aquatic habitats and species of European sites. 

The model is focused solely on the qualifying features for which sites are designated themselves, or 

features which support the qualifying features. 

A plan or project may have the potential to result in numerous impacts, which could result in likely 

significant effects to the qualifying features of European sites. The analysis of these effects, using 

scientific knowledge and professional judgement, leads to the identification of a zone of influence 

(ZoI) for each impact (i.e. the distance at which the impact of the Proposed Development could have 

potential effects, using professional judgement and published guidance).  

The proximity of the Proposed Works to European sites, and more importantly their qualifying 

features, can be of importance in identifying source-pathway-receptor models which could result in 

significant effects. Irish departmental guidance on AA states: “For projects, the distance could be 

much less than 15 km, and in some cases less than 100 m, but this must be evaluated on a case-by-

case basis with reference to the nature, size and location of the project, and the sensitivities of the 

ecological receptors, and the potential for in combination effects” (DoEHLG, 2010). 

Habitats and plants are not mobile, and it can therefore be easier to determine whether habitats and 

plants are within the ZoI. In contrast, fauna species are mobile and so the distances they move 
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beyond European sites (i.e. range) must be considered when determining if they occur within the ZoI. 

The range of fauna species varies considerably, from a maximum of several metres (e.g. in the case 

of whorl snails Vertigo spp.) to hundreds of kilometres (in the case of migratory wetland birds). Whilst 

habitats and plants are not mobile, these features can still be significantly affected at considerable 

distances from an effect source; for instance, where an instream habitat is located many kilometres 

downstream from a pollution source. 

2.3 AA Screening 

The function of the Screening Assessment is to identify whether or not the Proposed Works will have 

likely significant effects on European sites. The essential question is: 

“Is the project, either alone or in combination with other relevant projects and plans, likely to result in a 

significant effect upon any European site?” 

In this context “likely” refers to the presence of doubt with regard to the absence of significant effects 

(European Court of Justice (ECJ) case C-127/02) and “significant” means not trivial or 

inconsequential but an effect that has the potential to undermine the site’s conservation objectives 

(ECJ case C-127/02). In other words, any effect that compromises the functioning and viability of a 

site and interferes with achieving the conservation objectives for the site would constitute a significant 

effect. 

The nature of the likely interactions between the plan or project and the integrity of a European site 

will depend upon: the sensitivity of the European site’s qualifying features to potential impacts arising 

from the project; the current conservation status of the European site and its qualifying features; and, 

any likely changes to key environmental indicators (e.g. water quality) that underpin the conservation 

status of European sites and their qualifying features, in combination with other plans and projects.  

The European Commission Guidelines (EC, 2018) (Similar to that described in Section 1.4) outline 

the stages involved in carrying an AA Screening of a project that has the potential to have likely 

significant effects on European sites. The methodology adopted for this AA Screening is informed by 

these guidelines and was conducted in the following stages: 

• With reference to the baseline environment, define and describe the Proposed Works and 

determine whether it is connected with or necessary for the conservation management of 

European sites; 

• Identify European sites likely to be influenced by the Proposed Works (i.e. those which are 

potentially connected to the Proposed Works by source-pathway-receptor links or lie in the ZoI 

of potential impacts); 

• Identify other plans or projects that, in combination with the Proposed Works, have the potential 

to affect European sites; and,  

• Assess whether or not the Proposed Works has the potential to affect European sites and 

determine whether the Proposed Works could give rise to likely significant effects. 

If it can be demonstrated that significant effects are unlikely, no further assessment is required. 

Recent case law has determined that measures to reduce the otherwise harmful effects of a project 

(i.e. mitigation) on a European site cannot be taken into account in the determination of likely 

significant effects. This is the stage of the AA process covered by this Report.  

There is no pre-defined guidance on the physical scope of AA, and distances require evaluation on a 

case-by-case basis. Consideration has therefore been given primarily to identified impact pathways 

and the source-pathway-receptor approach, rather than adopting an arbitrary ‘zones’ approach (e.g. 

