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1.0 Preamble

This submission is made under Section 182A(4)(b) and comprises of the technical assessment of
the Planning Section of Monaghan County Council and comments by the elected members of

Monaghan County Council.



2.0 Technical Assessment

2.1 Principle of Proposal
Section 69 of the Local Government Act 2001 requires a local authority to have regard to “the

policies and objectives of the Government or any Minister of the Government in so far as they may
affect or relate to its functions”.

2.1.1 National Spatial Strategy (NSS)

The National Spatial Strategy (NSS) emphasises that “a feature of the most mature and successful
economies is that they possess highly developed, well integrated infrastructure that supports
movement, i.e. public and private transport, and energy and communications networks.” This
infrastructure converges at strategic points to drive dynamic and sustainable development.

The NSS sets out the prime considerations in terms of spatial policies relating to energy as:-

o Developing energy infrastructure on an all-island basis to the practical and mutual benefit of
both the Republic and Northern Ireland.

o Strengthening energy network in the West, North West, Border and North Eastern areas in
particular.

o Enhancing both the robustness and choice of energy supplies across the regions, through

improvements to the national grids for electricity and gas.

2.1.2 National Development Plan 2007-2013

The National Development Plan 2007-2013 has a strong focus on value for money in public
investment and seeks to ensure the most cost effective and efficient provision of infrastructure.

2.1.3 Delivering a Sustainable Energy Future for Ireland — The Energy Policy Framework 2007-
2020

The White Paper sets out the Government's Energy Policy Framework 2007-2020 to deliver a
sustainable energy future for Ireland. The document emphasises the fact that “security of energy
supply is crucial for the economy and society” and that the country “needs robust electricity
networks and electricity generating capacity to ensure consistent supply to consumers and all
sectors of the economy.”

The White Paper indicates that the Government’s over riding policy objective is “to ensure that

energy is consistently available at competitive prices with minimal risk of supply disruption”. The

Paper also states that the underpinning strategic goals are detailed as follows:

) Ensuring that electricity supply consistently meets demand

) Delivering electricity and gas to homes and businesses over efficient, reliable and secure
networks

o Being prepared for energy disruptions.

The Government’'s White Paper emphasises that “the availability of reliable and secure and
competitively priced electricity supply must be assured at all times” and highlights the fact that
electricity “is a vital ingredient in the competitiveness of Irish industry and Ireland’s long term
economic and social development”. The Government indicates that to deliver a secure and
uninterrupted energy supply at a competitive cost will be underpinned by the following actions:
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o Ensuring the delivery of the second North South electricity interconnector by 2011 which will
more than double the existing cross border electricity transfer capacity to over 680MW

) Ensuring that the strategic network development approach is underpinned by coordinated

local, regional and national approaches to issues, which balance local interests with the
national imperative to deliver strategic energy infrastructure.

2.1.4 Border Regional Planning Guidelines 2004

Under Section 1.2 of the Border Regional Planning Guidelines, one of the strategic goals is “to
identify, prioritise and assist in achieving the delivery of a network of physical, social and economic
infrastructure which have an inter regional dimension such as energy.”

Prime considerations relevant to the Border Region are “the development of energy infrastructure
on an all-island basis and the strengthening of energy networks in the West, North West, Border
and North Eastern areas in particular.”

In addition, under Chapter 6, it is a stated objective, of the Border Regional Authority to “Initiate the
establishment of Strategic Infrastructure Corridors throughout the Region through co-operative
action by the member planning authorities.”

The Regional Planning Guidelines are currently under review. In relation to energy, the issues
paper published in respect to the ongoing review of these guidelines states “The development of
more sustainable, competitive, diverse and secure supplies of electricity to support economic and
social development, is a key challenge for the Region. Extending the network into Northern Ireland
and the UK through interconnectors will provide the Region, and the Country, with a secure and
reliable electricity supply into the 21st Century.”

2.1.5 Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013

The County Development Plan recognises that the development of secure and reliable energy
infrastructure is a key factor for maintaining and promoting growth together with attracting
investment to the County. The County Development Plan under section 5.4 reiterates and affirms
the policies and objectives of the National Spatial Strategy and the Border Regional Planning
Guidelines.

2.1.6 Assessment and Conclusion

The objectives and policies of the National Spatial Strategy, the National Development Plan 2007-
2013, the Government’'s Energy Policy Framework 2007-2020, the Border Regional Planning
Guidelines 2004 and the Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013 broadly support the
proposed development.



2.2 Consideration of Alternatives

Alternatives in terms of method of transmission, connection and routing were explored in the
Environmental Impact Statement.

2.2.1 Transmission Alternatives

Six alternative methods of transmission were considered:-

1. Alternating Current Overhead Line

2. Alternating Current Underground Cable
3. Alternating Current Undersea

4. Direct Current Overhead Line

5. Direct Current Underground Cable

6. Direct Current Undersea

The EIS concluded on the grounds of reliability, grid integration, environmental impact and cost
that Alternating Current Overhead Line was the appropriate alternative.

2.2.3 Connection Alternatives

Four cross border connection alternatives were considered:-

Option 1. Development of three additional 110kV connections between Coolkeeragh, Co. Derry
and Trillick, Co. Donegal; Louth, Co. Louth and Newry, Co. Down; Tandragee, Co.
Armagh and Lisdrum, Co. Monaghan

Option 2. A new 275kV or 400kV connection between Tandragee, Co. Armagh and Louth,
Co.Louth following the existing north south interconnector

Option 3. A new 275kV connection between Coolkeeragh, Co. Derry and Srananagh, Co. Sligo

Option 4. A new 275kV or 400kV connection between Drumkee, Co. Tyrone and Arva, Co. Cavan

Following rejection of cross border options 1 and 3 on the grounds of insufficient transfer capacity,
further consideration was given to options 2 and 4. In relation to option 2, two alternatives involving
extension of the 275kV interconnection between Tandragee, Co. Armagh and Louth, Co. Louth to
North Dublin were considered:-

1. Development of new 220kV line

2. Upgrading of existing Corduff - Platin and Corduff - Drybridge 110kV lines

Following further consideration of these two options, it was decided to identify a connection which
would provide cross border connection and reinforce the north east grid. Concerns regarding the
proximity of Option 2 to built up areas, scenic areas and heritage areas emerged. Option 4 was
given preference on the grounds that it would provide a strategic link to the 220kV Louth, Co. Louth
to Flagford, Co. Sligo line at a searate geographical location than the existing Louth-Tandragee
interconnector. In relation to option 4, two alternatives for a cross border connection between
Tyrone and Cavan were considered:-

1. New circuit between Drumkee, Co. Tyrone and Arva, Co. Cavan

2. New circuit between Drumkee, Co. Tyrone and Kingscourt, Co. Cavan

A connection between Drumkee, Co. Tyrone and Kingscourt, Co. Cavan was given preference on
the grounds of it being a shorter route than the Drumkee to Arva route and avoided scenic areas.



