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Section 1 Screening Report for a Waste
Transter & Processing Facllity at
Kyletalesha, Co. Lacis

1. INTRODUCTION

Fehily Timoney and Company (FTC) was comrmissioned by Bord na Mana PLC to prepare an Appropriate
Assessment Screening Report, in support of a planming application to Laocis County. Council, for a proposed
waste transfer and processing facility at Kyletalesha, Co Lanis. The proposed facility wifl accept 40,000
tonnes per annum of muxed dry recyclables, mixed municipal wastes, construction and demolition [C&D)
wastes, commerdial and industral (C&l) wastes and brown bin organic wastes, pnimanly collected by AES
Ireland Ltd.

An Appropnate Assessment (AA) s an assessment of the potential effects of a proposed plan or project, on
its own or in combimation with other plans or projects, on one or more Natura 2000 sites (Special Protecbon
Areas (SPA) for birds, Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) for habitats and species). Stage One Screening:
1s the first step m the Appropriate Assessment process (see Section 2 - Methodology). Screering examines
the likely effects of a project/plan, either alone or n combmation with other projects, upon 2 Natira 2000
Site, and considers whether it can be objectively concluded that these effects will not be significant. The
findings of the assessment must be teken into account by the competent authority, n this case Lams
County Council.

There are four Natura 2000 sies withun 10 km of the proposed development site.  The River Barrow and
River Nore SAC (002162) 15 located north of the proposed development site, or 3.6 km north west at its
dosest point. Mountmellick SAC (002141) 15 6.7 km north gast. The Sheve Blootn Motintains SAC (D00412)
is 8.8 km to the west and the Slieve Bloom Mountains SPA [004160) 1s 6.3 km-to the west  Figure 1.1
shows the Natura 2000 sites within 10 km of the proposed development site.  To establish whether the
operabion of the proposed waste facility will poteptially impact th Natura 2000 sites, a Stage One
Screening report, as required until Article & of the EU Habitats I::nre% . has been prepered for submmssion

to Lagis County Council, 0{9
1.1 Legislative Requirements \\}Q° &\é}
Appropriate Assessment is a reguirement of A WS 3] and 6{4) of Councl Directive 92/43/EEC on the

conservation of natural habitats and of wﬂd 5& and flora, also known as the Habitats Directive which
states:
Q»

6{3) Any plan or praoject not divectly ¢ wWith or necessary to the management of the site (Natura
2000 sites) mmmMsnwmsﬂ&amﬂn either ndividually or in combination with other
plamnrm;ects,shaﬂbewb}eﬂm ‘Assessment of its implications for the site in wew of the
sites conservation objectves. In arrhemndmnnsofthemmmtnfmmmmtmsfnrme

site and subject to-the provisions of parsgraph 4, the competent national authorities shall agree to the pian
crrpmjectm;akameﬁcwmm:tnﬂlnﬂtaduerse!yaﬁ%cth‘iemtegrﬂ}raﬂhemcmmnmd
and, if appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the general public.

6(4) If, hsp.‘mnrarugﬂiveassesmnentnfhﬁempﬁcatm(mhﬂeandmﬂmaﬂsmeufa&m&ﬁv&
solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carred out for imperative reasons of overriding public
interest, ncluding those of social or economic nature, the Member State shall take all cormpensatory
MEeasures necessary to ensure that the overall colerence of Netura 2000 is protected. It shall inform the
Comyission of the compensatory measires adopted. Where the site concerned hests a prionty natural
habitat type and/or a priority speces the only considerations which may be raised are those relatmyg to
human heaith or public safety, to benefical consequences of prirary importance for the environment or,
further to an opinion from the Commission, to other imperative reasons of overnding pubiic interest,

The statutory agency responsible for Nawra 2000 sites is the National Parks and Wildlife Service of the
Department: of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht (DAHG). The Eurcpean Court of Justice, on December 13
2007, issued a judgment In a legal case against Irefand that found Ireland had failed in its statutory duty to
confer adequate protection on designated areas. In December 2009 "Appropriate Assessment of Plans and
Projects in Ireland: Guidance for Flanning Authorities, Department of the Environment, Hentage and Local
Government”™ was published. This guidance document was prepared jointly by the NPWS and Planning
Divisions of DoEHLG (now DAHG), with input from local authonties.
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Section 1 Scresmang Report for a Wastse
Transfer & Processing Facliity at
Kyletalesha, Co. Laols

