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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Background 

In October 2017, Sligo Greenway Co-op Ltd appointed RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd as Transport and 
Civil Engineering consultants to prepare a technical feasibility study for the 35.5km Collooney to 
Bellaghy greenway route in County Sligo. On behalf of Sligo County Council, the Feasibility report 
was reprised to develop a funding application for the development of the Sligo Greenway.  

Feasibility Study 

The scope of this feasibility study is to examine the technical and practical aspects of redeveloping 
the disused Collooney to Bellaghy railway line into an off-road walking/cycling greenway.  The study 
provides an independent assessment of the physical and environmental impacts of the project 
taking account of the local, regional, national, and European Union (EU) designations, planning and 
regulatory requirements, and assesses the relative feasibility of the two options in the County 
Development Plan, namely the on-line option and the alongside option. 

Key Elements of the Study 

Legislation and Statutory Approvals – The study considered relevant legislation at EU and national 
level which may influence the development of the proposed greenway, and considered relevant 
planning and policy issues at EU, national, regional and local level. 

Constraints – The study assessed potential constraints ranging from population & human health, 
biodiversity, geology, soils, water, landscapes, air and climate, cultural heritage, assessments of 
current infrastructure assets (e.g. railway line, bridges, culverts, encroachments, stations, level 
crossings, etc), road safety issues, interface with public transport, etc. 

Consultation – A significant number of key national, regional and county bodies as well as voluntary 
groups involved in promoting cultural, social, sporting, recreational, educational and business 
activities in Co. Sligo were consulted on the proposed project. 

Preliminary Design Options Assessment – The design options for the proposed greenway were 
considered in light of current design standards and guidelines, including pavement options, the on 
and alongside options, and considered factors such as health & safety, access, signage, cost, etc. 

Main Findings 

 There are no technical reasons why the greenway project should not proceed.  

 The proposed greenway would provide a sustainable, scenic and safe walking and cycling 
facility which will benefit the wider north west region. 

 Responses received indicate that consultees are overwhelmingly positive towards the 
project. 
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 The on-line option was identified as the preferred option under almost all headings as the 
alongside option would entail significant additional civil engineering works with 
environmental implications and is more likely to encounter land ownership issues which may 
prove as significant obstacles to the project’s completion. 

 Detailed costings indicated that the on-line option would be at the lower end of the cost 
range on which the Meehan Tully (2016) report based its cost benefit analysis, and suggests 
a two year payback as the likely economic impact of the project. The cost of the alongside 
option was estimated to be 3.5 times the cost of the on-line option. 

 The proposed greenway will require Part 8 Planning Application in accordance with Planning 
and Development Regulations 2001 as amended. A Screening for Appropriate Assessment 
under Article 6(3) of the EU Habitats Directive (Directive 92/43/EEC), the Planning and 
Development Act 2000 (as amended), and the European Communities (Birds and Natural 
Habitats) Regulations 2011 (S.I. No. 477/2011) as amended and Screening for an 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in accordance with the EIA Directive 2014/52/EU 
and the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended) will also be required. 
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1 INTRODUCTION & DESCRIPTION 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

The Sligo Greenway Co-op was established in 2015 to promote the return to public use, after a lapse 
of half a century, of the 35.5km Collooney to Bellaghy disused rail line as a walking / cycling 
greenway, on the basis such that it could be available for use as part of a new rail service if and when 
public policy and funding supported it. Sligo County Council and the Co-op recognise the many 
benefits that greenways can deliver for the entire community and the many Government objectives 
which can be fulfilled, including: 

 Make better use of an existing, disused transport corridor 

 Create a first class walking and cycling facility for local communities 

 Create a tourist attraction which can contribute to the economic development of the local 
communities and the wider region 

 Encourage use of a sustainable mode of transport which interlinks with local amenities, 
services and existing public transport 

 Promote the National Cycle Policy Framework and support the National Recreation Strategy 

 Help tackle obesity and promote activity 

 Raise the profile of cycling and encourage people to cycle 

An economic feasibility study was commissioned by Sligo County Council in 2016 which quantified 
the benefits of the greenway and the prospect of a four year payback.  

In 2017, Sligo County Council included the Collooney to Bellaghy greenway as a development 
objective (Cycling and Walking Objective O-CW-5) in the Sligo County Development Plan 2017-2023, 
and subsequently entered into a Memorandum of Understanding with the Sligo Greenway Co-op to 
assist in pursuing the delivery of the project. 

In October 2017, Sligo Greenway Co-op Ltd appointed RPS Consulting Engineers Ltd as Transport and 
Civil Engineering consultants to prepare a technical feasibility study for the Collooney to Bellaghy 
Greenway project. On behalf of Sligo County Council, the Feasibility report was reprised to develop a 
funding application for the development of the Sligo Greenway. 

The purpose of this feasibility study is to examine the technical, environmental and cost implications 
in the creation of a greenway either on the existing railway line or alongside it. To inform the study 
Sligo County Council engaged with Irish Rail who committed to giving access to relevant technical 
files and drawings.  Irish Rail also agreed in principle to entering into a license agreement with Sligo 
County Council to facilitate the development of the greenway subject to its prior right to set that 
licence aside in the event the rail corridor was required for a new rail service in the future. 
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1.2 GENERAL DESCRIPTION 

1.2.1 Proposed Sligo Greenway 

The proposed greenway route will ideally have a minimum width of 3.0m and would extend over a 
distance of 35.5km, through the townlands of Collooney, Coolaney, Tubbercurry, Curry and Bellaghy, 
either on or parallel to the existing railway line. Figure 1.1 shows a map of the disused railway line. 

 

 

 

1.2.2 Disused Collooney to Bellaghy Railway Line 

The existing railway line itself was opened to railway traffic in 1895. It was referred to as ‘The Burma 
Road’ owing to the severe difficulties the contractor of the day had in building the line given the 
extent to bog and rock conditions, which led to the contractor eventually going bankrupt. The line 
carried passengers and freight from Sligo to Claremorris and eventually onto Galway and Limerick. 
Passenger services ceased in 1963 and all freight services ceased in 1975. The railway line corridor is 
still owned by Irish Rail.  

The railway line itself currently has 120 level crossings both for public roads and agricultural 
accesses. While this extent of extent of existing crossings would provide a benefit to a proposed 
greenway in terms of accessibility and connectivity, it is likely to pose a challenge for any future re-
opening of the line to railway traffic in terms of health and safety and potential restrictions on 
operating speeds.  

 

 

Figure 1-1: Collooney to Bellaghy disused railway line 
(Sligo County Development Plan) 
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1.3 PROPOSED BENEFITS 

Environmental Benefits  

Greenway facilities on old railway lines are environmentally sustainable with minimal impact on the 
environment and host communities. This is increasingly important as the Ireland works towards a 
low carbon future by tackling CO2 emissions and reducing global warming. They protect important 
habitat and provide corridors for people and wildlife. By promoting modal shift away from private 
car usage, trails and greenways help improve air and water quality. For example, communities with 
trails provide enjoyable and safe options for transportation, which reduces pollutants released from 
engines and improves local air pollution. By protecting land along rivers and streams, greenways also 
prevent soil erosion and filter pollution caused by agricultural and road runoff.  

Promoting Healthy Living 

Walking and cycling tracks improve mental and physical health of the populations. Regular physical 
exercise is required in order to maintain a healthy weight and properly functioning body. Cycling is 
now recognised as an important element in strategies to improve public health. In many 
communities across the country, people do not have access to trails, parks, or other recreation areas 
close to their homes. Trails and greenways provide a safe, inexpensive avenue for regular exercise 
for people living in rural, urban and suburban areas. 

Connectivity 

Greenways can provide strategic, sustainable and safe connectivity between towns, villages, 
settlements, communities, community facilities, tourist attractions/facilities, and transport nodes 
(e.g. railway stations, bus stations, airports, etc).  This connectivity will benefit communities, 
businesses, and visitors.  Some of the key connectivity opportunities which would be possible for this 
greenway route include linking with the existing Sligo to Ballisodare greenway, the proposed Sligo to 
Enniskillen greenway, the proposed National Mountain Bike Centre at Coolaney, the proposed 
EuroVelo Route 1, the Wild Atlantic Way, the Sligo Way, Ireland West Airport Knock, and the Velo 
Rail project at Kiltimagh.        

Preserving Our History and Culture 

Trails and greenways have the power to connect us to our heritage by preserving historic places and 
by providing access to them. They can give people a sense of place and an understanding of the 
enormity of past events. Some of the cultural sites along this route include Carrowmore (Lavagh) 
Ring Forts and Megalithic Tombs, Knocknashee Common, Owengarve River Weir at Curry, old 
railway stations and other railway features such as bridges and large culverts. 

Economic Benefits 

Trails and greenways provide countless opportunities for economic renewal and growth, particularly 
for rural areas. They provide incentive for people to visit scenic rural areas and can help attract 
tourism. Hikers and cyclists will use local businesses generating local trade and offering particular 
opportunities for rural businesses and services. There is a greater likelihood that the money visitors 
spend will stay in the local economy which will help support rural businesses, village shops, pubs, 
cafes, small scale rural attractions and both urban and rural based providers of accommodation. The 
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Meehan Tully report (2016) provides an assessment of the projected costs, potential benefits and 
payback period for the proposed greenway.  

1.4 LEGISLATION 

Consideration of relevant legislation at EU and national level may influence the development of the 
Collooney to Bellaghy Greenway Project. It is prudent to consider such issues at an early stage and 
ensure the project is progressing in line with such legislation where relevant. On this basis relevant 
legal requirements are set out in Table 1.1.  

Table 1.1 – Legislation with Potential to Influence the Proposed Sligo Greenway Project 

Legislation Constraints/Requirements of the Sligo Greenway Project 

EU Level 

EIA Directive (85/337/EEC) 
(as amended 2014/52/EU) 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is a very significant instrument in 
the implementation of EU environmental policy. The EIA Directive, Council 
Directive 85/337/EEC (as amended) now codified in Directive 2014/52/EU of 
16

th
 April 2014. The Directive is on the assessment of the effects of certain 

public and private projects on the environment, and is designed to ensure 
that projects likely to have significant effects on the environment are 
subject to a comprehensive assessment of environmental effects prior to 
development consent being given. 

Water Framework Directive 
(2000/60/EC)  
(as amended 2014/101/EU) 

The Water Framework Directive, Commission Directive 2000/60/EC (as 
amended) now codified in Directive 2014/101 of 30

th
 October 2014. 

All works during the development and operation of the project must aim to 
protect surface and groundwater. 

Directive 2007/60/EC on the 
Assessment and 
Management of Flood Risks 

Aim is to reduce and manage the risks that floods pose to human health, the 
environment, cultural heritage and economic activity.  
Establish a framework for the assessment and management of flood risks 

Habitats Directive 
(92/43/EEC). 

The Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats 
and of Wild Fauna and Flora, better known as “The Habitats Directive”, 
provides legal protection for habitats and species of European importance. 
All works during the development and operation of the project must not 
have a significant effect on or adversely affect the integrity of European 
sites (Special Areas of Conservation (SACs), designated under the Habitats 
Directive and Special Protection Areas (SPAs), designated under the 
Conservation of Wild Birds Directive (79/409/ECC), as codified by Directive 
2009/147/EC). The project will be screened for Appropriate Assessment in 
accordance with Article 6(3) of the Directive.  

Birds Directive 
(2009/147/EC). 

All works during the development and operation of the project must aim to 
maintain/conserve wild bird species occurring in the study area. 

National Level 

Planning and Development 
Act, 2000-2017 

The planning code is made up of both primary and secondary legislation i.e. 
acts and regulations. The framework is set out in the Planning and 
Development Acts 2000 - 2017 and the detail is prescribed in the Planning 
and Development Regulations 2001 -2017 outlined below. 

Planning and Development 
Regulations 2001 -2017 

The project must undergo screening for Environmental Impact Assessment 
in accordance of these regulations.  

European Communities 
(Birds and Natural Habitats) 
Regulations 2011, SI 
477/2011. (as amended SI 
355/2015) 

Regulation 42 of the European Communities Birds and Natural Habitats 
Regulations 2011 (as amended) sets out the requirements for Screening for 
Appropriate Assessment and Appropriate Assessment of implications of 
plans and projects on European Sites. 

http://www.npws.ie/media/npwsie/content/files/Birds%20and%20Habitats%20Regulations%20SI%20477%20of%202011.pdf
http://www.npws.ie/media/npwsie/content/files/Birds%20and%20Habitats%20Regulations%20SI%20477%20of%202011.pdf
http://www.npws.ie/media/npwsie/content/files/Birds%20and%20Habitats%20Regulations%20SI%20477%20of%202011.pdf
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Legislation Constraints/Requirements of the Sligo Greenway Project 

The Inland Fisheries Act 
2010. 
EU (Quality of Salmonid 
Waters) Regulations 1988. 

All works during development and operation of the project must aim to 
conserve fish and other species of fauna and flora habitat; biodiversity of 
inland fisheries and ecosystems and protect spawning salmon and trout.  

The National Monuments 
Acts 1930-2004. 
The Heritage Act 1995. 
Architectural Heritage 
(National Inventory) and 
Historic Monuments 
(Miscellaneous Provisions) 
Act, 1999. 

All works during development and operation of the project must aim to 
ensure the satisfactory protection of archaeological remains, which are held 
to include all man-made structures and to protect and where possible 
preserve architectural heritage. 
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1.5 PLANNING AND POLICY 

Consideration of relevant planning and policy issues at EU, national, regional and local level may 
influence the development of the Collooney to Bellaghy Greenway Project. It is prudent to consider 
such issues at an early stage and ensure the project is progressing in line with such planning 
requirements and policies where relevant. On this basis relevant planning and policy requirements 
are set out in Table 1.2.  

Table 1.2 – Planning and Policy Requirements with Potential to Influence the Proposed Sligo 
Greenway Project 

Plan/Policy Influences to the Proposed Sligo Greenway Project 

EU Level 

EuroVelo EuroVelo is a network of cycle routes connecting the whole European continent. 
The network consists of 15 long distance routes, where in Ireland two of these 
routes include the Atlantic Coast Route and the Capital Route. It is envisaged that 
the network will be substantially complete by 2020. The Sligo Greenway could 
provide a loop or linkage to the Atlantic Coast Route in the future.  
 

 
EuroVelo 1 – Atlantic Coast Route. 
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Plan/Policy Influences to the Proposed Sligo Greenway Project 

 
 
EuroVelo 2 – Capital Route. 

National Level 

Strategy for the 
Future Development 
of National and 
Regional Greenways, 
July 2018 

The objectives of this Strategy are to ‘Assist in the strategic development of 
nationally and regionally significant Greenways in appropriate locations constructed 
to an appropriate standard in order to deliver a quality experience for all 
Greenways users. It also aims to increase the number and geographical spread of 
Greenways of scale and quality around the country over the next 10 years with a 
consequent significant increase in the number of people using Greenways as a 
visitor experience and as a recreational amenity’. 
 
To achieve these objectives , the Department of Transport, Tourism and Sport 
would ensure that future greenways are to deliver on: 

 A strategic greenway network that can be extended or linked with local 
greenways and walking infrastructure. 

 Significant potential to promote tourism where greenways should be close 
to 40 kilometres in length to motivate international tourists and encourage 
overnight stays in local communities.  

 Promote recreational activates resulting in increased physical activity of 
tourists and locals. 

 Provide segregated off-road experiences linking local communities, places 
of interest, recreational and leisure amenities. 

 Provide opportunities for the development of local businesses and 
economies. 

 Developed with all relevant stakeholders in line. 
Greenways and Cycle 
Routes Ancillary 
Infrastructure 
Guidelines 2018 

These guidelines support the national Strategy for the Future Development of 
National and Regional Greenways. The purpose of these guidelines is to  ‘Support 
the development and enhancement of Greenways and other cycle routes by 
identifying and sharing ancillary infrastructure best practice amongst route 
designers and ensure route designers provide a pleasant, coherent, and consistent 
route user experience’. 

National Cycle Policy 
Framework 2009-
2020 

Objective 3 of the policy is to ‘Provide designated rural signed cycle networks 
providing especially for visitors and recreational cycling’.  A perspective of the policy 
is to encourage recreational cycling which is key in creating a cycling culture in 
Ireland and the importance of linking rural areas. It was also identified that the 
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Plan/Policy Influences to the Proposed Sligo Greenway Project 

extensive network of dis-used railway lines would be most suitable to be converted 
to high quality and traffic free cycle routes suitable for cyclists of all ages and 
abilities. 

National Cycle 
Network – Scoping 
Study 2010 

The study was completed by an advisory group where there main objective was to 
agree a vision for the National Cycle Network. With research carried out it showed 
that most cycle trips are relatively short (30-50km), therefore this group of cyclists 
is more significant in terms of numbers and revenue. The proposed Sligo Greenway 
falls within this category where the route runs through attractive landscapes and 
towns where local services can be availed of.  

Smarter Travel – A 
Sustainable 
Transport Future 
2009-2020  

Actions 15 and 16 of the policy outlines the Government’s vision of creating strong 
cycling and walking cultures for all towns, villages and rural areas. The cycling and 
walking culture will attract visitors to cycle in Ireland.  
 
 

Project Ireland 2040 
– Final National 
Development Plan 
2018-2027 

Under the National Strategic Outcome 2, Enhanced Regional Accessibility - 
Investment in the Inter Urban Rail Network, the plan states ‘The Western Rail 
Corridor Phase 2 from Athenry to Tuam, and phase 3 to Claremorris could play an 
important role in the Atlantic Economic Corridor. In line with the Programme for 
Government an independent review will be undertaken immediately. If the findings 
of the review are approved by Government, the project will be prioritised during this 
plan’. However, the reopening of phase 4, Claremorris to Collooney, is specifically 
excluded from this plan. 
 
Under the National Strategic Outcome 3, Strengthened Rural Economies and 
Communities – Rural Regeneration and Development Fund, it states ‘The Rural 
Recreation Infrastructure Scheme supports the development and necessary 
maintenance, enhancement or promotion of recreational infrastructure throughout 
Ireland in light of the huge potential to develop the economic value of Activity and 
Recreational Tourism by Local Authorities, State Agencies and communities. 
Initiatives funded covered a broad spectrum, and range from walking trails to 
greenways and blueways’. 
 
Under the same Outcome, for Tourism, it states ‘Investment in activity-based 
tourism, including greenways, will be a priority over the period of the National 
Development Plan’, where almost €56 million has been made available, from 2018-
2021 as part of the Greenway Strategy. 

Regional and Local Level 

Local Economic and 
Community Plan 
(LECP)  
2016 - 2021 

The proposed Sligo Greenway will meet the following objectives of the LECP of 
County Sligo. 

Objective 1.4: ‘To support job creation and sustainable economic development in 
communities throughout County Sligo’. 

Objective 1.5: ‘Develop and implement an integrated and sustainable tourism 
strategy for the county and engage all sectors in the collective promotion and 
development of Sligo’. Actions include: 

 Support the development of greenways and cycling routes. 

 Support the development of the National Mountain Bike Centre, Coolaney. 

 Maximise the rural sustainable tourism potential of County Sligo through 
the development of the countryside as a recreational resource. 

Objective 3.5: ‘Plan for a healthy and sustainable environment that caters for 
different needs and abilities’. 
An action stated in this objective is to ensure sustainable development through the 
provision of facilities to support more sustainable forms of transport such as cycling 
and walking facilities. 
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Plan/Policy Influences to the Proposed Sligo Greenway Project 

Objective 5.2: ‘Enact policies that position Sligo as a leader in sustainable tourism 
while safeguarding our unique environmental infrastructure, landscape and built 
and natural heritage’. Actions include: 

 To maximise the socio-economic and community benefits of the county’s 
natural and built heritage. 

 Develop Sligo’s sustainable tourism product maximising opportunities 
arising from Sligo’s unspoilt landscape and internationally significant 
heritage sites. 

Sligo County 
Development Plan 
2017 - 2023 

Objective O-CW-5 of the Sligo County Development Plan 2017 – 2023 is to seek the 
development of a footway and cycleway on or alongside the closed railway line 
between Collooney and Bellaghy. The Plan states that providing for the needs of 
cyclists and pedestrians is an important element of an integrated transport system 
for County Sligo, and the provision of facilities for commuting cyclists will be a 
priority for Sligo County Council over the lifetime of the plan.  
 
The importance of the proposed National Mountain Bike Centre at Coolaney (LECP 
Objective 1.5) as a rural tourism attraction was also highlighted where 80km of 
cycle trails will be developed on the Ox Mountains with the potential to attract 
upward of 50,000 visitors per year.  Sligo County Council has stated that it will 
facilitate the development of appropriate support infrastructure to enable 
improved access to such facilities. 
 
The Sligo Greenway could generate similar visitor numbers and a strong and 
mutually beneficial link could easily be provided to the proposed Mountain Bike 
Centre, as the proposed Greenway also runs through the village of Coolaney. 

 

1.6 OTHER REPORTS 

Other relevant reports at national, regional and local level may influence the proposed 
development. Relevant reports requirements are set out in Table 1.3.  

Table 1.3 – Other Report Requirements with Potential to Influence the Proposed Sligo Greenway 
Project 

Report Influences to the Proposed Sligo Greenway Project 

National 

2030 Rail Network Strategy 
Review – Final Report (2011) 

This strategy does not consider the reopening of the Collooney to Bellaghy 
section of the Wester Rail Corridor before 2030. 
The proposal for new railway lines does consider ‘the second phase of the 
Western Rail Corridor between Athenry and Claremorris, which is envisaged 
to be implemented in two sections Athenry-Tuam and Tuam-Claremorris’. 
The Athenry-Tuam line has ‘some potential for reinstatement and should be 
subject to further review in light of the patronage experience of Phase 1 of 
the Western Rail Corridor. Currently, this is well short of levels forecast in the 
Business Case’. 
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Report Influences to the Proposed Sligo Greenway Project 

Report to the Minister of 
Transport from the Chairman 
of the Expert Working Group 
on the Western Rail Corridor 
(WRC) 2005 

The study estimated that the Claremorris – Collooney section of the WRC 
has a distance of 46.25 miles and a restoration cost of €197.4m or €4.3m 
per mile. ‘It is clear that this section would be extremely expensive to 
restore. It accounts for 54% of the restoration costs of the entire line’. It was 
concluded that it was very difficult to justify its restoration. 

Sligo Greenway 
Meehan-Tully Report (2016) 

The report recommended that a greenway should be constructed on the 
existing railway line between Collooney and Bellaghy. It would offer 
economic, social and environmental benefits to the south Sligo region, and 
wider community. Furthermore, it will generate tourism activity, connect 
communities along the route especially between Collooney and Bellaghy. 

 

1.7 CONSULTATION 

Sligo Greenway Co-op are a community based voluntary organisation with membership open to all. 
This membership includes those who share its objective of enabling the disused rail corridor from 
Bellaghy to Collooney to be brought back into public use, as a greenway. The Co-op has almost 900 
subscribed members to date (including individuals, businesses, corporate bodies, voluntary 
associations, clubs, community groups and schools).  The proposed greenway project has also over 
2,000 followers through its online and social media channels. As part of this feasibility study RPS 
independently solicited the views of many of the key voluntary bodies involved in the wider Co. Sligo 
area in promoting cultural, social, sporting, recreational, educational and business activities. Their 
responses are set out in Table 1.4. 