2.2.3 Route Alternatives

Following selection by Eirgrid of a new connection between Drumkee, Co. Tyrone and Kingscourt,

Co. Cavan three alternative routes were identified through County Monaghan:-

Corridor A— traverses areas of Magheracloone, Raferagh, Corduff, Shantonagh, Lough Egish,
Doohamlet, Cremartin, Annyalla and Clontibret

Corridor B — traverses areas of Magheracloone, Lisdoonan, Laragh, Lough Egish, Castleblayney,
Annyalla and Clontibret

Corridor C — traverses areas of Magheracloone, Lisdoonan, Donaghmoyne, Cullaville, Lough
Muckno,

Corridor A was identified by Eirgrid as the preferred route on the grounds that it avoided
designated sites of bio diversity and scenic routes in the county, and as it had lower proximity
levels to dwellings. Eirgrid stated that the preferred route corridor struck the best balance between
the often competing priorities of community concerns, environmental issues and the technical
aspects of the projects.

2.2.4 Conclusion

It is considered that there is limited information in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to
justify the interconnector being taken through County Monaghan.



2.3 Impact upon Landscape Heritage

2.3.1 County Development Plan Policies

In relation to landscape the County Development Plan states “The unique character of the
Monaghan landscape is its intimate quality with drumlins, interspersed with lakes, trees and
woodlands. This landscape of small enclosed fields with foreshortened horizons is different and
indeed unique from that of the more open landscape found in many other parts of Ireland. It is a
landscape that has evolved over the centuries and has traditionally been moulded and protected
by agricultural practices.”

There are three principal policies relating to landscape in the Monaghan County Development Plan
2007-2013 relevant to the proposed development:-

ENV 1 - Prepare a County Landscape Character Assessment in accordance with the requirements
of Landscape and Landscape Assessment Consultation Draft Guidelines for Planning Authorities,
DOELG, June 2000.

ENV 2 - Protect the landscapes and natural environments of the county by ensuring that any new
developments in designated sensitive rural landscapes do not detrimentally impact on the
character, integrity, distinctiveness or scenic value of the area.

ENV 3 - Sustain, conserve, manage and enhance the landscape diversity, character and quality of
the County for the benefits of current and future generations.

2.3.2 Landscape Character Assessment

Policy ENV1 of the Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013 required that a County
Landscape Character Assessment be carried out, and in June 2008 the County Monaghan
Landscape Character Assessment was adopted by the Council. This document contains a
thorough assessment of the character of Monaghan’s landscapes to provide the basis for policy
formulation and informed decision-making regarding landscape management in the County.

All landscapes within the county were assessed and characterised. Fourteen Landscape Character
Types (LCTs), which are categories of distinct types of landscape were identified in the
assessment. The Assessment also identified nine Landscape Character Areas (LCAS), which are
geographically specific parcels of landscape that share generic characteristics with other areas of
the same type but which have characteristics unique to the area.

The route of the proposed overhead line passes through five LCTs:-
No. 3 — Drumlin Foothills

No. 4 — Farmed Foothills

No. 5 — Farmed Loughlands

No. 12 — Upland Farmland with Rock Outcrops

No. 13 — Upland Plateau

The County Monaghan Landscape Character Assessment only makes specific reference to over
head power lines in relation to Upland Farmland with Rock Outcrops by stating “Transmission
masts and other antennae although not currently obvious in this area represent a force for change
that could affect this landscape in the future.” Towers 69 to 71 are located within Upland Farmland
with Rock Outcrops LCT.



The route of the proposed overhead line also passes through four LCAs:-
No. 5 - Monaghan Drumlin Uplands

No. 6 - Mullyash Uplands

No. 7 - Ballybay Castleblayney Lakelands

No. 8 - Drumlin and Upland Farmland of South Monaghan

In relation to Monaghan Drumlin Uplands the County Monaghan Landscape Character
Assessment states “Most of this landscape is in good condition. The summit or highest point along
the ridgeline is likely to be highly sensitive to development because it is visually exposed for many
kilometres. In general, this landscape would not be regarded as highly scenic and hence, the
capacity to accommodate development without undue compromise to the farmed landscape
pattern is good.” It also states “Summit locations that afford panoramic views are deserving of
special treatment in terms of restricting development.“ It specifies that “The summit of the ridgeline
must be avoided as the negative visual impact of tall structures viewed on a hilltop against the
skyline is substantially greater. Further downslope, these structures may be camouflaged against
the backdrop of the landscape pattern and even judiciously placed wooded clumps.” Towers 93 to
100 are located within Monaghan Drumlin Uplands LCA.

In relation to Mullyash Uplands the County Monaghan Landscape Character Assessment states
“The upland flat areas together with the summit of Mullyash Mountain are highly sensitive to
development owing to both their scenic quality and visual exposure.” It also states “The upland flat
areas of this landscape would be sensitive to most forms of development owing to the extent of
visual exposure. These areas together with the summit of Mullyash should be avoided for any form
of large scale development or indeed tall structures.” Towers 101 to 125 are located within
Mullyash Uplands LCA

In relation to Ballybay Castleblayney Lakelands the County Monaghan Landscape Character
Assessment states “This is a highly scenic landscape. The farmland is generally in very good
condition and the variable drumlin topography and inter drumlin hollows is a key contributing factor
to character and high scenic quality. The lough and lough shore landscape settings comprising
reeds and riparian vegetation are highly scenic and ecologically valuable. These would be highly
sensitive to any form of development.” It asserts “The lake and lakeshore habitats specifically
ought to be protected from almost all forms of development. The visual catchment or geographic
areas around each lake from which the lake and associated wetland can be seen would be
regarded as highly sensitive to development. Further development on the immediate lakeshore is
not recommended. Tall structures will be difficult to site in this ‘almost valley’ like landscape as
these will be visible over a long range.” Towers 87 to 92 are located within Ballybay Castleblayney
Lakelands LCA.