1.2 Regulatory Context

The Habtats Dwrective (Councill Directive S2/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild
Fauna and Flora) formed a basis for the designation of Speoal Areas of Conservation (SACs). Similarly,
Speaal Frotection Areas are legisiated for under the Birds Directive (Coundll Directive 79/409/EEC on the
Consarvation of Wild Birds). Collectively, SACs and SPAs are referred to as Natura 2000 sies. In general
terms, they are considered to be of exceptional importance in terms of rare, endangered or vuinerable
habitats and speces within the European Community. Under Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive an
Appropriate Assessment must be undertaken for any plan or program that is likely to have a significant
effect on the conservation cbjectives of a Natura 2000 site. An Appropriate Assessment is an evaluation of
the potenbal Impacts of a plan on the conservation objectves of a Natura 2000 site, and the development,
where necessary, of mitigation or avaidance measures to preclude negative effects.
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Section 2 Screening Report for a Wasts
Transfer & Processing Facility at
Kyletalesha, Co. Laols

2. METHODOLOGY

There are four stages in an Appropriate Assessment as outlined m the European Commission Guedance
document (2001). The following Is a brief summary of these steps.

Stage 1 - Screening: This stage examines the likely effects of a project/plan either alone or in combinabion
with other projects upan a Natura 2000 Site and conssders whether it can be objectively condutded that
these effects will not be sigmificart.

Stage 2 - Appropriate Assessment: In this stage, the impact of the project/plan on the integrity of the
Matura 2000 site is considered with respect to the conservation objectves of the site and to s stricture
and function. A Natura Impact Ststement is the report produced as part of the Appropriate Assessment

Stage 3 - Assessment of Alernabive Solutions: Should the Appropriate Assessment determing that adverse
impacts are lkely upon a Natura 2000 site, this stage examines alternative ways of implementing the
project that, where possible, avold these adverse impacts.

Stage 4 - Assessment where no sltermabive solubons exist am:l' where adverse Irr'lpadﬁ remain: Where
imperative reasons of overnding public interest {IROPI} ekist, an assessment to consider whether
compensatory measures will or will not effectively nffseltl‘mﬂanﬂgetuthemtummwm be necessary.

In the preparation of this assessment, regard has been given o the H ‘Directive and the European
Cormmunities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (S.1. o 38 7 of 2011), and with reference to

the relevant guidance, rticular: .

relevant gu in pa 0&2& ré‘“‘

=  Assessment of Plans and Projects significantly affec ura 2000 Sites: Methodological guidarice
on the provisions of Article 6(3) and (4} .of the s Directive 92/43/EEC, European Commission
2001,

o Managing Natura 2000 Sites. The Prnvxs?\g@ﬂﬂde 6 of the 'Habitals Directive” S2/43/EEC,
Eurgpean Commssion, 2000,

. Appropriate Assessment of Plans and mkeiand Guidance for Planning Authontles. National
Parks and Wildlife Service, Departme e Ervironment, Heritage and Local Government, Dublin
2009, «

Qo
3
o(g}\
O

2.1 Consultation

A consultation: letter was sent to the Development Applications: Unit, National Parks & Wildiife Service
(NPWS) as part of the AA process,

They NPWS stated that soreemipg should be carried out to assess any impacts of the development on the
conservalion objectives of the Natura 2000 sites, and that the relevant guidance documents should be
cansulted.

CHON0 | | AW G e et Ecritraid MEtilL] ficm Page 4 of 13
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Secilon 3 Scresning Report for 2 Waste
Transfer B Processing Facllity at
Kyletalesha, Co. Laois

3. STAGE ONE SCREENING

3.1 Introduction

Screening requires a review of all Natura 2000 sites that are likely to be significantly impacted due to a
proposed plan or project, and identifies if further assessment is required under the second stage of the AA.
There are four Natura 2000 sites witheri 10 km of the proposed development, and these are assessed within
this report as they are within the likely zone of impact of the proposed waste management faciity.