Table 1.4 – Details on Stakeholders and Responses Received 

Stakeholder Response Summary 

Irish Rail 
Irish Rail would enter into a license or lease agreement for the 
greenway to be developed on or alongside the Sligo section of the 
Western Rail Corridor.  

Fáilte Ireland No response to date 

Sligo County Council 

The Council is prepared to enter in to a lease agreement with Irish 
Rail over the entire extent of the rail reservation between Collooney 
and Bellaghy. The project is consistent with a number of policies, 
plans and objectives (as per Table 1.2), which the Council seeks to 
implement. 

Transport Infrastructure Ireland  

TII are strongly supportive of such initiatives. Main interests will be to 
ensure the safety of both greenway and road users.  In this regard, at 
detailed design stage, engage with TII on proposals relating to the 
crossing points of the N17 and where the greenway runs immediately 
adjacent to the national route. 

Department of Transport 

The Departmental Lead for Greenway’s, Derek O’Neil, gave advice on 
the contents to be included in the feasibility report and highlighted 
the importance of: 

 Community engagement and support. 

 Greenway proposals that are costed realistically. 

 Selling tourism benefits and developing a tourism marketing 
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Stakeholder Response Summary 

plan. 
 

South Sligo Enterprise Centre 

Positive towards project, as the greenway presents a fantastic 
opportunity for the South Sligo region and for South Sligo Tourism. 
The greenway has the potential to boost cycle and walking tourism in 
the region. It will also go some way to addressing the economic 
decline in this rural area and help to restore viability to many of the 
small businesses, towns and villages along the route.  

Tourism Sligo 

It’s important to promote tourism along the proposed greenway such 
as local attractions, accommodation and services. Tourism marketing 
plan to be considered to encourage cyclists and pedestrians to 
revisit. 

South Sligo Tourism 
Positive towards project, as greenway could generate new business, 
keep towns and villages alive, attract tourists and be enjoyed by local 
residents. 

Tubbercurry Chamber of Commerce 
Positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business, keep towns and villages alive, attract tourists and be 
enjoyed by local residents. 

Tubbercurry Development Company 
Positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business, keep towns and villages alive, attract tourists and be 
enjoyed by local residents. 

Tubbercurry Tidy Towns 
Positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business, keep towns and villages alive, attract tourists and be 
enjoyed by local residents. 

Coolaney Development Company 

Full support to the possible opening of the greenway, it could provide 
a safer access route to the National School. The company requested 
an access pass to their land either side of the existing railway line, 
where propped developments (café, astro-turf and changing 
facilities) are to be located. 

Coolaney Mountain Bike Centre 

A €6m development of 78km of mountain bike trails and facilities is 
proposed for Coolaney. Parking, BMX track and changing facilities are 
proposed to be located beside the existing railway line. Very positive 
towards the possible opening off the greenway as it will provide links 
to this proposed mountain bike centre. 

Coolaney/Mullinabreena GAA Club 
Very positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business and would promote physical and mental wellbeing in the 
rural area. 

South Sligo Athletic Club 

They have 200 junior members and 150 seniors members residing all 
along the greenway route. The biggest single constraint on the club is 
lack of safe off - road facilities. The Sligo greenway project has the 
full and active support of the club and would expect to at least 
double its active membership within one year of its inauguration.   

Sligo Sports & Recreation Partnership 

The greenway is welcomed by the Partnership, as it would be a great 
benefit to their organisation in promoting sport and physical activity. 
The greenway would provide a safe space to walk/run/cycle in rural 
areas. 

Tourlestrane GAA Club 
Very positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business in the rural area. 

Curry GAA Club 
Very positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business and would promote physical and mental wellbeing in the 
rural area.  
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Stakeholder Response Summary 

St. Attracta’s Community School, 
Tubbercurry 

Very positive towards project, as the greenway would promote 
physical and mental wellbeing of parents and children in the south 
Sligo area. 

Cloonacool National School 
Very positive towards project, as the greenway would bring 
numerous benefits to the south Sligo area. 

The Yeats County Inn Hotel, Curry 
Very positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business, attract tourists and would promote physical and mental 
wellbeing in the rural area. 

Signs Express, Collooney 

Very positive towards project, as the greenway could generate new 
business, attract tourists and would provide a safe and amenable 
facility for the general public. It's also a natural fit with the Coolaney 
Mountain Bike centre and Strandhill surfing and would really put 
South Sligo on the map as a great location for outdoor sports. 

Curry / Moylough Playground 
Committee 

Very positive towards project, as the greenway would promote 
physical and mental wellbeing for the children in the rural area. 

Other groups that have confirmed their support to the proposed greenway are: 

 Coolaney United FC, 

 Coolaney Tidy Towns, 

 Ox Mountain Adventure Camp, 

 Coolaney Foróige Group, 

 St. Nathy’s Ladies GAA Club. 

 

The proposed greenway will change the land use and therefore may have an impact on surrounding 
landowners. Therefore a consultation process with all landowners potentially affected, either 
directly or indirectly, is warranted. To this end, Sligo County Council organised a series of public 
consultation meetings to present the scheme and discuss issues around the development of the 
proposed greenway.  Where submissions were received from landowners and other members of the 
general public, these have been included in Appendix A. 

1.8 ASSESSMENT OF REQUIRED STATUTORY APPROVAL PROCESS 

In addition to a Part 8 Planning Application Sligo County Council will have to assess the proposed 
greenway in accordance with the legislative requirements for Appropriate Assessment under Article 
6(3) of the EU Habitats Directive (Directive 92/43/EEC), the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as 
amended), and the European Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (S.I. No. 
477/2011) as amended as there are a number of SACs and SPAs were identified within the study 
area. An Appropriate Assessment screening will be required under Articles 6(3) of the Habitats 
Directive 92/43/EEC, to determine the extent of this constraint.  

Due to potential environmental constraints including cultural heritage due to the presence of 
cultural sites along the route including Carrowmore (Lavagh) Ring Forts and Megalithic Tombs, a 
screening for EIA under the EIA Directive 2014/52/EU and Planning and Development Regulations 
2001 as amended is required.  
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2 CONSTRAINTS STUDY 

2.1 POPULATION & HUMAN HEALTH 

2.1.1 Introduction 

This section identifies the constraints aspects of the proposed project in relation to population and 
human health considerations. A desktop study utilising the Sligo County Development Plan (CDP) 
2017-2023 as well as available mapping including aerial photography, Ordnance Survey and 
Discovery Series mapping was undertaken to identify the potential constraints.  

2.1.2 Existing Environment 

2.1.2.1 Population  

County Sligo is located in the north-west of the country and in accordance with Census 2016 has a 
population of 65,535.1 The Sligo County Development Plan 2017-2023 classifies Sligo City as a 
Gateway City. The proposed greenway commences south of Sligo City within the village of Collooney 
and continues westward through Coolaney. Collooney and Coolaney are regarded as Gateway 
Satellites to Sligo City. The next most significant town located along the proposed greenway 
footprint is Tubbercurry; this is a key supporting town serving rural areas.2 The proposed footprint 
concludes at Bellaghy/Charlestown. Charlestown is regarded as a town in an adjacent county (Mayo) 
that provides a supporting role to the adjoining areas of County Sligo. 

The footprint of the study area is located in the Local Electoral Area of Ballymote-Tubbercurry, and it 
supports a total population of 26,731 (Census 2016). The constraints study area is classified as rural 
and falls within the following Electoral Divisions (EDs) whose populations and density are outlined in 
Table 2.1.  

Table 2-1: Population Breakdown within the Study Area by Electoral Divisions 

Electoral 
Division (ED) 

ED
3
 

Population 
(2011) 

Population
4
 

Density, 
People/km

2
 (2011) 

ED
5
 

Population 
(2016) 

Population 
Density, 

People/km
2
 (2016) 

% Population 
Change 

(2011-2016) 

Collooney 2,543 26.40 2,742 105.9 7.8 

Ballisodare East 1,261 13.82 1,237 90.9 -1.9 

Ballisodare 
West 

346 19.52 347 18.0 0.3 

Coolaney 1,200 23.62 1,331 56.9 10.9 

Branchfield/ 160 15.63 162 3.6 0.0 

                                                           
1
 http://census.cso.ie/sapmap/ Accessed: December 2017 

2
 Sligo County Development Plan 2017-2023: 

http://www.sligococo.ie/media/SligoCountyCouncil2015/Services/Planning/Downloads/SCDP20172023/CDP%202017-
2023-Vol1full24August2017.pdf  
3
 http://census.cso.ie/sapmap/ Census 2011 – Accessed: December 2017 

4
 http://www.cso.ie/px/pxeirestat/Statire/SelectVarVal/Define.asp?maintable=CD116- Census 2011/2016 

5
 http://census.cso.ie/sapmap/ Census 2016 – Accessed: December 2017 

http://census.cso.ie/sapmap/
http://www.sligococo.ie/media/SligoCountyCouncil2015/Services/Planning/Downloads/SCDP20172023/CDP%202017-2023-Vol1full24August2017.pdf
http://www.sligococo.ie/media/SligoCountyCouncil2015/Services/Planning/Downloads/SCDP20172023/CDP%202017-2023-Vol1full24August2017.pdf
http://census.cso.ie/sapmap/
http://www.cso.ie/px/pxeirestat/Statire/SelectVarVal/Define.asp?maintable=CD116
http://census.cso.ie/sapmap/
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Electoral 
Division (ED) 

ED
3
 

Population 
(2011) 

Population
4
 

Density, 
People/km

2
 (2011) 

ED
5
 

Population 
(2016) 

Population 
Density, 

People/km
2
 (2016) 

% Population 
Change 

(2011-2016) 

Carrownaskeagh 

Cartron 190 16.83 173 10.4 -8.9 

Streamstown 302 19.43 269 14.0 -10.9 

Leitrim 366 25.79 365 14.4 -0.3 

Tubbercurry 2,538 37.83 2,827 75.6 11.4 

Achonry East 485 25.30 539 19.4 -10.0 

Achonry West 539 31.57 752 24.2 1.8 

 

2.1.2.2 Properties  

The proposed greenway footprint is primarily located in rural areas. The 2005 Sligo County 
Development Plan identifies two types of rural areas within the county; rural areas under urban 
influences and rural areas in need of regeneration. Currently, the Regional Planning Guidelines 
recommends the zoning of 195 hectares (ha) of greenfield land for housing, to provide 1,555 new 
housing units for a population increase of 3,421 between 2010 and 2016 within rural areas.6 Table 
2.2 provides a breakdown of proposed residential zoning, corresponding housing capacity and 
potential additional population in Sligo County. This table excludes Sligo Town, the Gateway City.  

Table 2-2: Zoning and Housing Capacity in County Sligo 

Settlement 

Undeveloped 
Residential 
Land 2016 

(ha) 

Residential 
Zoning Specified 
in the Draft CDP 

2017-2023 
(including 50% 
over-zoning) 

Potential  No. 
of Dwellings 
(avg. density 
12units/ha) 

Potential 
additional 

Population (avg. 
household size of 

2.2 persons) 

Potential 
additional 

Pop. If the50% 
over-zoning is 
not taken into 

account 

Ballymote 21.1ha 21.1ha 253 units 558 persons 372 persons 

Enniscrone 14.1ha 14.4ha 169 units 372 persons 248 persons 

Tubbercurry n/a* 19.5ha 234 units 515 persons 343 persons 

32 Villages 125 ha 114 ha 1,368 units 3,010 persons 1,987 persons 

Total County 
excluding 

Gateway City 
160.2ha** 168.7ha 2,024units 4,455 persons 2,950 persons 

*The draft LAP prepared in 2015 for Tubbercurry zoned 19.5hectares for multi-unit residential development 
**The total zoned area does not include the allocation for Tubbercurry, as the LAP was not adopted.  

 

 

 

                                                           
6
 Sligo County Development Plan 2017-2023: 

http://www.sligococo.ie/media/SligoCountyCouncil2015/Services/Planning/Downloads/SCDP20172023/CDP%202017-
2023-Vol1full24August2017.pdf  

http://www.sligococo.ie/media/SligoCountyCouncil2015/Services/Planning/Downloads/SCDP20172023/CDP%202017-2023-Vol1full24August2017.pdf
http://www.sligococo.ie/media/SligoCountyCouncil2015/Services/Planning/Downloads/SCDP20172023/CDP%202017-2023-Vol1full24August2017.pdf
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2.1.2.3 Community Facilities  

The Sligo County Development Plan 2017-2023 identifies the following policies with regards to 
developing community facilities throughout the county. The proposed greenway facility satisfies 
policy number P-CF-5. These policies are outlined in Table 2.3 below;  

Table 2-3: Sligo County Development Plan – Community Policies 

Policy No. Policy  

P-CF-1 

Assist as far as possible in the provision of community facilities by reserving 
suitably - located land and through the use of the development management 
process to ensure provision is made for such facilities as the Council considers 
appropriate. 

P-CF-2 Require high standards in the design and finishes of community facilities. 

P-CF-3 

Optimise existing and proposed physical resources and infrastructure by 
supporting multi-functional building use and provision, such as the 
accommodation of small-scale community enterprise units within existing and 
proposed community facilities. 

P-CF-4 
Encourage the siting of community facilities in suitable locations, especially 
within settlement centres and residential areas or close to existing facilities 
and public transport routes 

P-CF-5 

Adopt a flexible approach towards the provision of community facilities within 
a variety of land-use zoning categories, in particular on lands zoned for mixed 
uses, residential development and enterprise. Such proposals should be 
located within settlement development limits and should be easily accessible 
for all sections of the community. It is acknowledged that some community 
facilities may be better accommodated in rural areas, outside settlement 
development limits, subject to site suitability and subject to compliance with 
the requirements of the Habitats Directive. 

 

2.1.2.4 Land Use 

The land use in the study area was assessed using the Co-ordination of Information on the 
Environment (CORINE);7 this provides an inventory of biophysical land cover. This land cover data 
was interpreted from satellite images using a common methodology throughout. The predominant 
land use in the study area in accordance with CORINE is pastures, followed by land principally 
occupied by agriculture with significant areas of natural vegetation. The study area is interspersed 
throughout by peat bog, coniferous forest, transitional woodland scrub and mixed forests. Pockets 
of discontinuous urban fabric are present in village locations along the route such as Collooney, 
Coolaney, Curry, Tubbercurry and Charlestown. See Figure 2.1 for the CORINE land cover of the 
study area. 

 

                                                           
7
 http://www.epa.ie/soilandbiodiversity/soils/land/corine/  

http://www.epa.ie/soilandbiodiversity/soils/land/corine/
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Figure 2-1: Land Use in the Study Area
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2.1.2.5 Human Health 

In the 2016 Census, 37,815 people of the Sligo population stated they were in “very good” health, 
with only 170 stating to be in “very bad” health. There are two hospitals located within Sligo Town; 
Sligo University Hospital and Kingsbridge Private Hospital. There are three health care centres 
located in the study area, they are situated in Collooney, Coolaney and Tubbercurry. The provision of 
a greenway facility will be of benefit to the local population, with regards to human health, as it will 
provide an amenity resource that will promote and facilitate human health, exercise, fitness and 
well-being. 

2.1.2.6 Noise and Vibration  

The Transport Infrastructure Ireland (TII) document Guidelines for the Treatment of Noise and 
Vibration in National Road Projects outlines recommended steps in the process of constraints 
assessment. These guidelines have been followed for this assessment. 

The Environmental Noise Directive (2002/29/EC) sets out the obligation of member states to assess 
and manage environmental noise and is the main EU instrument to identify noise pollution levels. 
The directive mandates that Member States must prepare and publish, every 5 years, noise maps 
and noise management action plans for: 

 Agglomerations with more than 100,000 inhabitants; 

 Major roads (more than 3 million vehicles a year); 

 Major railways (more than 30,000 trains a year); and 

 Major airports (more than 50,000 movements a year, including small aircrafts and 
helicopters). 

A desktop review of available mapping of the study area and its noise data was conducted using the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) online mapping tool8. The most significant source of noise 
within the study area is the N17, national primary road, from Sligo to Charlestown. According to the 
EPA dataset, this supports daytime noise levels of 65dB to greater than 75dB on the main road 
route, with levels of 55db to 64dB adjacent to the road body. Night time noise levels are much 
lower, primarily supporting noise levels of 50-64dB.  

2.1.2.7 Air Quality in Relation to Human Health 

Air quality is discussed in detail in Section 2.9 Air and Climate. The EPA has published a national map 
of radon risk potential, classified on a 10km grid square basis. Table 2.4 gives a breakdown of radon 
in towns and villages within the study area. Overall the study is located in an area of high radon, 
where levels exceed the reference level of 200 Becquerel per cubic metre (Bq/m3). 

Table 2-4: Radon Levels within the Study Area 

Town Reference Levels Radon 

Collooney >20% of homes above reference level High 

Coolaney >20% of homes above reference level High 

                                                           
8
 http://gis.epa.ie/Envision Accessed: December 2017 

http://gis.epa.ie/Envision
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Town Reference Levels Radon 

Lavagh >20% of homes above reference level High 

Tubbercurry >20% of homes above reference level High 

Charlestown 5-10% of homes above reference level Medium 

 

2.1.3 Identified Constraints  

The proposed greenway will need to take into account the local population in the study area. The 
population levels are relatively low in the rural areas and townlands. However cognisance should be 
given to the location of the proposed greenway adjacent to population clusters. There is also 
potential for increased traffic as a result of the proposed greenway, and this must be considered 
with regards to the potential increase in associated noise levels.  

2.2 BIODIVERSITY 

2.2.1 Introduction 

This section identifies the ecological constraints of the proposed project. A desktop study and 
appraisal of the habitats within the study area was undertaken using the following sources of 
information: 

 The NPWS database, consulted for designated sites of nature conservation interest in the 
study area (www.npws.ie); 

 The National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) database, consulted for data on rare/ 
protected/ threatened species for Irish National Grid 10km by 10km squares; G40, G50, G51, 
G52 and G62 (www.npws.ie); 

 The National Biodiversity Data Centre (NBDC) database, consulted for records of rare, 
protected and invasive species for Irish National Grid 10km square G40, G50, G51, G52 and 
G62 (www.biodiversityireland.ie); 

 GeoHive online mapping (http://map.geohive.ie/mapviewer.html);  

 Information on the conservation status of birds in Ireland (Colhoun & Cummins, 2013); 

 A review of Ordnance Survey Ireland mapping and orthophotography; and 

 Sligo County Development Plan 2017-2023. 

2.2.2 Existing Environment 

An ecological site walkover was conducted by RPS Ecologists on the following dates: 

 20th September 2017; 

 21st September 2017; 

 22nd September 2017; 

 25th October 2017; and 

 26th October 2017. 

 

http://www.npws.ie/
http://www.npws.ie/
http://www.biodiversityireland.ie/
http://map.geohive.ie/mapviewer.html
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In combination with a review of available aerial photography mapping, the following habitats and 
land use types (classified using Fossitt 2000)9 were identified within the study area: 

 Depositing/lowland rivers (FW2); 

 Drainage ditches (FW4); 

 Improved agricultural grassland (GA1); 

 Amenity grassland (improved) (GA2); 

 Dry meadows and grassy verges (GS2); 

 Dry calcareous and neutral grassland (GS1);  

 Wet grassland (GS4); 

 Rich fen and flush (PF1); 

 Mixed broadleaved/conifer woodland (WD2); 

 Scrub (WS1); 

 Hedgerows (WL1); 

 Treelines (WL2); 

 Recolonising bare ground (ED3); 

 Stonewalls and other stonework (BL1); and 

 Building and artificial surfaces (BL3). 

 

The existing railway footprint supports a variety of habitats that includes; recolonising bare ground, 
dry meadows and grassy verges, scrub and wet flushes. The railway track consists of exposed ballast 
developing into recolonising bare ground or scrub. Willow (Salix spp), alder (Alnus glutinosus) and 
bramble (Rubus fruticosus) are the dominant scrub species components. Scrub density on the track 
varies depending on the presence of grazing animals. The railway footprint is frequently bordered by 
drainage ditches, areas where these ditches have become overgrown or heavily vegetated have led 
to the development of flushes (PF1), which support species tolerant of water.  

 

Dry calcareous and neutral grassland (GS1) and dry meadows and grassy verges (GS2), occurs 
sporadically along the railway line and embankments, and this is due to the nature of the limestone 
ballast footprint. The railway footprint is interspersed with wet flushes, these area are species rich 
and are of Local Importance (higher value)10, in comparison to the surrounding landscape of 
improved agricultural grassland and wet grassland. The boundary of the study area supports 
treelines and hedgerows. The distance and maturity of the treelines vary, with species such as ash 
(Fraxinus excelsior), hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna), willow (Salix sp.), birch (Betula sp.) and alder 
(Alnus glutinosa) occurring most frequently. The composition of the treelines is dependent on the 
surrounding conditions i.e. dry or wet ground conditions. Scrub dominated by brambles and gorse 
(Ulex europaeus) are also a common feature within the study area. The hedgerow and scrub habitats 
are of Local Importance (higher value). Sections of the study area border conifer plantations, and 
these areas often support a broadleaved woodland strip as a buffer zone providing potential shelter 
for mammals and avifaunal species.  

2.2.2.1 Designated Sites of Conservation Importance 

In Ireland, areas designated for nature conservation are as follows:  

                                                           
9
 Fossitt, J. (2007) A guide to habitats in Ireland. Kilkenny: Heritage Council. 

10
 Guidelines for Assessment of Ecological Impacts of National Road Projects (2009) National Roads Authority 



Sligo Greenway – Feasibility Study  

MGT0417RP0001 Rev F04  25 

 Special Area of Conservation (SAC);  

 Special Protection Area (SPA);  

 Natural Heritage Area (NHA); and 

 Proposed Natural Heritage Area (pNHA). 

 

The site synopses produced by the National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) are a source of 
information used when investigating important habitats or species likely to be found within areas 
that have been officially designated because of their conservation importance.  

 
Designated Sites: European Sites 

Natura 2000 sites are defined under the Habitats Directive (Article 3) as a coherent European 
ecological network of special areas of conservation or special protection areas, composed of sites 
hosting the natural habitat types listed in Annex I and habitats of the species listed in Annex II and 
species listed on Annex I of EU Birds Directive.  The designation of these sites shall enable the 
natural habitat types and the species and habitats concerned to be maintained or, where 
appropriate, restored at a favourable conservation status in their natural range. In Ireland, these 
sites are designated as European sites and include Special Protection Areas (SPAs), established under 
the EU Birds Directive (79/409/EEC, as codified by 2009/147/EC) for birds and Special Areas of 
Conservation (SACs), established under the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC for habitats and species. 