In relation to Drumlin and Upland Farmland of South Monaghan the County Monaghan Landscape
Character Assessment states “The lakes and lake environs in particular have a high scenic quality
and carry statutory designations and are judged to be highly sensitive to any development
changes. In terms of the higher rocky remote landscapes, these would be highly sensitive to any
changes involving large developments or tall structures. The relative exposure and scarcity of
vegetation is such that sizable developments cannot be easily accommodated here without
generating negative visual impacts albeit this area is in somewhat poor condition in terms of
quality.” Towers 22 to 86 are located within Drumlin and Upland Farmland of South Monaghan
LCA.

In Chapter 5 “Forces for Change” the Landscape Character Assessment specifically refers to the
potential impact of electricity transmission lines. It states that potential for future changes to the
County’s landscape could be derived from High Voltage Power Lines. It asserts “The future
upgrades of the National Transmission Network have the potential to significantly affect the
physical landscape of Co. Monaghan which the County Development Plan seeks to protect. Every
effort should be made to ensure that any future developments in this area, do not have a negative
impact on our drumlin landscape, the built environment or the quality of life or our people.”
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2.3.3 Assessment

Many of the towers are positioned on top of or near to the crown of drumlins and the line also
traverses significant ridges. This has an obvious consequence in relation to the prominence of the
proposed development over long range views. It also has the effect of increasing the dominance of
the proposed structures in the landscape over short term views.

The assessment of the proposed development is structured using the following criteria:-

Sensitivity of Landscape

Low

An area of landscape where its character,
existing land use, pattern and scale are tolerant
of the type of change envisaged and has the
capacity to accommodate change.

Moderate An area of landscape where its character,
existing land use, pattern and scale may have
the capacity to accommodate the change
envisaged.

High An area of landscape where its character,

existing land use, pattern and scale has low
capacity to accommodate the change
envisaged.

Significance of visual impact

Minor

Minor changes in views such as at long
distances, or visible for a short duration,
perhaps at an oblique angle, or which blends to
an extent with the existing view

Moderate

Clearly perceptible changes in views such as at
intermediate distances, resulting in either a
distinct new element in the view, or a more wide
ranging, less concentrate change across a
wider area.

Major

Major changes in views such as at close
distances, affecting a substantial part of the
view, continuously visible for a long duration, or
obstructing a substantial part or important
elements of a view

The table in the following pages illustrates the location of each tower in relation to the Landscape
Character Types and Landscape Character Areas within the county, the relevant comments in the
Landscape Character Assessment, the sensitivity of the landscape at each location, the
significance of the visual impact, and also the detailed consideration in relation to the positioning of

the towers.




Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
No. Character Character Landscape Character Local of Visual
Type Area Assessment Landscape Impact
22 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 33.2m high tower located in Co. Cavan on mid slope
Foothills Upland landscape are highly of a drumlin with line crossing a regional road into
Farmland of sensitive to any changes Co. Monaghan to tower 23 located on upper slope of
South involving tall structures. a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
Monaghan 22 could not be relocated to the lower slope of the
drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
23 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 42m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing a local road and crest to tower 24
Farmland of sensitive to any changes located on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 23 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
24 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 36m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing a local road to tower 25 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 24 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
25 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 42m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing crest to tower 26 located on mid
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 25 could not be relocated to the lower slope of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
26 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 33.2m high tower located on mid slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing a local road and Corlea Bog to
Farmland of sensitive to any changes tower 27 located on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has
South involving tall structures. failed to demonstrate why tower 26 could not be
Monaghan directed away from Corlea Bog and relocated to the
lower slopes of the drumlin line to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
27 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 31m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing to tower 28 located in locally
Farmland of sensitive to any changes lowlying area. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 27 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of

Monaghan

the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.




Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
No. Character Character Landscape Character Local of Visual
Type Area Assessment Landscape Impact
28 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 34m high tower located in locally lowlying area with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing local road to tower 29 located on upper
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of a drumlin.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
29 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 34.2m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing to tower 30 located on lower slope
Farmland of sensitive to any changes of drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
South involving tall structures. 29 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
Monaghan drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
30 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 40m high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing to tower 31 located on upper slope
Farmland of sensitive to any changes of drumlin.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
31 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 36m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing drumlin to tower 32 located mid
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 31 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
32 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 40m high tower located mid slope of a drumlin with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing two local roads to tower 33 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 32
South involving tall structures. could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
Monaghan drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
33 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 34m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing ridge to tower 34 located on upper
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 33 could not be relocated to the lower slope of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
34 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 42m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly close to wetlands with line crossing to tower 35
Farmland of sensitive to any changes located on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 34 could not be directed
Monaghan away from wetlands and relocated to the lower slope

of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the
line.
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Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
No. Character Character Landscape Character Local of Visual
Type Area Assessment Landscape Impact
35 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 33.2m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing a local road to tower 36 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes falling ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 35 could not be relocated to the lower slope of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
36 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Moderate 36m high tower located on falling ground with line
Foothills Upland landscape are highly crossing to tower 37 located on falling ground.
Farmland of sensitive to any changes
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
37 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 42m high tower located on falling ground with line
Foothills Upland landscape are highly crossing drumlin to tower 38 located on upper slope
Farmland of sensitive to any changes of drumlin.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
38 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 42m high tower located on upper slope of drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing regional road and passing Corvally
Farmland of sensitive to any changes Lough to tower 39 located on upper slope of drumlin.
South involving tall structures. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 38 could not
Monaghan be directed away from Corvally Lough and relocated
to the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
39 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 28m high tower located on upper slope of drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing local road to tower 40 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes lower slope of large ridge. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 39 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
40 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 38m high tower located on lower slope of large ridge
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing local road to tower 41 located mid
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of large ridge.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
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Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
No. Character Character Landscape Character Local of Visual
Type Area Assessment Landscape Impact
41 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 36m high tower located mid slope of large ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing to tower 42 located on upper slope of
Farmland of sensitive to any changes large ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
South involving tall structures. 41 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
Monaghan ridge to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
42 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 38m high tower located on upper slope of large ridge
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing ridge to tower 43 located on upper
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of large ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate
South involving tall structures. why tower 42 could not be relocated to the lower
Monaghan slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact of it and
the line.
43 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 36m high tower located on upper slope of large ridge
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing smaller ridge to tower 43 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes upper slope of large ridge. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 43 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact
of it and the line.
44 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 27.2m high tower located on upper slope of ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing ridge and local road to tower 45 located
Farmland of sensitive to any changes mid slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate
South involving tall structures. why tower 44 could not be relocated to the lower
Monaghan slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact of it and
the line.
45 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 43m high tower located mid slope of a drumlin with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing ridge to tower 46 located on upper slope
Farmland of sensitive to any changes of ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 45
South involving tall structures. could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
Monaghan drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
46 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 34.2m high tower located on upper slope of ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing valley and local road to tower 47 located
Farmland of sensitive to any changes on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 46 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact

of it and the line.
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Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
No. Character Character Landscape Character Local of Visual
Type Area Assessment Landscape Impact
47 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 43m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing ridge to tower 48 located in locally
Farmland of sensitive to any changes lowlying area. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 47 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
48 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 34.2m high tower located in locally lowlying area with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing local road to tower 49 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes elevated plateau.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
49 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 41m high tower located on elevated plateau with line
Foothills Upland landscape are highly crossing ridge to tower 50 located on upper slope of a
Farmland of sensitive to any changes ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 49
South involving tall structures. could not be relocated away from the plateau to
Monaghan lessen visual impact of it and the line.
50 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 41m high tower located on upper slope of a ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing local road to tower 51 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes relatively flat open ground. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 50 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact
of it and the line.
51 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Moderate 34.2m high tower located on relatively flat open
Foothills Upland landscape are highly ground with line crossing existing 110kV Louth-
Farmland of sensitive to any changes Shankill line to tower 52 located on upper slope of a
South involving tall structures. drumlin.
Monaghan
52 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 28m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing local road to tower 53 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes falling ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 52 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
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Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
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53 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Moderate 38m high tower located on falling ground with line
Foothills Upland landscape are highly crossing to tower 54 located mid slope of a drumlin.
Farmland of sensitive to any changes EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 53 could not
South involving tall structures. be relocated to the lower slopes of the drumlin to
Monaghan lessen visual impact of it and the line.
54 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Moderate 40m high tower located mid slope of a drumlin with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing local road to tower 55 located on upper
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 54 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
55 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 31.2m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Loughlands | Upland landscape are highly with line passing by Bocks Lough to tower 56 located
Farmland of sensitive to any changes on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 54 could not be directed
Monaghan away from Bocks Lough and relocated to the lower
slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and
the line.
56 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 38m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Loughlands | Upland landscape are highly with line crossing local road to tower 57 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 56 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
57 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 40m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line passing a scenic route and Historic
Farmland of sensitive to any changes Designed Garden to tower 58 located on upper slope
South involving tall structures. of drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
Monaghan 57 could not be directed away from the scenic route

and Historic Designed Garden and relocated to the
lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of
it and the line.
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58 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 40m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line passing a scenic route and Historic
Farmland of sensitive to any changes Designed Garden to tower 59 located on lower slope
South involving tall structures. of drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
Monaghan 58 could not be directed away from the scenic route
and Historic Designed Garden and relocated to the
lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of
it and the line.
59 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 40m high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line passing a scenic route and Historic
Farmland of sensitive to any changes Designed Garden to tower 60 located on upper slope
South involving tall structures. of drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
Monaghan 59 could not be directed away from the scenic route
and Historic Designed Garden and relocated to the
lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of
it and the line.
60 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 34m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly close to a scenic route and a Historic Designed
Farmland of sensitive to any changes Garden and with line crossing to tower 61 located on
South involving tall structures. lower slope of drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate
Monaghan why tower 60 could not be directed away from the
scenic route and Historic Designed Garden and
relocated to the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen
visual impact of it and the line.
61 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 36m high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing regional road to tower 62 located
Farmland of sensitive to any changes on lower slope of drumlin. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 61 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual

impact of it and the line.
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62 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 29.2m high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing a ridge to tower 63 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes upper slope of the ridge. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 62 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
63 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 42m high tower located on upper slope of a ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing a ridge to tower 64 located on upper
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of a ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 63 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of
Monaghan the ridge to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
64 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 36m high tower located on upper slope of a ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line passing Lough Morne and crossing a drumlin to
Farmland of sensitive to any changes tower 65 located on upper slope of the drumlin. EIS
South involving tall structures. has failed to demonstrate why tower 64 could not be
Monaghan directed away from Lough Morne and relocated to the
lower slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact of it
and the line.
65 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 27.2m high tower located on upper slope of a ridge
Foothills Upland landscape are highly close to Lough Morne with line crossing a local road
Farmland of sensitive to any changes to tower 66 located on upper slope of the drumlin.
South involving tall structures. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 65 could not
Monaghan be directed away from Lough Morne and relocated to
the lower slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact
of it and the line.
66 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 37m high tower located on upper slope of a ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing a drumlin to tower 67 located on upper
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of the drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate
South involving tall structures. why tower 66 could not be relocated to the lower
Monaghan slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact of it and

the line.
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67 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 42m high tower located on lower slope of drumlin with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing a regional road to tower 68 located on

Farmland of sensitive to any changes locally low lying ground.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan

68 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 38m high tower located on locally low lying ground

Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing to tower 69 located on mid slope of
Farmland of sensitive to any changes a drumlin.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan

69 Upland Drumlin and Transmission masts could | High Major 40m high tower located on mid slope of a drumlin
Farmland Upland affect this landscape. with line crossing to tower 70 located on elevated
with Rock Farmland of Higher rocky parts of this open ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
Outcrops South landscape are highly tower 69 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of

Monaghan sensitive to any changes the ridge to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
involving tall structures.

70 Upland Drumlin and Transmission masts could | High Major 34.2m high tower located on elevated open ground
Farmland Upland affect this landscape. with line crossing to tower 71 located on flat open
with Rock Farmland of Higher rocky parts of this ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 70
Outcrops South landscape are highly could not be relocated away from open and elevated

Monaghan sensitive to any changes landscape to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
involving tall structures.