Each Natura 2000 site has been reviewed to establish whether or not the project is likely to have a
sigmificant effect on the integrity of the site, as defined by its structure and function, and its conservation
objectives. The qualifying interests of each Natura 2000 site were Identified and are set out in Section 3.3
below. The potentaal threats are summansed into the following categories for the screening process, and
described within the screening matrix, Y ' ]

Direct impacts refer to habitat loss or fragmentation arising from land-take requirements for developrment
or agricultural purposes. Direct impacts can be as a result of a change in land use or management, such as
the removal of agricultural practices that prevent scrub encroachment,

Indirect and secondary impacts do not have a straight-ling. route between cause and effect, and it =
potentially more challenging to ensure that all the possible indirect impacts of the plan — in combination
with ather plans and projects - have been established. These can arise when a development alters the
hydrology of a catchrnent area, which in turn affects. the movement of groundwater o a site, and the
gualifying interests that rely on the maintenance of water levels, Egaration n water guality can ocour as
an indirect consequence of development, which ini turn changes the™aquatic environment and reduces its
capaaty to support certain plants and animals. The introduction §finvasive species can also be defined as
an indirect impact, which results in incressed w;w [humans, fauna, surface water), and
&

consegquently the transfer of allen species from one area

Disturbance to fauna can anse directly through thqg%"‘_d-ha};@t {e.g. bat roosts) or indirectly through
noise, wibration and increased activity assocrated i and operation.

&
R
&
3.2 Brief Description of the Prijgyt
G

s .
The proposed development is 2 waste fednsfer and processing facility at an existing site at Kyletalesha, Co
Lagts. The site is located on the L21170 road, approximately 600 m off the NBOD natwnal road and
approximately 3.5 km north of Bfftiacise town, as shown on Fgure 1.1. The proposed development
Iocation 15 approximately 400 m east of the entrance to the Kyletalesha landfill facility, operated by Lacis
County Counel {LCC), with the north westers boundary of the development site bordenng the landhil facility
boundary fer approximately 75 m. In addtion, 2 nc knackery fadilities are located directly west of the

proposed development site.

The proposed development will utilise an exisbng building for the reception and processmg of waste
matenal accepted. Access will be via an existing wesghbridge system and existing portacabin structures will
be utilised as cffice buildings and staff accommodation. A marshalling area will be located outside of the
waste reception and processing bullding with dedicated areas for skip, container and trailer storage and

parking.

The proposed facility will accept 40,000 tonnes per annum of mixed dry recyclables, mixed municpal
wastes, construction and demolition {CAD) wastes, commercial and industrial (CRI) wastes and brown bin
organic wastes, primarily collected by AES Ireland Ltd.

The majonty of material accepted at the faclity will be bulked up ane transparted off site, for further
processing  ‘Bulking up’ refers to the process of accepting smaller volumes of waste from refuse collection

vehicles (RCV's), skips etc. and transferring this material to larger volume trailers for more efficient and
economic transportation of the waste matenal.

The proposed faclity will operste under a wasle licence from the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
Waste licence number W0192-02 currently applies to the site.

fh E0LA/LWLL BN 0L MaporsErnlpgyRpED0 [doc Fage 5 of L3
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Section 3 Screaemng Raport for a Wasts
Transfer & Processing Faciflky at
Kyletalesha, Co. Lacks

3.3 Brief Description of the Natura 2000 Site

There are four Natura 2000 sites within 10 km of the proposed development site.  The River Barrow and
River Nore SAC 15 to the north of the proposed development, or 3.6 km ta the north west at its closest
point, Mountmellick SAC is 6.7 km north east. The Slieve Bloom Mountains SAC (000412} 15 8.8 km to the
west and the Slieve Bloom Mountains SPA is 6.3 km to the west. Figure 1.1 shows the Natura 2000 stes
within 10 km of the propgsed development site. A brief summary of the Natura 2000 sides, their
conservation chiectives, and distance to the proposed development site are presented n Table 3.1 below.
The full NFWS site synopses for these Natura 2000 sites are avaiiable On W NDWS. 8.