A total of 21 SACs and 2 SPAs were identified within the study area. See Table 2.5 and Figure 2.2.for 
European site details. 
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Table 2-5: European Sites within a 15km Zone of Influence 

Site 
Code 

Site Name 
Qualifying Interest Habitats and Species

 
                                                 

(*=Priority Habitat)
11

 
Distance from                  

Study Area (km)
12

 
Connectivity 

Special Area of Conservation (SACs) 

001898 Unshin River SAC Conservation Objectives Specific (20/11/13) 

 Water courses of plain to montane levels with the 
Ranunculion fluitantis and Callitricho-Batrachion 
vegetation [3260] 

 Semi-natural dry grasslands and scrubland facies on 
calcareous substrates (Festuco-Brometalia) (* 
important orchid sites) [6210] 

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

 Alluvial forests with Alnus glutinosa and Fraxinus 
excelsior (Alno-Padion, Alnion incanae, Salicion albae) 
[91E0] 

 Salmo salar (Salmon) [1106] 
 Lutra lutra (Otter) [1355] 

 

Within Direct Connectivity 

002298 River Moy Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.(03/08/16) 

 Active raised bogs [7110] 
 Degraded raised bogs still capable of natural 

regeneration [7120] 
 Depressions on peat substrates of the Rhynchosporion 

[7150] 
 Alkaline fens [7230] 
 Old sessile oak woods with Ilex and Blechnum in the 

British Isles [91A0] 
 Alluvial forests with Alnus glutinosa and Fraxinus 

excelsior (Alno-Padion, Alnion incanae, Salicion albae) 
[91E0] 

Within Direct Connectivity 

                                                           
11

 NPWS website, accessed May 2017.  
12

 Nearest straight-line distance “as the crow flies” measured via distance calculator tools in GIS. 
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Site 
Code 

Site Name 
Qualifying Interest Habitats and Species

 
                                                 

(*=Priority Habitat)
11

 
Distance from                  

Study Area (km)
12

 
Connectivity 

 Austropotamobius pallipes (White-clawed Crayfish) 
[1092] 

 Petromyzon marinus (Sea Lamprey) [1095] 
 Lampetra planeri (Brook Lamprey) [1096] 
 Salmo salar (Salmon) [1106] 
 Lutra lutra (Otter) [1355] 
 

000627 Cummeen Strand/Drumcliff 
Bay  (Sligo Bay) 

Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.0 (18/09/13) 

 Estuaries [1130] 
 Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low 

tide [1140] 
 Embryonic shifting dunes [2110] 
 Shifting dunes along the shoreline with Ammophila 

arenaria (white dunes) [2120] 
 Fixed coastal dunes with herbaceous vegetation (grey 

dunes) [2130] 
 Juniperus communis formations on heaths or 

calcareous grasslands [5130] 
 Semi-natural dry grasslands and scrubland facies on 

calcareous substrates (Festuco-Brometalia) (* 
important orchid sites) [6210] 

 Petrifying springs with tufa formation (Cratoneurion) 
[7220] 

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

 Petromyzon marinus (Sea Lamprey) [1095] 
 Lampetra fluviatilis (River Lamprey) [1099] 
 Phoca vitulina (Harbour Seal) [1365] 

 

9.9km north of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

001976 Lough Gill  Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Natural eutrophic lakes with Magnopotamion or 
Hydrocharition - type vegetation [3150] 

 Semi-natural dry grasslands and scrubland facies on 

6.2km north east 
of the study area 

No Connectivity 
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Site 
Code 

Site Name 
Qualifying Interest Habitats and Species

 
                                                 

(*=Priority Habitat)
11

 
Distance from                  

Study Area (km)
12

 
Connectivity 

calcareous substrates (Festuco-Brometalia) (* 
important orchid sites) [6210] 

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

 Alluvial forests with Alnus glutinosa and Fraxinus 
excelsior (Alno-Padion, Alnion incanae, Salicion albae) 
[91E0] 

 Austropotamobius pallipes (White-clawed Crayfish) 
[1092] 

 Petromyzon marinus (Sea Lamprey) [1095] 
 Lampetra planeri (Brook Lamprey) [1096] 
 Lampetra fluviatilis (River Lamprey) [1099] 
 Salmo salar (Salmon) [1106] 
 Lutra lutra (Otter) [1355] 

 

000622 Ballisodare Bay Conservation Objectives Specific (20/11/13) 

 Estuaries [1130] 
 Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low 

tide [1140] 
 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] 
 Vertigo angustior (Narrow-mouthed Whorl Snail) 

[1014] 
 Phoca vitulina (Harbour Seal) [1365] 

 

3.3km north of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

000638 Union Wood Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

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

0.91km north of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 
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Site 
Code 

Site Name 
Qualifying Interest Habitats and Species

 
                                                 

(*=Priority Habitat)
11

 
Distance from                  

Study Area (km)
12

 
Connectivity 

001673 Lough Arrow SAC Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Hard oligo-mesotrophic waters with benthic 
vegetation of Chara spp. [3140] 

14.7 km south of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

001656 Bricklieve Mountains & 
Keishcorran  

Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Turloughs [3180] 
 Semi-natural dry grasslands and scrubland facies on 

calcareous substrates (Festuco-Brometalia) (* 
important orchid sites) [6210] 

 Lowland hay meadows (Alopecurus pratensis, 
Sanguisorba officinalis) [6510] 

 Calcareous and calcshist screes of the montane to 
alpine levels (Thlaspietea rotundifolii) [8120] 

 Euphydryas aurinia (Marsh Fritillary) [1065] 
 Austropotamobius pallipes (White-clawed Crayfish) 

[1092] 
 

13.8km east of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

000636 Templehouse & Clooncleigha 
Loughs  

Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Hard oligo-mesotrophic waters with benthic vegetation 
of Chara spp. [3140] 

 Water courses of plain to montane levels with the 
Ranunculion fluitantis and Callitricho-Batrachion 
vegetation [3260] 

 

4km east of the 
study area 

No Connectivity 

000636 Turloughmore (Sligo)  Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Turloughs [3180] 

1.8km east of the 
study area 

No Connectivity 

000492 Doocastle Turlough  Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Turloughs [3180] 

7km east of the 
study area 

No Connectivity 

000497 Flughany Bog  Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1. (01/01/16) 

 Active raised bogs [7110] 
 Degraded raised bogs still capable of natural 

regeneration [7120] 

8.1km east of the 
study area 

No Connectivity 
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Site 
Code 

Site Name 
Qualifying Interest Habitats and Species

 
                                                 

(*=Priority Habitat)
11

 
Distance from                  

Study Area (km)
12

 
Connectivity 

 Depressions on peat substrates of the Rhynchosporion 
[7150] 

001899 Cloonakillina Lough Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Transition mires and quaking bogs [7140] 

8.6km east of the 
study area 

No Connectivity  

001571 Urlaur Lakes Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Hard oligo-mesotrophic waters with benthic 
vegetation of Chara spp. [3140] 

12.4km south of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

000604 Derrinea Bog  Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.0 (02/08/15) 

 Active raised bogs [7110] 
 Degraded raised bogs still capable of natural 

regeneration [7120] 
 Depressions on peat substrates of the Rhynchosporion 

[7150] 
 

14.7km south 
east of the study 

area 

No Connectivity  

000634 Lough Nabrickkeagh Bog Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Blanket bogs (* if active bog) [7130] 

9.7km west of the 
study area 

No Connectivity 

000633 Lough Hoe Bog Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.0 (31/08/17) 

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

 Blanket bogs (* if active bog) [7130] 
 Vertigo geyeri (Geyer's Whorl Snail) [1013] 
 Austropotamobius pallipes (White-clawed Crayfish) 

[1092] 
 

13km west of the 
study area 

No Connectivity 

002006 Ox Mountains Bogs Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.0 (11/08/16) 

 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] 
 Blanket bogs (* if active bog) [7130] 

2.9km west of the 
study area 

No Connectivity 
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Site 
Code 

Site Name 
Qualifying Interest Habitats and Species

 
                                                 

(*=Priority Habitat)
11

 
Distance from                  

Study Area (km)
12

 
Connectivity 

 Transition mires and quaking bogs [7140] 
 Depressions on peat substrates of the Rhynchosporion 

[7150] 
 Vertigo geyeri (Geyer's Whorl Snail) [1013] 
 Saxifraga hirculus (Marsh Saxifrage) [1528] 
 

001669 Knockalongy & Knockachree 
Cliffs 

Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Trichomanes speciosum (Killarney Fern) [1421] 

7.9km north west 
of the study area 

No Connectivity 

Special Protection Areas (SPAs) 

004013 Drumcliff Bay Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.0 (04/09/13) 

 Sanderling (Calidris alba) [A144] 
 Bar-tailed Godwit (Limosa lapponica) [A157] 
 Wetland and Waterbirds [A999] 

14.5km north of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

004035 Cummeen Strand Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.0 (10/09/2013) 

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

 Oystercatcher (Haematopus ostralegus) [A130] 
 Redshank (Tringa totanus) [A162] 
 Wetland and Waterbirds [A999] 
 

9.8km north of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

004129 Ballisodare Bay Conservation Objectives Specific Version 1.0 (25/10/2013) 

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

 Grey Plover (Pluvialis squatarola) [A141] 
 Dunlin (Calidris alpina) [A149] 
 Bar-tailed Godwit (Limosa lapponica) [A157] 
 Redshank (Tringa totanus) [A162] 
 Wetland and Waterbirds [A999] 

3.6km north of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 

004050 Lough Arrow Conservation Objectives Generic (15/08/16) 

 Little Grebe (Tachybaptus ruficollis) [A004] 
 Tufted Duck (Aythya fuligula) [A061] 

14.3km east of 
the study area 

No Connectivity 
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Site 
Code 

Site Name 
Qualifying Interest Habitats and Species

 
                                                 

(*=Priority Habitat)
11

 
Distance from                  

Study Area (km)
12

 
Connectivity 

 Wetland and Waterbirds [A999] 
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Figure 2-2: European Sites within 15km Zone of Influence (ZoI)
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Designated Sites: National Sites 

Sites of National Conservation Importance comprise Natural Heritage Areas (NHAs) and proposed 
Natural Heritage Areas (pNHAs). NHAs are protected under the Wildlife Amendment Act 2000 (as 
amended), many of which overlap with European Sites.  The pNHAs were published on a non-
statutory basis in 1995, but have not since been statutorily proposed or designated, however they 
do have some protection under schemes such as Rural Environment Protection Scheme (REPS), Agri-
Environmental Options Scheme (AEOS) and County Development Plans.  

There are 2 NHAs and 34 pNHAs located within the 15km of the study area, these are listed in Table 
2.6. Figure 2.3 illustrates the NHAs and pNHAs located within a 15km zone of influence of the study 
area.   
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Table 2-6: National Designated Sites within 15km of the Study Area  

Site code Site Name National Designated Sites Features of Interest Distance from Study Area (km)
13

 

Natural Heritage Areas (NHA) 

002435 Crockauns/Keelogyboy Bog  Peatlands 14.8km north east  

001902 Slieveward Bog Peatlands 0.4km north 

Proposed Natural Heritage Areas (pNHA) 

000627 Cummeen Strand/Drumcliff Bay (Sligo Bay) Refer to Cummeen Strand/Drumcliff Bay (Sligo Bay) SAC 9.8km north 

001658 Colgagh Lough Lake and associated vegetation 11.2km north east 

001976 Lough Gill Refer to Lough Gill SAC 6.2km north east 

001670 Knocknarea Mountain and Glen Exposed limestone cliffs and associated plant communities 7.6km north  

000622 Ballisodare Bay Refer to Ballisodare Bay SAC 3.3km north 

000638 Union Wood Refer to Union Wood SAC 0.7km north  

001898 Unshin River Refer to Unshin River SAC 0.9km east  

001909 Ballygawley Lough Reed swamp and wet woodland 2.4km north east 

001906 Lough Dargan Lake, wet grassland and semi-natural woodland 4.6km east 

001904 Knockmullin Fen Peat areas and wetland 1.6km south 

001907 Fin and Riskeen Loughs Lakes and associated wetlands 2.4km south 

001900 Meharth Lough Lake, associated wetland vegetation 9.4km south east  

001656 Bricklieve Mountains & Kieshcorran Refer to Bricklieve Mountains & Kieshcorran SAC 6.5km south east 

001673 Lough Arrow Refer to Lough Arrow SAC 14km east 

001905 Feenagh & Bunnamuck Loughs Lakes and associated wetland plant communities 14.5km south 

000497 Flughany Bog Refer to Flughany Bog SAC 10.3km east 

001899 Cloonakillina Lough Refer to Cloonakillina Lough SAC 8.6km east 

002298 Tawnaghbeg Bog Located in River Moy SAC 9.1km east 

002298 Gowlaun Bog Located in River Moy SAC 6.6km east 

                                                           
13

 Nearest straight-line distance “as the crow flies” measured via distance calculator tools in GIS. 
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Site code Site Name National Designated Sites Features of Interest Distance from Study Area (km)
13

 

002298 Kilgarriff Bog Located in River Moy SAC 8.2km east 

002298 Derrynabrock Bog Located in River Moy SAC 7.1km east 

002298 Cloongoonagh Bog  4.2km west 

000492 Doocastle Turlough Refer to Doocastle Turlough SAC 6.8km east  

001901 Quarryfield West Turlough Turlough, Fen and Whooper Swan populations 7.8km east 

001677 Moylough Turlough Turlough and associated vegetation 2.8km east 

000604 Derrinea Bog Refer to Derrinea Bog SAC 14.7km east 

001571 Urlaur Lakes Refer to Urlaur Lakes SAC 11.7km south 

000523 Lough Gower Lake and swamp vegetation 9.6km south  

000511 Killaturly Turlough Turlough  7.1km south west 

000633 Lough Hoe Bog Refer to Lough Hoe Bog  12.9km west 

000634 Lough Nabrickkeagh Bog Refer to Lough Nabrickkeagh Bog SAC 9.5km west 

002006 Ox Mountains Bog Refer to Ox Mountains Bogs SAC 2.5km west 

001669 Knockalongy & Knockachree Cliffs Refer to Knockalongy & Knockachree Cliffs SAC 6.3km north west 

000620 Aughris Head Refer to Aughris Head SAC 14.3km north west 
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Figure 2-3: Sites of National Conservation Importance within 15km Zone of Influence (ZoI)
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2.2.2.2 Protected and Invasive Species 

The study area traverses through the Ordnance Survey 10km x 10km grid squares (hectads) G62, 
G52, G51, G50 and G40. Records of rare, protected and invasive species of flora and fauna from 
these grid squares were obtained from the National Biodiversity Data Centre (NBDC) online 
database.14 The following protected faunal species were previously identified within the study area; 
badger (Meles meles), otter (Lutra lutra), pine marten (Martes martes) and bat species. Site surveys 
identified potential locations for the presence of bat species such as abandoned station houses, 
treelines and old buildings adjacent to the railway footprint.   

Records for hectad G62, G52, G51, G50 and G40  identified Annex I (EU Birds Directive) bird species 
within the study area, as well as red and amber listed bird species of conservation concern 
(Cummins and Colhoun, 2013). Species identified within these hectads include; Whooper Swan 
(Cygnus cygnus), Black-headed Gull (Chroicocephalus ridibundus) and Northern Lapwing (Vanellus 
vanellus). A Hen Harrier (Circus cyaneus), an Annex I species was also identified in the study area 
during site walkovers.  

Cognisance of these species and their potential presence within the study area should be taken into 
account when undertaking site surveys and developing the subsequent design of the greenway 
route.   

Site walkover surveys identified the presence of the Invasive Alien Species (IAS) Japanese knotweed 
(Fallopia japonica) within the study area, north of Tubbercurry. Japanese knotweed is a 3rd Schedule 
(High risk) species under Regulation 49 and 50 of the EU Birds and Habitats Directive (2011).  

2.2.3 Identified Constraints 

The most significant ecological constraint is the presence of European sites within the study area. 
The study area crosses the Unshin River SAC (Site Code: 001898) and River Moy SAC (Site Code: 
002298). Sites of nature conservation importance located within and supporting connectivity with 
the proposed greenway development may be impacted by the proposed works.   

The vast majority of the land adjoining the study area is composed of improved agricultural land and 
wet grassland. However, the proposed footprint supports a variety of habitats including scrub, dry 
meadows and grassy verges, flushes, hedgerows and treelines which have the potential to be of 
Local Ecological Importance (higher value).  

There is potential for Annex I habitats and Annex II species (EU Habitats Directive), Annex I bird 
species (Birds Directive), species protected under the Wildlife Acts and Flora Protection Order and 
other rare species to occur within or interact with the study area. Buildings, structures and trees 
within the study area may have the potential to support bat roosts and breeding bird habitat. 
Therefore, there is potential to impact taxa using these features should building demolitions and 
tree removal be required. 

Japanese knotweed, an Invasive Alien Species (IAS) has been identified on site. All stands of IAS will 
likely require specialist treatment in advance of any construction works commencing which could 

                                                           
14

 http://maps.biodiversityireland.ie/#/Map Grid Squares: G62, G52, G51, G50 and G40. Accessed: December 2017 

http://maps.biodiversityireland.ie/#/Map
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compromise project deadlines.  Early identification and advance treatment of any stands of invasive 
species should be considered where possible. 

2.3 LAND, GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

2.3.1 Introduction 

This section identifies the constraints aspects of the proposed project in relation to land, geology 
and soils within the study area. A desktop study was undertaken using the following sources of 
information: 

 Environmental protection Agency (EPA)/ European Environment Agency CORINE 2012 land 
cover mapping (http://gis.epa.ie/ ); 

 EPA soils and subsoils mapping (http://gis.epa.ie/); 

 Teagasc Irish Soil Information System mapping (http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/map.php),  

 Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI) geology mapping (www.gsi.ie); and, 

 A review of Ordnance Survey Ireland (OSi) maps and orthophotography (www.osi.ie),  

 

2.3.2 Existing Environment - Geology 

The Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI) online database (www.gsi.ie) was consulted for available 
edaphic and geological information of the site and its environs. The dominant bedrock traversed by 
the railway footprint is of limestone origin. The most common bedrock formations within the study 
area are as follows:  

 Lisgorman Shale Formation - this is a thin bedded calcareous limestone found between the 
areas of Charlestown and Curry; and 

 Bricklieve Limestone Formation – this is comprised of bioclastic cherty limestone and can be 
found in the Tubbercurry/Achonry area. 

 

The northern extent of the proposed greenway development traverses thin bands of Oakport 
limestone formation, Moy sandstone formation, and Dargan limestone, while the Collooney area 
supports bands of Slishwood Division and Psammitic Paragneiss. The bedrock geology from 
Tubbercurry to Charlestown consists of extensive areas of Bricklieve Limestone Formation, followed 
by Lisgorman Shale Formation. The bedrock geology of the study area is illustrated in Figure 2.4. The 
area of Tubbercurry supports numerous karst features within close proximity to the existing railway 
line, in particular in the townland of Carrowntober. Table 2.7 gives a summary of karst features.  

Table 2-7: Karst Features within Close Proximity to Study Area 

Feature Type Identifier  Townland  Comments 

Enclosed Depression N/A Tobertelly Width 12m,Length 12m Depth Variable E-W 

Enclosed Depression N/A Tobertelly Width 9m,Length 18m Depth 0.1-1m NE-SW 

Enclosed Depression N/A Carraun Width 5m,Length 7m Depth 1m N-S 

Enclosed Depression N/A Carrowntober Width 5m,Length 6m Depth 0.1m NE-SW 

Enclosed Depression N/A Carrowntober Width 4m, Length 6m Depth 0.2m 

http://gis.epa.ie/
http://gis.epa.ie/
http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/map.php
http://www.gsi.ie/
http://www.osi.ie/
http://www.gsi.ie/
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Feature Type Identifier  Townland  Comments 

Enclosed Depression N/A Carrowntober Width 4m, Length 7m Depth 0.2 NE-SW 

Enclosed Depression N/A Carrowntober Width 3m,Length 5m Depth 1m N-S 
 

Cave 1431SWK005 Carrowntober N/A 

 

There are no active quarries adjacent to the study area. Two mineral locations are located within 
close proximity of the study area and are detailed in Table 2.8 below. 

Table 2-8: Mineral Localities within the Study Area 

Mineral 
Reference 

Mineral 
Type 

Townland Description Comments 

2,680.00 CLBR Kinagrelly Non-Metallic Brick kiln noted on old 6in map 

2,683.00 CLBR Tullaghan Non-Metallic Brick kiln noted on 6in  map 

 

2.3.2.1 Geological Heritage  

There are two areas of Geological Heritage located north of the study area in the townlands of Glen 
and Cooney. They consist of a roadside rock exposure (SO007) and a near vertical cliff face (SO017), 
respectively. However, neither is within or in close proximity to the study area.  

2.3.3 Existing Environment – Soils and Subsoils 

The Irish Soil Information System maps by Teagasc, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Science 
and Science, Technology and Research & Innovation for the Environment (STRIVE) programme and 
GSI online database was utilised to investigate the soils found within the vicinity of the study area.15 
The GSI database indicated that there is a mosaic of soils in the study area consisting of well drained 
mineral soils within the vicinity of Collooney and the northern section of the study area. Deep well 
drained mineral, mainly basic soils are also interspersed along the study area footprint; however 
they are more common to the east of the line.  

The Teagasc database define the soils in the study area as fine loamy drift with limestone, consisting 
of two main soil associations; Straffan (700d) and Elton (1000x). The study area is also interspersed 
along the line with expansive areas of peat. See Figure 2.5 - 2.6 for the soils and subsoils distribution 
within the study area.  

 

                                                           
15

 http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/map.php  

http://gis.teagasc.ie/soils/map.php
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Figure 2-4: Bedrock Geology of the Study Area 
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Figure 2-5: Soils in the Study Area  
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Figure 2-6: Subsoils in the Study Area
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2.3.4 Identified Constraints 

The study area is predominantly composed of limestone bedrock parent material. The soils are well 
drained in general throughout the proposed development footprint, however areas of the existing 
railway line are occasionally interspersed by peat and occasional flushes along the route. These 
areas may act as potential constraints in relation to ground stability. There are no active quarries or 
areas of geological heritage sites located in the immediate surrounds of the study area, therefore 
these factors do not act as potential constraints. There are two mineral site locations adjacent to the 
railway footprint.  

The dominant land use in the surrounding area is pastoral land or agricultural fields. Farmland and 
farm buildings adjacent to the study area have potential to act as a constraint due to land access and 
disturbance.  

2.4 WATER  

2.4.1 Introduction  

This section identifies the constraints aspects of the proposed project in relation to hydrology and 
hydrogeology.  A desktop study was undertaken using the following sources of information: 

 Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) water datasets; 
(http://gis.epa.ie/GetData/Download);  

 Office of Public of Works (OPW) flood event mapping (www.floodmaps.ie); 

 A review of Ordnance Survey (OS) maps and ortho-photography (www.osi.ie); and,  

 Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI) hydrogeology datasets (www.gsi.ie)  

2.4.2 Existing Environment – Hydrology 

Since 2000, the Water Framework Directive (WFD) (WFD, 2000/60/EC) has directed water 
management in the EU. The WFD requires that all Member States implement the necessary 
measures to prevent deterioration of the status of all water bodies (surface waters including rivers, 
lakes, transitional and coastal, as well as groundwater) and to protect, enhance and restore all 
waters with the aim of achieving at least Good status.  

The study area is located in the Western River Basin District (WRBD) and traverses two large 
catchment areas between Co. Sligo and Co. Mayo. The northern section of the route is located in the 
Sligo Bay and Drowse (Code: 35) catchment area, this encompasses Collooney to north of 
Tubbercurry. The southern section lies within the Moy and Killala Bay (Code: 34) catchment area, 
from north Tubbercurry to Bellaghy/Charlestown. In total, the proposed footprint traverses three 
sub-catchment areas as follows: 

1. North Section: Owenmore(Sligo)_SC_040 (Code: 35_4);   

2. South Section: Moy_SC_010 (Code: 34_16); and  

3. South Section: Moy_SC_030 (Code: 34_18).  

http://gis.epa.ie/GetData/Download
http://www.floodmaps.ie/
http://www.osi.ie/
http://www.gsi.ie/
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2.4.2.1 Water Quality and Status 

There are a number of river crossings in the study area. The main significant water bodies which 
cross the existing railway / proposed greenway footprint include; the Owenbeg River and 
Owengarve River, including their associated tributaries. Tributaries of other large water bodies 
which intersect the study area include the River Moy and Black River. The EPA Catchment online 
database (www.catchments.ie) was consulted to establish the River Water Quality Status of the 
water crossings, including the Water Framework Directive (WFD) score risk. Table 2.9 provides 
details on the number of river crossings and their EPA and WFD Status.  

