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1 INTRODUCTION 

This public consultation feedback report has been prepared to summarise and assess 
the feedback received from Public Consultation No.2, Stage 1 Option Selection, held 
on 27th and 28th November 2019 in Knockcroghery Community Centre, 
Knockcroghery, Co. Roscommon.  

At this public consultation event, mapping was displayed showing members of the 
public the six route corridor options arising from the Stage 1 options assessment 
process and being taken forward to the Stage 2 assessment process.  The purpose of 
the non-statutory public consultation event was to: 

• present the proposed route options of the road project to the public; 

• inform the public of the process and the programme for the project; 

• invite the public to submit comments and observations on the design of the 
proposed development; and 

• gather relevant local information which may not have been previously known 
to the Project Team. 

2 METHODOLOGY 
 
A submission feedback form was provided during the public consultation and an online 
version of this form was also available.  This contained a series of specific questions 
in relation to the proposed route options.  The response to these questions was 
collated and analysed to inform the decision-making process and to identify the 
emerging route corridor preferences.  
 

2.1 Publicity 

As is the normal process in relation to a Public Consultation, members of the public 
were notified in advance of the event by Roscommon County Council (RCC) via the 
following channels: 

• Newspaper 

Notices publicising the event were published in the Roscommon Herald and 
Roscommon People (local newspapers serving Co. Roscommon) in their edition 
published on the week commencing 18th November 2019.  The notice stated the 
purpose of the Public Consultation, as well as the location and time of the event 
itself, a copy of the notice is included in Plate 2.1 overleaf.  

• Roscommon County Council Website 

A notice publicising the event (with the same content as the newspaper notice was 
posted on the ‘News’ page of the RCC website one week prior to the event (Plate 
2.1).  The event was also promoted on RCC’s social media feeds. 

• Radio  

The public consultation event was advertised on Shannonside radio, both on their 
website and broadcast over the radio station.  

• Church Newsletter  

A notice publicising the public consultation event was included in the local parish 
newsletter in advance of the event. 
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Plate 2.1 N61 public consultation event newspaper notice from the Roscommon Herald  
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3 PUBLIC CONSULTATION EVENING  

The Public Consultation event was held at The Knockcroghery Community Centre 
between 1pm – 8pm on the 27th and 28th of November 2019. Six representatives for 
the project team from RCC and ROD-AECOM were present to assist members of the 
public in understanding the route options presented and respond to any queries. Six 
display board ‘stations’ were set-up to exhibit 10 no. A1 posters, and 2 no. 2m length 
posters which displayed information on the following: 

Poster 1: Study Area with Environmental Constraints 

Poster 2: Study Area with Land use, geological, hydrogeological and 
hydrological constraints.  

Poster 3: 300m wide corridors of all Stage 1 Route Options (18 no. Route 
Options in total)  

Poster 4: 300m wide corridors of Route Options that progressed to Stage 
2 (6 no. Route Options in total) 

Poster 5 & 6: Large scale posters presenting the 300m wide corridors of 
Route Options that progressed to Stage 2 (6 no. Route Options 
in total) on aerial photography background. 

Poster 7: 300m wide corridor of Route Option C 

Poster 8: 300m wide corridor of Route Option C-3 

Poster 9: 300m wide corridor of Route Option E 

Poster 10: 300m wide corridor of Route Option F 

Poster 11: 300m wide corridor of Route Option G 

Poster 12: 300m wide corridor of Route Option J 

A copy of the posters are provided in Appendix A 

 

Plate 3.1 Display board station 
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In addition to the display material, brochures showing the six route options, together 
with text describing the background to the scheme and the next steps in the process 
were provided to each attendee.  A copy of the brochure is included in Appendix B.  

All of the material on display at the public consultation was made available to view or 
download by members of the public on RCC’s website from the first day of the public 
consultation.  The corridors of the route options presented were 300m wide.  However, 
it was explained to the public at the consultation that the road reservation requirements 
for a single carriageway are typically approximately 35m to 50m in width and that the 
300m corridor was to allow for development and refinement of the route within this 
corridor.  

3.1 Attendees 

A total of 300 individuals entered their names on the sign-in sheet at the welcome desk. 
However, it is noted that approximately 10-20% of attendees did not complete the sign 
in sheets, as such the public consultation event was attended by approximately 330 to 
360 people over the two days.  

3.2 Submission of Feedback 

Comment submission forms were made available to attendees of the event, where 
interested parties were given the options of  

• submitting comments/feedback at the Public Consultation event via a 
submission box at the welcome desk;  

• sending comments/feedback directly to RCC via the freepost envelope 
provided or submitting via email, or  

• by completing the online feedback form available on the RCC website. 

As noted on the brochure, all submissions were requested to be submitted by Friday 
10th January 2020 and this was subsequently extended to Friday, 31st of January 2020. 
In addition to the written submissions, opinions, comments and observations on the 
proposed development which were expressed by members of the public at the Public 
Consultation Event were noted by Project Team representatives.  A copy of the 
feedback form is included in Appendix B 
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4 ANALYSIS OF SUBMISSIONS AND ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK 

4.1 Submissions 

A total of 211 no. written submissions were received by the extended 31st January 
deadline on the proposed development arising from the Public Consultation event on 
the 27th and 28th of November 2019. Of these, five were received at the event via the 
submission box, 129 no. submissions were received via post , 69 no. submissions 
were completed via an online form, and 8 no. submissions were received via email.  

Of the 211 submissions received, 127 or 60% of total respondents agreed that the 
existing N61 needs improvement; 46 or 22% of total respondents did not agree that 
the existing N61 needed improvement; 38 or 18% of total respondents did not specify 
if they agreed that the existing N61 is in need of improvement. 

The reasons stated on the forms for the N61 requiring improvement were: 

• 38 no. respondents stated that that there are problems with congestion due along 
the existing N61 due to the increased volume of traffic and many interruptions along 
the route in a form of rail crossings, bends and absence of hard shoulder for farm 
machinery to allow other traffic to overtake. 

• 35 no. respondents stated that Knockcroghery needs to be bypassed as there are 
too many vehicles passing through the village, where bottlenecks are often formed. 

• 60 no. respondents stated that the existing N61 needs improvement for safety 
reasons due to the horizontal alignment of the road which comprises multiple 
bends, blind spots and too many access points. Additionally, it is difficult and 
dangerous to travel in and out of junctions to/from the existing N61 due to the 
volume of traffic.  

• 25 no. respondents stated that they agreed that the existing N61 needs 
improvement but only in the form of addressing current safety issues online.  

The reasons stated on the forms for the N61 not requiring improvement were:  

• 14 no. respondents stated that the existing N61 between Ballymurray and 
Knockcroghery is in good condition and that they have no problems with 
congestion while travelling along the road.  

• 9 no. respondents stated that the existing N61 can be improved instead by 
implementing safety measures such as reduction of the speed limit.  

• 7 no. respondents stated that construction of a completely new road is not 
economically viable. 

• 6 no. respondents stated that investment should be in place for improving the public 
transportation system, including rail and bus as well as developing cycle tracks to 
reduce dependency on private car use.  

• 4 no. respondents stated that the proposed scheme is not in line with the current 
climate change objectives i.e. to move away from private car use.  

• 3 no. respondents stated that Knockcroghery does not need to be bypassed.  

• 3 no. respondents stated that measures should be implemented to discourage on 
street parking in Knockcroghery which will enable better traffic flow through the 
village. 