71 Upland Drumlin and Transmission masts could | High Major 38m high tower located on elevated open ground with
Farmland Upland affect this landscape. line crossing to tower 72 located on flat open ground.
with Rock Farmland of Higher rocky parts of this EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 71 could not
Outcrops South landscape are highly be relocated away from open and elevated landscape

Monaghan sensitive to any changes to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
involving tall structures.

72 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 33m high tower located on elevated open ground with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing to tower 73 located on flat open ground.

Farmland of sensitive to any changes EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 72 could not
South involving tall structures. be relocated away from open and elevated landscape
Monaghan to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
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73 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 40m high tower located on elevated open ground with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing local road to tower 74 located on flat
Farmland of sensitive to any changes open ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 73 could not be relocated away from open and
Monaghan elevated landscape to lessen visual impact of it and
the line.
74 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 41m high tower located on elevated open ground with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing a ridge to tower 75 located on upper
Farmland of sensitive to any changes slope of ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 74 could not be relocated away from open and
Monaghan elevated landscape to lessen visual impact of it and
the line.
75 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 40m high tower located on upper slope of ridge with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing to tower 76 located on falling ground.
Farmland of sensitive to any changes EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 75 could not
South involving tall structures. be relocated to the lower slopes of the ridge to lessen
Monaghan visual impact of it and the line.
76 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 33.2m high tower located on falling ground with line
Foothills Upland landscape are highly crossing to tower 77 located on falling ground.
Farmland of sensitive to any changes
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
77 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 42m high tower located on falling ground with line
Foothills Upland landscape are highly crossing to tower 78 located on lower slopes of a
Farmland of sensitive to any changes drumlin.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
78 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Moderate 42m high tower located on falling ground with line
Foothills Upland landscape are highly crossing to tower 79 located on mid slope of a
Farmland of sensitive to any changes drumlin.
South involving tall structures.
Monaghan
79 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this Moderate Major 42m high tower located on mid slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing to tower 80 located on mid slope of
Farmland of sensitive to any changes a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
South involving tall structures. 79 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
Monaghan drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
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80 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 43m high tower located mid slope of a drumlin with
Foothills Upland landscape are highly line crossing to tower 81 located on upper slope of a
Farmland of sensitive to any changes drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 80
South involving tall structures. could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
Monaghan drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
81 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 34.2m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing to tower 82 located on relatively low
Farmland of sensitive to any changes lying ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
South involving tall structures. tower 79 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of
Monaghan the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
82 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 42m high tower located on relatively low lying ground
Foothills Upland landscape are highly close to Crinkill or Toome Lough with line crossing to
Farmland of sensitive to any changes tower 83 located on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has
South involving tall structures. failed to demonstrate why tower 82 could not be
Monaghan directed away from Crinkill or Toome Lough to lessen
visual impact of it and the line.
83 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 40m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly close to Crinkill or Toome Lough with line crossing to
Farmland of sensitive to any changes tower 84 located on lower slope of a drumlin. EIS has
South involving tall structures. failed to demonstrate why tower 83 could not be
Monaghan directed away from Crinkill or Toome Lough and
relocated to the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen
visual impact of it and the line.
84 Drumlin Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this High Major 40m high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly close to Crinkill or Toome Lough with line crossing to
Farmland of sensitive to any changes tower 85 located on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has
South involving tall structures. failed to demonstrate why tower 84 could not be
Monaghan directed away from Crinkill or Toome Lough and
relocated to the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen
visual impact of it and the line.
85 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | High Major 43m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing over drumlin to tower 86 located
Farmland of sensitive to any changes mid slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate
South involving tall structures. why tower 85 could not be relocated to the lower
Monaghan slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and

the line.
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86 Farmed Drumlin and Higher rocky parts of this | Moderate Major 43m high tower located on mid slope of a drumlin
Foothills Upland landscape are highly with line crossing a local road to tower 87 located on
Farmland of sensitive to any changes relatively low lying ground. EIS has failed to
South involving tall structures. demonstrate why tower 86 could not be relocated to
Monaghan the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
87 Farmed Ballybay Variable drumlin High Major 34.2m high tower located on relatively low lying
Foothills Castleblayney | topography and inter ground with line crossing a regional road to tower 88
Lakelands drumlin hollows of high located on upper slope of a drumlin.
scenic quality. Tall
structures would be visible
over long ranges.
Lough and lough shore
landscape settings highly
sensitive to development.
Further development on
lakeshore is not
recommended.
88 Farmed Ballybay Variable drumlin High Major 43m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Castleblayney | topography and inter with line crossing to tower 89 located mid slope of a
Lakelands drumlin hollows of high drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 88

scenic quality. Tall
structures would be visible
over long ranges.

Lough and lough shore
landscape settings highly
sensitive to development.
Further development on
lakeshore is not
recommended.

could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
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89 Farmed Ballybay Variable drumlin High Major 43m high tower located on mid slope of a drumlin
Foothills Castleblayney | topography and inter with line crossing a former rail line to tower 90 located
Lakelands drumlin hollows of high on top of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate
scenic quality. Tall why tower 89 could not be relocated to the lower
structures would be visible slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and
over long ranges. the line.
Lough and lough shore
landscape settings highly
sensitive to development.
Further development on
lakeshore is not
recommended.
90 Farmed Ballybay Variable drumlin High Major 28m high tower located on top of a drumlin with line
Loughlands | Castleblayney | topography and inter crossing to tower 91 located on locally low lying
Lakelands drumlin hollows of high ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 90
scenic quality. Tall could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
structures would be visible drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
over long ranges.
Lough and lough shore
landscape settings highly
sensitive to development.
Further development on
lakeshore is not
recommended.
91 Farmed Ballybay Variable drumlin Moderate Major 41m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Loughlands | Castleblayney | topography and inter with line crossing to tower 92 located on top of a
Lakelands drumlin hollows of high drumlin.

scenic quality. Tall
structures would be visible
over long ranges.