Table 2-9: Surface Water Crossings and Status16 

Location 

No. of 
surface 
water 

Crossings 

Name
17

 EU_CD Name
18

 

EPA River Water 
Quality Status Q 

Values 1971-
2016

19
 

WFD Score 
Risk

20
 

Collooney - 
Coolaney 

1 
Owenbeg 

(Coolaney)_030 
IE_WE_350010400 

Q4 Good Status Not at risk 

8 
Tributaries of 

Owenbeg 
(Coolaney)_030 

IE_WE_350010400 
Q4 Good Status Not at risk 

Coolaney - 
Tubbercurry 

3 
Tributaries of 

Owenboy River 
IE_WE_350010400 

Q4 Good Status Not at risk 

5 
Tributaries of 

River Moy 
Moy_030 

IE_WE_34MO20100 
Q4 Good Status Not at risk 

4 
Tributaries of 

Tubbercurry_010 
IE_WE_34TO20050 

Q2-3 Poor Status/ 
Q4-5/Q5 High 

Status 

At risk 

Tubbercurry
-

Charlestown 

1 
Tributary of 

Moy_050 
IE_WE_34MO20400 

Q4 Good Status Not at risk 

3 
Tributaries of 
Drumbaun_10 

IE_WE_34D360920 
Unassigned Not at Risk  

1 
Tributary of 
Owengarve 
(Sligo)_030 

IE_WE_340030200 
Q4-5, Q5 High 

Status 
Not at risk 

1 
Main River 
Owengarve 
(Sligo)_020 

IE_WE_340030100 
Q4-5, Q5 High 

Status 
Not at risk 

2 
Tributaries of 

Black River 
Black(Sligo)_010 

IE_WE_34B120180 
Q3-4 Moderate 

Status 
At risk 

1 Charlestown IE_WE_34C28010 Q2-3 Poor Status At risk 

                                                           
16

 https://www.catchments.ie/maps/ Accessed: December 2017   
17

 Watercourse Name sourced from EPA Website Data Download Webpage Catchments – April 2017: 
http://gis.epa.ie/GetData/Download  (Accessed in December 2017) 
18

 Watercourse European Identifier Code sourced from EPA Website Data Download Webpage Catchments – April 2017: 
http://gis.epa.ie/GetData/Download  (Accessed in December 2017) 
19

 Q Value Status of nearest watercourses to study areas were sourced from EPA Map viewer: https://gis.epa.ie/EPAMaps/  
(Accessed in December 2017). 
20

 WFD risk score analysis for each surface watercourse. Sourced from EPA Mapviewer https://gis.epa.ie/EPAMaps/  

http://www.catchments.ie/
https://www.catchments.ie/maps/
http://gis.epa.ie/GetData/Download
http://gis.epa.ie/GetData/Download
https://gis.epa.ie/EPAMaps/
https://gis.epa.ie/EPAMaps/
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Location 

No. of 
surface 
water 

Crossings 

Name
17

 EU_CD Name
18

 

EPA River Water 
Quality Status Q 

Values 1971-
2016

19
 

WFD Score 
Risk

20
 

_Stream_010 

 

2.4.2.2 Register of Protected Areas 

Under the WFD Register of Protected Areas (RPA), the study area intersects the Groundwater in SAC 
Habitats and Groundwater in SAC Species. This highlights the WFD ground water bodies that 
intersect with Designated Special Areas of Conservation under the EU Habitats Directive (92/43/EC). 
The study area is also located in a drinking water ground body as delineated in accordance with 
European Communities (Drinking Water) (No. 2) Regulations 2007 (SI no. 278/2007).  

2.4.2.3 Flooding and Flood Events 

A search of the Office of Public Works (OPW) National Flood Hazard Mapping website 
(www.floodmaps.ie) was carried out to obtain information on the flood history of the study area. 
Numerous historical flood events were identified in townlands and villages adjacent to the existing 
railway. Table 2.10 highlights the flood events within the study area.  

Table 2-10: Historical Flood Events within the Study Area 

Flood Events within the Study Area 

Location Flood ID Flood Event 

Collooney 4946 
Land flooding from Owenmore River at 
Collooney adjacent to N4. 

Collooney/Ballisodare 4966 

Land flooding from Ballisodare River 
adjacent to N4. Occurs during periods of 
high flow and is contained mainly in the 
floodplain of the river from Collooney to 
Ballisodare. Recurring. 

Collooney 4948 

Road flooding in vicinity of Collooney on 
L3607-0 due to high flows in Owenmore 
River. Recurring. 

Carrowmore 4918 

Road flooding in Carrowmore area over a 
stretch of carriageway approximately 
0.5km during periods of heavy rain runoff 
from high ground flows under road but 
capacity problem causes road to flood  

Carrowtober N/A 
Road flooded, passable with care, road 
number CR443 

Tubbercurry N/A 
Persistent flooding on N17, opposite the 
G.A.A. pitch Kilcoyne Park, at the entrance 
to Tubbercurry. 

Tubbercurry N/A Premises have been flooded at Wolfe Tone 
Square where there is not an adequate 

http://www.floodmaps.ie/
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Flood Events within the Study Area 

Location Flood ID Flood Event 

system of drainage to take flood waters. 

Bunnacrannagh N/A 

Flooding occurs at the junction of N17 and 
County Road 416 at Bunnacrannagh. Water 
is stopped from going through an inlet to 
soak away in the land. 

 

The Catchment Flood Risk Assessment and Management (CFRAM) website (www.cfram.ie) was 
searched to identify predictive flood risk areas to highlight areas mapped as part of the Preliminary 
Flood Risk Assessment (PFRA) for the study area. This mapping indicates the potential for fluvial 
flooding for a 100 Year Flood Event.  Figure 2.7 highlights the PFRA areas in the vicinity of the 
proposed route and associated watercourses. 

http://www.cfram.ie/
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Figure 2-7: PFRA of the Study Area
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2.4.3 Existing Environment – Hydrogeology 

The Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI) online database (www.gsi.ie) was consulted for available 
edaphic, geological and hydrogeological information of the study area and its environs. The database 
was used to identify the aquifer types and groundwater vulnerability as outlined in Section 2.4.3.1 
and Section 2.4.3.2 below.  

2.4.3.1 Aquifer Types and Classification 

The following aquifer types have been identified within the study area;  

1. Poor Aquifer (PI) – Bedrock which is generally unproductive except for local zones. This 
aquifer is located north of the Collooney and Coolaney.  

2. Locally Important Aquifer (Lm) - Bedrock which is Generally Moderately Productive. This 
occurs in the study area as a narrow strip which runs through Coolaney. 

3. Regionally Important Aquifer (RKc) – Karstified (conduit). This aquifer type is primarily 
located in the townland of Carrowneden and the town of Tubbercurry.  

4. Locally Important Aquifer (LI) – Bedrock which is moderately productive only in local zones. 
This is a large aquifer with greater extent encompassing Lavagh, Curry and Charlestown. 

2.4.3.2 Groundwater Vulnerability 

Groundwater vulnerability is a term used to represent the intrinsic geological and hydrogeological 
characteristics that determine the ease at which groundwater may be contaminated by human 
activities. The groundwater vulnerability varies throughout the study area; however the dominant 
groundwater vulnerability is of a Low and Moderate status. Table 2.11 outlines the groundwater 
vulnerability within the main townlands and villages in the study area. Figure 2.8 illustrates the 
groundwater vulnerability in the study area. 

Table 2-11: Groundwater Vulnerability within the Study Area 

Groundwater Vulnerability 

Location Groundwater Vulnerability  

Collooney A mosaic of Rock at or near Surface or Karst, 

Coolaney Low 

Carrowneden A mosaic of Extreme, High and Moderate. 

Lavagh Moderate to High 

Tubbercurry A mosaic of Extreme, High and Moderate. 

Curry Low 

Charlestown Moderate 

 

http://www.gsi.ie/
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2.4.3.3 Groundwater Resources 

Groundwater resources include the aquifers themselves, particularly close to any feature which can 
be used for abstraction. This includes wells, boreholes, springs, spas and other surface water 
features that are either fed by or contribute to groundwater. GSI mapping of groundwater wells 
indicate that there are a number of wells in the study area. Two boreholes were identified within 
close proximity of the study area, these are both located south of the railway footprint. Table 2.12 
provides greater detail on the borehole description.  

Table 2-12: Boreholes in the Study Area 

ID  
Borehole 
Number 

Townland Length OD Meters 

5740 LUG-7 
Annagh Beg South of the 

Study Area 
61.90 -1.00 

6110 OX-76-2 
Creevan – South West of 

Coolaney 
179.80 -1.00 

 

2.4.4 Identified Constraints 

There are a significant amount of watercourse crossings in the study area; including two main river 
bodies, the Owenbeg River and the Owengarve River. There are also numerous crossings of 
tributaries of the River Moy.  The River Moy is designated as a Special Area of Conservation (SAC), 
therefore providing a significant constraint in the study area.  

The groundwater vulnerability is predominately low within the study area, however a section of the 
proposed footprint traverses an area of extreme to high groundwater vulnerability. The aquifers in 
the region consist of both locally and regionally important aquifers, therefore cognisance must be 
taken regarding impacts upon groundwater in areas of higher vulnerability.  

The PFRA mapping identifies areas prone to 1:100 year event flooding, areas prone to flooding have 
potential to act as a constraint with regards to both the construction and operational phase.
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Figure 2-8: Groundwater Vulnerability in the Study Area
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2.5 LANDSCAPE 

2.5.1 Introduction  

This section identifies the constraints on the proposed Sligo Greenway in relation to landscape and 
visual impacts which comprises both natural and built elements including: landform, vegetation and 
historical and cultural components.  

Landform relates to topography and geology (see also Section 2.3 Land, Geology and Soils).  
Historical and cultural components include historic landscapes, listed buildings, conservation areas 
and historic designed landscapes. 

A desktop study was undertaken using the following sources of information: 

 Ordnance Survey mapping (www.osi.ie); 

 Aerial photography; 

 Sligo County Development Plan (2017- 2023). 

Landscape and visual impact assessments are assessed as two discreet topics. Landscape impact 
assessment is concerned with the alteration to the physical landscape which can give rise to changes 
in its character, how it is experienced and the ascribed value of the landscape. 

Visual impact assessment is concerned with changes that arise in the overall effect on the area’s 
visual amenity. Visual changes is the alteration to a view, visual impact is the assessment of the 
significance of that change. 

The objective of the Landscape and Visual Assessment is to identify the landscape and visual factors 
and the likely effects upon them that are taken into consideration in developing and refining the 
project design.  The landscape has been appraised to allow it to be described and classified into 
landscape character areas that enable the categorisation of landscape quality.  

The sensitivity of the landscape has been derived from the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment, Third edition (LI & IEMA, 2013) and referenced from Sligo County Development 
Plan (2017 – 2023)21.  

2.5.2 Existing Environment 

The proposed greenway route traverses through rural County Sligo, following the existing disused 
railway line. It commences in Collooney, located south of Sligo town from where it travels westwards 
to Coolaney. After Coolaney, the proposed route continues through a primarily rural landscape, 
crossing farmland, scrub, wet grassland and associated habitats, prior to reaching Tubbercurry. It 
runs adjacent to the N17 before terminating in Bellaghy/Charlestown.  

 

 

                                                           
21

 Sligo County Development Plan (2017-2023) Appendix E – County Landscape Designations.  

http://www.osi.ie/
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2.5.3 Sligo County Development Plan (2017 – 2023) 

A review was undertaken of the Sligo County Development Plan (2017 -2023) to establish if there are 
any relevant landscape-related designations that may influence the assessment within the study 
area. The Landscape character of the county is classified according to its visual sensitivity and ability 
to absorb new development without compromising the scenic character of the area. There are four 
classifications: 

 Normal Rural Landscapes - Areas with natural features (e.g. topography, vegetation) which 
generally have the capacity to absorb a wide range of new development forms – these are 
largely farming areas and cover most of the County. 
 

 Sensitive Rural Landscapes - Areas that tend to be open in character, highly visible, with 
intrinsic scenic qualities and a low capacity to absorb new development. 

 
 Visually Vulnerable Areas - Distinctive and conspicuous natural features of significant beauty or 

interest, which have extremely low capacity to absorb new development.  
 

 Scenic Routes - Public roads passing through or close to Sensitive Rural Landscapes, or in the 
vicinity of Visually Vulnerable Areas, and affording unique scenic views of distinctive natural 
features or vast open landscapes. 

Figure 2.9 displays the Landscape Characterisation Map for County Sligo. The proposed route is 
mainly located in a normal rural landscape, partially intersecting a scenic route location in the 
Collooney/Coolaney area. This Normal Rural Landscape Character designation has the ability to 
absorb a wide range of development forms.   

The Sligo County Development Plan 2017-2023 Landscape Character Assessment policies are 
outlined in Table 2.13. These polices outline the prevention of visual impacts upon landscape 
character areas within the county.  
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Figure 2-9: Landscape Characterisation Map
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Table 2-13: Landscape Character Assessment – Sligo County Development Plan (2017-2023) 

Policy Description 

P-LCAP-1 

Protect the physical landscape, visual and scenic character of County Sligo and seek to 
preserve the County’s landscape character. Planning applications that have the 
potential to impact significantly and adversely upon landscape character, especially in 
Sensitive Rural Landscapes, Visually Vulnerable Areas and along Scenic routes, may be 
required to be accompanied by a visual impact assessment using agreed and 
appropriate viewing points and methods for the assessment. 

P-LCAP-2 
Discourage any developments that would be detrimental to the unique visual 
character of designated Visually Vulnerable Areas. 

P-LCAP-3 

Preserve the scenic views listed in Appendix F and the distinctive visual character of 
designated Scenic Routes by controlling development along such Routes and other 
roads, while facilitating developments that may be tied to a specific location or to the 
demonstrated needs of applicants to reside in a particular area. In all cases, strict 
location, siting and design criteria shall apply, as set out in Section 13.4 Residential 
development in rural areas (development management standards). 

P-LCAP-4 

Strictly control new development in designated Sensitive Rural Landscapes, while 
considering exceptions that can demonstrate a clear need to locate in the area 
concerned. Ensure that any new development in designated Sensitive Rural 
Landscapes: 

 Does not impinge in any significant way on the character, integrity and 
distinctiveness of the area;  

 Does not detract from the scenic value of the area;  

 Meets high standards of siting and design;  

 Satisfies all other criteria with regard to, inter alia, servicing, public safety and 
prevention of pollution. 

P-LCAP-5 Protect the historic and archaeological landscapes of the County 

P-LCAP-6 

Preserve the status of traditionally open/unfenced landscapes. Fencing in upland or 
amenity areas will not normally be permitted unless such fencing is essential to the 
viability of the farm and conforms to best agricultural practice. The nature of the 
material to be used, the height of the fence and, in the case of a wire fence, the type 
of wire to be used will be taken into account. Barbed-wire shall not be used for the top 
line of wire. Stiles or gates at appropriate places will be required. 

P-LCAP-7 
Where possible, preserve the open character of commonage and other hill land and 
secure access thereto. 

 

2.5.4 Identified Constraints  

The proposed greenway route is located in an area of Normal Rural Landscape, which generally have 
the capacity to absorb a wide range of new development forms. The proposed greenway is unlikely 
to be a landscape visual constraint due to the development being located along an existing piece of 
infrastructure. The existing footprint is currently screened by treelines, hedgerows or embankments 
reducing visual impacts.  
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2.6 AIR AND CLIMATE 

2.6.1 Introduction  

This section identifies the constraints aspects of the proposed scheme in relation to air and climate. 
Identifying the potential sensitive receptors at this stage in the process allows them to be taken into 
account in the design process to avoid or minimise adverse impact on sensitive receptors. This 
assessment has been carried out by means of a desktop review of available mapping representing 
the proposed scheme and the designated area of study with reference to potential constraints. The 
procedure outlined in the TII document “Guidance for the treatment of Air Quality During the 
Planning and Construction of National Road Schemes” has been consulted as part of the constraints 
study. 

2.6.2 Existing Environment 

Constraints with regard to Air and Climate for a development project are largely concerned with the 
potential for impacts to sensitive receptors. The TII document: “Guidance for the Treatment of Air 
Quality During the Planning and Construction of National Road Schemes” outlines recommended 
steps in the process of constraints assessment for Air Quality. This document also states that where 
local air quality monitoring data is not available, reference should be made to measurements or 
studies in other comparable areas. In the assessment of constraints, the sensitive receptor locations 
for Air Quality include: 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. 

Under the Clean Air for Europe Directive (2008/50/EC) EU Member States must designate "Zones" 
for the purpose of managing air quality. For Ireland, four Zones have been defined in the Air Quality 
Standards Regulations (2011); A, B, C and D. These zones are largely categorised based on 
population counts derived from 2011 CSO Census as follows:  

 Zone A:   Dublin 

 Zone B:   Cork 

 Zone C:   Other cities and large towns comprising Limerick, Galway, Waterford, Drogheda, 
Dundalk, Bray, Navan, Ennis, Tralee, Kilkenny, Carlow, Naas, Sligo, Newbridge, 
Mullingar, Wexford, Letterkenny, Athlone, Celbridge, Clonmel, Balbriggan, 
Greystones, Leixlip and Portlaoise.  

 Zone D:   Rural Ireland; i.e. the remainder of the State excluding Zones A, B and C.  

 

Air quality is classified using a four band scale of; Good, Fair, Poor, and Very Poor. The study area is 
located in Zone D. The closest air quality monitoring location is in Claremorris, Co. Mayo. 
The Claremorris site is located in the waste water treatment plant approximately 4km outside the 
town of Claremorris, Co. Mayo. This is a rural setting with little traffic or other influences on air 
quality.  Monitoring began at this site in 2011.22 Monitoring is done using a continuous monitor for 
particulate matters PM10 and PM2.5. Organic/Elemental carbon and a range of anions and cations are 
also measured at this site. The air quality for this location was classified as “Good”.  

                                                           
22

 http://www.epa.ie/air/quality/data/cm/#d.en.43498 Accessed: December 2017 

http://www.epa.ie/air/quality/data/cm/#d.en.43498
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2.6.3 Identified Constraints 

The construction stage provides the greatest opportunity for potential impacts to the air and climate 
through the potential release of emissions e.g. dust. Due to the nature of the proposed greenway 
development it is not envisaged that the operational phase will contribute negatively towards the 
local air and climate quality.  

2.7 CULTURAL HERITAGE 

2.7.1 Outline of Cultural Heritage Study 

A baseline study of the archaeological sites and monuments located within the study area was 
conducted. The National Monument Database (www.archaeology.ie) provides information on 
archaeological monuments within Ireland. The database was searched to assess the presence of 
archaeological and architectural resources within the environs of the study area.   

The following sources are the basis for archaeological and historical research for the area. Each 
source was examined and a list of sites and areas of archaeological, architectural and cultural 
heritage potential compiled:  

 Record of Monuments and Places (RMP) for County Sligo (199); 

 Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) for County Sligo maintained by the National Monuments 
Service  of the Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht; 

 Monuments in State Care Database County Sligo (2009); 

 Preservation Orders County Sligo; 

 Register of Historic Monuments County Sligo; 

 National Inventory of Architectural Heritage (NIAH); and 

 Sligo Record of Protected Structures (RPS) which was prepared by Sligo County Council for the 
Sligo Development Plan 2017–2023. 

2.7.2 Statutory Protection of Cultural Heritage Sites 

2.7.2.1 Protection of Cultural Heritage 

The Cultural Heritage in Ireland is safeguarded through both National and International policy 
designed to secure the protection of the Cultural Heritage resource to the fullest possible extent 
(Dept. of Arts, Heritage, Gaeltacht and the Islands 1999, p.35, para. 4.2). This is undertaken in 
accordance with the provisions of the European Convention on the Protection of the Archaeological 
Heritage (Valletta Convention), ratified by Ireland in 1997. Cultural Heritage can be divided loosely 
into the archaeological resource covering sites and monuments from the prehistoric period to the 
18th century, and the built heritage resource, encompassing standing structures and sites of cultural 
importance of a post-18th century date. 

 

 

http://www.archaeology.ie/
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2.7.2.2 The Archaeological Resource 

The National Monuments Act 1930 to 2004, the Heritage Act 1995 and relevant provisions of the 
National Cultural Institutions Act 1997 are the primary means of ensuring the satisfactory protection 
of archaeological remains, which are held to include all man-made structures of whatever form or 
date except buildings habitually used for ecclesiastical purposes. A national monument is described 
as ‘a monument or the remains of a monument the preservation of which is a matter of national 
importance by reason of the historical, architectural, traditional, artistic or archaeological interest 
attaching thereto’ (National Monuments Act 1930 Section 2). 

There are a number of mechanisms under the National Monuments Act, which are applied to secure 
the protection of archaeological monuments. These include the Register of Historic Monuments, the 
Record of Monuments and Places, and the placing of Preservation Orders on endangered sites. 

2.7.2.3 Ownership and Guardianship of National Monuments 

National Monuments under state ownership or guardianship are protected under National 
Monuments (Amendment) Act (1994). The National Monuments Service must be given two months’ 
notification before any ground disturbance work is carried out within or adjacent to the national 
monument.  

2.7.2.4 Register of Historic Monuments 

Section 5 of the National Monuments (Amendment) Act, 1987, states that the Minister is required to 
establish and maintain a Register of Historic Monuments. This list was largely replaced by the Record 
of Monuments and Places (RMP) following the National Monuments (Amendment) Act, 1994, but 
still holds records of monuments under Preservation Orders, Temporary Preservation Orders or 
those under ownership or guardianship of the State. All registered monuments are now included in 
the RMP.  

2.7.2.5 Preservation Orders and Temporary Preservation Orders 

Consultation with the list of Preservation Orders has revealed that there are no sites within the 
constraints area that possess a preservation order.  

2.7.2.6 Record of Monuments and Places 

Section 12 (1) of the 1994 Act provides that the Minister for Arts, Heritage, Gaeltacht and the Islands 
shall establish and maintain a record of monuments and places where the Minister believes that 
such monuments exist. The record comprises of a list of monuments and relevant places and a map 
or maps showing each monument and relevant place in respect of each county in the State. Sites 
recorded on the RMP all receive statutory protection under the National Monuments Act 1994.  

There are 23 recorded monuments within the constraints study area. Each site is known by a unique 
SMR File Number (Sites and Monument Record) e.g. SL037-013: SL is used as a county prefix 
(designating Sligo); 037 refers to six inch OS sheet/map number; 10 is the individual file number and 
is marked on the official RMP map. The Zone of Archaeological potential is an area outlined in black 
on the RMP maps, which hypothetically encloses each site. The area enclosed in each case is 
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deemed by the National Monuments Service to have archaeological potential. All recorded 
monuments are represented on the accompanying maps and for the purpose of this report has been 
given an AH (Archaeological Heritage) designation. 