• 2 no. respondents stated that the countryside should be preserved instead of 
building a new road.  
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• 2 no. respondents stated that with a new road the traffic speed is likely to increase 
and will not be safe.  

 
4.1.1 Privately Owned Land/Property 

Of the total submissions received, approximately 66% of respondents stated that they 
owned land/property within one or more route corridors.  Approximately 18% of 
respondents did not own any property or land within any route corridors, while 16% of 
respondents did not specify their ownership status.  

4.1.2 Ranking of Route Options 

The comment submission form asked the public to assign a ranking from 1 to 6 (1 
being highest preference) to the route corridors displayed.  Of the received 
submissions, 27 no. submissions included “Upgrade of Existing Road Option” which 
was added to the standard comment submission form by members of the public.  For 
the purposes of analysis, the extra option, if selected, was taken under consideration 
as this reflected the preference of the respondent. Submissions which did not provide 
any preference ranking are also included in the results.  

The results of the Preference ranking are shown in Table 4.1 below.  Some 
submissions did not assign a ranking to every route option, and instead it was observed 
that respondents often only ranked their Highest Preferred or Lowest Preferred Route 
Option.  Additionally, it was observed that some respondents assigned the same 
preference ranking to several route options.  For instance, where route options were 
coincident all of these options were often given a ranking of No. 6 or Least Preferred 
and hence, the total number of responses is the highest under this ranking.   

 Preference Ranking of Route Options 
(1 = Highest Preferred, 6 = Least Preferred) 

Route Options  1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 

Route Option C 41 27 4 5 8 86 

Route Option C-3 3 34 27 10 27 35 

Route Option E 3 6 21 28 12 63 

Route Option F 2 7 25 29 22 46 

Route Option G 2 29 10 10 25 55 

Route Option J 82 11 7 2 9 29 

Other* 

Upgrade of Existing 
N61 
 

46 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 

Option Not Stated 
 

36 100 117 127 123 41 

Total no. of responses 215 214 211 211 226 355 

Notes *Other include answers to preference rankings where no ranking was 
given (Not Stated), or a different preference was selected which was 
not included in the submission form.  

Table 4.1 No. of Public submissions ranking each route option by preference 

4.1.2.1 Highest Preferred Route Option 

Figure 4.1 overleaf shows the percentage of submissions ranking each route option as 
Highest Preferred. As can be seen from Figure 4.1, 38% of the total submissions 
ranked Option J as the Highest Preferred Route Option.  

The following reasons were provided for choosing this route over other route options: 

• 32 no. respondents stated that Route Option J will impact the community and 
residential property the least; 
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• 16 no. respondents stated that Route Option J is the shortest route and appears to 
be the most economical of all route options proposed; 

• 16 no. respondents stated that Route Option J will have the least impact on the 
environment when compared to the other options; 

• 17 no. respondents stated that Route Option J utilises the largest section of the 
existing N61, while 5 no. submissions also preferred this route as it follows closely 
to the existing railway line and thus, impacting the surrounding land  the least;  

• 9 no. submissions preferred Route Option J as it interacts with the lowest number 
of railway crossings, enabling better traffic flow; 

• 8 no. respondents chose Route Option J as it does not bypass Lecarrow, stating 
that the village does not need to be bypassed as the existing N61 between 
Lecarrow and Knockcroghery is in good condition; 

• 9 no. respondents were in favour of Route Option J as it did not directly impact 
their private property and or it was the furthest option from their property; 

• 4 no. respondents stated that Route Option J is the safest option compared to the 
remaining route options proposed; 

• 4 no. respondents have stated that Route Option J will have the least impact on 
human health in terms of noise, air and visual pollution; and 

• 3 no. respondents stated that Route Option J will have the least impact on the 
countryside setting/environment. 

  

 
Figure 4.1  Percentage of public submissions ranking each route option as the 
Highest Preferred   
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4.1.2.2 Least Preferred Route Option 

Figure 4.2 overleaf shows the percentage of submissions ranking each route option as 
Least Preferred. Route Option C was ranked as the Least Preferred Route Option in 
24% of submissions and Route Option E the second least preferred option with 18% 
of total submissions ranking it the Least Preferred Option.   

It should be noted that Mote Park Conservation Group have been active in their 
opposition to Route Option C on Social Media, a Change.org petition and local 
meetings and this is likely to have inflated the opposition to Route Option C skewing 
the overall results of the submissions. Additionally, it was observed that many 
submissions opposing to these routes, particularly Route Option C were members of 
the same household, where the household size often comprised of 3 or more 
members.   

Consequently, the reasons for choosing both Route Options as Least Preferred are 
summarised below.   

Route Option C 

The following reasons were provided for choosing Route Option C as the Least 
Preferred Route Option: 

• 47 no. respondents did not want Route C to traverse Mote Park as it is a scenic 
area and locals use it for recreational purposes, including walking and cycling.  

• 45 no. respondents stated that this route will have an impact on the local 
community and on people’s lives. Several submissions have commented that 
Route Option C will severe their community, separating neighbours from each 
other and alienating others from the main village of Knockcroghery. Additionally, 
respondents expressed concerns regarding the efficiency of farm operations in the 
area if Route Option C is to be developed through farmlands.   

• 39 no. respondents were concerned with potential impacts induced by Route 
Option C on the environment: 

- the potential damage to the River Hind floodplain and the impact on wildlife 
dependent on this habitat. Respondents also raised concern with regard to the 
possible increase of flooding in the area as a result of the proposed road.  

- impact on Biodiversity, specifically with regard to red squirrel population in Mote 
Park. 

- impact on sites of archaeological and architectural heritage.  

• 19 no. respondents were against Route Option C as their property is either directly 
located within the route corridor or in close proximity to it. Many have expressed 
their concerns regarding the possible devaluation of their property as a result of 
the proposed route, and the potential impact on their livelihood, specifically in 
relation to those who are in the farming industry and own local businesses in the 
area.  

• 19 no. respondents were concerned regarding the potential impacts on human 
health, specifically in terms of air and noise pollution. 

• 22 no. respondents had concerns regarding the potential landscape and visual 
impacts of Route Option C, especially if their property is located within or in 
proximity to the route corridor.  

• 21 no. submissions were concerned with the potential impact of Route Option C 
on the setting of the countryside.  
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• 7 no. respondents were concerned regarding safety when driving along the 
proposed route as well as the safety of non-users, especially children playing in 
proximity to the route, or those attending the Ballymurray National School.  

Route Option E  

The following reasons were provided for choosing Route Option E as the Least 
Preferred Route Option: 

• 20 no. respondents stated that Route Option E impacts their property directly or is 
located in proximity to their property and may impact their livelihoods and or can 
potentially devalue their property.  

• 14 no. respondents were concerned with the potential impacts of proposed route 
on human health, specifically air and noise pollution. This primarily relates to the 
respondents who have indicated that their property is located along or in proximity 
to the corridor of Route Option E.  

• 13 no. submissions have expressed concern with regard to the potential impact on 
community and residents. Some respondents were concerned that the route will 
potentially sever their community.  

• 14 no. respondents were concerned with the potential impacts of Route Option E 
on the environment. Respondents have expressed concern in relation to the 
potential flooding as a result of the proposed route, as well as its impact on a 
ringfort at Cornamart.  

• 7 no. respondents had concerns in relation to the potential impact of the route on 
the Greenhills Estate, Knockcroghery specifically in terms of the following: 

- Health and Safety of residents, especially children playing in the area. 

