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Report from site visit conducted following a cross report of a possible breach of Environmental Impact Regulations (Agriculture) in relation to work 

being carried out on lands at Tonashammer,  Co. Westmeath. 

Date:  08/03/2021  

Present: )(Land Owner) 

  Kevin Conry (AAI DAFM AES Section) 

The background to this case is laid out in correspondence from the National Parks and Wildlife Service and the report from the forestry section of DAFM. I 

was instructed to attend the lands in question, issue a prohibition notice (attached) and carry out an inspection regarding a suspected breach of the 

Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations 2011.  I met the landowner at the lands in question at approximately 2pm, explained the purpose of my visit 

and issued him with the prohibition notice. Work ceased shortly after the notice was issued and did not re-commence while I was present.   

The lands involved cover two folios  and  (Page 4&5). The area of the lands where all the work has been carried out is estimated at 

approximately 7 Ha in total (Page 6). Previously a portion of this land was claimed for under Parcel on the Basic Payments system (Page 7). Of 

the 4.06Ha digitised area 3.13Ha were deemed to have some level of exclusion either 100% (.2Ha) 60%(1.14Ha) or 5%(1.79Ha). The remainder of this 

approximate 7Ha block does not appear to have been claimed for on the BPS. The land is now going to be re-seeded for use as part of a dairy enterprise. 

Taking the whole area of this piece of land allied to the previous exclusion rating and the fact that part of it is within a proposed National Heritage Area 

(pNHA) Lough Nanenah site number 1814 (Page 8) it would appear that the threshold allowable for not having to obtain an EIA screening decision from the 

Department of Agriculture was exceeded.  

Type of on-farm Activity Screening by DAFM required  

Commencing to use uncultivated land or semi-natural areas for intensive 

agriculture  

• Above 5 hectares 

• Sub-threshold; 
- where the proposed works are to be carried out within (or may 

effect) a proposed NHA or a nature reserve or  
- the proposed works may have a significant effect on the 

environment 
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In relation to hedgerow removal it appears as if hedgerows were totally removed along the red lines indicated (Page 9). The total length is estimated at 520 

metres exceeding the 500m threshold. As a result of this hedgerow removal the resultant land area is estimated at approximately 7Ha which also exceeds 

the 5Ha threshold applicable here. One of the lengths of hedgerow removed also appears to fall with the boundary of the proposed National Heritage Area 

(pNHA) Lough Nanenah site number 1814 (Page 8). The owner did state it was his intention to re-instate this hedge and three mature trees and some stone 

remained along the previous line of the hedge. Work underway on the day was along this old hedgerow line, removing soil and banking up a wet area to the 

west of this old hedgerow (Blue dot Page 9, Photo Pages 15 & 16). None of the hedgerows that were removed were evident on the day. No hedgerow had 

been planted prior to the removal of the hedges.  It would appear that the threshold allowable for not having to obtain an EIA screening decision from the 

Department of Agriculture was exceeded.  

 

Type of on-farm Activity Screening by DAFM required  

Restructuring by removal of field boundaries: • Over 5 hectares affected or over 500 metres field boundary being 
removed, whichever is the lesser 

• Sub-thresholds;  
- where the proposed works are to be carried out within (or may 

effect) a proposed NHA or a nature reserve or  
- the proposed works may have a significant effect on the 

environment 

 

In relation to the re-contouring of land work has taken place on nearly the entire area (Page 13 & 14). There are two small areas which appear to contain 

some of the vegetation that was there originally. The topsoil has been removed from some areas to allow for the underlying gravel layer to be lowered with 

a view to returning the topsoil over it again and reseeding (Page 12). Given that nearly the entire area has been disturbed including areas stripped back of 

topsoil and areas now covered with these mounds of topsoil it may take a professional interpretation to ascertain if the 2 Ha threshold was exceeded. If the 

definition of re-contouring involves removing a layer of soil which had to occur to remove the scrub and hazel forests  then the 2Ha appears to have been 

exceeded and a screening decision should have been sought before the work commenced.   Further investigation may be required with a GPS mapping 

system to determine the exact area involved in re-contouring.  
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No new or alterations to existing drainage work had taken place. Some work was underway close to the wetland present (Page 10 &11 ; Photo Pages 15 & 

16) . The owner stated that he has no intention of interfering with the wetland area and that it was never his intention to do so. According to the owner he 

had carried out the works in consultation with his agricultural advisor Pat Fitzpatrick and felt the works had not exceeded the threshold for an EIA screening 

decision.  

I proceeded to inspect the remaining lands of the two folios across the road. No hedgerow removal had taken place. A lot a scrub had been cleared and was 

heaped in three large piles on the land. It appears as some trees may also have been removed as part of the work which may require notification to the 

Forestry section of the Department (Page 17).  

Some video footage and more photographs were taken which can be shared if necessary.  

   

Kevin Conry 

  

10/03/2021     
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