Table 3.1: Features of the Natura 2000 sites within 10 km of the proposed
development

Summary Distance
from Site

Summary:

More SAC | The site 1 selected for alluwval wet woodlands and
petrifying springs, prionty: habitats on Annex 1 of the
E.L. Habitats Directive. The site is aiso selectetd as a
candidate SAC for old cak woodlands, floating nver
vegetation, estuary, tdal mudfats, Sa mudfiats,
Atlantic salt meadows, Mediterranean g3t meadows, dry
heath and eutrpphic tall herbs, @@ab‘im fisted on
Annex I of the EU. Habitats Swesftive.  The site is also
selected far the followng speges listed on Annex 11 of
ey, River Lampirey, Brook

i Mussel, Nore Freshwater
Pear! Mussel, Cra

yie®, Fwarte Shad, Atlanbic Salmon,
Otter, Desmoulin i&(éarl Snaill Vertige moulinsiana and
the Killarney F{\ T, O

%58

| To mai an or restorg the favourable conservation
conditigh af the Annex 1 habitat{s) and/or the Annex 11
spe forwhich the SAC has been selected: |

1016 Desrmeulin's whor snail Vertigo moulinsena
1029 Freshwater  pearl  mussel  Margantifera |
marngaritifera |
1092 White-clawed crayfish Austropotameobius pallipes
1095 Sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus

1096 Brook lamprey Lampetra planer

1099 River lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis

1103 Twaite shad Alosa fallax

1106 Atantic salmon (Salmo salar) (only In fresh water)
1130 Estuaries

1140 Mudflats and sandflats not covered by ssawster at
low tide

1310 Sakcornsa and other annuals colomzing mud and
sand

1330 Atlantic salt meadows (Glouco-Puccinelietalia
maritimag)

1355 Otter Lutra lutra

1410 Mediterranean sait meadows (Juncetalia martimi)
1421 Killarney fern Trichomanes speciosum

1990 Nore freshwater pearl mussel Margaritifera
durrovensis

L3 SR W) RO Wiy Bl it s Cpial - 0. 00 Fage 6 of 13
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Screening Report for a Waste
Transfer & Processing Facility at
Kyletalesha, Co. Laois

[ 3260 Water courses of plain to montane levels with the
| Ranuncuhen futantrs and
Callfitricho-Batrachion vegetation
4030 European dry heaths
6430 Hydrophilous tall herb fringe communities of plains
and of the montane to
alpine levels
7220 * Petrifying spongs with  tufe  formabon
{Cratoneurion)
G140 Old sessile oak woods with Nex and Blechrum in
the British Isies
g1ED * Alluwial forests with Alnus glutinosa and Fraxinus
excelsior (Alno Fadion,
Alnion mcanae, Salicion albag)

1

 Mountmellick

002141

= |

- Summary:

This site compnses a disused stretoh of the Grand Canal
between Dangan’s Bridge and Skeagh Bndoe,
approxirmately 3 km east of Mountmellick n Co. Laos
The habitat 5 fen tvpe vegetation, ncluding: Bulrush
(Typha latifolia), Reed Sweelgrass (Glycerd maxima)
and Yellow Flag (Iris pséudacorus). The area west of the
bridge has been drained extensively and 1S now
grassland.  The Mourtmellick site is important as it
prowides useful habitet for a rallct&ﬂatmn of Vertigo
mouhnsiana. 6‘\0

)
cmmtmm@ié\
\0
To maintain or r@ﬁ@ the  favourable conservebion

condition of the “lﬁ 1 Habitat{s) and/or the Annex II
species for ""'l@i\ SAC has been selected:

1016 ilinsiana
RN

&7 km

Ellnre Bloom
| Mountains

e

Summacy:
&

Thissite is remarkable for its mountain blanket bog
Eﬁt. Elankst bogs are an increasingly rare habitat i
urape, @nd in Ireland zre continually under threat. The
Siieve Bloom Mountains are an smportant link in the
past-to-west gradient of bogs i Ireland, and are
flonstically linked to the midland rased bogs north of
the site. The intactness of the blanket bog hers is
remarkable and Is echoed in few other areas in the
Repiublic of Treland, making this site of umgue
conservation value,

Conservation Objectives:

To maintam or restore the favourable conservation
condition of the Annex 1 habitat({s) and/or the Annex 11
species for which the SAC has been selected:

4010 Northemn Atlantic wet heaths with Erca telralix
7130 Bianket bogs (* if active only)

S1ED * Alluvial forests with Alnus glutmosa and Fraxinus
excalcior (Alno-Padion, Alnion incanae, Salicion

afbae)

8.8 km

0L WA 0E Meperts EoalagyfApriit Buadoc
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Sereening Report for a Waste
Transfer & Processing Faclity at
Eyletalesha, Co. Laols

Slieve Bloom
Mountains
SPA

004160

Summary:

The site provides excellent nesting and foraging habitat
for breeding Hen Harrier and is among the top five sites
in the country for the species. It s also likely to be of
national importance for breeding Merlin.