2.7.2.7 Architectural and Built Heritage 

Built Heritage is protected by the Heritage Act 1995, the Architectural Heritage (National Inventory) 
and National Monuments (Misc. Provisions) Act 1999, the Local Government (Planning and 
Development) Acts 1963–1999 and the Planning and Development Act 2000. Planning authorities 
also use the Architectural Heritage Protection Guidelines. Section 2.1 of the 1995 Heritage Act 
describes the architectural heritage as “all structures, buildings, traditional and designed, and groups 
of buildings including streetscapes and urban vistas, which are of historical, archaeological, artistic, 
engineering, scientific, social or technical interest, together with their setting, attendant grounds, 
fixtures, fittings and contents, and, without prejudice to the generality of the foregoing, includes 
railways and related buildings and structures and any place comprising the remains or traces of any 
such railway, building or structure”. The Heritage Act, 1995, promotes the interest in, knowledge 
and protection of the Irish heritage, including the architectural resource, with the establishment of 
the Heritage Council. All heritage buildings owned by a local authority are protected from damage 
and destruction by the Heritage Act, 1995. 

The 1999 Architectural Heritage Act requires the Minister to establish a survey, which will identify 
record and assess the architectural heritage of the country. The National Inventory of Architectural 
Heritage (NIAH) records all built heritage structures within specific counties in Ireland. As inclusion in 
the inventory does not provide statutory protection; the document is used to advise local authorities 
on compilation of a Record of Protected Structures which is required as part of the Planning and 
Development Act 2000, and is included within the County Development Plan. The act requires that a 
development plan is carried out every six years and is considered to be the principal act for the 
protection of built heritage.   

2.7.2.8 Protection under the Record of Protected Structures  

Structures of architectural, cultural, scientific, historical or archaeological interest can be protected 
under the Planning and Development Act, 2000, where the conditions relating to the protection of 
the architectural heritage are set out in Part IV of the act. This act superseded the Local Government 
(Planning and Development) Act, 1999, and came into force on 1st January 2000. 

The act provides for the inclusion of protected structures into the planning authorities’ development 
plans and sets out statutory regulations regarding works affecting such structures. Under new 
legislation, no distinction is made between buildings formerly classified under development plans 
List 1 and List 2. Such buildings are now all regarded as ‘protected structures’ and enjoy equal 
statutory protection. Under the act the entire structure is protected, including a structure’s interior, 
exterior, attendant grounds and also the structures within the attendant grounds. 

The act defines a protected structure as (a) a structure, or (b) a specified part of a structure which is 
included in a Record of Protected Structures, and, where that record so indicates, includes any 
specified feature which is in the attendant grounds of the structure and which would not otherwise 
be included in this definition. The act requires local authorities to establish a Record of Protected 
Structures and for it to be included in the County Development Plan (CDP). This plan includes 
objectives designed to protect the Cultural Heritage during the planning process.  
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All current Record of Protected Structures sites in County Sligo are listed in the Sligo County Council 
Development Plan (2017–2023). 

A search was conducted of the National Monument records (www.archaeology.ie) to identify any 
sites listed on the National Monument Service records and the National Inventory of Architectural 
Heritage (NIAH) within close proximity of the proposed route. There are 6 no. NIAH structures 
recorded within 200m of the proposed works. NIAH sites within a 200m radius of the proposed 
route are listed in Table 2.14 below.  

Table 2-14 NIAH Sites within 200m of Proposed Route 

Reg. No.  Date Description  Street Townland Distance 

32402609 
1800 - 
1880 

Kiln N/A Tullaghan 80m 

32312003 
1850 - 
1870 

Store/warehouse N/A Coolaney 
Adjacent to 
the line 

32312004 
1880 - 
1900 

Railway station N/A Coolaney 
Adjacent to 
the line 

32316016 
1850 - 
1870 

Building misc 
Circular 
Road 

Tubbercurry 
Adjacent to 
the line 

32319003 
1880 - 
1900 

Bridge N/A Curry On the line 

32319004 
1880 - 
1885 

School N/A Curry 30m 

 

Archaeology 

A review of the online SMR and published RMP indicates that there are 23 sites or monuments 
recorded within the study area as shown in Table 2.15. Each site is surrounded by a zone of 
notification.  The zones do not define the exact extent of the monuments but rather are intended to 
identify them for the purposes of notification under Section 12 of the National Monuments Act 
(1930-2004). The disused railway line intersects the zone of notification of 13 SMR sites. 

Table 2-15 SMR within 200m of Proposed Route 

SMRS Ref. Description  Townland Distance 

SL037-080---- Redundant record Cashel South 
40m east of line, no zone 
of notification 

SL037-081---- Ringfort - rath Cashel South 
40m east of line, within 
zone of notification 

SL037-091---- Ringfort - rath Cashel South 
Adjacent to the line, 
within the zone of 
notification 

http://www.archaeology.ie/
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SMRS Ref. Description  Townland Distance 

SL038-031001- Ringfort - rath Carrowntober 
35m east of line, within 
the zone of notification 

SL038-031002- Souterrain Carrowntober 
35m east of line, within 
the zone of notification 

SL032-067002- Souterrain Lissaneagh 
100m west of the line, 
the line is outside the 
zone of notification 

SL032-009---- Ringfort - rath Cashel North 
70m east of line, outside 
zone of notification 

SL032-067001- Ringfort - rath Lissaneagh 
28m north of line, the 
line is within the zone of 
notification 

SL025-043---- Ringfort - cashel Carrownleam 
30m south of line, the 
line is within the zone of 
notification 

SL025-057001- Ringfort - rath Knockadoo (Leyny By.) 
20m north of line, the 
line is within the zone of 
notification 

SL025-057002- Souterrain Knockadoo (Leyny By.) 
30m north of line, the 
line is within the zone of 
notification 

SL025-058---- 
Megalithic tomb - 
unclassified 

Knockadoo (Leyny By.) 
50m south of line, 
outside the zone of 
notification 

SL037-056---- Ringfort - rath Rathscanlan 
Adjacent to the line, 
within the zone of 
notification 

SL037-103---- Hut site Rathscanlan 
40m east of line, outside 
zone of notification 

SL025-088---- Ringfort - rath Carrowmurray 
40m west of the disused 
railway line, outside the 
zone of notification 

SL026-013---- Ringfort - rath Kilnamanagh 
Adjacent to the line and 
within the zone of 
notification 

SL025-090001- Ringfort - rath Cashel North 
38m west of the disused 
railway line, and within 
the zone of notification 

SL025-090002- Souterrain Cashel North 
53m west of the disused 
railway line, and within 
the zone of notification 

SL025-093---- Enclosure Carrowmurray 90m east of the disused 
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SMRS Ref. Description  Townland Distance 

railway line, outside the 
zone of notification 

SL025-160---- Hut site Carrownleam 

Immediately north of 
railway line, which is 
within the zone of 
notification 

SL042-017---- Ringfort - rath Bunnacranagh 
60m west of the disused 
railway line, outside the 
zone of notification 

SL042-018---- Ringfort - rath Bunnacranagh 
80m east of the disused 
railway line, outside the 
zone of notification 

SL042-021001- Ringfort - rath Bunnacranagh 
90m west of the disused 
railway line, outside the 
zone of notification 

 

 



 Sligo Greenway – Feasibility Study  

MGT0417RP0001 Rev F04  63 

 

Figure 2-10: Cultural Heritage Material Assets in the Study Area
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2.7.3 Identified Cultural Heritage Constraints 

The purpose of this constraints study is to provide an analysis of the archaeological, architectural 
and cultural heritage resources within the defined study area. All archaeological and historic 
sites/features and properties with statutory designation in the constraints study area are the key 
considerations in the constraints study in relation to cultural heritage. Given the landscape of the 
study area, the context of these monuments and their relationships to adjacent sites must be 
considered and the surrounding zones of archaeological potential will have to be a focus.   

The archaeological constraints are distributed along the study area and will require careful 
management, potentially mitigation and approvals before works potentially affecting them can 
commence.  Consultation will be undertaken with SCCs Conservation Architect to agree design and 
proposed construction methodologies and to ensure compliance with the Planning and 
Development Act 2000 as amended. The National Monuments Service of the Department of Arts, 
Heritage, Regional, Rural and Gaeltacht Affairs require two months’ notification before any ground 
disturbance work is carried out. It is recommended that archaeological supervision and monitoring is 
undertaken during excavations near protected sites. This should be carried out by a suitably 
qualified archaeologist. Full provision should be made available for the resolution of any 
archaeological features or deposits that may be identified, should that be deemed the most 
appropriate manner to proceed. 

It is possible that the proposed scheme may impact on cultural heritage structures or features 
associated with study area, however with the implementation careful design and the adherence to 
best practice construction measures and these impacts can be avoided.  

2.8 ASSESSMENTS OF CURRENT INFRASTRUCTURE ASSETS 

The following study details the findings of a visual inspection of the infrastructural assets associated 
with the disused railway line between Collooney and Bellaghy. The study has been undertaken in 
order to identify and map any current infrastructure constraints within the proposed scheme. The 
main constraints are highlighted in this section and the detailed infrastructural assessment report is 
attached in Appendix B.  

2.8.1 Condition of the Railway Line 

RPS carried out a walkover condition survey of the existing railway line in November 2017. The rail 
line itself is made of earth banks or cuttings, stone ballast, wooden sleepers, and steel rail lines. This 
infrastructure has not been replaced or upgraded since the line closed in 1975. For the majority of 
the route, the railway line is still broadly intact. However, clearly it is physically deteriorating on an 
annual basis. The condition of the stone ballast, sleepers and steel rails are described below.  

Irish Rail cleared the railway line of shrubs, trees and vegetation in circa 2007, however ten years on 
a significant amount of vegetation has regrown. In some pockets, extensive vegetation caused 
problems regarding the environmental and engineering walk over inspections. Figure 2-10 shows 
sections where the disused railway line was extensively covered by vegetation. 
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Figure 2-10: Extensive Vegetation. 

2.8.1.1 Condition of Stone Ballast 

Generally, the stone ballast is of good quality throughout the route. However, there were particular 
locations, where the stone ballast depths were inadequate, which will require appropriate fill 
material for the development of the greenway. Also, there were locations where the stone ballast 
was undermined at the edges of the sleepers. This may be due to the previous vegetation removal / 
clearance works, carried out in 2007, or it may have happened naturally due to the steepness of the 
embankments. Figure 2-11 shows sections of the stone ballast undermined at the sleeper’s edges. 

 

Figure 2-11: Undermining Stone Ballast 

2.8.1.2 Condition of Sleepers and Rails 

The wooden sleepers have not been maintained since 1975 and are now extensively rotten and unfit 
for purpose. At sections where surface water was present the sleepers were in advanced decay. 
Likewise, the steel rail tracks have also not been used or maintained. Any future development of the 
rail line corridor between Collooney and Bellaghy would firstly involve the removal and disposal of 
the existing sleepers and rails. Irish Rail confirmed that the sleepers and rails, in their current state 
are only of scrap value.  
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2.8.2 Condition of Embankments 

There were a number of embankment sections identified with embankment heights of 1 to 5 
metres. In general, there is an embankment/ballast depth of 1-1.5m high along the route, except 
where it’s in a cut section. The sections of the line with significant embankment widths are 
summarised in Table 2.14. Typical examples of embankment sections are shown in Figure 2-12. 

For the purposes of creating an on-line greenway, the embankment sections should be wide enough 
to accommodate a 3m wide greenway, however post and rail fencing will be required to protect the 
greenway users. The majority of these embankment sections are in good condition and have 
consistent widths. In other sections, the embankments are eroded, which may be due to the 
presence of animals or the previous removal of trees and vegetation. 

Table 2.14 – Embankment Sections 

Embankment Location Milepost 
Approximate Depth 

(m) 
Approximate Section Length 

(m) 

Kilnamanagh, Collooney - Coolaney 43 ½ - 44 ½  2 1,100 

Owenboy River – East of Coolaney 41 ½ - 42 ½  3 - 5 500 

West of Coolaney 40 - 41 2 - 4 1,200 

Knockadoo, West of Coolaney 38 - 39 3 - 4 800 

North of Tubbercurry 31 4 - 5 600 

South of Tubbercurry 30 ½  2 - 4 250 

South of N17 Crossing Point 29 2 - 4 350 

North of Curry 27 - 28 2 - 4 1,000 

Owengarve River Bridge, Curry 26 ¾   4 - 5 300 

North of Bellaghy 24 - 25 1 - 3 1,000 
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Figure 2-12: Embankment Sections. 

The embankments highlighted in Table 2.14 above are potentially hazardous, as cyclists could be 
injured if accidently cycle off the greenway running surface. Section 3 will identify a number of 
solutions to protect these embankments from the cyclists. 

2.8.3 Condition of Culverts and Bridges 

Visual inspections were carried out on the existing culverts, underbridges and overbridges along the 
route. The majority of these culverts and bridges have not been maintained since the line closed in 
1975, some may be maintained by the local authority where they cross existing roads. At locations 
where there was extensive overgrowth of vegetation some of these bridges and culverts could not 
be visually inspected. 

2.8.3.1 Culverts 

The most common culverts encountered were the masonry box and masonry arch types, generally 
constructed over rivers/streams along the route. There are 32 no. culverts along the disused railway 
line between Collooney and Bellaghy. Access to visually inspect some of the culverts was not 
achievable due to the extensive vegetation cover along the existing railway line. Table 2.15 and 
Figure 2-13 shows examples of inspected culverts.  
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Table 2.15 – Examples of Culverts Encountered 

Culvert No. Milepost Culvert Type Condition 

Unknown 46 Masonry Arch Extensively covered with vegetation 

UBCL 278 44  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition 

UBCL 267K 38 Masonry Box Visually in good condition 

UBCL 267J 38 Masonry Box Culvert collapsed 

UBCL 265A 36 Circular RC  Visually in good condition 

UBCL 264K 34  Masonry Box Displacement of capping stone 

UBCL 264D 32 Masonry Arch Visually in good condition 

UBCL 262A 31 Masonry Box Culvert collapsed 

UBCL 257A 28   Masonry Arch Extensively covered with vegetation 

 

Figure 2-13: Culvert Examples 

For a greenway to be developed on the disused railway line, collapsed culverts will have to be 
reconstructed over the existing rivers/streams. Also, the existing culverts should be inspected 
further, cleaned and unblocked where necessary. However, if a greenway was to be developed 
alongside the disused railway line it would involve the extension of 32 no. culverts over the existing 
rivers/streams between Bellaghy and Collooney. 
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2.8.3.2 Bridges 

There were two common types of bridges encountered, the masonry arch and steel trough deck 
types, constructed over public roads, rivers or cattle passes along the route. There are 21 bridges 
along the disused railway line between Collooney and Bellaghy, all of which have been visually 
inspected, as part of this feasibility study. The findings of the inspections are outlined in Table 2.16 
and illustrated in Figure 2-14. 

Table 2.16 – Bridges Inspected  

Bridge No. Milepost Bridge Type Condition/Recommendation Remarks 

OBCL 280 46 Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Collooney 

UBCL 273 42 
Steel 

Troughing 
New parapets required. 
Inspection on steel structure required 

Owenboy River, Coolaney 

OBCL 272 41 ¾  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Coolaney 

UBCL 270 40 ½  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Near Coolaney 

OBCL 267 36 ½  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Cashel North 

OBCL 266 36 ¼  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Cashel North 

UBCL 265 36 Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Carrowmore 

UBCL 264 32 Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Near Tubbercurry 

OBCL 263 31 ¼  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Tubbercurry 

UBCL 262 31 
Steel 

Troughing 
New parapets required. 
Inspection on steel structure required 

Tubbercurry 

UBCL 261 31 Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Tubbercurry 

OBCL 260 30 ½  Masonry Arch Capping stone missing Tubbercurry 

OBCL 259 30 ¼  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Near Tubbercurry 

UBCL 258 29 ½  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition 
Between Tubbercurry 
and Curry 

UBCL 257 28 Masonry Arch Visually in good condition 
Between Tubbercurry 
and Curry 

UBCL 256 27 ¾  
Steel Lattice 

Girder 

New parapets required. Failure of steel 
deck. Replacement of the deck 
required. 

Between Tubbercurry 
and Curry 

UBCL 255 27  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Curry 

UBCL 254 27  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Owengarve River, Curry 

UBCL 252 27  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Owengarve River, Curry 

OBCL 251 26 ¾  Masonry Arch Visually in good condition Owengarve River, Curry 

UBCL 250 24 ¾  
Steel 

Troughing 

New parapets required. Corrosion of 
the steel deck. Inspection on steel 
structure required 

Near Bellaghy 
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Figure 2-14: Examples of Existing Bridges 

The masonry arch bridge types are visually structurally sound, where low level maintenance may be 
required (e.g. replacing capping stones). Six of these masonry arch bridges pass over/under public 
roads, and therefore these bridges may have been maintained by the local authority since 1975. 

The steel trough bridge types are constructed using steel trough decks with masonry piers and 
abutments. Structural inspections of the steel decks will be required to verify its current load 
carrying capacity due to the weathering and corrosion of these elements since 1975. Furthermore, 
the parapets of all the steel trough bridges and the bridge deck of Bridge No. UB256, would have to 
be replaced. 

From the visual inspections carried out, there were no obvious or superficial defects that may 
suggest any issues with the masonry elements, including abutments and piers. If the existing decks 
are to be replaced, it is assumed that the existing masonry piers and abutments are capable of 
taking the applied loads. This assumption is based on the grounds that the old use of these bridges 
carried trains and the new use would be for a greenway (i.e. applied loads would be significantly 
less). 

However, at river crossings, both the masonry arch bridge types, and the masonry piers and 
abutments of the steel trough bridges, will have to be assessed for scouring. Scour inspections will 
be required to investigate if the river bed or bearing ground is eroding underneath the structure 
foundations.  
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For the alongside option, there would be significant works required to either build 13 no. 
independent bridge structures or to build a bolt-on bridge structure to carry the greenway over 
rivers or public roads. 

2.8.4 Drainage Issues 

Drainage issues were encountered along the existing railway line, such as on the approach to 
overhead bridges in cut sections and deep water ponds at embankment or flat sections. Firstly, 
surface water was present along the cut sections on approach to the overhead bridges OBCL 267 and 
OBCL 259 in the areas of Castle North and Tubbercurry. The existing drainage ditches were blocked 
and the ground within these cut sections was soft under foot. Water springs were also observed. 

Secondly, there are also localised deep water drainage ponds on either side of the railway in the 
areas close to Collooney, Coolaney and Bellaghy. Fencing will be required along both sides of the 
greenway to prevent any users accessing these ponds. The fencing could be back planted to ensure 
that these ponds are screened from the greenway users. Figure 2-15 shows examples of drainage 
issues encountered during the inspection. 

 

Figure 2-15: Examples of Drainage Issues.  
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2.8.5 General Widths Available 

From the inspection carried out, adequate width appears to be available to install a minimum 3m 
wide greenway on the path of the existing railway line. This width is achievable due to the makeup 
of the railway line; 2.7m sleeper length with ballast either side. However, there are locations such as 
at train stations where a wider running surface can be achieved (e.g.double railway lines at 
Tubbercurry). 

With regard to the alongside option however, there are significant issues with the available width of 
the rail corridor. These will be discussed in the following paragraphs. 

2.8.5.1 Pinch Points 

There are many pinch points with respect to the alongside option at locations such as bridges, cut 
slopes and adjacent level crossing points with crossing cottages. However, there is sufficient width of 
3m available for a greenway to be installed on the existing railway line. Figure 2-16 shows typical 
examples of these pinch points for the alongside option on the rail corridor. 

 

Figure 2-16: Pinch Points 

If the greenway was developed alongside the railway line, the greenway will have to, at least locally, 
go onto the railway line directly at these pinch points. However, if Irish Rail does not agree to this, 
for example, at overbridge locations, an ascent from the existing railway level to the existing road 
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level, a suitable road crossing followed by a descent to the railway level, would have to be 
constructed. This is discussed further in section 3.3 of this report. 

2.8.6 Encroachments 

The existing land corridor is wholly owned by Irish Rail. During the site inspection encroachments of 
the line were noted by certain landowners and locations where local farmers have fenced off the 
railway line in order to graze livestock. However, it is understood that Irish Rail may fully assert its 
legal rights of ownership over the corridor at any time. Table 2.17 provides information on the 
encroachments encountered during the inspection and examples are illustrated in Figure 2-17. 

Table 2.17 – Encroachments 

Location Milepost Encroachment 

Lugnamackan, Collooney 45 ¾  Lawn and fence across railway line 

Lugnamackan, Collooney 45 ¼  Raised road and fence across railway line 

Kilnamanagh Crossing Cottage 44 ¾  Driveway, lawn and fence on railway line 

Cloonarara Crossing Cottage 34 ¾  Sheds, gates and fencing across railway line 

Carraun Crossing Cottage 32 ¾  Fence within Irish Rail boundary 

Rathscanlan, Tubbercurry 29 ¾  Fence lines across railway line 

Rathscanlan, Tubbercurry 29 ¼  Build up and dumping of materials 

Carrowilkin Crossing Cottage 28 ½  Driveway, lawn, fence and stone wall crossing railway line 

Sandyhill, Bellaghy 25 ¾ - 26 ¼  Roadway built alongside track 
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Figure 2-17: Examples of Encroachments 

2.8.7 Railway Stations 

The old railway stations along the disused railway line are located at Coolaney, Carrowmore, 
Tubbercurry and Curry with a starting point at Collooney, (which is an operational Irish Rail station), 
and an end point at Bellaghy. These stations offer significant potential in developing a greenway as a 
major tourist attraction. The railway stations and associated railway furniture such as goods sheds 
and water towers etc., set a theme for the route which reflects the history and legacy of its setting.   

These structures could be redeveloped to offer toilet and café facilities at regular distances along the 
35.5 km greenway shown in Figure 2-18. These locations can become nodal points allowing for bike 
hire locations, private car parking and information points (i.e. showing your location and any points 
of interest). These nodal points would allow flexibility for cyclists of all ages and abilities to get on 
and off the greenway and plan their cycling excursions to suit their available time. 

The presence of the stations represent great opportunities for the on-line greenway option in terms 
of future utilisation, however the stations create significant conflict points for the alongside option, 
which would have to circumnavigate the curtilage of the stations. 
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Figure 2-18: Distances between Stations/Towns/Villages 

2.8.7.1 Collooney 

Collooney station previously served three separate railway lines for a time, between 1895 and 1957, 
each with its own railway station. The three lines were; the Great Southern and Western Railway (GS 
& WR) (i.e. Limerick-Sligo), the Midland Great Western Railway (MGWR) (i.e. Dublin-Sligo) and the 
Sligo, Leitrim and Northern Counties Railway (SLNCR), making a somewhat like a modern ‘transport 
interchange’. Figure 2-19 shows the historic mapping (1888-1913) of the west side of Collooney. 

 

Figure 2-19: Historic Mapping of Collooney (Ordnance Survey Ireland)  

The old railway station house is currently privately owned. The platforms and railway line at this 
section of railway line was severely overgrown with vegetation, therefore it was difficult to visually 
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assess their condition. There are double railway lines passing through the station and both platforms 
currently exist.  Figure 2-20 shows the platforms and station house at Collooney. 

 

Figure 2-20: Collooney Railway Station  

2.8.7.2 Coolaney 

This is a two-storey railway station, built in the 1890’s, with an overhanging waiting area and 
concrete platform. It is currently vacant and was recently maintained, with fresh paint and boarded 
up windows. There is also a goods shed to the east of the station. Figure 2-21 shows the Coolaney 
railway station and the vegetation overgrowth. 