15 km from the site). Where watercourses and hydrological connectivity to European sites are present 

and are likely to be impacted, European sites within the same water catchment area should be 

considered. 

If the Proposed Works site does not have the potential to affect the qualifying Annex II species of the 

EU Habitats Directive or Annex I species of the EU Birds Directive of a European site or if the 

terrestrial qualifying habitats of the European sites occur at a remote distance from the Proposed 

Works site, (i.e. buffered from the Proposed Works site), then these European Sites are not 

considered to be within the ZoI of the Proposed Works. 
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2.3.1 Assessment ‘In Combination’ 

It is a requirement of the Habitats Regulations that the impacts and effects of any plan or project are 

not considered in isolation but in combination with other plans and projects that may also affect the 

European site(s) in question.  

2.3.2 Assessment of Environmental Baseline 

The AA Screening has been informed by a desk study of the site, using the NPWS Designations 

Viewer (NPWS, 2022) and Google Earth. Findings relevant to this AA Screening are presented in 

Section 3. 

2.3.3 The Precautionary Principle 

The Precautionary Principle, which is referenced in Article 191 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the 

European Union, has been defined by the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 

Organisation (UNESCO, 2005) as: 

“When human activities may lead to morally unacceptable harm [to the environment] that is 

scientifically plausible but uncertain, actions shall be taken to avoid or diminish that harm. The 

judgement of plausibility should be grounded in scientific analysis”. 

Reasoned application of the Precautionary Principle is fundamental to all stages of AA. In AA 

Screening, significant effects would be presumed without evidence to the contrary, where there was 

evidence of possible effects on a European site(s) from the Proposed Works, but uncertainty 

remained. 

2.4 Statement of Authority 

This Stage 1 Screening has been prepared by Dr Erfan Fadaei ACIEEM and reviewed and verified by 

Dr Paul Lynas CEnv MCIEEM.  

Dr Erfan Fadaei BSc (Hons) is a Senior Ecologist and has a wealth of experience carrying out a wide 

range of ecological surveys including bat activity, wintering and breeding bird, badger, pine marten, 

otter, smooth newt, common lizard, deer, and invasive species. Erfan is a competent habitat surveyor, 

with extensive experience of using both Phase 1 and NVC methods. He has undertaken ecological 

assessments for both public and private sector clients, including for large infrastructure projects 

including renewable energy, rail, and residential housing developments. These have included 

Preliminary Ecological Appraisals, Habitats Regulations Assessments, and Ecological Impact 

Assessments for projects both in Ireland and the UK.  

Dr Paul Lynas BSc (Hons) CEnv MCIEEM (Associate Director, Ecology) is an all-round ecologist with 

over 14 years’ experience of professional consultancy. Specialising in Ecological Impact Assessment, 

Paul has also developed much expertise in Appropriate Assessment in parallel, assessing a wide 

range of projects which could potentially impact on European sites. He has worked across the Island 

of Ireland on numerous large, well known multi-million Euro infrastructure projects, taking them 

through assessment, write up, consultation and Public Inquiry where necessary. Paul has valuable 

experience working closely and through consultation with a vast array of environmental organisations, 

local and central government departments, and agencies. Paul is currently the Convener of the Irish 

member Network of CIEEM. 
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3. Project Description and Baseline Environment 

3.1 Baseline Site Conditions 

The River Camac is a tributary of the River Liffey and is part of the Liffey and Dublin Bay catchment. 

Rising at Knockannavea, the headwaters of the Camac flow in an easterly/northerly direction towards 

Dublin City before flowing into the River Liffey at Heuston Station. The headwaters of the Camac 

catchment are largely comprised of agricultural land with some areas of forest and semi-natural 

areas. Further downstream, the catchment is dominated by urban areas (e.g. Saggart, Citywest, 

Clondalkin, Bluebell, Inchicore and Kilmainham) with residential, industrial, and commercial land use. 

Many sections of the lower reaches of the river are culverted and channelised.   