- Severance of Community. 

- Devaluation of property.  

• 7 no. submissions had concerns with regard to safety when driving on the proposed 
route option, as well as the safety of those living in proximity to the proposed route, 
especially children.  

• 6 no. respondents stated that they had concerns in terms of the potential visual 
and landscape impacts as a result of Route Option E.  

• 5 no. submissions were concerned with the potential impact induced by Route 
Option E on the countryside setting and the countryside lifestyle. 

 
 



Roughan & O’Donovan – AECOM Alliance Roscommon County Council 

 N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project  

18.170 March 2020 Page 10 

 
Figure 4.2 Percentage of public submissions ranking each route option Least 
Preferred. 

 

4.1.3 Petition Against Route Options C, C-3 and E 

The public held an informal information meeting on 18th of December, 2019 at St. 
John’s Community Centre, Knockcroghery regarding Route Options C, C-3 and E. 
Following the meeting, a submission was received by RCC accompanied by 65 no. 
signatures opposing to the development of these routes.  It was observed that many 
submissions opposed to these routes were members of the same household, where 
the household size often comprised of 3 or more members.  Additionally, the 
submission provided a link to an online petition which was set up by a member public 
objecting to the development of Route Options C, C-3 and E due to potential impacts 
on the Mote Park and Demesne and the community (link to petition).   

The petition was signed by 557 members of the public. Approximately 25% of 
signatories stated that they were from Athlone and Roscommon, 31% were from 
Dublin, 36% were from other locations in Ireland, while 8% of the total signatories 
resided overseas, such as the UK (4%) and the US (2%).  It has been noted that a 
number of the signatories, particularly ones from the locality, have also returned a 
comment submission form separately to the petition. 
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https://www.change.org/p/roscommon-county-council-stop-the-n61-ballymurray-knockcroghery-lecarrow-bypass
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Address of Signatory Number of Signatures Percentage (%) 

Athlone/Roscommon 142 25% 

Dublin 173 31% 

Ireland (Other) 202 36% 

UK 20 4% 

US 10 2% 

Overseas (Other) 10 2% 

Total 557 - 

Table 4.2 Signatories to the Change.org Petition regarding Route Options C, C-3 
and E 

 
 
4.1.3.1 Remaining ranks of preference 

Figure 4.3 overleaf presents the percentage of submissions who ranked each route 
option as their 2nd, 3rd,4th and 5th preferred route. Route Option C-3 was placed the 
highest under the 2nd, 3rd and 5th ranking preference, while Route Option F was the 
highest under the 4th ranking preference. A large number of submissions (between 
47% and 60%) did not state their route preference under these rankings as can be 
seen in Figure 4.3 under “Not Stated”. 
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Figure 4.3 Percentage of public submissions ranking each route option as the 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th preferred route.   

Route Option C Route Option C-3 Route Option E Route Option F Route Option G Route Option J Not Stated

2nd Preference 13% 16% 3% 3% 14% 5% 47%

3rd Preference 2% 13% 10% 12% 5% 3% 55%

4th Preference 2% 5% 13% 14% 5% 1% 60%

5th Preference 4% 12% 5% 10% 11% 4% 54%
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4.2 Information provided with Submissions 

Figure 4.4 overleaf provides a summary of 15 main categories where issues and 
recommendations were raised by the public in their submissions, in response to the 
proposed route options. A summary of the points raised are detailed further under each 
category heading in this section.  
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Figure 4.4  No. of respondents providing recommendations and/or expressing concerns on 15 main categories
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4.2.1 Biodiversity  

40 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should be 
developed so as to have the least impact on biodiversity. Additionally, a number of 
respondents have provided information regarding the Biodiversity of the study area as 
described below.  

1. Mote Park - A number of respondents were concerned with the potential impact 
on the biodiversity of Mote Park.  The public have stated that Mote Park is a home 
to a number of protected species such as the red squirrel, pine marten, badger, 
barn own, Irish Hare and a variety of bat species. 

2. Bogganfin townland - the public have informed the assessment that the townland 
of Bogganfin just north of the Mote Park Demesne serves as a nesting ground for 
the Grey Heron, holds populations of Mute Swan and Mallard, as well as providing 
a habitat for a breeding pair of Curlews. Bats, such as the such as the Lesser 
Horseshoe bat have also been spotted in shed complexes in the area.  

3. River Hind - The respondents were concerned regarding the potential impacts on 
water dependent biodiversity. Sightings of Otter, Mute Swan, Kingfisher and Little 
Egret along the River Hind and other watercourses have been reported within the 
study area. 

4. Gailey/Longnamuck area - two respondents reported sightings of various bat 
species and frogs at deciduous plantations located in the Gailey/Longnamuck area 
along the corridor of Route Option J. Wild geese and pheasants have also been 
spotted in the area.  

4.2.2 Hydrology/Hydrogeology  

16 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should be 
developed so as to have the least impact on hydrology. Additionally, a number of 
respondents have provided information regarding the hydrological systems of the 
study area as described below. 

1. Existing Flooding – five flood areas have been identified by the public: 

- In 2009, during a high rainfall event, the crossroad of Mount Plunkett Road in 
Knockcroghery Village flooded due to the water seeping down from a nearby 
hill. One house was reported to have been affected by the flood.   

- One respondent stated that a swallow hole near Church Road struggles to take 
in water during the winter season, causing flooding.  

- The Gailey/Longnamuck area has also been identified as an area liable to 
flooding.  

- Low-lying lands of the Hind River Flood Plain tend to flood numerous times 
throughout the year at different locations.  

- One respondent stated that in 2015/2016 a serious flood event occurred in the 
Cornamart area. 

2. Potential Flooding – approximately 6 no. respondents expressed concern 
regarding the new road development potentially increasing the probability of 
flooding in the area.  

3. Water Quality – The public have stated that the proposed development should 
avoid causing any adverse impacts on the water quality of the River Hind and other 
watercourses. One respondent stated that the River Hind is still recovering from 
past heavy organic pollution. 
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4.2.3 Archaeology, Architecture and Cultural Heritage  

14 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should be 
developed so as to have the least impact on Archaeology, Architecture and the Cultural 
Heritage. Additionally, a number of respondents have provided information regarding 
existing heritage sites within the study area as described below. 

1. Recorded Monuments – the public have stated that the study area has a 
numerous recorded monuments and ringforts and archaeological bogs in the area, 
specifically within Route Option C and that these should be protected.  

2. Quaker Archaeology – 3 no. respondents have stated that the village of 
Ballymurray is a Quaker village and that consideration should be given so as not 
to impact the Quaker archaeology around the area. Quaker archaeology has also 
been noted in Corgrave.  

3. Mote Park and Demesne – the public stated that Mote Park and Demesne is a 
recognised NIAH site, and it should be protected (It should be noted that Mote Park 
entrance is listed on the NIAH database of protected sites, but Mote House is not 
listed on the NIAH database). 

4.2.4 Landscape and Visual Impact  

14 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should be 
developed so as to minimise Landscape and Visual Impacts. Specifically, the public 
would like the Project Team to take into consideration the existing landscape 
topography and the elevation of the proposed routes.  In general, however, 
approximately 9 no respondents have stressed that the impacts on the countryside 
landscape should be considered when designing and choosing the emerging preferred 
route option.  

4.2.5 Safety and Efficiency  

28 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should be efficient 
and safe for its users as well as the community.  