 

Figure 2-21: Coolaney Railway Station  

2.8.7.3 Carrowmore 

A two-storey railway station, built in the 1890’s, with an overhanging waiting area and concrete 
platform. It is currently vacant and both the station house and concrete platform are visually in good 
condition. There is also a goods shed across from the railway station, however, it requires significant 
repair works, as it has no roof and vegetation is growing within the building. Figure 2-22 shows the 
Carrowmore railway station and goods shed / warehouse. 
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Figure 2-22: Carrowmore Railway Station and Goods Shed  

2.8.7.4 Tubbercurry 

The railway station and the goods shed at Tubbercurry were demolished in the 1980’s, for the N17 
bypass at Tubbercurry. There are double railway lines passing through the location where the station 
was. The water tower and both platforms on either side of the railway line currently exist. However, 
coping stone have fallen onto the railway line, at the southern end of the railway station. Figure 2.23 
shows the damaged platform and water tower at Tubbercurry. 

 

Figure 2-23: Tubbercurry Platforms and Water Tower  

2.8.7.5 Curry 

The railway station is currently privately owned. The platforms and railway line at this location were 
severely overgrown with vegetation, therefore it was difficult to visually assess their condition.  
Figure 2-24 shows the platforms and station house at Curry. 



 Sligo Greenway – Feasibility Study  

MGT0417RP0001 Rev F04  78 

 

Figure 2-24: Curry Railway Station  

2.8.8 Level Crossings 

The 35.5 km of the railway line is crossed 120 times by field, occupation and road crossings between 
Collooney and Bellaghy. Some of these crossings are identified as concerns in terms of road safety 
which will be described in Section 2.8.  

The majority of these crossings are associated with local roads which could be used as an advantage 
to create localised cycling loops to link with a potential greenway. A good example for this is in the 
vicinity of Coolaney where cycling loops/linkage with the Coolaney Mountain Bike Centre could be 
developed. 

Many of the crossing gates have been removed throughout the route, but the concrete pillars, 
previously supporting these gates are mostly intact. For the majority of the local road crossings, the 
steel rails are still protruding through the road surface. At overlay sections, such as the N17 and the 
R294, the steel rails are now covered by the road surface. Figure 2-25 shows examples of level 
crossing points encountered along the route. 
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Figure 2-25: Examples of Level Crossings  

For the alongside option, the railway crossings would represent significant pinch points, where it 
would be necessary to divert the greenway (via local roads) or additional land take would be 
required for the realigned greenway. 

2.8.9 Boundary Inspection 

The boundary fences down both sides of the existing railway line were found to be intact, for the 
majority of the route, from Collooney to Bellaghy, as shown in Figure 2-26. However, there are 
locations where farm land has been extended onto the railway line, where the land owner has 
removed the boundary fence. 
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Figure 2-26: Existing Boundary Fences  

2.9 ROAD SAFETY ASPECTS 

The following study details the findings of an inspection of the road safety aspects associated with 
the disused railway line between Collooney and Bellaghy. The study has been undertaken in order to 
identify any road safety concerns in terms of crossing points and other safety aspects. The main 
safety concerns are highlighted in this section and the detailed infrastructural assessment report is 
attached in Appendix B.  

2.9.1 Road Crossings 

Junctions are generally the most dangerous part of a cycle route and the needs of all road users 
should be considered at junctions and road crossings. The approach to crossing points should ideally 
be at right angles to the carriageway to ensure adequate visibility to pedestrians and cyclists and 
other road users.  

The design standard Rural Cycle Design, DN-GEO-03047 states that the type of crossing will depend 
on the Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) on the existing road. On a road carrying less than 12,000 
AADT a give way crossing is acceptable and greater than 12,000 AADT a grade separated crossing 
should be considered. There is one traffic counter on the N17 which is between Curry and 
Charlestown, and its traffic counts for 2015 and 2016 are included in Table 2.18.  

Table 2.18– N17 Traffic Counts (TII Data Count’s) 

N17 Between Tubbercurry and Charlestown 

Year AADT % HGV 

2015 6,227 4.8 

2016 6,463 4.7 

The required visibility for junctions or road crossings is set out in the design standard Geometric 
Design of Junctions, DN-GEO-03060. The required visibility depends on the design speed of the road 
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which the cycle facility is intersecting with. Table 2.19 highlights the required visibility depending on 
the major roads design speed.  

Table 2.19 – TII Required Visibility (DN-GEO-03060) 

Design Speed 
(km/h) 

Visibility Required 
(m) 

42 50 

50 70 

60 90 

70 120 

85 160 

100 215 

120 295 

The AADT and required visibility outlined above will be used to recommend appropriate solutions to 
the road safety concerns associated with the road crossings as outlined in Section 2.7. 

2.9.1.1 N17 Crossings 

Based on the inspections carried out, three safety concerns have been identified on the N17 and on 
local roads adjacent to the N17, in relation to at-grade crossing points. The first safety concern is 
where the greenway would cross the existing N17 national primary route between Tubbercurry and 
Curry, at Rathscanlan, as shown in Figure 2-27, which is currently subject to a 100km/h speed limit. 
The alignment of the N17 at this location has tight horizontal radii and therefore visibility for both 
traffic and greenway users would be severely restricted and substandard. This is particularly the case 
looking south along the N17 due to a sharp right hand bend located immediately adjacent to the 
road/rail crossing point. In conjunction with Sligo County Council and TII, an appropriate solution will 
need to be determined in order to safely convey cyclists from one side of the N17 to the other side.  

 

Figure 2-27: N17 Crossing at Rathscanlon 
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In accordance with Table 2.18 and Table 2.19, the AADT for 2016 was 6,227 however the visibility 
for both traffic and greenway users at this section of the N17 is severely restricted and substandard 
(i.e. well below the required visibility of 215m). Therefore, a grade separated crossing would be 
recommended at this location. The ideal solution would be for an underpass to be constructed, 
where it would convey this section of the existing N17 carriageway over the proposed greenway. 

The second safety concern arises at a level crossing on the L4505, local road at Carrowwilkin, located 
approx. 15m from the N17 route, as shown in Figure 2-28.  For traffic turning off the N17 for the 
L4505, vehicle drivers may be unaware of cyclists crossing the local road at the level crossing. An 
appropriate solution in order to improve the current layout would need to be determined.  

 
Figure 2-28: L4505, Level Crossing at Carrowwilkin 

The third location which presents a safety concern is also at a level crossing, this time on the L8507, 
local road at Carrowwilkin, located about 25m away from the N17, as shown in Figure 2-29. The 
concern here is that traffic turning off the N17 onto the local road may again not be expecting to 
encounter cyclists crossing the local road at the level crossing.  

  

Figure 2-29: L8507, Level Crossing at Carrowwilkin 
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The local roads L4505 and L8507 are located approximately 25 meters from the N17, vehicle speeds 
are assumed to be slow on the approach to both junctions. Warning signage on the N17 and local 
road would be recommended to make drivers aware of the greenway crossing at the existing level 
crossing. Figure 2-30 shows a typical recommended warning signage which could be installed at 
these two junctions. On the N17, the warning signs will consist of cyclists warning sign on both 
approaches to the junctions with supplementary directional arrow plates. On the local roads the 
cyclists warning sign will be installed on approach to the greenway crossing. 

 

Figure 2-30: Example of Cycle Warning Signage for Greenway on Major and Minor Roads 

2.9.1.2 Regional & Local Road Crossings 

There is only one regional road level crossing along the route between Collooney and Bellaghy. This 
level crossing is located immediately west of the R294–N17 T-junction in Tubbercurry, which is 
currently controlled with traffic signals, as shown in Figure 2-31. In conjunction with Sligo County 
Council and TII, an appropriate solution such as setting back the traffic signals on the westbound 
approach (i.e. travelling from Ballina) to the junction, which would allow signal phasing for greenway 
users. 
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Figure 2-31: Level Crossing and R294-N17 T-Junction 

Another location involving a level crossing that would raise a concern from a road safety perspective 
is on the L2101, local road, between Collooney and Coolaney, as shown in Figure 2-32. The 
alignment of the L2101 is poor and furthermore, there are two local road junctions either side of the 
level crossing where sightlines are poor.  

 

Figure 2-32: L2101 Level Crossing  

Warning signage on the L2101 and other local roads/accesses would be recommended to make 
drivers aware of the greenway crossing at the existing level crossing. Figure 2-33 shows a typical 
warning signage layout which could be installed at this junction. On the L2101, the warning signs 
would consist of cyclists warning signs on both approaches to the greenway crossing. The other local 
roads/accesses would have cyclists warning sign, with supplementary directional arrow plates. 
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Figure 2-33: Example of Cycle Warning Signage on L2101 Local Road  

2.9.2 Alignment of the N17 with Railway Line 

Between Tubbercurry and Curry the railway line runs close and parallel to the N17 national primary 
road, as shown in Figure 2-34. In some cases the offset between the two is 2 to 3m.  Also, the 
railway line is at a lower level than that of the N17 at some locations. As a result there is a risk of an 
errant vehicle from the N17 encroaching onto the railway line resulting in potential collisions with 
greenway users. In conjunction with Sligo County Council and TII an appropriate solution such as the 
provision of a vehicle restraint system would be determined in order to protect road users on the 
N17 and vulnerable users on the potential greenway. 
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Figure 2-34: Railway Line Parallel with N17  

2.9.3 Connection to Public Transport 

Tourists or visitors could access the greenway by train via the existing Collooney train station which 
is on the Sligo to Dublin Connolly railway line. The train service would be an ideal method of 
transport for daily and overnight stay visitors to and from the proposed greenway. The train from 
Dublin (Connolly) to Sligo stops at a number of train stations at the following times, as shown in 
Table 2.20. 

Table 2.20 – Dublin Connolly to Sligo Train Timetable 

Train Station Daily Times 

Dublin Connolly 08.00 11.05 13.05 15.05 16.00 17.05 19.05 

Maynooth 08.31 11.40 13.41 15.41 16.33 17.41 19.39 

Kilcock 08.37 11.46 13.47 15.47 16.40 17.48 19.45 

Enfield 08.48 11.57 13.58 15.58 16.51 17.59 19.56 

Mullingar 09.17 12.21 14.22 16.22 17.24 18.23 20.30 

Edgeworthstown 09.36 12.41 14.42 16.42 17.44 18.44 20.49 

Longford 09.47 12.51 14.52 16.52 17.54 18.54 20.59 

Dromod 10.03 13.06 15.07 17.06 18.08 19.09 21.12 

Carrick-on Shannon 10.16 13.20 15.21 17.19 18.22 19.23 21.25 

Boyle 10.28 13.37 15.37 17.30 18.41 19.34 21.36 

Ballymote 10.43 13.52 15.52 17.45 18.56 19.49 21.51 

Collooney 10.53 14.02 16.02 17.55 19.06 19.59 22.01 

Sligo 11.09 14.13 16.13 18.07 19.17 20.10 22.12 
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The train from Sligo to Dublin Connolly stops at the train stations at the following times, as shown in 
Table 2.21. 

Table 2.21 – Sligo to Dublin Connolly Train Timetable 

Train Station Daily Times 

Sligo 05.45 07.05 09.00 11.00 13.00 15.00 18.00 

Collooney 05.54 07.14 09.09 11.12 13.09 15.09 18.13 

Ballymote 06.05 07.26 09.21 11.23 13.21 15.21 18.25 

Boyle 06.21 07.42 09.37 11.39 13.39 15.39 18.41 

Carrick-on Shannon 06.32 07.53 09.49 11.52 13.51 15.51 18.52 

Dromod 06.44 08.05 10.02 12.05 14.04 16.04 19.08 

Longford 06.58 08.20 10.17 12.20 14.19 16.19 19.31 

Edgeworthstown 07.11 08.33 10.30 12.41 14.41 16.41 19.48 

Mullingar 07.31 08.52 10.49 13.00 15.00 17.00 20.07 

Enfield 07.58 09.19 11.15 13.25 15.26 17.26 20.32 

Kilcock 08.08 09.29 11.24 13.35 15.35 17.35 20.42 

Maynooth 08.14 09.35 11.30 13.41 15.41 17.41 20.48 

Dublin Connolly 08.47 10.02 12.01 14.13 16.12 18.19 21.20 

 

The Bus Eireann route No. 64, Galway to Derry, which stops at Bellaghy, Curry, Tubbercurry and 
Collooney could also be used to access the proposed greenway. The frequency of services at these 
locations are shown in Table 2.22. Furthermore, this bus route could be used to transport visitors 
and their bicycles back to their start location (e.g. Collooney train station) from the bus stops at 
Tubbercurry, Curry and Bellaghy.  

Table 2.22 – Arrival and Departure Times at Bus Stops 

Bus Stop Route Times 

Charlestown 
Galway to Derry 07:40SuX 10:35 12:15SuX 13:45 16:00 17:55 19:41 

Derry to Galway 06:45SuX 08:45 10:45 12:45 14:40 16:45 19:00 

Curry 
Galway to Derry 07:45SuX 10:40 12:20SuX 13:50 16:05 18:00 19:46 

Derry to Galway 06:40SuX 08:40 10:40 12:40 14:35 16:40 18:55 

Tubbercurry 
Galway to Derry 07:55SuX 10:50 12:30 14:00 16:15 18:10 19:56 

Derry to Galway 06:35SuX 08:35 10:35 12:35 14:30 16:35 18:45 

Collooney 
Galway to Derry  11:10 12:50 14:20 16:35  20:16 

Derry to Galway 06:12SuX 08:12 10:12 12:12  16:12  

SuX – Operates Monday to Saturday Only. 

 



 Sligo Greenway – Feasibility Study  

MGT0417RP0001 Rev F04  88 

3 PRELIMINARY OPTIONS ASSESSMENT 

3.1 GENERAL DESIGN REQUIREMENTS 

The design of the proposed greenway should comply with the TII Rural Cycleway Design (Offline) 
Standard, DN-GEO-03047, and links on urban roads shall be designed to the NTA’s National Cycle 
Manual. 

A 3m wide shared surface, for both pedestrians and cyclists, is typical for greenways. This width of 
3m is also recommended in the TII rural greenway design guidelines. It would also be the optimum 
configuration for this greenway, given the fact that the railway sleepers are typically 2.7m long. This 
would facilitate the construction of the on-line option. The process would simply involve the removal 
of the rails and sleepers and then the placing of the subbase for the running surface on top of the 
existing ballast.  

The following sections will compare typical greenway pavements that could be placed on or 
alongside the existing railway line. The pavement should be designed to produce a surface which is 
suitable for bicycle and pedestrian traffic. The quality of the surface will be the priority design 
parameter so as to ensure a smooth ride for cyclists. The pavement must also support occasional 
maintenance vehicles and plant travelling over it.  

The greenway should be a low impact design, to make it sympathetic as possible with the existing 
environment. The design will not incorporate public toilets or public rest areas. 

This section makes reference to the following: 

 TII ‘Rural Cycle Scheme Design’ DN-GEO-03047, April 2017. 

 NTA’s ‘National Cycle Manual’, 2011. 

 TII ‘Geometric Design of Junctions’ DN-GEO-03060, June 2017. 

 Department of Transport ‘Traffic Signs Manual’, 2010. 

 Crow Manual ‘Design Manual for Bicycle Traffic’, 2016. 

 Sustrans Design Manual ‘Handbook for Cycle-Friendly Design’, April 2014. 

3.2 PAVEMENT OPTIONS 

A number of possible greenway pavement designs were examined. These included 

 A closed texture macadam flexible pavement (bound) 

 A gravel path (unbound) 

 A grid reinforced gravel path (unbound) 

3.2.1 Closed Textured Macadam Flexible Pavement 

Off-road multi-use trails are ideally composed of asphalt or concrete (e.g. Mullingar to Athlone 
greenway). Macadam surfaces provide a smooth even surface for pedestrians, cyclists and wheel 
chair users. A greenway with a good quality pavement will provide a safe, attractive and comfortable 
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environment for all users, and will cater for longer distance cycling. They should be designed to 
withstand the loading requirements of occasional maintenance and emergency vehicles.  

One important concern for asphalt multi-use trails is the deterioration of trail edges. Installation of a 
geotextile fabric beneath a layer of aggregate base course can help to maintain the edge of a trail. 
The alongside option would require a new foundation to be constructed. Figure 3.1 shows typical 
cross-sections for a macadam pavement option for both the on-line and alongside options. 

Figure 3-1: Macadam Flexible Pavement Option 

3.2.2 Gravel Path 

The gravel path option comprises of a permeable unsealed pavement (e.g. Great Western 
Greenway). This type of surface gives an informal feel to a greenway facility and can be laid directly 
onto the existing railway ballast. It should be designed to withstand the loading requirements of 
occasional maintenance and emergency vehicles. Given the overall route length of 35.5km, the 
gravel path would be the most economical surfacing option for the greenway. For the alongside 
greenway option a new foundation would need to be constructed. Figure 3.2 shows typical cross-
sections for a gravel path option for both the on-line and alongside options.  

 

Figure 3-2: Gravel Path Option  
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3.2.3 Grid Reinforced Gravel Path 

This paver system which provides permeable ground reinforcement solutions is manufactured in low 
density polyethylene (LDPE). LDPE not only produces high compressive strength but also gives the 
pavers flexibility and resilience. It also offers significant advantages over pavers manufactured from 
high density polyethylene which are more susceptible, over time, to brittleness and fracture at low 
temperatures.  

These pavers have an interlocking system that eliminates the need to pin pavers together. Cells can 
then be filled with free draining angular stone. The design incorporates a very high open area at the 
surface to maximize aesthetic appeal of stone. 

The alongside option would require a new foundation to be constructed. Figure 3.3 shows typical 
cross-sections for a grid reinforced gravel path option for both the on-line and alongside options. 

 

 

Figure 3-3: Grid Reinforced Gravel Path Option 

3.2.4 Bound / Unbound 

The proposed Collooney to Bellaghy greenway (on-line or alongside) could be developed using either 
the bound or unbound pavement options.  The main determining factors in choosing either will be 
available funding and desired quality of service. The preferred option for the proposed Sligo 
Greenway would be a bound pavement as it is more attractive to cyclists due to its evenness and 
skid resistance. This surface would also provide an even surface for pedestrians, wheelchair users 
and children’s buggies. Therefore, it would meet the requirements of all potential greenway users. 

If funding constraints restrict or rule out the use of a bound macadam surface, this could be added in 
the future when funding does become available, by simply overlaying the original gravel pavement 
surface. 
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3.3 ON-LINE/ALONGSIDE OPTIONS 

There are three potential approaches to developing the proposed Collooney to Bellaghy greenway.  
The first is to construct the greenway on the line of the disused railway. The second is to construct 
the greenway alongside the disused railway. The third approach is a combination of both on and 
alongside.  (The extent to which the greenway could be developed with a mix of online and 
alongside track would be best explored as part of the preliminary design process). 

The main features of the on-line option include the following:  

 The on-line option would be the most economical option. 

 The relatively flat alignment of the rail line would be ideal for walking and cycling. 

 It would be less complex to construct with no additional land take required. 

 This option would have less impact on the existing environment, habitats, cultural heritage, 
etc. 

 The existing railway ballast could be used as a capping or sub-base layer and existing 
drainage feature could be utilised. 

 The route is capable of achieving a 3m wide on-line greenway. 

 The majority of the bridges and culverts are in good condition, with the replacement of 
some bridge decks and collapsed culverts required. 

 Train stations could become significant features of the greenway. 

 The greenway could not function if the railway line ever becomes operational in the future. 
 

The main features of the alongside option include the following: 

 The alongside option would be significantly more expensive due to the scale of engineering 
works required and it would take longer to construct. 

 Additional land take and boundary adjustments would be required. 

 This option would have a greater impact on the existing environment, habitats, cultural 
heritage, etc. 

 The construction of a pavement formation (i.e. capping or sub-base) and associated drainage 
measures would be required. 

 A 5-6 m extension of the existing railway embankments would be required. 

 The construction of new bridges and culverts over existing streams, rivers and roads would 
be required. 

 Timber post and rail fencing would be required for the entire route between the greenway 
and railway. 

 At pinch points, including at train stations, significant diversions or additional construction 
works would be required with the associated additional land take.  

 At cut sections, significant excavation or additional land take may be required. 

 If constructed fully alongside, the greenway could continue to function if the railway line 
ever becomes operational in the future. 
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3.3.1 Challenges for an Alongside Greenway 

The following is a brief discussion relating to some of the main challenges facing the development of 
the alongside option. 

Embankment sections would have to be extended significantly for the construction of a 3m wide 
greenway alongside the railway line, as shown in Figure 3-4. A safety fence would be required on 
both sides, for segregation of the greenway and the existing railway line on one side, and to protect 
the embankment on the other side as cyclists could be injured if they accidently cycle off the 
greenway running surface. In accordance with Irish Rail guidance (Additional Details of Railway 
Safety Requirements)23, the greenway must have a segregation distance of 3m from the outside rail 
to the dividing fence. Then, there should be a 1m clearance from the dividing fence to the edge of 
the greenway.  

 

Figure 3-4: Embankment Extension  

At cut sections, where space between the railway line and the start of the cut is minimal, the 3m 
wide greenway alongside the railway line would have to be constructed on top of the cut section. 
This would involve the construction of a retraining structure, break out of rock / removal of existing 
soil and additional land take will be required. Figure 3-5 and Figure 3-6 shows a location, with a 
typical cross section of where this will be required.   

                                                           
23

 I-DEP-0121 Third Party Woks: Additional Details of Railway Safety Requirements 
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Figure 3-5: Example of Cut Section 

 

Figure 3-6: Alongside Greenway at Cut Section 

There are many pinch points at locations such as bridges, cut slopes, railway stations and adjacent to 
cottages at level crossing. To comply with the Irish Rail segregation guidance the alongside greenway 
option would have to circumnavigate these pinch points. This would involve the construction of new 
bridges, cutting into embankments and additional land take would be required.  

For example, at overbridge 266 at Cashel North, as shown in Figure 3-7, an ascent from the existing 
railway level to the existing road level, followed by a descent to the railway level, will have to be 
constructed, as shown in Figure 3-8. 
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Figure 3-7: Overbridge 266 at Cashel North 

 

Figure 3-8: Construction of a Greenway Ascent and Descent at an Overbridge to Cater for 
Alongside Option  
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Similarly, for an existing railway station, the alongside greenway would have to be diverted (via local 
roads). Figure 3-9 shows the required diversion at Coolaney railway station. 

 

Figure 3-9: Potential Diversion to Avoid Coolaney Railway Station  

3.4 HEALTH & SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS 

There are number of health and safety aspects that will need to be considered for the construction 
of the greenway. The greenway will need to be safe for all users including pedestrians and cyclists. 

3.4.1 Steepness of Embankments 

There were a number of embankment sections identified where there is a fall of 1 to 5 metres down 
the steep embankment immediately off the running surface of the disused railway line. In the cases 
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of higher embankments and extreme steepness these sections may require the slopes to be re-
profiled or the provision of a safety fence or both, to prevent injury to cyclists if they accidently cycle 
off the greenway running surface. A clearance distance of 1m will be required, between the 
greenway and safety fence. Figure 3-10 shows a location, with a typical cross section where a safety 
fence will be required. 

 

Figure 3-10: Typical Provision of a Safety Fence 

Figure 3-11 shows a typical cross section, where side slope re-profiling would be required and where 
the safety fence would be provided.  Again, a clearance distance of 1m would be required, between 
the greenway and safety fence. 