Conservation Objectives:
To maintain or restore the favourable conservabon

conditton of the bird speces listed as Specasl
Conservation Interests for this SPA

IR L T | el Enolous St | Ndec

6.3 km

Fage 8 of 13
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Section 4 Screening Report for a Waste
Transfer & Procoscing Facility at
Kyletalesha, Co. Laois

4. ASSESSMENT CRITERIA
4,1 Descnption of the Elements of the Project likely to give nse to Impact on Natura 2000 Site

Describe the individual elements of the profect {either afone or in combination with ofher plans or projects)
fikely to give rfse to impacts on the Natira 2000 site.

The mam elements of the proposed development that could potentially impact on the Natura 2000 sites are:

= detenoration in water guabty from the site, affecting water guality In the Natura 2000 sites and thus
their qualifying features,

= disturbznce and displacement to qgualifying features of the Skeve Blopm Mountams SPA cadsed by
nmse dunng construction and operation of the facihty.

There is a freshwater drainage stream within the northern part of the site, which fows theough the site from
the west to the east. This streamn joins another freshwater drainage stream flowing outside the eastern
boundary of the site, n a sputherly directicn. This stream flows orider the local road to the south of the
site, the L21170, where it meets another frashwater drainage siream flowing south. This stream joins the
Triogue River to the south. The Tripgue River drains in 2 nartherly direchon where it eventually meets the
River Barrow and Fiver Nore SAC sbout 10 km dowrnstreamn of the proposed development. There is no
drainage to the Mountrmeflick SAC or to the Sheve Bloom Mountains SAC, or the Slieve Bloorm Mountains
SPA from the site, hence they will not be impacted by the proposed development.

In order to identfy potential In Combination Effects, other pmp@e.d plans and projects within the

surrounding area were considered, é
&
= Laois County Development Plan 2006-2012. . @0
= Lagis County Cound| Online Planning Query 5\-‘5?
&

O
4.2 Desgopbon of the Likely Impact of the gg@i:@_} on the Natura 2000 sites
K>

of the project (either alone or i combination with
virtue of;

Describe any hkely direct, indirect. or second
atter plans or projects) on-the Natura .E'ﬂﬂf(
OIS

Size and Scale/Land Take/Distarce from key features

The proposed developrment will ta@é\mam' withun the exsting site boundary, therefore the size and scale of
the Natura 2000 sites vatten 10 krmoof the site will not be affected.  Similarty, there will be no land take
from the Natura 2000 sites. The Hiver Barrow and River Nore SAC 15 3.6 km north west of the proposed
development site; Mountmellick: SAC 15 6.7 km north east, the Sheve Bloom Mountans SAC is 8.8 km to
the west, and the Slieve Bloom Mountains SPA 15 6.3 km to the west.

Excavation and Resource requirements (water abstraction etc.)

There will be no excavation or water extrachon from the Natura 2000 sites as a result of the proposed
development.

Ermission (dispasal to land, watur or air)

Drainage streams from the proposed development site fiow into the Tnogue River to the south of the site.
The Triogue River flows in a northerly direction, where it meets to the River Barrow and River Nore SAC
approxmmately 10 km downstream of the proposed development.

The water guality of the freshwater drainage streams on, and adjacent to the site 1s poor, and the waler is

heavily sifted. There is 2 landfill site and 2 no, knackery Facilities to the west of the site, which may be
impacting on the water guality of these streams. Clean surface water from the site will be discharged to

the dramage stream. I —

i HULLALWE P8R0, 01 B apirts Eohltagy,Rpt0n] -fudoc Page 9 of 13
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Section 4 Scraaning Report for a Waste
Transfer & Processing Facility at
Kyletalesha, Co. Lanis

| Al surface waters will pass through Class 1 full retention ol interceptors prior to discharge.
ely event of

Discharge will be via 8 penstock such that surface water discharge can be shut off in the wnlik:
an uncontrolled discharge making its way into the surface water management system.