4.2.6 Amenities  

28 no. submissions stated that the emerging preferred route option should have the 
least impact on the amenities in the area.  The existing amenities that should be taken 
into consideration are as follows: 

1. Mote Park – the majority of these respondents stated that any potential impact on 
the Mote Park should be avoided. Mote Park is an important recreational amenity 
for the local population that provides cycle and walking routes such as the Bluebell 
Walk.  Mote Park also hosts the Irish Girl Guides Hostel on its premises which 
functions as an educating facility for the younger generations.  Additionally, Mote 
Park is a regional tourist attraction where guided tours are provided its visitors.  

2. Ballymurray National School – the public have stated a preference for the 
emerging proposed route to not travel in close proximity to the Ballymurray National 
School so as to avoid any potential health and safety impacts.  

3. Other local amenities and businesses – the public have recommended for 
access to be maintained to existing local amenities and businesses so as not to 
lose visitors and or costumers.  

 

4.2.7 Population and Human Health  

65 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should be 
developed so as to have the least impact on the population and human health. The 
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following are the considerations that the public wish for the project team to take when 
selecting the emerging preferred route option: 

• the potential impact on the quality of life of the residents. 

• to cause least disruption to people’s homes and the community. 

• to consider the proximity of proposed routes on existing residential property. 

• to consider the impacts on people’s livelihoods. 

• to consider the potential impact on human health and well-being.  

• to avoid community severance. 

4.2.8 Air and Noise Pollution 

22 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should have the 
least impact on air quality and on existing noise levels. Additionally, mitigation 
measures to avoid and or reduce potential noise pollution from the proposed road 
development should be incorporated into the design. For instance, two respondents 
suggested for noise barriers to be used, where required. 

4.2.9 Upgrading existing N61  

48 no. submissions made a recommendation (as opposed to route preference) stating 
that an upgrade of the existing N61 should be taken into consideration instead of 
constructing a new road.  The following measures have been proposed to upgrade the 
existing N61: 

• Introduce traffic calming measures along the existing road such as installation of 
speed cameras and a reduction of the speed limit. 

• Reduction of speed limit in Knockcroghery, as well as restricting on street parking 
within the village. 

• Widening lanes as well as introducing overtaking lanes and right-turning lanes 
where applicable. 

• Improvements to existing junctions and straighten the dangerous bends along the 
road.  

• Introduction of cycling lanes. 

4.2.10 Upgrading Public Transport  

13 no. respondents have suggested that the public transport system (bus and rail) 
between Athlone and Roscommon should be upgraded instead of developing a new 
road. Additionally, two respondents stated that development of walking and cycling 
lanes in the area should also be prioritised.  

4.2.11 Material Assets  

32 no. respondents stated that the emerging preferred route option should be 
developed so as to have the least impact on the following material assets: 

1. Farmland – the public have stated that acquisition or fragmentation of active 
farmlands will have an impact on the farmers as this will render their lands 
inoperable and is likely to have an impact on their income. 

2. Private Property – the public are concerned that the proposed route options will 
directly impact their private property through acquisition. Additionally, the potential 
indirect effects are also a concern, such as devaluation of property. 
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3. Impacts on water services – The public have expressed concern regarding the 
potential effect of the proposed development on the existing water supply and 
drainage in the area. Specifically, the public urged for the potential impacts on the 
Toberreeoge well, private wells, the natural spring wells and the Storm Water 
Overflow System servicing Roscommon Town to be considered when selecting the 
emerging preferred route option. 

4.2.12 Climate Change  

11 no. respondents are concerned that the proposed road development is not 
consistent with the National and RCC’s climate policy objectives.  The public believe 
that the Project will facilitate unnecessary journeys by private car instead of 
transitioning to a more sustainable method of travel.  

4.2.13 Design  

37 no. respondents have provided the following recommendations for designing and 
or choosing the emerging preferred route option: 

• Avoid or minimise crossings of the railway line to ensure continuous traffic flow; 

• Reduce interactions of the new road with existing roads in the area to improve 
safety; 

• To consider choosing a route with the least construction of a new road surface;  

• To take into consideration the plans associated with the future development of the 
Westport – Dublin Railway line; 

• To choose a route that is more economically viable; 

• To choose a more direct route; 

• To consider improving the existing N61 between Nodes 1 or 2 and 10 regardless 
of what route option will be chosen as an emerging preferred route option; 

• To consider introducing minimum amount of access points onto the new road, 
where one submission advised against introducing a slip road at L2003 local road 
at Srah; 

• To including cycle lanes as part of the overall design of the emerging preferred 
route option; and  

• Incorporate hedging or planting along the emerging preferred route option to create 
wildlife corridors which will also serve as noise barriers from traffic. 

4.2.14 Public Relations  

14 no. respondents stated that communication should be maintained between the 
Project Team and the local residents throughout the Project. Specifically, the public 
would like full consultation to be undertaken and for the public opinion to be taken into 
consideration. Additionally, the public stated that a notice should be provided in 
advance to all affected by any of the proposed route options.  

4.2.15 Queries regarding existing N61  

8 no. respondents queried whether any of the safety issues associated with the existing 
N61 will be addressed. 

4.2.16 Feedback Received During Consultation Event 

In addition to the written submissions described in the previous section, feedback was 
also received in the form of informal comments/observations made to project team 
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representatives at the public consultation event. This additional feedback was as 
follows: 

• In general, the overall reaction to the proposed road project was positive.  

• Majority of the people who resided outside the study area or with the village of 
Knockcroghery supported the scheme.  

• Consider the potential impact on the residents of the Greenhills Estate in terms of 
landscape and visual, noise and vibration effects.  

• Right hand side road north of Churchboro Cross is very overgrown. 

• There are issues with turning into Lecarrow as the existing N61 is very busy. 

• Permission was given by a landowner to develop a walkway along the Lecarrow 
Canal.  

• People go walking and jogging along the Toberreeoge Road.  Additionally, there 
are sightings of 500 – 600 bats foraging in the area, namely Pipistrelle bats flying 
in and out of buildings.  The area is also a breeding site for buzzards and a feeding 
site for sparrow hawks.  Pine martins and Hen Harrier have also been identified in 
the area.  

• Knockdrumdonnell is an extraction point for drinking water. Additionally, there is a 
Holy well located in the area. 

• Water supply from Balluly, which supplies Carrgeen in the Ballymurray area was 
polluted a couple of years ago.  

• The carpark at the Grace Community Church flooded twice as a result of run off 
from nearby hills.  

• Lands at Lisbride which are c. 31 acres in size contain a swallow hole under the 
road. The swallow hole floods 2 southern fields approximately 3 times per annum. 

• Hangman’s Hill in the Creggan townland is a protected structure.  

 

5 SUMMARY 

The Public Consultation event was held at The Knockcroghery Community Centre 
between 1pm – 8pm on the 27th and 28th of November 2019.  The Project Team 
assisted members of the public in understanding the route options presented and 
respond to any queries.  The summary of the event and the feedback received from 
the public is summarised below: 

• Over the two days, approximately 330 – 360 members of the public attended the 
public consultation. 

• In total, 211 submission feedback forms were returned to RCC at the event, via 
post, online and email. In general, the public’s view towards the Project was as 
follows: 

-  127 or 60% of total respondents agreed that the existing N61 needs 
improvement for safety reasons; to bypass Knockcroghery; and to alleviate 
congestion which is currently caused by an increased volume of traffic.  