3.2 The Proposed Works 

The Proposed Works consist of carrying out ground investigation to provide geotechnical information 

to better inform the design of the River Camac Flood Alleviation Scheme. This will entail 57 cable 

percussive boreholes with Cone Penetration Tests (CPTs) and rotary core, soil and rock sampling, 

and reinstatement of disturbed areas at various locations along the River Camac. The location of the 

Proposed Works is presented in Figure 1, along with the locations of the proposed boreholes. 

3.2.1 Boreholes 

It is envisaged that shell and auger boring will be used to advance boreholes through the overburden. 

The minimal casing diameter shall be 200mm in boreholes where groundwater monitoring is not 

required. Where groundwater monitoring is required, the minimal casing diameter shall be 250mm. 

The casing diameter will be sufficiently large to:   

• Achieve the scheduled depths, testing and sampling and  

• Accommodate single and dual groundwater monitoring installations. 

In instances where shell and auger boring is not possible due to obstacles such as boulders, rotary 

drilling may be used to obtain cores. Rotary cores in overburden shall have a minimum OD of 100mm, 

and in rock a minimum OD of 75mm. 

All boreholes will start by means of a hand excavated inspection pit not less than 1.2 metres deep. 

Inspection pits will be dug prior to setting up of equipment. Hand operated power tools may be used 

to assist excavation where hard strata such as road pavements cannot be broken without the use of 

such tools. 

All trial holes require excavation to 4.5m depth and all slit trenches to 1.5m depth. 

3.2.2 Standard Penetration Test 

Standard Penetration Tests (SPT) will be carried out in each cable percussion borehole and in each 

rotary hole. The testing will commence at the base of the inspection pit, and at 1.0m depth intervals 

up to a depth of 5.0m and thereafter at 1.5m intervals of depth. 

3.2.3 Backfilling 

Boreholes will be backfilled with cement/bentonite grout or fitted with a standpipe as directed by the 

Investigation Supervisor. All excess materials will be removed off site and disposed of in accordance 

with the relevant legislation.   

Slit trenches in paved areas will be backfilled and reinstated as per the guidelines for the opening 

backfilling and reinstatement of openings in public roads 2017 (Purple Book). 
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4. Stage 1 Screening  

4.1 Identification of Relevant European Sites 

European sites are relevant where there may be a source-pathway-receptor relationship which may 

give rise to likely significant effects on the qualifying features. A 10 km buffer of the Proposed Works 

was used as a guide of the Proposed Work’s proximity to receptors. Based on this selection criteria, 

eight European sites are located within 10 km of the Proposed Works. These sites, their qualifying 

features and conservation objectives are detailed in Table 4.1 and their locations are displayed in 

Figure 2. All other European sites are more than 10 km away and are not considered to be within the 

ZoI of the Proposed Works due to a lack of a valid source-pathway-receptor relationship.  

Table 4.1: European sites within the potential ZoI of the Proposed Works. 

Site Name(s), 
Code(s) 

Qualifying Interests  Conservation Objectives Relationship to 
Proposed Works 

Glenasmole Valley 
SAC (001209) 

• Semi-natural dry grasslands and 
scrubland facies on calcareous 
substrates (Festuco-Brometalia) [6210] 

• Molinia meadows on calcareous, peaty 
or clayey-silt-laden soils (Molinion 
caeruleae) [6410] 

• Petrifying springs with tufa formation 
(Cratoneurion) [7220] 

• To restore the favourable 
conservation condition of 
the Annex I habitats 

c. 5.1 km to south 
east 

South Dublin Bay 
and River Tolka 
Estuary SPA 
(004024) 

• Light-bellied Brent Goose (Branta 
bernicla hrota) [A046]  

• Oystercatcher (Haematopus 
ostralegus) [A130]  

• Ringed Plover (Charadrius hiaticula) 
[A137]  

• Grey Plover (Pluvialis squatarola) 
[A141]  

• Knot (Calidris canutus) [A143]  

• Sanderling (Calidris alba) [A144]  

• Dunlin (Calidris alpina) [A149]  

• Black-tailed Godwit (Limosa limosa) 
[A156]  