 

 

Figure 3-11: Provision of a Safety Fence at a Typical Re-profile Embankment Section 

3.4.2 Water Crossings 

At bridge and culvert locations for water crossings, a safety fence may be required and will transition 
into the existing parapets. As outlined in Section 2.8.3, there are 4 steel bridges that may require 
new parapets and decks. Appropriate steel parapets should be installed, in accordance with the TII 
design standard, The Design of Vehicle and Pedestrian Parapets, DN-STR-03011 at these bridges and 
should be transitioned into the safety fence. 
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3.5 FORMALISED ACCESS POINTS 

The old railway stations could form ideal access points to the greenway. These stations, particularly 
at Coolaney and Tubbercurry, could offer bike hire facilities and secure car parking. As the Curry 
station is privately owned, access to the greenway could be provided at Yeats Country Inn hotel 
which could also cater bike hire facilities and private car parking. Figure 3-12 shows a possible future 
vision of a Sligo greenway station. 

 

Figure 3-12: A Possible Future Vision of a Station  

Trailhead signs are used to define the formal access points where they are located at route terminals 
(e.g. railway stations) and at entry and exit points along the greenway (e.g. local and regional roads). 
Trailheads provide off road parking depending on their location and usage, however the Level of 
Service (LoS) may vary from an allocation of parking for three vehicles to a more extensive parking 
facility. 

Minor trailheads should be located along the route at public road intersections to encourage usage 
of the greenway by locals. At the very least a basic information board with a map identifying your 
current location on the map should be provided. Major trailheads are located at start or end points, 
towns and villages, where parking facilities and bicycle parking are included. They may also include 
other facilities such as toilets and changing facilities.  

Major trailheads could be located at formalised access points to the greenway, where the existing 
railway stations could include orientation signs (e.g. showing your location, route distances and any 
points of interest). Orientation signs have been used on the Waterford Greenway and Athlone to 
Mullingar Greenway (see example in Figure 3-13). 
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Figure 3-13: Greenway Orientation Sign (Athlone – Mullingar Greenway) 

Bicycle parking facilities could also be included at the existing railway stations to secure unattended 
bicycles. They should be positioned close to the route, in clear view to all users and not act as 
Signage  

Signage and road markings enhance the safety, operation and coherence of a greenway facility. The 
brand ‘Greenway’s in Ireland’ should be included on all signage, and must be approved by the 
Department of Transport Tourism and Sport. Well-designed signage provides clarity, indications of 
start/end/access points, navigation aids, warnings of potential hazards along the route and the 
location of points of interest. Signs and markings on the greenway and surrounding road network 
shall comply with Traffic Signs Manual 2010.  

The regulatory sign RUS 058 (shared route for pedal cycles and pedestrians), shown in Figure 3-14, 
should be installed at entry points to the greenway including at any crossings, car park accesses, or 
other access points.   

 

Figure 3-14: Sign RUS 058 from the Traffic Signs Manual 

Figure 3-15 shows a typical detail for a greenway crossing of a public road, which includes the 
following signs;  

 Warning Signage: ‘Cyclists Ahead’ warning on the approach road, and ‘Crossroads Ahead’ 
warning on the greenway approach;  

 Regulatory Signage: Shared route for pedal cyclists and pedestrians signs on both entry 
points, and yield signs on the immediate greenway approach to the public road; 

 Road Markings: Cycle track yield marking, cycle track yield line, cycle symbol, pedestrian 
symbol and cycle track edge line;  
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 A colour contrast treatment for the last 10m of the greenway on approach to road crossings 
should be provided as an additional warning to users.  

 

 

Figure 3-15: Typical Greenway Road Crossing Detail from TII (DN-GEO-03047) 

Directional signs are required to provide direction and guidance at decision points along the 
greenway. The destination and distance to the next town, village or points of interest may be 
included in the sign. Figure 3-16 shows typical directional signs along the Athlone to Mullingar 
greenway. 

      

Figure 3-16: Greenway Directional Signs (Athlone – Mullingar Greenway) 
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Interpretive signage at railway stations and at any points of interest could be beneficial to the 
greenway in attracting visitor numbers and encourage visitors to come again. Interpretive signs can 
include the history and culture of old railway stations, railway features and any points of interest 
such as Carrowmore (Lavagh) Ring Forts and Megalithic Tombs, Knocknashee Common and 
Owengarve River Weir at Curry. 
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4 COST & PROGRAMME ESTIMATE 

4.1 COST ESTIMATION OF BOTH OPTIONS 

Based on the findings of this feasibility report, RPS has produced budget costs for both the on-line 
option and the alongside option. These budget cost summaries are contained in Appendix C.  

The on-line option is quite straightforward as it involves the removal of existing sleepers and track 
and replacing it with a 150mm of clause 804 gravel and paved flexible surface. There would still be a 
requirement to replace some steel decks on certain bridges and to construct an underpass for the 
N17 crossing, south of Tubbercurry. There would also be a requirement to place some safety fencing 
and possibly regrade some of the embankments.  

The budget cost for the on-line option comes to € 6,459,100.30. 

The alongside option is considerably more complex and therefore more expensive owing mainly to 
the requirement to: 

 Construct 5-6 m of an embankment extensions parallel to the existing embankment;  

 Build new stand-alone bridges or bolt-on bridges; 

 Build a retaining structure for at least 1 km; 

 Construct new up and down ramps at underbridges; 

 Divert from pinch points at train stations and level crossings. 

The budget cost for the alongside option is € 22,434,778.44. It should be noted that this does not 
allow for the cost of any additional land take, which may be required. 

4.2 PROGRAMME 

Table 4.1, shows an indicative programme for the development of an on-line greenway should be 
project have the required approvals and funding in place. 

Table 4.1 – Outline programme for the development of an on-line greenway 

Stage Duration 

Licence agreement between Irish Rail and Sligo County 
Council 

1-2 months 

Planning Stage 6 months 

Detailed Design Stage (incl. tender documents) 3-6 months 

Construction Stage 9-12 months 
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An indicative programme for developing an alongside greenway has not been compiled at this time 
due to a number of unknown factors and additional works which are likely to be involved, ranging 
from additional surveys, ground investigation, landowner liaison and agreements, to various 
advance works contracts, etc.  
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5 CONCLUSIONS 

The main findings of this feasibility study for the proposed Sligo Greenway Project are outlined as 
follows: 

 There are no technical reasons why the greenway project should not proceed.  

 The proposed greenway would provide a sustainable, scenic and safe walking and cycling 
facility which will benefit the wider North West region. 

 Responses received indicate that consultees are overwhelmingly positive towards the 
project. 

 The on-line option was identified as the preferred option under almost all headings as the 
alongside option would entail significant additional civil engineering works with 
environmental implications and is more likely to encounter land ownership issues which may 
prove as significant obstacles to the project’s completion. 

 Detailed costings indicated that the on-line option would be at the lower end of the cost 
range on which the Meehan Tully (2016) report based its cost benefit analysis, and suggests 
a two year payback as the likely economic impact of the project. The cost of the alongside 
option was estimated to be 3.5 times the cost of the on-line option. 

 The proposed greenway will require Part 8 Planning Application in accordance with Planning 
and Development Regulations 2001 as amended. The scheme will also require screening for 
Appropriate Assessment under Article 6(3) of the EU Habitats Directive (Directive 
92/43/EEC), the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as amended), and the European 
Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (S.I. No. 477/2011) as amended. 
Screening for an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in accordance with the EIA 
Directive 2014/52/EU and the Planning and Development Regulations 2001 (as amended) 
will also be required. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX A 

Public Submissions  

 



Public Consultation Process Outline 

The public consultation process consisted of two public meetings held in Tubbercurry on Wed the 

31st of October and Wed the 14th of October 2018. The purpose of the meetings was to invite 

submissions from the public in relation to the development of a greenway in South County Sligo.   

 

First round of public consultation 

As a result of the first round of public consultation a total of 77 submissions were received which are 

summarised as follows: 

 Total submissions – 77 

 

 Pro Greenway  submissions  - 73  

- 60 submissions were in favour of the development of the greenway on the disused rail line 

between Collooney and Charlestown 

 - 13 submissions were generally in favour of the development of greenways generally 

 

 Submissions that were against the development of a Greenway -  4 

(on the disused rail line between Collooney and Charlestown) 

In general the submissions were overwhelmingly positive toward the potential to develop a 

greenway in south County Sligo, with ca. 95% of in favour. Approximately 78% of the submissions 

were in favour of the development of a greenway on the disused rail line between Collooney and 

Charlestown. Approximately 5% of the submissions were against the development of a greenway on 

the disused rail line between Collooney and Charlestown.   

No alternative routes were put forward other than the disused rail line between Collooney and 

Charlestown. 

 

Second round of public consultation 

It should be noted that 168 of the landowners adjoining the disused Collooney to Bellaghy railway 

line were contacted and informed about the second round of consultation. As a result of the second 

round of public consultation a total of 29 submissions were received which are summarised as 

follows: 

 Total submissions – 29 

 

 Pro Greenway  submissions  - 22  

 

 Submissions that were against  the development of a Greenway -  7 

(on the disused rail line between Collooney and Bellaghy) 



 

During the second round of consultation the submissions were again overwhelmingly positive 

toward the potential to develop a greenway in south County Sligo, with ca. 84% of in favour. 84% of 

the submissions were in favour of the development of a greenway on the disused rail line between 

Collooney and Charlestown. Approximately 16% of the submissions were against the development of 

a greenway on the disused rail line between Collooney and Bellaghy. These submissions were 

generally in favour of the reintroduction of rail services on the disused rail line. 

 

Summary 

As a result of the two rounds of public consultation a total number of 106 submissions were received 

from the public which are summarised as follows.   

 Total submissions – 106 

 

 Pro Greenway  submissions  - 95  

 

 Submissions that were against  the development of a Greenway -  11 

(on the disused rail line between Collooney and Charlestown) 

In the context of the above approximately 90% of the submissions were pro-greenway. With 77% 

expressing that they are in favour of the preferred route on the disused rail line between Collooney 

and Charlestown. Approximately 10% of the submissions were against the development of a 

greenway on the disused rail line between Collooney and Bellaghy.   



First Round of Public Consultation - Submissions

Name Date Area Received by For/Against
General/Railway 

Line 
Submission 

Pat Mc Carrick 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Rita Normanly 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Michael Lancaster 31/10/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Hand For General

Peadar Conway 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Gearoid Surlis 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Michael O Hara 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Paul Taylor 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Brendan Henry 31/10/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Hand For Railway

Cathy Regan 31/10/2018 Hand For General

Brendan Mc Cauley 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Roger Mc Carrick 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Patricia Mc Carrick 31/10/2018 Hand For Railway

Brendan Quinn 31/10/2018 Enniscrone, Co Sligo Email For Railway 
100% support for the proposal for a greenway from Collooney to Charlestown using the alignment of the closed 

railway

Micahel and Eileen Kelly 01/11/2018 Hand For Railway

Donall P Dirrane 01/11/2018 Hand For Railway

Shirley M Dirrane 01/11/2018 Hand For Railway

Tanya L Hobbs 01/11/2018 Hand For Railway

Pat Mc Carrick 01/11/2018 Lavagh, Co Sligo Email For Railway 
On behalf of Sligo Greenway Co-op, support to use the disused railway running between Collooney and Bellaghy 

be reestablished as a greenway

Dianne Pospiech 01/11/2018 Drumbaun, Curry, Co Sligo Email For Railway Support from Charlestown to Tubbercurry

Colin Marren 01/11/2018 Lavagh, Co Sligo Email For Railway 
I am in full support of the Sligo Greenway as it’s creating another asset to a beautiful yet often forgotten about 

part of the country

Gabriel Mullarkey 01/11/2018 Email For Railway 
I would like state my support of the green way initiative on the old disused railway line from Collooney to 

Charlestown. 

Gerald Doherty 01/11/2018
Quarryfield, Bunninadden, 

Ballymote, Co. Sligo
Email For Railway 

My preferred route for The Greenway is the old disused railway line  shown in blue on the map you displayed at 

the public consultation meeting 

Kelly Doherty 01/11/2018
Quarryfield, Bunninadden, 

Ballymote, Co. Sligo
Email For Railway 

My preferred route for The Greenway is the old disused railway line  shown in blue on the map you displayed at 

the public consultation meeting 

Noel Johnston 01/11/2018 Achonry, Co Sligo Email For Railway 
As a member of the Sligo Greenway, I have come to the conclusion that the only financially viable and realistic 

option is to have a Greenway on the old disused railway line from Collooney to Belaghy (Charlestown)

Daniel Little 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway I support the concept of having a Greenway on the old disused railway between Collooney and Charlestown

Brian Murphy 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway My preferred option for the greenway is the railway route shown in blue on the map

Lucia Neary 01/11/2018 Mullaneys Solicitors,Co Sligo Email For Railway I believe a greenway on the old disused railway line would be wonderful

Dermot Walsh 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway My preferred option for the greenway is the railway route shown in blue on the map

Caroline Dowd 01/11/2018 Email For Railway I support for the greenway on the old railway

Kelly Hayes 01/11/2018 Email For Railway My preferred option is the railway route shown in blue on the map

Ronald Doherty 01/11/2018 Email For Railway The old disused railway is my preferred option. It's the blue line shown on the map

Siobhan Mulholland 01/11/2018 Email For Railway I would like to show my support for a Greenway on the disused Charlestown/Coolaney railway

David Kelly 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway My preferred option for the greenway is the railway route shown in blue on the map
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First Round of Public Consultation - Submissions

Name Date Area Received by For/Against
General/Railway 

Line 
Submission 

Gary Curran 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway My preferred option for the greenway is the railway route shown in blue on the map

Colm McGee 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway My preferred route for the greenway would be the railway route shown in blue on the map

Stephen Gilmartin 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway My preferred option for the greenway is the railway route shown in blue on the map

Brian Curran 01/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway My preferred option is the railway route shown in blue on the map

Peter McCorry 03/11/2018 Coolaney, Co Sligo Email For General Projects such as the Greenway are critical for breathing new life into rural areas such as this

Gerry Mc Glinchey 04/11/2018 Email For Railway The old disused railway is my preferred option

Peter Schneider 04/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway 

Jude Mannion 04/11/2018 Collooney, Co Sligo Email For Railway 

I would like to register my support for the development of a 'greenway' in the South of County Sligo and in 

particular would urge that you consideration to the development of this on the former Southern & Great 

Western Railway, more commonly known locally as the 'Collooney - to - Claremorris Line

Elaine Mc Donagh 04/11/2018 Curry, Co Sligo Email For Railway 
I would suggest the most appropriate available route for the new greenway would be the currently idle railway 

line

Bridie Mc Donagh  04/11/2018 Curry, Co Sligo Email For General I live in South Sligo and believe this would be a fantastic addition to our local community 

Brendan Flanagan 04/11/2018 Email

Brian Mc Donagh 05/11/2018 Curry, Co Sligo Email For Railway I wish to express my support for a Greenway on the old railway line 

Michael Lawrence (15 

signatories)
05/11/2018 Ballymote, Co Sligo Email For Railway We the undersigned, propose that the old railway line from Coolooney to Bellaghy, be used as a greenway

James O Donnell 05/11/2018 Email For Railway I support the Greenway

Gwendoline O'Kelly 05/11/2018 Email For General I really hope Sligo Co Co will approve this Greenway

Padraic Cafferty 05/11/2018 Email For Railway 
I am hereby urging Sligo County Council to pursue the building of a greenway on the old rail track between 

Bellaghy in South Sligo and Collooney 

Seamus Langan 05/11/2018 Email For Railway I fully support the development of  a greenway on the old railway line in Co Sligo

Sean Mulligan 05/11/2018 Email For General Just an email to mention my support for this project

John Gaffney 05/11/2018 Email For Railway 
As a south sligo cyclist we badly need a green way from belaghy to Colooney as the main roads are to dangerous 

for cycling on.

Peter Bowen-Walsh 05/11/2018 Collooney, Co Sligo. Email Against On behalf of West on Track - 

Cllr Gerry Murray 05/11/2018 Mayo Co Co Email Against A greenway goes against the County Development Plan and NPF and cannot go ahead

Tom 05/11/2018 Email For General I support this campaign 

David Pents 05/11/2018 Email For Railway I support the greenway route on the closed railway

Con Dooley 05/11/2018 Email For General I support greenway

Jenny Garrett 05/11/2018 Coolaney, Co Sligo Email For Railway 
I strongly believe a greenway on the old disused railway line would be of huge benefit to our county and in 

particular the villages and towns it would run through

Joe Mellett 05/11/2018 General
Im fully in favour of progress in the dev of the West of Irealnd and the opening of the Sligo Greenway has to be 

supported 

Patrick O’Connor 05/11/2018 Swinford, Co Mayo Email For Railway I endorse the proposal to have a Greenway developed along the former SLIGO to CLAREMORRIS railway line

Mel Gannon 05/11/2018 Email For General I support the Sligo Greenway. Great idea for everyone: tourists, farmers. Locals

Eileen Rowan  05/11/2018 Email For Railway Please go ahead with the Greenway for Sligo.

Siobhan Browne 05/11/2018 Email For Railway Please support this wonderful opportunity

Michael Kelly 05/11/2018 Email For Railway I support the greenway route on the closed railway
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First Round of Public Consultation - Submissions

Name Date Area Received by For/Against
General/Railway 

Line 
Submission 

David W T Crooks 05/11/2018 Carrigans, Co Donegal Email Against
I hope that Sligo County Council will abandon any notion of creating greenways and cycle paths on the old railway 

track bed from Claremorris to Collooney

PJ Mc Loughlin 05/11/2018 Costa Rica Email For General Costa Rica supports Sligos greenway. wishing you all the best of luck in such a wonderful project.

Kiera O'Toole 05/11/2018 Email For Railway In support of Sligo Greenway

Martin Nicholson  05/11/2018 72 Kevinsfort Heath, Sligo Email For Railway I wish to confirm my support for a greenway on the disused railway line to Athenry 

Seán Cregan 06/11/2018 Email For Railway I would like to add my name in support to the greenway between Colloney and Charlestown

Adrienne Pollock 06/11/2018 Email For Railway I support the greenway route on the closed railway!

Peter Lyons 06/11/2018 Email For Railway I support the proposal to build a Greenway on the closed rail line around Sligo

Brendan Flaherty 06/11/2018 Email For General
The people of South County Sligo are deserved of such an uplift and we have the beautiful countryside for it to be 

an economic success also

Áine O'Loughlen 06/11/2018 Email For Railway I wanted to give my support to the Sligo Mayo Greenway

Ray Tobin 06/11/2018 Email For Railway 
I am writing to voice my support for the greenway route on the closed railway line from Charlestown-

Tubbercurry-Coolaney to Sligo

Vincent Brett 06/11/2018 Email For Railway I write , as a proud Sligo man , in support of this project

Cathy Vanzegveld-Killeen 06/11/2018 Email For General
I hope it goes ahead . Roadways have become soooo busy in recent years I’m all for opening up these old railway 

routs for people to walk , cycle or run in safety and usually nicer surroundings 

Brendan Rafferty 07/11/2018 Email For Railway I support the green way route on the closed railway
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Second Round of Public Consultation - Submissions

Name Date Area Received by For/Against
General/Railway 

Line 
Submission 

Seamus O' Dowd 08/11/2018 Ballymote, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line I support the greenway route on the closed railway in both Sligo and in county Mayo 

Garrett Crowley 12/11/2018 Collooney, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line

Hopefully the disused railway will be urned into a greenway in order to maximise the economic benefit resulting from 

the greenway 

Michelle Mc Kim 14/11/2018 Lavagh, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line Please accept this submission in support of the disused railway running between Collooney and Bellaghy

Sonja Keaney 14/11/2018 Email For Railway Line I would like to suggest the disused railway running between Collooney and Bellaghy as the preferred route

Mary O Connell 14/11/2018 Collooney, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line I would like to suggest the disused railway running between Collooney and Bellaghy as the preferred route

Kate Bell 15/11/2018 Ballymote, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line Please finally use the disused Galway railway line as a greenway for Co Sligo

John Robinson 15/11/2018 Collooney, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line I fully support the proposal to have the Greeenway on the original track

Sean Conway 15/11/2018 Email & Post For Railway Line I am in favour of the development of th greenway on the disused railway line between Collooney and Charlestown

David Conway 15/11/2018 Email For Railway Line I would like to express my support for the proposed Sligo Greenway

Stephanie Sheehan 15/11/2018 Email For Railway Line

I am in support of the disused railyway running between Collooeny and Bellaghy as the preferred route for the Sligo 

Greenway

Felim O Rourke 15/11/2018 Email For Railway Line In favour of the introduction of a bridal path along the route

Maeve Conway 16/11/2018 Email For Railway Line I would like to see a greenway on the railway line between Collooney and Bellaghy

Cllr. Michael Connolly, 

Chairman Western Inter-

County Railway Committee 17/11/2018 Email Against Pro Railway development with particular reference to the RPG's

Oliver Lee 17/11/2018 Ballymote, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line I am strongly in favour of the proposed greenway project on the disused railway line from Bellaghy to Collooney

Betty Sweeney 17/11/2018 Email For Railway Line Submission appears to be in favour of a Greenway but raises concerns in relation to road safety in the Curry area

Coolaney Dev. Co. 19/11/2018 Coolaney, Co Sligo Email For Supportive of the greenway and its potential to be positive for Coolaney and match with other initiatives

Peter Bowen-Walsh on behalf 

of West on Track 19/11/2018 Collooney, Co Sligo Email Against Cost associated with relocating greenway alongside railway line, part of feasability study unavailable for comment

Patricia Mc Cann 19/11/2018 Email For Railway Line

Can I add my voice to the many who propose a greenway along the disused railway running between Collooney and 

Bellaghy

Siobhan Sheridan 21/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Email For Railway Line I believe the greenway on the old disused railway line is the best option

Atlantic Economic Corridor (not 

signed) 19/11/2018 Post Against

The strategy of the Atlantic Economic Corridor Group is to complete the Western Rail Corridor between Limerick and 

Sligo in the short term

Klaus Noll 14/11/2018 Post For Railway Line Submission is supportive of the development of the greenway

James White 15/11/2018 Post For Railway Line I agree with the provision of a Greenway between Collooney and Bellaghy Charlestown

Geraldine Brennan 14/11/2018 Post For The Tubbercurry Chamber of Commerce fully supports the Sligo Greenway Proposal

Jackie Marren 17/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Post Against Submission is in favour of the reintroduction of train services on the disused railway line

John Gallagher 18/11/2018 Tubbercurry, Co Sligo Post Against Submission is in favour of the reintroduction of train services on the disused railway line. SCDP policy supports this.

Helen Rochford Brennan 17/11/2018 Post Against

I am bitterly disappointed that the future potential of the Sligo Galway Railway line is being endangered by the 

proposal to turn the Sligo section into a greenway

Nadia Bemto 14/11/2018 Post For Submission is supportive of the development of the greenway

Jenny Bemto 14/11/2018 Post For Railway Line I support the development of the Greenway from Collooney to Bellaghy on the disused railway line

Cllr Jerry Lundy 18/11/2018 Post Against

Submission is in favour of the reintroduction of train services on the disused railway line. SCDP policy, RPG's, national 

policy supports this.

Page 1 of 1



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX B 

Current Infrastructural Survey  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Sligo Greenway Feasibility Study

Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

1  1 
54°11'13.32" N 

8°30'12.08" W 
N/A 45 ¾ West 

Private Property Access.

Culvert may also be present. 

Extensively covered with 

vegetation.

Encroachment of boundary 

fence.

Provide a Yield System for 

Vehicles/Cyclists.

Vegetation removal required. 

Inspection of culvert required.