- 46 or 22% of total respondents did not agree that the existing N61 needed 
improvement stating that the existing N61 is in good condition; there are no 
problems with congestion; and that construction of a new road is not 
economically viable.  
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- 38 or 18% of total respondents did not specify if they agreed that the existing 
N61 needs improvement. 

• Route Option J was the Preferred Route Option for 38% of respondents who stated 
that it will impact the community and residential property and environment the least; 
it is the shortest route and appears to be more economically viable; utilises the 
largest section of the existing N61; and interacts with the lowest number of railway 
crossings, enabling better traffic flow. 

• Route Option C was the Least Preferred Option for 24% of respondents as it will 
traverse through Mote Park and Demesne; it will have an impact on the local 
community and peoples lives; it will have the greatest impact on the environment, 
specifically on the biodiversity of Mote Park and the River Hind; and the direct 
impact on people’s property and indirect devaluation of said property.  

• 18% of respondents ranked Route Option E as the Least Preferred Option due its 
direct impact on people’s property; their property is located in proximity to the route; 
impact on human health, specifically from noise and air pollution; and its potential 
impact on community and residents.  

• A Change.org petition was created by a member of the public against Route Option 
C, C-3 and E citing potential impact on Mote Park and the community as the main 
reasons for the petition. The petition was signed by 557 members of the public.  

• The public have also provided feedback on what should be taken into consideration 
when determining the emerging preferred route option. The feedback fell under 15 
main categories, where top three categories were as follows: 

- Biodiversity: 40 no. respondents would like the potential impact on the 
biodiversity of Mote Park and the River Hind to be taken under consideration 
stating that the two habitats supported a number of protected species such as 
the red squirrel and otter.  

-  Population and Human Health: 65 no. respondents would like the potential 
impact on population and human health to be taken into consideration, 
particularly the impact on people’s quality of life; to avoid community 
severance; and to cause the least disruption to the residents. 

- Upgrading the existing N61: 48 no. respondents would prefer the existing N61 
to be upgraded instead of constructing a new road.  

 

6 NEXT STEPS 

The feedback from the non-statutory public consultation has been, and will continue to 
be, considered in the selection of the emerging preferred route option and will inform 
the design of the proposed route options and the preparation of associated 
environmental assessments.  

Following the selection of the emerging preferred route option, a Third Public 
Consultation will be held to get feedback from the public on the proposals.  
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1 INTRODUCTION 

This public consultation feedback report has been prepared to assess and then 
summarise the feedback received from Public Consultation No.3, Emerging Preferred 
Route Corridor, held between 14th December 2020 and 29th January 2021 online 
through the project website at https://consultation.n61roscommon.ie/.  

Due to the restrictions in holding in-person consultation events due to the COVID-19 
pandemic, the public consultation event was held online.  This virtual public 
consultation event contained information boards and mapping showing members of 
the public the emerging preferred route option corridor arising from the Stage 2 options 
assessment process.  The purpose of the non-statutory public consultation event was 
to: 

• to build upon the information gathered in the first and second non-statutory 
consultations; 

• to ensure consultation and engagement is carried out in a transparent and 
meaningful way, even with the restrictions posed by COVID-19; 

• present the emerging preferred route option corridor of the road project to the 
public; 

• inform the public of the process and the programme for the project; 

• invite the public to submit comments and observations on the information 
presented so as to inform the design of the proposed development; and 

• gather relevant local information which may not have been previously known 
to the Project Team. 

2 METHODOLOGY 
Submissions from the public and interested parties were invited and feedback forms 
were available on the N61 project website for completion and submission online, via 
email or for download and submission via freepost envelope to Roscommon County 
Council (RCC). A hard copy of the feedback form and brochure was also sent to all 
residents within the 300m wide Emerging Preferred Route Corridor. In addition, an 
information leaflet was sent to all other residents within and relative to the other 5 route 
corridors within the study area.   The feedback form contained a series of questions in 
relation to the emerging preferred route option.  The response to these questions was 
collated and analysed to inform the decision-making process.  
 

2.1 Publicity 

As is the normal process in relation to a Public Consultation, members of the public 
were notified in advance of the event by Roscommon County Council (RCC) via the 
following channels: 

• Newspaper 

Notices publicising the event were published in the Roscommon Herald and 
Roscommon People (local newspapers serving Co. Roscommon) in their edition 
published on the 15th December 2020 and Friday 11th December 2020 
respectively.  The notice stated the purpose of the Public Consultation, as well as 
the location and time of the event itself, a copy of the notice is included in Plate 
2.2 overleaf.  

 

https://consultation.n61roscommon.ie/


Roughan & O’Donovan – AECOM Alliance Roscommon County Council 
 N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project  

18.170 April 2021 Page 2 

• Roscommon County Council Website 

A notice publicising the event (with the same content as the newspaper notice was 
posted on the ‘News’ page of the RCC website one week prior to the event. The 
event was also promoted on RCC’s social media feeds. 

• Project Website 

A notice publicising the event was put on the news section of the project website 
one week in advance of the virtual consultation commencing. 

• Radio  

The public consultation event was advertised on Shannonside radio over a two 
week period, both on their website and broadcast over the radio station.  

• Road Signage 

Road signs were erected at six locations along the N61 between Ballymurray and 
Lecarrow advertising the upcoming consultation event as shown in Plate 2.1 
below. 

 

 
Plate 2.1 Roadside Signage 
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Plate 2.2 N61 public consultation event newspaper notice from the 

Roscommon People  
 

2.2 Pre-Consultation Briefing of the Elected Members 

On the 14th December 2020, the elected members of Roscommon County Council 
were given a presentation that outlined the option selection process and identified the 
emerging preferred route corridor in advance of Public Consultation 3 going live on the 
project website.  This presentation also highlighted the changes to the traditional in-
person consultation event, presenting the virtual consultation room as a result of the 
COVID-19 restrictions. 
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3 VIRTUAL PUBLIC CONSULTATION  

The Virtual Public Consultation event was set up on the project website at  
https://consultation.n61roscommon.ie/ and held between 14th December 2020 and 29th 
January 2021.  The virtual consultation room was developed to try and replicate an in-
person consultation experience as far as practicable, to ensure that members of the 
public would be able to easily navigate their way around the event and understand the 
information being provided. 

The consultation included an on-line and telephone booking facility for members of the 
public to be able to speak to representatives of the design team and Roscommon 
County Council regarding the emerging preferred route corridor proposed and to 
highlight any concerns that they may have in relation to the proposal. 

 

3.1 Virtual Public Consultation Information 

The virtual consultation room closely replicated the more traditional consultation 
experience, with twelve consultation boards, together with interactive mapping which 
allowed users to type in their Eircode or address to find their property.  Plate 3.1 below 
shows an image from the virtual consultation room. 

 

Plate 3.1 Virtual Display board station 

 

https://consultation.n61roscommon.ie/
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The twelve display boards within the virtual consultation room displayed the following 
information: 

Virtual Board 1: Introduction to the Scheme  

Virtual Board 2: Project Background with Drawing of 18 no. Stage 1 
Route Options  

Virtual Board 3: Need for the Project  

Virtual Board 4: Progress to Date 

Virtual Board 5  Project Road Map. 