Therefore, based on the proposed surfacewater management measures, the proposed development will ‘
not cause any deterioration in the water guality of the exisbng drainage ditches beyond their current
levels.

A5 the River Barrow and River Nore SAC is 10 km downstream of the site, and as there will be no |
emissions from the site to the adjacent drainage ditches, this SAC will not be impacted by the proposed
development There is no drainage to the Mountmellick SAC or to the Slieve Bloom Mountains SAC, orthe |
Sheve Bloom Mountains SPA from the site, hence they will not be smpacted by the proposed development.

Disturbance & displacement impacts

The proposed development site s 5.3 km to the east of the Slieve Bloom Mountains SPA which 15 a
protected site for Hen Harrier. The proposed development will pot cause any disturbance or displacement
to Hen Harrier or other birds in the SPA due, due to its distance apart. In addition, the proposed
development site 15 located in an industrial area, with 2 landfll and 2 no. knackery Taolities nearby.
Hence, there is an exsting level of noise and human achwvity in the general ares and the proposed
developrment will not significently add to this.

Cumulative and In-Combpination Effects

In order to dentify potertial In Combipation Effects, ME@\\O@?\W plans and projects within the
I surrounding area were considered X
RS
« Laois County Development Plan 2011-2017 Q &&
| # Laois County Council Cnline Planning Qt.per%,}_
N
The area of Kyletelesha is bkely to be further d(«»%&d as there hes been plenning permission granted for
dwelling houses in the area, Qo \\\\

In addition the landfill site is likely to be :&«reluped further. According to the Lzols County Development
Plan 2006-2012, it 15 the objective of County Councal to “mamntain and develop its landfill site at
Kyletalesha m accordance with E.U. Dj vies and Insh Legislation”

The proposed development site will not cayse A detencration in water quality to the streams on site, and
any sitation caused by surface water runoff will be prevented. Thus there will be no cumulative or in-
combinabion effacts to the water quality of the streams and rivers in the area, and to the River Barrow and
River Nore SAC as a result of the proposed development.

4.3 Description of the likely Changes to the Site
Describe any hkely changes to the site ansing as a result of:
= reduction of habitat area
» disturbance to key spedes

= changes i key indicators of coriservation valve (water gualty, etc )

CFRO LR D | e Ee et el 1 die Fage 10 of 13
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Section 4 Screaning Report for a Waste
Transfer & Processing Facility at
Kyletalesha, Co. Laois

Reduction in habitat area

There will be no reducticn i the habitat zrea of the River Barmow and River Nore SAC, Moumtmiellick SAC,
the Sleve Bloom Mountains SAC or the Sheve Bloom Mountains SPA associated with the proposed
deveinpment, a2s it Is outside the SAC and SPA boundaries.

Disturbance to key species

I'me key speces for which the River Barrow and River Nore SAC are designated are largely aguatic in
pature, and will not be impacted by the proposed development, due to separation distance apart and given
that surface water management measures will be implemented. None of the other Netura 2000 sites
receive drainage from the site, thus there will be no disturbance to their key speces. There will be no
psturbance to Hen Harrier in the Slieve Bloom Mountams SPA as a result of the proposed development
1ue to its distance apart.

Habitat or species fragmentation

inere will be no fragmentation of key habitats or spedies in the Netura 2000 sites as a result of the
proposed development, due to their distance apan

Reduction in species density

Tnere will be no reducton in species dersity as a result UB&

\0' 'ﬁopcseﬁ development.
P N 3

Changes in key indicators of conservation value

%

> &
fhere will be no changes in key indicators nfé&iﬂ@%ﬁmﬁun value n the Natura 2000 sites as a resuit of the

oroposed development. 7 O\\\\,\\é\
X
O
O
4.3 The Likely Impacts on the Na 1. 2000 site as a whole
O

Describe any: kaly smpacts on the Natira 2000 site as & whole in terms of:

= interference with the key refationships that define the structure of the site
= interference with key relationships that define the function of the site

Thers will be no impacts o the key relationships that defire the structure or function of the Rwver Barrow

and: River Nore SAC, Mpourtmelhick SAC, the Slieve Bloom Mountains SAC or the Slieve Bloom Mountains
5PA due to the proposed covelopment.