• Bar-tailed Godwit (Limosa lapponica) 
[A157]  

• Redshank (Tringa totanus) [A162]  

• Black-headed Gull (Chroicocephalus 
ridibundus) [A179] 

• Roseate Tern (Sterna dougallii) [A192]  

• Common Tern (Sterna hirundo) [A193]  

• Arctic Tern (Sterna paradisaea) [A194] 

• Wetlands & Waterbirds [A999] 

• To maintain or restore the 
favourable conservation 
condition of the bird 
species listed as Special 
Conservation Interests for 
this SPA 

c. 5.4 km to north 
east 

South Dublin Bay 
SAC (000210) 

• Mudflats and sandflats not covered by 
seawater at low tide [1140] 

• To maintain or restore the 
favourable conservation 
condition of the Annex I 
habitat 

c. 6.1 km to east 

Rye Water 
Valley/Carton SAC 
(001398) 

• Petrifying springs with tufa formation 
(Cratoneurion) [7220] 

• Vertigo angustior (Narrow-mouthed 
Whorl Snail) [1014] 

• Vertigo moulinsiana (Desmoulin's 
Whorl Snail) [1016] 

• To maintain or restore the 
favourable conservation 
condition of the Annex I 
habitat and/or the Annex II 
species for which the SAC 
has been selected 

c. 7.3 km to north 
west 

North Dublin Bay 
SAC (000206) 

• Mudflats and sandflats not covered by 
seawater at low tide [1140] 

• Annual vegetation of drift lines [1210]  

• To maintain or restore the 
favourable conservation 
condition of the Annex I 
habitats 

c. 8.4 km to north 
east 
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Site Name(s), 
Code(s) 

Qualifying Interests  Conservation Objectives Relationship to 
Proposed Works 

• Salicornia and other annuals colonizing 
mud and sand [1310] 

• Spartina swards (Spartinion maritimae) 
[1320] 

• Atlantic salt meadows (Glauco-
Puccinellietalia maritimae) [1330] 

• Petalwort (Petalophyllum ralfsii) [1395]  

• Mediterranean salt meadows 
(Juncetalia maritimi) [1410] 

• Embryonic shifting dunes [2110] 

• Shifting dunes along the shoreline with 
Ammophila arenaria (white dunes) 
[2120] 

• Fixed coastal dunes with herbaceous 
vegetation (grey dunes) [2130] 

• Humid dune slacks [2190] 

North Bull Island 
SPA (004006) 

• Light-bellied Brent Goose (Branta 
bernicla hrota) [A046]  

• Shelduck (Tadorna tadorna) [A048]  

• Teal (Anas crecca) [A052]  

• Pintail (Anas acuta) [A054]  

• Shoveler (Anas clypeata) [A056]  

• Oystercatcher (Haematopus 
ostralegus) [A130]  

• Golden Plover (Pluvialis apricaria) 
[A140]  

• Grey Plover (Pluvialis squatarola) 
[A141]  

• Knot (Calidris canutus) [A143]  

• Sanderling (Calidris alba) [A144]  

• Dunlin (Calidris alpina) [A149]  

• Black-tailed Godwit (Limosa limosa) 
[A156]  

• Bar-tailed Godwit (Limosa lapponica) 
[A157]  

• Curlew (Numenius arquata) [A160]  

• Redshank (Tringa totanus) [A162]  

• Turnstone (Arenaria interpres) [A169]  

• Black-headed Gull (Chroicocephalus 
ridibundus) [A179] 

• Wetlands & Waterbirds [A999] 

• To maintain or restore the 
favourable conservation 
condition of the bird 
species listed as Special 
Conservation Interests for 
this SPA 

c. 8.4 km to north 
east 

Wicklow Mountains 
SAC (000212) 

• Oligotrophic waters containing very few 
minerals of sandy plains (Littorelletalia 
uniflorae) [3110] 

• Natural dystrophic lakes and ponds 
[3160] 

• Northern Atlantic wet heaths with Erica 
tetralix [4010] 

• European dry heaths [4030] 