Virtual Board 6: Drawing of 6 no. Stage 2 Route Options 

Virtual Board 7: Option Selection Assessment Criteria  

Virtual Board 8: Emerging Preferred Route Corridor - OS Mapping 

Virtual Board 9: Emerging Preferred Route Corridor - Aerial 

Virtual Board 10: Emerging Preferred Route Assessment Summary 

Virtual Board 11: Scheme Benefits 

Virtual Board 12: What Happens Next? 

In addition to the twelve consultation boards, there was also a: 

Feedback Station: Feedback Forms and Online meeting booking form 

Interactive Mapping: GIS Based interactive route overlaid on Bing Aerial 
Mapping 

Downloads: Downloadable versions of the Display Boards, brochure 
and comment form 

 
The emerging preferred route corridor presented on the mapping is a 300m wide 
corridor.  However, it was explained to the public at the consultation that the road 
reservation requirements for a single carriageway are typically approximately 35m to 
50m in width and that the 300m corridor was to allow for development and refinement 
of the route design within this corridor. 
 
A copy of the virtual boards displayed on the virtual public consultation posters are 
provided in Appendix A. 
 
In addition to the virtual boards, brochures showing the emerging preferred route 
option, together with text descsribing the background to the scheme and the next steps 
in the process were avaiable to view on the project website. A copy of the brochure is 
included in Appendix B. 
 
All of the material provided on the project website was also made available to download 
by members of the public on RCC’s website from the first day of the public consultation.   
 
From the Google analytics data for the virtual consultation room, it can be seen that 
535 unique users visited the consultation room during consultation period, with an 
average session time of 5 minutes 14 seconds.  Of these, there were 879 sessions, 
indicating on average each user visited 1.6 times and on average viewed 7.4 different 
pages on each occaision. 
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When assessing the location of the users, 33% were based in Dublin and 33% 
Roscommon, with 17% in Athlone.  Other locations with the ten highest were London, 
Mullingar, Naas, Cork, Galway, Newbridge and Birmingham. 

 

3.2 Information Packs 

Prior to the public consultation, and a landowner package containing the brochure, 
individual landowner maps and feedback forms were distributed to all properties within 
the 300m wide Emerging Preferred Route Corridor.  In addition, an information leaflet 
was sent to all residentes within and relative to the other 5 route corridors within the 
study area.  

 

3.3 Virtual Meetings 

Online and telephone consultation meetings could be booked by members of the public 
through the project website at https://n61roscommon.ie/latest-news/ or via telephone.  
Meetings commenced in the new year and ran from the 4th January to the 29th January, 
2021. Six representatives for the project team from RCC and ROD-AECOM 
participated in public consultation meetings. The aim of the online meetings was to 
respond to any queries in relation to the project and the emerging preferred route 
corridor and take on board the concerns and issues raised at those meetings. 

 

3.4 Submission of Feedback 

Comment feedback forms were made available to members of the public, where 
interested parties were given the option of:  

• by completing the online feedback form on the public consultation website;  

• downloading the feedback from and submitting it to the project email address;  

• downloading the feedback form and posting a printed version to RCC via the 
freepost envelope provided; and 

• completing the hardcopy feedback form issued to all land and property owners 
within the 300m wide Emerging Preferred Route Corridor. 

As noted on the brochure, all submissions were requested to be submitted by Friday 
29th January 2021. In addition to the written submissions, opinions, comments and 
observations on the proposed development which were expressed by members of the 
public at online consultation meetings were noted by Project Team representatives.  A 
copy of the feedback form is included in Appendix B. 

 
 

https://n61roscommon.ie/latest-news/
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4 ANALYSIS OF SUBMISSIONS AND ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK 
 
The feedback from the public consultation event was received from prescribed bodies 
(statutory and non-statutory) and the public whose submissions were summarised and 
analysed as detailed in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 respectively.  
 

4.1 Prescribed Bodies 

In advance of the public consultation event, 44 prescribed bodies (27 statutory and 17 
non-statutory) were notified of the upcoming consultation event and were requested to 
submit any comments they would have in relation to the emerging preferred route 
corridor proposals.  The responses received in relation to this request were 
summarised and are tabulated in Table 4.1 below. 
 

Table 4.1 Prescribed Bodies Feedback 

Prescribed Body Feedback 

Inland Fisheries 
Ireland (IFI) 

The following comments were made in relation to the proposed Project: 
 

• The Hind River holds good stocks of wild brown trout and its upper 
reaches are of considerable importance as brown trout spawning 
and nursery waters. 

• The area within the study area extent is of vital importance as a 
migratory route for adult spawning trout and juvenile fish which 
come from and return to Lough Ree 

• Crayfish and lamprey (both listed as Annex II species on the EU 
Habitats Directive) are present in the Hind River 

• The Hind River is actively fished by local and visitor anglers alike. 

• The Knockcroghery River is a salmonid watercourse with good 
stocks of wild brown trout and has good spawning and nursery 
habitat. It also holds both crayfish and lamprey. 

• IFI also wishes to remind the Local Authority, its Designers and 
contractors on site that they are responsible for preventing the 
discharge of deleterious or polluting matter to waters as defined in 
the Fisheries Acts (as amended) and the Local Government (Water 
Pollution) Acts (as amended) which should be acknowledged in the 
CEMP.  

• IFI also draws attention to the requirements of the Water 
Framework Directive (WFD) that all waters, whether or not they are 
modified, should meet the quality elements to comply with good 
ecological status for unmodified waters or good ecological potential 
for modified waters. 

• IFI would require the use of clear-span bridges for any watercourse 
crossings on the Hind and Knockcroghery Rivers. Detailed 
consultations prior to planning stage must take place. 
In relation to the Hind and Knockcroghery Rivers, diversions and 
construction and associated works with a high risk of suspended 
solids pollution should not be carried out between the 30th Sept. 
and the 30th April in order to protect spawning and juvenile trout. 

• Further consultation with IFI will be required as the project progress, 
and at preliminary design stage and prior to planning submission. 
NPWS should be consulted in relation to crayfish and lamprey 
populations. 
IFI requires it is consulted on drainage proposals to include petrol 
interceptors on all discharges to watercourses in conjunction with 
wetlands or planted ditches to achieve retention, attenuation and 
settlement of pollutants.  

• IFI has concerns in relation to pollution, especially from suspended 
solids and hydrocarbons (during and post construction). 
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Prescribed Body Feedback 

• IFI would be in favour of road drainage out falling to lakes or to 
rivers in close proximity to lakes downstream or discharging to 
groundwater.  

• The new road should not impinge on existing access to the Hind 
and Knockcroghery rivers in any way, where possible access to the 
rivers should be improved to encourage sustainable use of the 
amenity by the public. 

 

Minister for 
Agriculture, Food 
and the Marine 
 

Acknowledgement of receipt of information in relation to the Emerging 
Preferred Route Option 

 

 
Udaras na 
Gaeltachta 

 

States that the area concerned is outside the Gaeltacht and outside the 
remit of their role as a prescribed body. They will not be making any 
comments on the proposal.  
 

Office of Public 
Works (OPW) 
 

The following comments were made in relation to the proposed Project: 
 

• The emerging preferred route option crosses both the Hind 
Drainage District, which is maintained by RCC and the 
Knockcroghery Catchment Drainage Scheme, which is maintained 
by OPW. 

• if there is any construction or alteration to existing or proposed 
bridges/culverts, this work requires Section 50 consent from the 
OPW before any work commences. 

• The Local Authority should consider flood risk as part of its 
assessment. The emerging preferred route option passes through 
areas that have been identified as a flood risk area as part of the 
Roscommon AFA (Area of Further Assessment) which came under 
the Shannon CFRAM study.  