Lough and lough shore
landscape settings highly
sensitive to development.
Further development on
lakeshore is not
recommended.
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92 Farmed Ballybay Variable drumlin High Major 36m high tower located on top of a drumlin with line
Loughlands | Castleblayney | topography and inter crossing a local road to tower 93 located on relatively
Lakelands drumlin hollows of high low lying ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
scenic quality. Tall tower 92 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of
structures would be visible the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
over long ranges.
Lough and lough shore
landscape settings highly
sensitive to development.
Further development on
lakeshore is not
recommended.
93 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point High Major 33.2m high tower located on relatively low lying
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually ground with line crossing to tower 94 located on
Uplands exposed and likely to be relatively low lying ground.
highly sensitive to
development, particularly
tall structures
94 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point Moderate Moderate 41m high tower located on relatively low lying ground
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually with line crossing to tower 95 located on mid slope of
Uplands exposed and likely to be a drumlin.
highly sensitive to
development, particularly
tall structures
95 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point High Major 28m high tower located on mid slope of a drumlin
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually with line crossing to tower 96 located on upper slope
Uplands exposed and likely to be of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower
highly sensitive to 95 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
development, particularly drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
tall structures
96 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point High Major 34m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually with line crossing to tower 97 located on lower slope
Uplands exposed and likely to be of a drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower

highly sensitive to
development, particularly
tall structures

96 could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.

23




Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
No. Character Character Landscape Character Local of Visual
Type Area Assessment Landscape Impact
97 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point High Major 34.2m high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually with line crossing a local road to tower 98 located on
Uplands exposed and likely to be lower slope of a drumlin.
highly sensitive to
development, particularly
tall structures
98 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point High Major 43m high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually close to Ghost Lough, Drumgristin Lough and
Uplands exposed and likely to be Coogan’s Lough with line crossing existing 110kV
highly sensitive to Lisdrum-Louth line to tower 99 located on locally low
development, particularly lying ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
tall structures tower 98 could not be directed away from Ghost
Lough, Drumgristin Lough and Coogan’s Lough to
lessen visual impact of it and the line.
99 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point High Major 34.2m high tower located locally low lying ground
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually close to Ghost Lough, Drumgristin Lough and
Uplands exposed and likely to be Coogan’s Lough with line crossing to tower 100
highly sensitive to located on small drumlin. EIS has failed to
development, particularly demonstrate why tower 99 could not be directed
tall structures away from Ghost Lough, Drumgristin Lough and
Coogan’s Lough to lessen visual impact of it and the
line.
100 Drumlin Monaghan Summit or highest point High Major 38m high tower located on small drumlin close to
Foothills Drumlin along the ridgeline visually Ghost Lough, Drumgristin Lough and Coogan’s
Uplands exposed and likely to be Lough with line crossing to tower 101 located on
highly sensitive to locally low lying ground. EIS has failed to
development, particularly demonstrate why tower 100 could not be directed
tall structures away from Ghost Lough, Drumgristin Lough and
Coogan’s Lough to lessen visual impact of it and the
line.
101 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 38m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as close to Clarderry Bog with line crossing to tower 102

they are highly sensitive to
development

located on upper slope of a drumlin. EIS has failed to
demonstrate why tower 101 could not be directed
away from Clarderry Bog to lessen the impact of it
and the line upon Clarderry Bog.
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102 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 32m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as with line crossing a local road to tower 103 located on
they are highly sensitive to locally low lying ground. EIS has failed to
development demonstrate why tower 102 could not be relocated to
the lower slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
103 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 31.2m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as with line crossing to tower 104 located on upper slope
they are highly sensitive to of a drumlin .
development
104 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 31m high tower located on upper slope of a drumlin
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as with line crossing a local road to tower 105 located on
they are highly sensitive to relatively flat ground. EIS has failed to demonstrate
development why tower 104 could not be relocated to the lower
slopes of the drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and
the line.
105 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 42m high tower located on mid slope of a ridge with
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as line crossing a ridge to tower 106 located on mid
they are highly sensitive to slope of a ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why
development tower 105 could not be relocated to the lower slopes
of the ridge to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
106 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 42m high tower located on mid slope of a ridge with
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as line crossing a ridge and N2 to tower 107 located on
they are highly sensitive to relatively flat ground close to N2. EIS has failed to
development demonstrate why tower 106 could not be relocated to
the lower slopes of the ridge to lessen visual impact
of it and the line.
107 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 36m high tower located on relatively flat ground close
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as to N2 with line crossing former N2 to tower 108

they are highly sensitive to
development

located on the upper slope of a ridge close to N2. EIS
has failed to demonstrate why tower 107 could not be
relocated away from the N2 to lessen visual impact of
it and the line.

25




Tower | Landscape | Landscape Relevant Comments in Sensitivity of | Significance Consideration
No. Character Character Landscape Character Local of Visual
Type Area Assessment Landscape Impact
108 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 38m high tower located the upper slope of a ridge
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as close to N2 with line crossing the ridge to tower 109
they are highly sensitive to located in Cashel Bog. EIS has failed to demonstrate
development why tower 108 could not be relocated to the lower
slope of the ridge to lessen visual impact of it and the
line.
109 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 36m high tower located in Cashel Bog with line
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as crossing to tower 110 located in Cashel Bog. EIS has
they are highly sensitive to failed to demonstrate why tower 109 could not be
development directed away from Cashel Bog to lessen the impact
of it and the line upon Cashel Bog.
110 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 34m high tower located in Cashel Bog close to Lough
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as Nahinch and Lough Tassan with line crossing to
they are highly sensitive to tower 111 located on edge of Cashel Bog. EIS has
development failed to demonstrate why tower 110 could not be
directed away from Cashel Bog, Lough Nahinch and
Lough Tassan to lessen the impact of it and the line
upon Cashel Bog, Lough Nahinch and Lough Tassan.
111 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 40m high tower located on edge of Cashel Bog close
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as to Lough Nahinch and Lough Tassan with line
they are highly sensitive to crossing a local road to tower 112 located along a
development ridge. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 111
could not be directed away from Cashel Bog, Lough
Nahinch and Lough Tassan to lessen the impact of it
and the line upon Cashel Bog, Lough Nahinch and
Lough Tassan.
112 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 42m high tower located along a ridge close to Lough
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as Nahinch and Lough Tassan with line crossing a small