• Alpine and boreal heaths [4060] 

• Calaminarian grasslands of the 
Violetalia calaminariae [6130] 

• Species-rich Nardus grasslands, on 
siliceous substrates in mountain areas 
[6230] 

• Blanket bogs [7130] 

• To maintain or restore the 
favourable conservation 
condition of the Annex I 
habitat(s) and/or the Annex 
II species for which the 
SAC has been selected 

c. 8.5 km to south 
east 
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Site Name(s), 
Code(s) 

Qualifying Interests  Conservation Objectives Relationship to 
Proposed Works 

• Siliceous scree of the montane to snow 
levels (Androsacetalia alpinae and 
Galeopsietalia ladani) [8110] 

• Calcareous rocky slopes with 
chasmophytic vegetation [8210] 

• Siliceous rocky slopes with 
chasmophytic vegetation [8220] 

• Old sessile oak woods with Ilex and 
Blechnum in the British Isles [91A0] 

• Lutra lutra (Otter) [1355] 

Wicklow Mountains 
SPA (004040) 

• Merlin (Falco columbarius) [A098] 

• Peregrine (Falco peregrinus) [A103] 

• To maintain or restore the 
favourable conservation 
condition of the bird 
species listed as Special 
Conservation Interests for 
this SPA 

9.5 km south 
south east 

Source: NPWS (2013a), (2013b), (2015a), (2015b), (2017), (2021a), (2021b), (2022b) 

4.2 Assessment of Likely Significant Effects on European Sites 

For the European sites considered as part of this Screening, the potential impacts of the Proposed 

Works are considered, with reference to the conservation objectives of the European site, to test for 

likely significant effects.  

When carrying out the Screening Assessment, cognisance was given to the ruling of the CJEU in 

November 2018 in the case of Holohan and Others v An Bord Pleanála (C-461/17). The conclusions 

of the Court in that case now require that during the course of AA, consideration must be given to: 

• Likely significant effects on the qualifying habitats and / or species of a SAC / SPA, outside the 

boundary of the designated site, if these are relevant to the site meetings its conservation 

objectives; and, 

• Effects on non-qualifying habitats and / or species on which the qualifying habitats and / or 

species depend and which could result in likely significant effects on the qualifying features. 

This Screening Assessment is compliant with the requirements of the Holohan Ruling.  

This Screening Assessment will determine whether the construction and operation of the Proposed 

Works, alone or in combination with other plans or projects, will result in likely significant effects on 

the identified European sites. The likely significant effects of the Proposed Works are presented in 

Tables 4.2 and 4.3. 

Table 4.2: Screening matrix. 

Assessment Criteria 

Describe any likely direct, indirect, or secondary impacts of the project (either alone or in-combination with other 
plans or projects) on the European site by virtue of the following: 

Are the works connected with or 
necessary to the management of 
any European site? 

No. 

Size and scale Works will be confined to numerous small areas adjacent to the River 
Camac. 

Land-take There will be no land take from, or in proximity to, any European sites.  

Distance from the European site or 
key features of the site (from edge 
of the project assessment 
corridor)  

Refer to Table 4.1. The closest European site is Glenasmole Valley SAC 
which is 5.1 km to the south east.  

Excavation and Resource 
requirements (from the European 

There will be no excavation work carried out within any European sites 
and no exploitation of any resources within any European sites to facilitate 
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site or from areas in proximity to 
the site, where of relevance to 
consideration of impacts) 

the Proposed Works. Excavation works will be restricted to small 
boreholes, adjacent to the River Camac.  

Emissions (e.g. polluted surface 
water runoff – both soluble and 
insoluble pollutants, atmospheric 
pollution) 

There will be no sources of emissions during the construction works or 
operation that could reach or otherwise affect European sites. Minor 
quantities of sediment arising from drilling could enter the river via 
groundwater, but this will be quickly diluted and diffused in the Camac and 
Liffey Rivers and there will be no impacts on any selection features of 
downstream designated sites. 

Transportation requirements No transport requirements will be necessary within any European sites for 
the construction of the Proposed Works.  