• There are a number of recorded past flood events within the area 
which should also be considered. 

 

Geological 
Survey Ireland 
 

The following comments were made in relation to the proposed Project: 
 

• Groundwater: Note that a source protection area has been 
identified within the area of proposed Route Option C-3 corridor, 
which relates to the Knockcroghery / Lecarrow Public Water Supply 
(Toberreeogue Spring). 

• GSI would like to receive a copy of reports detailing any site 
investigations carried out for the proposed development. 

• Should any significant bedrock cuttings be created, GSI asks that 
they will be designed to remain visible as rock exposure rather than 
covered with soil and vegetated, in accordance with the safety 
guidelines and engineering constraints.  

• Alternatively, GSI ask for digital photographic record to be provided 
of significant new excavations. 

Irish Rail 
 

The following comments were made in relation to the proposed Project: 
 

• The emerging preferred route option will cross the railway line with 
a new road over the rail bridge at approx. 92 miles 0320 yards on 
the Athlone to Westport line. This new structure will be referenced 
by IE as OBM694E. For the proposed overbridge, consideration will 
need to be given to the horizontal and vertical clearances required 
from the track. The requirements for vehicle containment on the 
approaches to the structure will also require special consideration. 

• The location for the proposed overbridge OBM694E is about 20 
yards beyond an existing cattle pass UBM694 which currently 
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Prescribed Body Feedback 

serves to provide access to lands on both sides of the railway line. 
The proposed route will bisect these lands and potentially cut off 
access. Consideration will have to be given as to how access will 
be gained in future to these lands and if the bridge construction 
works will interfere with the existing cattle pass structure.  

• IE is supportive in principle to the closure of the Level Crossings for 
the reasons stated in the public consultation documentation (Curry 
(XM072 and Ballymurray (XM075) 

• The closure of these level crossings will require completion of a 
legislative process by RCC to extinguish the Public Right of Way. 
IE would like RCC to confirm that the legislative process permitting 
the Road Scheme will obviate the need for the publication of notices 
under Section 73 of the Roads Act, 1993. 

 

 

4.2 Public Feedback  

4.2.1 Methodology 

The issues/comments raised in the feedback submissions from the public where 
categorised under the Main Criteria and Sub-criteria outlined in Table 4.2 below.  
 

Table 4.2 Methodology for Categorising Submissions 

Main Criteria Sub- criteria Description of Sub-Criteria 

Environment 

Biodiversity  
Where reference is made to terrestrial and aquatic fauna 
and flora and ecological habitats e.g., hedgerows, 
treelines, SACs, SPAs, protected species 

Noise  
Where reference is made to noise pollution, change of 
noise environment etc. 

Air  Where reference is made to air pollution, air quality etc. 

Light 
Where reference is made to light pollution from road 
lights, headlights etc. 

Climate 
Where reference is made to greenhouse gas emissions, 
changing climate 

Water 
Where reference is made to existing and potential 
flooding, water quality, drinking water resources, 
hydrogeology, hydrology 

Cultural Heritage 

Where reference is made to impacts on protected 
structures and archaeological sites e.g., recorded 
monuments, archaeological, architectural and cultural 
heritage, Mote Park, NIAH 

Landscape Where reference is made to impacts on landscape  

Visual 
Where reference is made to impacts on views e.g., to/from 
a property 

Population 
Where reference is made to impacts on quality of life, 
disruption to privacy, livelihood, health, well-being, 
community impacts, severance, access to amenities 

Non-Agri 

Impacts on non-agricultural property such as residential 
property (incl. direct and indirect impacts on private 
residential property, community facilities, utilities (e.g. 
water, sewage, electricity etc.) and the impact on planning 
applications either submitted or due to be submitted. 

Agri 
Impacts on agricultural operations such as farms, access 
to farmyards and lands 
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Main Criteria Sub- criteria Description of Sub-Criteria 

Engineering 

Traffic 
reference to traffic volumes along the existing road 
network 

Access reference to existing/future access 

Safety 
reference to safety on proposed route/existing road 
network 

Level Crossing 
Where reference is made to the closure of any existing 
railway level crossing as part of proposed development 
and the associated impacts in relation to these closures 

CPO n/a 
Where the submission is enquiring about the CPO 
process/compensation or are stating that there are 
changes to the land registry data.   

Recommendations n/a 

Where recommendations/ suggestions are made in 
relation to the design of the emerging preferred route in 
terms of its alignment, mitigation measures such as 
screening (e.g. to mitigate effects of noise and air 
pollution), upgrade of existing N61, public transport 
alternatives etc. 

Policy n/a 
Where reference is made to any local, regional, national 
and international policies and guidelines 

Public Relations n/a 
reference to public consultation process, engagement with 
the public, Covid 19, etc. 

Request for 
Further Info 

n/a 

Where requests are made to review the Option Selection 
Report, other supporting materials in relation to the route 
selection process or the emerging preferred route option 
itself. Specific queries in relation to the design of the 
emerging preferred route options have also been recorded 
under this sub-criteria. 

Other Route 
Options 

n/a 
Where reference is made to an alternative Stage 1 or 
Stage 2 Option. 

 
 

4.2.2 Submissions 

A total of 103 submissions were received by Roscommon County Council. 4 
submissions were received after 29th January submission deadline but have been 
included in the final total received and considered. 14 respondents sent multiple 
submissions and where further information was supplied, these were combined with 
the original submissions. The following is a summary of how the submissions were 
received:      
 

• 49 Postal submissions 

• 39 Email submissions 

• 11 Survey Monkey/Online submissions 

• 4 submissions were received after the submission deadline through various 
means  

 
4.2.2.1 Feedback in relation to the Main Criteria 

The percentage of submissions who provided feedback under the seven main criteria 
outlined in Table 4.2 is as follows: 

 

• 82% of submissions related to environment; 

• 64% of submissions related to engineering; 

• 52% of submissions included recommendations in relation to the proposed 
scheme; 



Roughan & O’Donovan – AECOM Alliance Roscommon County Council 
 N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project  

18.170 April 2021 Page 11 

• 19% of submissions related to public relations; 

• 19% of submissions commented on other route options; 

• 14% of submissions related to the CPO process and compensation; 

• 11% of submissions related to policy; and  

• 12% of submissions requested further information regarding the route 
selection process. 
 

It should be noted that approximately 87% of the submissions provided feedback on 
more than one main criteria. 

 
4.2.2.2 Feedback in relation to the Sub – Criteria 

This section provides a summary of the feedback received under the sub-criterion 
pertaining to the seven main criterias outlined in Table 4.1. Section 5 of this Report 
provides a detailed description comments/issues raised under each sub-criteria.  

 
Environment   
 
The Main Criteria of Environment consisted of the following sub criteria: Biodiversity, 
Noise, Air Quality, Light Pollution, Climate, Water, Cultural Heritage, Landscape, 
Visual, Population, Non-Agricultural Assets and Agricultural Assets. The feedback in 
relation to each of the environment sub-criteria is summarised below: 

 
Biodiversity: 19.4% of submissions provided feedback in relation to biodiversity.  The 
respondents generally commented/raised concerns regarding flora/fauna and wildlife 
habitats, however some specifically referred to protected species, such as barn owls, 
bats, hares and swans. 

 
Noise: 41.8% of submissions provided feedback in relation to noise. The 
comments/issues raised related to increased noise levels during construction and the 
operational phase.  