they are highly sensitive to
development

ridge to tower 113 located on lower slope of a ridge.
EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 112 could
not be relocated away from Lough Nahinch and
Lough Tassan to the lower slopes of the ridge to
lessen visual impact of it and the line upon Lough
Nahinch and Lough Tassan
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113 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Moderate 42m high tower located on lower slope of a ridge with
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as line crossing a ridge to tower 114 located on upper
they are highly sensitive to slope of the ridge.
development
114 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 43m high tower located mid slope of a ridge with line
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as crossing to tower 115 located on top of a drumlin. EIS
they are highly sensitive to has failed to demonstrate why tower 114 could not be
development relocated to the lower slopes of the ridge to lessen
visual impact of it and the line.
115 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 29.2m high tower located on top of a drumlin with line
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as crossing to tower 116 located on lower slope of the
they are highly sensitive to drumlin. EIS has failed to demonstrate why tower 115
development could not be relocated to the lower slopes of the
drumlin to lessen visual impact of it and the line.
116 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 38 high tower located on lower slope of a drumlin with
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as line crossing to tower 117 located close to a local
they are highly sensitive to road.
development
117 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 36m high tower located close to a local road with line
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as crossing to tower 118 located on top of a drumlin. EIS
they are highly sensitive to has failed to demonstrate why tower 117 could not be
development relocated away from the local road to lessen visual
impact of it and the line.
118 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 32.2m high tower located on top of a drumlin with line
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as crossing Monaghan Way to tower 119 located on
they are highly sensitive to elevated ground on Lemgare Rocks. EIS has failed to
development demonstrate why tower 118 could not be relocated
away from Lemgare Rocks and Monaghan Way to
lessen visual impact of it and the line upon Lemgare
Rocks, the Monaghan Way and the landscape.
119 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 37m high tower located on elevated ground on
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as Lemgare Rocks with line crossing to tower 120

they are highly sensitive to
development

located on falling ground on Lemgare Rocks. EIS has
failed to demonstrate why tower 119 could not be
relocated away from Lemgare Rocks to lessen visual
impact of it and the line upon Lemgare Rocks and the
landscape.
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120 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Major 38m high tower located on falling ground on Lemgare
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as Rocks with line crossing a local road to tower 121
they are highly sensitive to located on locally low lying ground. EIS has failed to
development demonstrate why tower 121 could not be relocated
away from Lemgare Rocks to lessen visual impact of
it and the line upon Lemgare Rocks and the
landscape.
121 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Moderate 36m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as close to a local road with line crossing to tower 122
they are highly sensitive to located on locally low lying ground.
development
122 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Moderate 34m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as with line crossing to tower 123 located on locally low
they are highly sensitive to lying ground.
development
123 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Moderate 34.2m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as with line crossing to tower 124 located on locally low
they are highly sensitive to lying ground.
development
124 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Moderate 43m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as with line crossing to tower 125 located on locally low
they are highly sensitive to lying ground.
development
125 Upland Mullyash Tall structures should High Moderate 31m high tower located on locally low lying ground
Plateau Uplands avoid upland flat areas as with line crossing to tower 126 located on locally low

they are highly sensitive to
development

lying ground in Northern Ireland.
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2.3.4 Conclusion

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) states that the publication of County Monaghan
Landscape Character Assessment is pending and in the absence of it landscape zones have been
devised to assist in the assessment of impact on the landscape. However the County Monaghan
Landscape Character Assessment was adopted in June 2008 and is readily available. Therefore
the assessment of landscape impact in the EIS is inappropriate and inadequate in assessing the
impact of the proposed development on the landscape of County Monaghan as set out in the
Landscape Character Assessment. The reference to the landscape of Monaghan in section
12.4.2.1 of volume 2B of the EIS as being “relatively homogeneous” was clearly made in the
absence of consideration of the Landscape Character Assessment.

The EIS has failed to take cognisance of the County Monaghan Landscape Character
Assessment, and should be revised to assess the impact of the siting of the towers in the various
Landscape Character Types and Landscape Character Areas and consequent mitigation
measures included.

The EIS has also failed to justify the positioning of the towers in particular locations in the local
landscape and has not given due regard to policies ENV 2 and ENV3 of the Monaghan County
Development Plan 2007-2013. Although it is necessary to balance visual impact of the proposed
development with other issues such as proximity of the proposed development to existing and
permitted dwellings, impact upon archaeological and architectural structures and impact upon sites
of bio diversity, greater detail is required to justify the location of each tower.

The photomontage within the EIS is wholly inadequate as it only identifies a selection of critical
views which are not considered to represent locations where the proposed development will be
clearly visible from or visible over a wide area. The “worst case scenarios” selected are relatively
benign views. For example critical view 14 is taken from a low point where visibility of the
landscape and the proposed development is restricted. Critical view 9 is taken from the lower part
of a scenic route where visibility of the landscape and the proposed development is restricted.
Other locations where there are significant views over the countryside and of the proposed
development, such as from the descent south along the public road from the water tower at Kilkitt,
from the descent northwest along the public road from the water tower at Corduff, and looking
south from the Regional Road R180 at Brackly have been omitted. In additional there appears to
be inaccuracies in the imposition of the towers in the photomontages. Tower 61 in view 10 appears
to be in the wrong location. The photomontages should also take account of not only the proposed
line but also the potential for the line to deviate 40 metres either side of the proposed line.

No Zone of Visual Influence (ZVI) Assessment has been submitted. This assessment is essential
both to identify the extent of visual impact of the proposed development and also in terms of
identifying critical views. The ZVI assessment should take account of not only the proposed line but
also the potential for the line to deviate 40 metres either side of the proposed line.
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Photo taken uphill from View 14 — Landscape is more readily visible at this point
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View from public road on descent south from Kilkitt Water Tower —
Proposed development will be visible crossing the ridge line in the background
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2.4 Impact upon Areas of Primary and Secondary Amenity

In relation to Areas of Primary and Secondary Amenity the County Development Plan states
“Areas of Primary Amenity Value have outstanding landscape quality and Areas of Secondary
Amenity Value have landscape quality and potential for recreation. These areas are important not
only for their intrinsic value as places of natural beauty but because they provide a real asset for
residents and visitors alike in terms of recreation, contemplation and tourism.”

2.4.1 County Development Plan Policies

There are two principal policies relating to Primary and Secondary Areas of Amenity in the
Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013 relevant to the proposed development:-

ENV 8 - Limit development in Areas of Primary Amenity Value to those where the applicant has
proven to the satisfaction of the Planning Authority that the proposed development would not
threaten that the proposed development would not threaten the integrity of these areas.

ENV 10 - Limit development within Areas of Secondary Amenity Value to compatible amenity
developments on unobtrusive sites.