4:4 Indicators of Significance of these Impacts

Prowvide Indicatars of significance as a result of the identification of effects sef out above in terms of:

foss

fragmentation

disrupiion

disturbance,;

change to key elerments of the site (e.g., water gualty etfc.)
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Sactlon 4 Screening Report for a Waste
Transfer & Processing Facillty at
Kyletaleshs, Co. Laois

The main indicators of stignificance for any potential impacts on the Natura 2000 sites would be a reduction
in the numbers of key aquatic species in the River Barrow and Faver Nore SAC caused by detericration in
water guality. However, there will be no impact on the water quality of the River Barrow and River Nore
SAC as a result of the proposed development, due to its separation distance and as surfacewater
management measures, including Class 1 full retention interceptors, will be utilised, thus prevenbng any
deteroration in water quality fresm surface water runoff to the adjacent stregms.

4.5 Likely Significance of the Potential Impacts
Describe from the above those elements of the project or plan, or combinabon of elements, where the
above impacts are likely to be significant or where the scale or magnitude of mpacts are not known

There will be no impacts to the Natura 2000 stes within 10 km of the prupmad developrment. A finding of
no significant effects report has been completed for this ste. This s presented in Appendix 1 of tiws
document.
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Section 5 Screening Report for 2 Waste
Transfer & Procossing Facillty at
Kyietalesha, Co. Laois
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Appendix 1

Finding of No Significant Effects Report
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Finding of No Significant Effects Repori

= The River Barrow and River Nore SAC (002162)
s located north of the proposed development
site, or 3.6 km north west at its closest point.
« Mountmellick SAC (002141) is 6.7 km north
name and locabon of the WNatura Zﬂﬂﬂ| east.
sifes o The Slisve Bloom Mountains SAC (000412) Is
8.8 km to the west
« The Sieve Bloom Mountains SPA (004160) is 6.3
km to the west

Bord na Ména PLC proposes to develop a waste trensfer and
processing faclity at Kyletalesha, Co Lzcis. The proposed
faclity will accept 40,000 tonnes per annum ef mixed dry
recyclables, mixed —municipal wastes, Construction and
dermolibon (C&D) wastes, commercal and industrial (CE)
wastes and brown binorganic wastes, pnmanly collected by
AES Treland Lid

Deseription of the praject or plan

Is the Project or Flan directly connected | NC.
with or necessary 1o the management of \}&

the site {provide details)? &

e — ho &
Are thers other projects or plans that & @
together with the project of plan being S
assessed could affect the site (provde & @\
details)? R

The Assessment of Significant Effects

Despribe how the project or plan (alons or, < proposed development will not affect the Natura 2000
i combination) s Wkely: to affect Mg sites isted above.
Natura 2000 site S
o i
s R = =+ 0 E——— —= = ——= — 4
, The proposed developrnent will not result in any significant
: h ffects | v :
f;ﬁif;;m:ﬁy "ﬁgﬁ arvects: Hm mr, impacts to the Matura 2000 sites due to their distance apart
: i and because any deterioration In weter guality from surface
water runoff to cn-site streams will be preventec through
appropriete surfacewater management |.e. use of Class 1 full
| retenbion interceptors

Name of Agency or Body Consulted Summary of Response

MPWS The NPWS requested a survey of the habitats and speces be
carned out by a suitably qualified person, and that exsting
records of the NPWS and the National Biodiversity Data Centre
be checked. These were completed by FTC for the EIS. The
NPWS also reguested an Appropriate Assessment Screening

‘ | Report be completed.
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Data Collected to Cariy out the Acsasament

Who carred out the Sources of Data Level of assessment Where can the full resulls of the

assessment completod gssessment ba  accessed and
viewed

This assessment was | Ewisting records and Appropnate Lagis County Coundl Planning

completed by Fehily planning Assessment Department.

Timoney and documentation, Screening

Company desktop study.

Overall Conclusions

There will be no significant impacts on the River Barrow and River Nore SAC, Mountmellick: SAC, the Slieve
Bloom Mountains SAC or the Slieve Bloom Mouritans SPA as a result of the proposed waste transfer and
processing facility at Kyletalesha, Co Laois.

Therefore o Stage Two Appropriste Assessment and production of a2 Natura Impact Statement s not
requared for this project.
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