Duration of construction, 
operation, etc. 

Construction phase to be confirmed. Operational phase will be permanent. 

In-combination effects  Given that there will be no significant effects from the Proposed Works, 
there will be no opportunity for in combination effects during either 
construction or operation. Therefore, there will be no significant effects on 
any European site as a result of in-combination effects with other plans or 
projects and these can be discounted at this stage. 

Table 4.3: Screening of European sites within a 10 km buffer of the Proposed Works.  

Site Name(s), 
Code(s) 

Screened 
Out?  

Justification 

Glenasmole Valley 
SAC (001209) 

Yes The site is upstream of the catchment and Proposed Works. Due to the 
distance between Proposed Works and the European site, and the lack of a 
source-pathway-receptor route, there will be no likely significant effects. 

South Dublin Bay 
and River Tolka 
Estuary SPA 
(004024) 

Yes The site is 5.4 km downstream of the Proposed Works, and there is a 
hydrological connection via the River Liffey. However, the Proposed Works 
are minor and any sediment arising from drilling that enters groundwater will 
be minor and will be dispersed and diluted in the Liffey before entering the 
SPA. Any disturbance to designation features will be temporary and similar to 
background disturbance common to this urban environment. Therefore, there 
will be no likely significant effects. 

South Dublin Bay 
SAC (000210) 

Yes The site is 6.1 km downstream of the Proposed Works, and there is a 
hydrological connection via the River Liffey. However, the Proposed Works 
are minor and any sediment arising from drilling that enters groundwater will 
be minor and will be dispersed and diluted in the Liffey before entering the 
SAC. Therefore, there will be no likely significant effects. 

Rye Water 
Valley/Carton SAC 
(001398) 

Yes The site is upstream of the catchment and Proposed Works. Due to the 
distance between Proposed Works and the European site, and the lack of a 
source-pathway-receptor route, there will be no likely significant effects. 

North Dublin Bay 
SAC (000206) 

Yes The site is 8.4 km downstream of the Proposed Works, and there is a 
hydrological connection via the River Liffey. However, the Proposed Works 
are minor and any sediment arising from drilling that enters groundwater will 
be minor and will be dispersed and diluted in the Liffey before entering the 
SAC. Therefore, there will be no likely significant effects. 

North Bull Island 
SPA (004006) 

Yes The site is 8.4 km downstream of the Proposed Works, and there is a 
hydrological connection via the River Liffey. However, the Proposed Works 
are minor and any sediment arising from drilling that enters groundwater will 
be minor and will be dispersed and diluted in the Liffey before entering the 
SPA. Any disturbance to designation features will be temporary and similar to 
background disturbance common to this urban environment. Therefore, there 
will be no likely significant effects. 

Wicklow Mountains 
SAC (000212) 

Yes The site is upstream of the catchment and Proposed Works. Due to the 
distance between Proposed Works and the European site, and the lack of a 
source-pathway-receptor route, there will be no likely significant effects. 

Wicklow Mountains 
SPA (004040) 

Yes The site is upstream of the catchment and Proposed Works. Due to the 
distance between Proposed Works and the European site, and the lack of a 
source-pathway-receptor route, there will be no likely significant effects. 
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While several European sites within Dublin Bay are also connected hydrologically to the Proposed 

Works, there is no valid source-pathway-receptor route as any sediment arising from drilling will be 

minor and will be diluted and dispersed in the River Liffey and Dublin Bay prior to reaching designated 

sites, and thus there will be no negative impacts on these sites.  

4.3 In-combination effects 

Due to the lack of likely significant effects identified as a result of the Proposed Works, no in-

combination effects are predicted. 

4.4 AA Screening Conclusion 

In view of the best scientific knowledge, and on the basis of objective information in light of the 

conservation objectives of the relevant European sites, it can be stated beyond reasonable scientific 

doubt, that the Proposed Works will not have a significant effect on any European site, either 

individually or in combination with other plans and projects. A Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment is not 

required before proceeding with the Proposed Works.  
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