2.4.2 Assessment and Conclusion

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has failed to properly assess the potential for impact
upon Areas of Primary and Secondary Amenity designated within the Monaghan County
Development Plan 2007-2013. In the absence of a Zone of Visual Influence Assessment it would
appear that the proposed development is sufficiently removed from the Areas of Primary and
Secondary Amenity so as not to have any significant detrimental impact upon their setting or
integrity. However, a ZVI assessment included within the EIS would ascertain whether this position
is correct or not, particularly in respect to Lough Major and Environs Area of Secondary Amenity.

View of Lough Major from Lough Mor Avenue to immediate south west —
Proposed development has the potential to be visible in the background
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2.5 Impact upon Views and Prospects

2.5.1 County Development Plan Policies

There is one principal policy relating to views and prospects in the Monaghan County Development
Plan 2007-2013 relevant to the proposed development:-

ENV 14 - Protect the views from scenic routes listed in Appendix 2, Scenic Routes. Development
will be strictly controlled along these routes and no development will be permitted that will be
detrimentally impact on the visual character or amenity of these views. Particular emphasis will be
placed on the preservation of views of lakes, rivers, unspoilt landscape or views of historical,
heritage and/or cultural interest.

2.5.2 Assessment

The proposed development passes within range of the following scenic routes designated within
the Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013.

SV 12 — SV 14: Scenic drive and views of open countryside from Mullyash (Routes LS07631,
LS03603, LS07650).

The proposed development although 6 kilometres away from the closest portion of these scenic
routes will be visible from routes SV12 and SV14. Views of the northern and central portion of the
development are possible from scenic route SV12. The central section of the development will be
visible from scenic routes SV12 and SV14. The southern portion of the proposed development may
also be visible from these scenic routes. The EIS does not appear to have given proper
consideration of the impact of the proposed development on the views from these scenic routes.

SV 21: Scenic Views of Lough Egish (Route LP04121)

The central portion of the proposed development will be highly visible from this scenic route and
the EIS does not appear to have given proper consideration of the impact of the proposed
development on the views from this scenic route.

SV 22: Scenic drive at Beagh, Shantonagh and Corlat (Route LT 40431)

The sections of the southern portion of the proposed development will be visible from this scenic
route and the EIS does not appear to have given proper consideration of the impact of the
proposed development on the views from this scenic route.

SV 23: Views of Lough Bawn and County Cavan (Route LT 71111)

The southern portion of the proposed development will be visible from this scenic route and the
EIS does not appear to have given proper consideration of the impact of the proposed
development on the views from this scenic route.

2.5.3 Conclusion

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has failed to properly assess the visual impact of the
proposed development upon the views from the scenic routes designated in the Monaghan County
Development Plan 2007-2013 and any necessary mitigation measures have not been included. A
Zone of Visual Influence Assessment included within the EIS would be seminal in this regard. It
also appears that the EIS has not correctly identified the scenic routes in the county as designated
in the County Development Plan 2007-2013.
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SV 23: Views of Lough Bawn and County Cavan (Route LT 71111) — Proposed development will be visible as it crosses the ridge in the background



2.6 Impact Upon Lakes and Their Environs

2.6.1 County Development Plan Policies

Under the Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013 adopted in 2007 there were two
policies relating to lakes and their environs:-

ENV 15 - Conserve the scenic and ecological quality of lakes by maintaining their environs free
from intrusive development.

ENV 16 - Protect the areas between the public road and lakeshores by restricting development to
essential buildings on unobtrusive sites. Such prohibition will also apply to high open landscape
overlooking lakes and waterways.

Under variation No.13 to the County Development Plan adopted in July 2009 policies ENV15 and
ENV16 were replaced by a single policy known as policy ENV15.

ENV 15 - Protect the scenic quality of lakes by prohibiting development which is located between a
public road and a lake, where the development would interrupt a view of the lake, or detrimentally
impact on the setting of that lake. Development may be permitted between a road and a lakeshore
where the development is screened from the lake by existing topography or vegetation.

An exception to this policy may include short term let holiday accommodation or recreational
development where a specific need has been established. The design, scale and setting of
development granted under this exception should reflect the site’s sensitive location.

For the purpose of this policy a lake is considered to be a permanent (i.e. hon seasonal) water
feature in excess of 1 hectare.

2.6.2 Assessment

A number of non seasonal lakes lie within the immediate vicinity of the proposed development:-
Lough Nahinch
Tassan Lough

Ghost Lough
Drumgristin Lough
Coogan’s Lough
Tome or Crinkill Lough
Lough Egish

Boraghy Lake

Lough Mourne

Bocks Lough
Comertagh Lough

The proposed development will directly and adversely affect the settings of these lakes and their
environs in varying degrees. In addition, in a number of instances the proposed development will
be located between the road and the lake specifically contravening policy ENV 15 of the Monaghan
County Development Plan 2007-2013.

2.6.3 Conclusion

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has failed to assess and mitigate the visual impact of
the proposed development upon the settings of these lakes and their environs and consequent
mitigation measures have not been included. The EIS has also failed to give due consideration to
policy ENV 15 of the Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013.
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View of Lough Morne from adjoining public road to immediate north - Proposed development will be visible crossing the drumlins
in the foreground and background and will be detrimental to the setting of the lake. (Note presence of probable Whooper Swans)



2.7 Impact Upon Trees and Hedgerows

In relation to trees and hedgerows the County Development Plan states “Trees and hedgerows
contribute significantly to biodiversity and landscape character in County Monaghan. Hedgerows
have significant ecological importance as wildlife habitats and historical importance as town land
and field boundaries as well as providing visual screening.”

2.7.1 County Development Plan Policies

There are three principal policies relating to trees and hedgerows in the Monaghan County
Development Plan 2007-2013 relevant to the proposed development:-

ENV 17 - Protect trees and hedgerows from development that would impact adversely upon them.
ENV 18 - Preserve trees and/or groups of trees that form significant features in the landscape or
have particular importance in setting the landscape character of an area or which contribute to the
biodiversity of the area (Appendix 3, Trees of Special Amenity Value)

ENV 24 - Promote the management and development of wildlife features such as hedgerows,

riparian corridors and wetlands that are essential for the migration, dispersal and genetic exchange
of wild species

2.7.2 Assessment

The proposed development is sufficiently removed from any Trees of Special Amenity Value
designated within the Monaghan County Development Plan 2007-2013 so as not to have any
impact upon their setting or integrity.

The proposed development has 