Possible access point (Start 

Point) to the Greenway (via local 

road to Coolaney)  

2  1 
54°11'11.90" N 

8°30'19.56" W 
N/A N/A West 

Private Property Access.

Extensively covered with 

vegetation. 

Provide a Yield System for 

Vehicles/Cyclists.

Vegetation removal required. 

 High vehicle speeds were 

observed on the Local Road to 

Coolaney 

3  1 
54°11'7.96" N 

8°30'38.01" W 
N/A 45 ¼ West 

Private Property Access.

Encroachment of boundary 

fence. 

Provide a Yield System for 

Vehicles/Cyclists 

Railway line present on one side 

of the access road only. 

Vegetation removal required.

4  1 
54°11'6.03" N 

8°30'57.48" W 
N/A N/A West 

Local Road Crossing.

Dangerous bends present. 

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists.

Underpass/Bridge may be 

required. 

Crossing Cottage present.

River also present running 

parallel with railway line.

5  1 
54°10'58.36" N 

8°31'35.14" W 
N/A 44 ¾ West 

Private Property extending onto 

existing railway line.

Local Road Crossing  

Consultation with land owner 

required.

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists. 

Crossing Cottage privately 

owned.

6  1 
54°10'58.97" N 

8°31'52.46" W 
N/A N/A West 

Field Access.

Surface Water.

Retain Field Access. 

Drainage maybe required.

Achievable Width=4.0m. 

Surface water present on both 

sides of the railway line. 

Infrastructure Assessment
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

7  1 
54°11'0.32" N 

8°32'10.90" W 
N/A N/A West 

Field Access.

Embankment.

Boundary Fence.

Extensively covered with 

vegetation.

Retain Field Access.

Boundary fence may be required 

on north verge. 

Vegetation removal required.

Slight embankment present.

Achievable Width=3.5m. 

8  1 
54°10'59.02" N 

8°32'35.89" W 
N/A N/A West 

Local Road Crossing.

Embankment.

Extensively covered with 

vegetation. 

Provide a Yield System for 

Vehicles/Cyclists.

Safety barrier maybe required.

Vegetation removal required. 

Embankment depth ~ 2m, 

length ~ 650m.

54°10'54.64" N 

8°32'48.09" W 
N/A 44 West 

Existing masonry bridge.

Embankment.

Inspection of Bridge Required.

Safety barrier required on the 

approaches to bridge.

Vegetation removal required.

Visually, bridge is in good 

condition 

UBCL 278

54°10'54.71" N 

8°32'51.07" W 
N/A 44 West 

Field Access.

Embankment. 

Retain Field Access.

Safety barrier maybe required.

Achievable Width=3.0m. 

Embankment depth ~ 2m, 

length ~ 400m.

10  1 
54°10'49.18" N 

8°33'26.27" W 
N/A N/A West  Local Road Crossing 

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists.

Vegetation removal required. 

Achievable Width=3.0m. 

Embankment depth ~ 1m.

11  1 
54°10'47.84" N 

8°33'39.96" W 

54°10'39.71" N 

8°35'27.99" W 
N/A West  Field Access  Retain Field Access  Many field accesses present

12  1 
54°10'35.78" N 

8°35'37.23" W 
N/A N/A South-West  Steep / Deep Embankment  Safety Barrier Required 

Achievable Width=5.0m. 

Embankment length ~ 500m. 

(Approahes to bridge, item 13)

9  1 
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

14  1  
54°10'26.20" N 

8°35'53.78" W 
N/A 41 ¾ South-West 

Existing masonry bridge.
N/A

No problems identified.

Structure No: OBCL 272

15  1 
54°10'21.14" N 

8°36'0.88" W 
N/A N/A South-West  Local Road Crossing 

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists 
Gate house present.

16  1 
54°10'7.46" N 

8°36'16.55" W 
N/A N/A South-West 

Railway Station

Local Road Crossing.

Extensively covered with 

vegetation. 

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists.

Vegetation removal required. 

Coolaney railway station

17  2 
54°10'7.46" N 

8°36'16.55" W 

54°9'48.32" N 

8°36'48.07" W 
N/A South-West 

Field Access.

Embakment. 

Retain Field Access.

Safety barrier maybe required. 

Embankment depth ~ 2m, 

length ~ 800m.

 

13  1 
54°10'36.63" N 

8°35'35.55" W 
N/A South-West  Existing Bridge

Inspection of Bridge Required.

New Parapets required.

Safety barrier required on 

approaches to bridge due to 

embankments.

Abutments and piers are visually 

in good condition. Inspection 

may be required on steel 

structire.

Structure No: UBCL 273 

42
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

18  2 
54°9'48.32" N 

8°36'48.07" W 
N/A N/A South-West  Field Access  Retain Field Access 

19  2 
54°9'47.08" N 

8°36'51.69" W 

54°9'42.86" N 

8°37'3.76" W
N/A South-West  Steep / Deep Embankment  Safety Barrier Required 

Embankment length ~ 300m.

 

20  2 
54°9'45.74" N 

8°36'56.39" W 
N/A 40 ½ South-West  Existing masonry bridge. N/A

No problems identified with 

bridge.

(Structure No: 270)

Safety barrier required on the 

approaches to the bridge (see 

item 19 above).

Structure No: UBCL 270

21  2 
54°9'34.3" N 

8°37'45.6" W

54°8'59.6" N 

8°39'22.1" W
N/A South-West 

Surface Water.

Extensively covered with 

vegetation.

Drainage maybe required.

Vegetation removal required.

Vegetation removal required to 

gain access to inspect. Surface 

water was observed in places. 

22  2 
54°8'53.85" N 

8°39'30.42" W 
N/A 38 South-West  Existing culvert N/A

No problems identified with 

culvert

UBCL 262A

23  2 
54°8'55.29" N 

8°39'30.02" W

54°8'49.38" N 

8°39'53.7" W
N/A South-West  Steep / Deep Embankment 

Re-profile Embankment & Safety 

Barrier Required 

Embankment width = 2.8m in 

places.

Embankment length ~ 500m. 

24  2 
54°8'48.71" N 

8°39'55.50" W 
N/A N/A South-West  Local Road Crossing. N/A  Knockadoo level crossing  
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

25  2 
54°8'45.67" N 

8°40'9.74" W 
N/A 38 South-West 

Culvert Damaged.

Steep / Deep Embankment  

Replacement of Culvert 

Required.

Re-profile Embankment & Safety 

Barrier Required  

Culvert collapsed.

Embankment length ~ 250m.

UBCL 267J 

27  2 
54°7'40.13" N 

8°41'24.78" W 
N/A N/A South-West  Surface Water. Drainage required.

Surface water present along cut 

section. Water springs observed.

28  2  
54°7'43.31" N 

8°41'20.61" W 
N/A 36 ½ South-West  Existing masonry arch bridge N/A

No problems identified.

Masonry arch bridge 

Surface water present (see item 

27)

Structure No: OBCL 267

29  2 
54°7'40.64" N 

8°41'24.39" W 
N/A N/A South-West  Other (See Notes)  Other (See Notes) 

Surface water present along cut 

section. Water springs observed.

(item 27)

30  3 
54°7'13.17" N 

8°41'57.49" W 
N/A 34 South  Culvert Damaged  Culvert capping stone displaced. UBCL 264K

No problems identified.

Masonry arch bridge type 

Structure No: OBCL 266

UBCL 265A

26  2 
54°7'29.50" N 

8°41'39.57" W 
N/A South-West 

Existing masonry arch bridge 

and concrete culvert.
N/A36 ¼
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

31  3 
54°7'12.80" N 

8°41'58.53" W 
N/A N/A South 

Train Station

Local Road Crossing 

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists 
Carrowmore train station

32  3 
54°4'46.92" N 

8°43'18.94" W 
N/A 32 ¾ South 

Slight encroachment of 

boundary fence.

Land Owner Consultation 

Required 

33  3  
54°4'17.76" N 

8°43'52.48" W 
N/A 32 South 

Local Road Crossing.

Culvert 

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists 

No problems identified with 

culvert. 

Safety barrier required.

UBCL 264D

34  4 
54°3'22.41" N 

8°44'2.75" W 
N/A 31 South  Existing Bridge

Inspection of Bridge Required.

New Parapets required.

Safety barrier required on 

approaches to bridge due to 

embankments. 

Abutments are visually in good 

condition. Inspection may be 

required on steel structure.

Structure No: UBCL 262  

35  4 
54°3'25.82" N 

8°44'2.01" W 
N/A 31 South  Culvert Damaged 

Replacement of Culvert 

Required 
UBCL 262A

36  4 
54°3'30.04" N 

8°44'1.57" W 
N/A 31 ¼ South  Existing masonry arch bridge N/A

No problems identified.

Masonry arch bridge 

Structure No: OBCL 263  

Steep / Deep Embankment  Safety Barrier Required N/A
Achievable Width=5.0m. 

Embankment length ~ 600m.  
37  4 

54°3'22.41" N 

8°44'2.75" W 

54°3'10.85" N 

8°44'4.77" W
South 
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

38  4 
54°3'18.75" N 

8°44'2.17" W 
N/A 31 South  Existing masonry arch bridge 

Clearance of existing vegetation 

over bridge

No problems identified.

Masonry arch bridge 

Structure No: OBCL 261    

39  4 
54°3'13.32" N 

8°44'3.57" W 
N/A N/A South  N/A N/A

Start location of double track 

lines  

41  4 
54°2'38.48" N 

8°44'41.05" W 
N/A 30 ¼ North

Existing masonry arch bridge.

Surface water 
Drainage required.

No problems identified with 

masonry arch bridge 

Surface water present along cut 

section.    

Structure No: OBCL 259

42  4 
54°2'42.62" N 

8°44'36.19" W 
N/A N/A North N/A N/A Railway feature 

Steep / Deep Embankment  Safety Barrier Required N/A
Achievable Width=5.0m. 

Embankment length ~ 600m.  
37  4 

54°3'22.41" N 

8°44'2.75" W 

54°3'10.85" N 

8°44'4.77" W
South 

Train Station

Local Road Crossing 
N/A Tubbercurry train station  

54°3'8.16" N 

8°44'6.43" W 
40  4  N/A South 30 ¾
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

43  4 
54°2'44.05" N 

8°44'33.94" W 

54°2'50.10" N 

8°44'27.95" W 
N/A North Steep / Deep Embankment 

Re-profile Embankment & Safety 

Barrier Required 
Embankment length ~ 250m.  

44  4 
54°2'50.10" N 

8°44'27.95" W 
N/A N/A North Field Access  Retain Field Access 

45  4 
54°2'50.52" N 

8°44'26.09" W 
N/A N/A North Undermining of sleepers

Re-profile existing ground 

material to achieve adequate 

width

46  4 
54°2'54.34" N 

8°44'22.41" W 

54°2'56.97" N 

8°44'19.50" W 
N/A North Surface water Drainage required.

Surface water present along cut 

section. Water springs observed 

47  4 
54°2'55.77" N 

8°44'20.84" W 
N/A 30 ½ North Existing masonry arch bridge. Install missing capping stones

Electric cable present.

Surface water present (see item 

46)

 Structure No: OBCL 260

48  4 
54°3'0.45" N 

8°44'15.10" W 
N/A N/A North Sleepers in advance decay N/A

Water stream running parallel 

with railway line 

49  4 
54°3'4.63" N 

8°44'11.70" W 
N/A 30 ¾ North Regional Road (R294) Crossing 

Provide an adequate crossing for 

Cyclists (existing traffic lights) 

Existing pedestrian & cyclists 

signage.

Provide continuity, link to 

Tubbercurry town.
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

50  4 
54°2'29.71" N 

8°44'51.09" W 
N/A 30 South  National Road (N17) Crossing 

Install a 

crossing/bridge/underpass for 

cyclists.

Consultation with TII & SCC 

required

Alignment of existing rail line 

very poor with N17. Dangerous 

bends and sight lines poor. 

51  5 
54°2'18.28" N 

8°45'4.73" W 
N/A 29 ¾ South 

Field Access

Encroachment 
Retain Field Access 

Slight encroachment with 

existing fence line.

52  5 
54°2'16.52" N 

8°45'5.31" W 

54°2'8.91" N 

8°45'13.37" W
N/A South  Steep / Deep Embankment  Safety Barrier Required 

Achievable Width=5.0m. 

Embankment length ~ 350m.  

53  5 
54°2'14.11" N 

8°45'9.05" W 
N/A 29 ½ South  Existing masonry arch bridge. N/A

No problems identified with 

masonry arch bridge.

Safety barrier required on the 

approaches to the bridge (see 

item 52 above).

Structure No: UBCL 258

54  5 
54°2'8.85" N 

8°45'13.43" W 
N/A N/A South  Field Access  Retain Field Access 

55  5 
54°1'57.24" N 

8°45'19.76" W 
N/A 28 South 

Existing masonry arch bridge.

Extensively covered with 

vegetation.

Vegetation removal required to 

visually inspect bridge

Overgrown, to be cleared and 

inspected  

UBCL 257A

56  5 
54°1'54.32" N 

8°45'20.14" W 
N/A 29 ¼ South  Encroachment

Encroachment, build up over 

railway and dumping of 

materials. 
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

57  5 
54°1'13.50" N 

8°45'17.15" W 
N/A 28 ½ South 

Local Road Crossing.

Encroachment

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists.

Land Owner Consultation 

Required. 

Poor road alignment at crossing 

point

58  5 
54°1'13.28" N 

8°45'17.41" W 
N/A N/A South 

N17 running parallel and 

alongside existing railway line

Vehicle Restraint System maybe 

required.

Consultation with TII & SCC 

required

59  5 
54°0'58.45" N 

8°45'34.89" W 
N/A 28 South  Existing masonry arch bridge. N/A

No problems identified with 

masonry arch bridge.

Structure No: UBCL 257

60  5 
54°1'3.31" N 

8°45'27.41" W

54°0'39.42" N 

8°45'57.36" W
N/A South  Steep / Deep Embankment  Safety Barrier Required  Embankment length ~ 1000m. 

61  5 
54°0'46.12" N 

8°45'49.66" W 
N/A 27 ¾ South  Bridge Damaged 

Inspection of Bridge Required. 

Replacement of bridge deck 

required

Structure No: UBCL 256

Existing masonry arch bridges

Safety barrier required on the 

approaches to bridges due to 

embankments

No problems identified with 

bridges.

Emabnkment length  ~ 300m. 

Structure No: UBCL 254

Structure No: UBCL 252

62  5 
54°0'4.16" N 

8°46'18.91" W 
N/A South 27
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

63  5 
54°0'8.12" N 

8°46'16.69" W 
N/A 27 North Field Access  Retain Field Access 

64  5 
54°0'8.57" N 

8°46'16.48" W 
N/A 27 North Train Station N/A

Curry train station. Privately 

owned  

65  6 
53°59'55.60" N 

8°46'23.57" W 
N/A 26 ¾ South  Existing masonry arch bridge. N/A

No problems identified with 

masonry arch bridge.

Structure No: OBCL 251

Existing masonry arch bridges

Safety barrier required on the 

approaches to bridges due to 

embankments

No problems identified with 

bridges.

Emabnkment length  ~ 300m. 

Structure No: UBCL 254

Structure No: UBCL 252

62  5 
54°0'4.16" N 

8°46'18.91" W 
N/A South 27

Local Road Crossing

Encroachment

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists.

Land Owner Consultation 

Required.

 Access road boundary extending 

onto railway line. 

600mm set back from access 

road to outer rail of railway line. 

 

66  6 
53°59'23.72" N 

8°46'36.65" W 

53°59'7.38" N 

8°46'43.13" W 
South 25 ¾ - 26¼
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

67  6 
53°58'53.19" N 

8°46'49.50" W 
N/A N/A South  Local Road Crossing 

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists 

68  6 
53°58'11.26" N 

8°47'19.89" W 
N/A N/A South  Undermining of sleepers

Re-profile existing ground 

material to achieve adequate 

width

24 ¾

N/A

Local Road Crossing

Encroachment

Provide a Yield System for 

Cyclists.

Land Owner Consultation 

Required.

 Access road boundary extending 

onto railway line. 

600mm set back from access 

road to outer rail of railway line. 

 

66  6 
53°59'23.72" N 

8°46'36.65" W 

53°59'7.38" N 

8°46'43.13" W 
South 25 ¾ - 26¼

Inspection may be required on 

steel structure. Corrosion of the 

deck.

Safety barrier required on the 

approaches to the bridge (see 

item 69 above). 

Structure No: UBCL 250

69 
53°58'14.93" N 

8°47'15.59" W 

53°58'23.49" N 

8°47'6.79" W 
South 6 

Steep / Deep Embankment

Surface / Deep Water 
Safety Barrier Required 

70 
53°58'23.87" N 

8°47'6.90" W 
6  N/A South  Bridge Damaged  Inspection of Bridge Required 

Embankment length  ~ 1000m.  
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Item 

No.:
Section

GPS Location 

/ Start:

GPS Finish (if 

req.):
Mile Post

Direction of 

Travel:
Problem(s): Action:

Additional Notes or 

Comments
Photo 1 Photo 2 Photo 3 Photo 4:

71  6 
53°58'9.00" N 

8°47'21.38" W 
N/A N/A South 

Septic tank from existing gate 

house
N/A

72  6 
53°57'57.21" N 

8°47'39.47" W 
N/A 24 ¼ South 

Farm Access road

Encroachment
Soil mound at service station. Possible end point of greenway
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APPENDIX C 

Option Budget Costs 

 



Item ID Item Description Unit Quantity Rate Amount

001.1 Design Fees and Site Supervision during Construction item 1 900,000.00 900,000.00€              

100.1 Preliminaries 15.0% 2,357,816.25€          

100.2 Allowance for Diversions Around Existing Stations Item 1 150,000.00€           150,000.00€              

200.1 Site Clearance - General ha 35.5 2,650.00€               94,075.00€                

200.2 Site Clearance - Removal of Trees/Heges Item 1 44,500.00€             44,500.00€                

300.1 Fencing - Timber Posts and Rails m 50,000 25.00€                     1,250,000.00€          

300.2 Fencing - Concrete Footings no. 550 15.00€                     8,250.00€                  

300.3 Fencing- Timber Field Gates no. 90 2,500.00€               225,000.00€              

400.1 Earthworks - Imported Topsoil m
3

24,000 12.00€                     288,000.00€              

400.2 Earthworks - Grass Seeding m2
160,000 1.95€                       312,000.00€              

400.3 Earthworks - Extension of Embankments, Import Compaction of 

suitable material (~3m depth)
m3

288,000 24.00€                     6,912,000.00€          

500.1 Drainage - New/Extended Piped Culverts m 160 210.00€                   33,600.00€                

1100.1 Footways - Clause 804 with Quarry Dust (150mm thick) m2
110,000 8.00€                       880,000.00€              

1101.2 Footways - Clause 804 (200mm Capping Layer) m2
110,000 10.00€                     1,100,000.00€          

1200.1 Traffic Signs - Regulatory Signs no 90 250.00€                   22,500.00€                

1200.2 Traffic Signs - Warning Signs (for cyclists & pedestrians) no 90 240.00€                   21,600.00€                

1200.3 Traffic Signs - Warning Signs (for road users) no 90 240.00€                   21,600.00€                

1200.4 Road Markings - Symbols no 270 95.00€                     25,650.00€                

1700.1 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 280 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.2 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 273 no 1 200,000.00€           200,000.00€              

1700.3 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 272 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.4 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 270 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.5 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 267 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.6 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 266 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.7 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 265 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.8 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 264 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.9 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 263 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.10 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 262 no 1 80,000.00€             80,000.00€                

1700.11 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 261 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.12 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 260 no 1 150,000.00€           150,000.00€              

1700.13 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 259 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.14 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 258 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.15 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 257 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.16 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 256 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.17 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 255 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.18 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 254 no 1 350,000.00€           350,000.00€              

1700.19 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 252 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.20 Structures - New Steel Bridge - OBCL 251 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.21 Structures - New Steel Bridge - UBCL 250 no 1 100,000.00€           100,000.00€              

1700.22 Structures - Underpass at N17 Crossing item 1 750,000.00€           750,000.00€              

1700.23 Structures - Retaining wall to area of cut item 1 1,250,000.00€       1,250,000.00€          

Contingency Allowance 10% 1,785,237.19€          

Total for Gravel Path Option excluding VAT 20,911,828.44€        

Extra over cost for Flexible Pavement 

700.1 Pavements - 40mm Binder Course m
2 106,500 6.50 692,250.00€              

700.2 Pavements - 30mm HRA 15/10 F Surface Course m
2 106,500 7.80 830,700.00€              

Total for Flexible Pavement Option excluding VAT 22,434,778.44€        

ALONGSIDE OPTION - BUDGET COST



Item ID Item Description Unit Quantity Rate Amount

001.1 Design Fees and Site Supervision during Construction item 1 200,000.00 200,000.00€         

100.1 Preliminaries item 15.0% 617,758.73€         

200.1 Site Clearance - General ha 35.5 1,250.00 44,375.00€           

200.2 Site Clearance - Removal of Trees/Heges item 1 44,500.00 44,500.00€           

200.3 Site Clearance - Removal of Blockages item 1 30,000.00 30,000.00€           

200.4 Site Clearance - Removal of Sleepers and Rails  m 35,500 5.50 195,250.00€         

300.1 Fencing - Timber Posts and Rails m 16,000 25.00 400,000.00€         

300.2 Fencing - Concrete Footings no 550 15.00 8,250.00€             

300.3 Fencing- Timber Field Gates no 90 2,500.00 225,000.00€         

400.1 Earthworks - Imported Topsoil m3 24,000 12.00 288,000.00€         

400.2 Earthworks - Grass Seeding m2 160,000 1.95 312,000.00€         

400.3 Earthworks - Removal of Damaged Culverts m 70 50.00 3,500.00€             

500.1 Drainage - Piped Culverts m 70 210.00 14,700.00€           

1100.1 Footways - Clause 804 with Quarry Dust m2 110,000 8.00 880,000.00€         

1200.1 Traffic Signs - Regulatory Signs no 90 250.00 22,500.00€           

1200.2 Traffic Signs - Warning Signs (for cyclists & peds.) no 90 240.00 21,600.00€           

1200.3 Traffic Signs - Warning Signs (for road users) no 90 240.00 21,600.00€           

1200.4 Road Markings - Symbols no 270 95.00 25,650.00€           

1700.1 Structures - Replacement of Bridge UBCL 273 item 1 155,000.00 155,000.00€         

1700.2 Structures - Replacement of Bridge UBCL 262 item 1 80,000.00 80,000.00€           

1700.3 Structures - Replace coping to Bridge UBCL 260 item 1 10,000.00 10,000.00€           

1700.4 Structures - Replacement of Bridge UBCL 256 item 1 85,000.00 85,000.00€           

1700.5 Structures - Replacement of Bridge UBCL 250 item 1 85,000.00 85,000.00€           

1700.6 Structures - Underpass at N17 Crossing item 1 750,000.00 750,000.00€         

Contingency Allowance 10% 416,466.56€         

Total for Gravel Path Option excluding VAT 4,936,150.30€     

Extra over cost for Flexible Pavement 

700.1 Pavements - 40mm Binder Course m2 106,500 6.50 692,250.00€         

700.2 Pavements - 30mm HRA 15/10 F Surface Course m2 106,500 7.80 830,700.00€         

Total for Flexible Pavement Option excluding VAT 6,459,100.30€     

ON - LINE OPTION - BUDGET COST
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