 
Air Quality: 31% of submissions provided feedback in relation to air. The 
comments/issues raised related to air pollution during construction and the operational 
phase of the proposed development. 
 
Light Pollution: 6.8% of submissions raised concerns regarding light, generally stating 
that there will be an impact on light pollution as well as an impact on their sleep.  One 
submission raised a concerned regarding the loss of light due to the proposed 
expected level of the road near their dwelling. 

 
Climate: 7.7% of submissions expressed concerns in relation to the potential impact of 
proposed development on climate. The main concerns were in relation to the carbon 
footprint would be generated by the construction and maintenance of the new road. 
Respondents also questioned what considerations have been given to the scheme 
regarding climate change in relation to national policies and the Climate Act and a 
number stated the proposed development was contradictory to the Climate Act. 

 
Water: 26.2% of submissions expressed concerns in relation to the potential impact of 
proposed development on water, particularly in relation to flooding. Respondents 
stated that recurring flooding occurs at certain locations along the alignment of the 
proposed route. Concern was also expressed in relation to the proposed route causing 
flooding on farmland and worsening flooding for areas already prone to flooding. A 
concern was also raised regarding the potential impact of proposed route on existing 
water and sewerage systems.  
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Cultural Heritage: 8.7% of submissions provided feedback in relation to cultural 
heritage. Respondents were concerned about the potential impact on Mote Demesne, 
including Mote Park and St Coman’s Walk, Scregg House, Lloyds School and 
Sandfield House.  
Respondents were also concerned that recorded and unrecorded archaeological 
features and sites of national monuments within the corridor of the emerging preferred 
route have the potential to be impacted. 

 
Landscape: 14.6% of submissions were concerned regarding the potential impact of 
proposed development on landscape. 

 
Visual: 24.3% of submissions had general concerns regarding the visual impact of 
proposed development as well as the views from their properties. 

 
Population: 58.3% of submissions provided feedback in relation to population. The 
main issues raised related to potential impacts of proposed development on quality of 
life, livelihood, health and well-being, community impacts, privacy loss, severance and 
access to amenities. 

 
Non-Agricultural Assets: 35.9% of submissions provided feedback in relation to non-
agricultural assets. The comments/concerns raised were in relation to potential 
impacts on residential property, such as direct impact on the property and indirect 
impacts such as devaluation of property/land, community facilities and utilities.  

 
Agricultural Assets: 28.2% of submissions provided feedback in relation to agricultural 
assets, specifically in relation to potential impacts on agricultural operations, effects on 
farms and/or access to farmland. 
 
Engineering 
 
The engineering category consisted of the following sub criteria: traffic, access, safety 
and level crossing. The observations/concerns raised in relation to each sub criteria 
are as follows:  
 
Traffic: 18.5% of submissions were concerned about the potential increase in traffic 
within the existing road network in specific areas as a result of the proposed road 
development. Respondents were also concerned over the potential increase in volume 
of slow, agricultural traffic on the proposed route arising from the closure of the level 
crossings. 
 
Access: 35% of submissions expressed concern regarding access. The respondents 
were concerned that existing access to their land or property will be impacted. Other 
issues raised was in relation to the potential access restrictions to villages and 
amenities as a result of the proposed road development. 
 
Safety: 30.1% of submissions expressed concern about safety. The majority of the 
respondents commented that the closure of the level crossings at Curry and 
Ballymurray would increase traffic volumes using the quieter country roads increasing 
the collision risk between vehicles and local residents, cyclists and walkers who use 
these roads. Respondents also stated that, emergency services will need to use 
diverted routes as a result of the closure of level crossings and that this will cause 
delays and put lives at risk. There were also concerns from regarding crossing of roads 
and junctions along the route at specific locations. 
 



Roughan & O’Donovan – AECOM Alliance Roscommon County Council 
 N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project  

18.170 April 2021 Page 13 

Level Crossing: 15.5% submissions expressed concern regarding the closure of level 
crossings. The majority of these submissions objected to the closure of the level 
crossing at Curry, however the closure of the level crossing at Ballymurray was also of 
concern.  

 
4.2.3 Observations from Virtual Meetings 

A total of 62 online or telephone consultation meetings were held on between Monday 
4th January and Friday 29th January 2021 with individuals who requested a meeting. 
These consultation meetings were typically held one to one, with some family groups 
requesting a single meeting with a representative from the design team.  These 
meetings were assigned a 30 minute time slot within the meeting booking system, but 
typically lasted between 45 minutes and 1 hour, with some exceeding 1.5 hours.  This 
meeting format provided greater one to one access and a longer duration meeting to 
discuss matters with the design team for individual members of the public than would 
have traditionally been the case at an in-person consultation event.  This meeting 
format also provided greater privacy to the members of the public attending the 
meeting, allowing them to discuss topics that they may not have felt comfortable 
discussing in the communal environment of an in-person consultation event. 

 
All of the consultations were with landowners whose property or lands were within the 
300m corridor of the emerging preferred route. There were also a small percentage of 
members of the public enquiring whether their land / property will be affected by the 
proposed development. 42 respondents involved in the public consultations also 
submitted a feedback form. 

 
The summary below identifies issues discussed in the consultation meetings that are 
not mentioned elsewhere in this report: 
 

• 4 landowners advised of ownership changes. 

• 2 landowners did not receive landowner packs. 

• 1 landowner advised that one property was in danger of flooding at the northern 
section of Killinvoy townland. 

• 1 landowner was concerned about the effect of the proposed emerging 
preferred route corridor on the drainage and flooding at the rear of their property 
as it is prone to flooding in extreme weather events at Killiaghan, Lecarrow. 

• 3 respondents were concerned about future planning applications that they 
were intending to submit to the local council. 

• 1 respondent was concerned about the right of way on their land located east 
of the proposed emerging route corridor in Ballymurray. 

• 1 respondent stated that there was rock quite close to the surface at the rear 
of their land near the Rahara Road. 

• 1 landowner was concerned about a private well at his farmyard which is 
servicing his house via a pipe, field side of the roadside boundary at Carrowroe. 

 
4.2.4 Privately Owned Land/Property 

Of the total submissions received, approximately 87.4% of respondents stated that 
they owned land/property within the 300m emerging preferred route corridor. 
Approximately 2.9% of respondents did not own any property or land within the route 
corridor, while 9.7% of respondents have not  confirmed if they owned land. Of the 
87.4% of respondents who provided their landownership status, approximately 26% 
stated that they owned farmland within the route corridor. The majority of the 
submissions came from non-agricultural property holders. 
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5 DISCUSSION 
 

The points raised in the submissions and through the outline consultation meetings have 
been summarised in greater detail in Table 5.1 overleaf under the various topic headings 
outlined in Table 4.1. This allows for a greater appreciation of the issues and concerns 
being highlighted by the members of the public who made a written submission in relation 
to the proposed project.   
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Table 5.1 Summary of Concerns raised under each Sub-Criteria 
 

Topic Main Issues/Concerns Raised Action 

Biodiversity 
 

20 respondents were generally concerned about the potential impact of the emerging preferred 
route on flora/fauna and wildlife and habitats in the area. Of these, 8 respondents provided 
information regarding the sightings of species at specific locations as follows: 
 

• 1 respondent stated that there is a badger set on the western boundary of their fields 
and that there is another set on the other side of their boundaries.  

• 2 respondents concerned about hares that run through their lands at Clooncundra. 

• 1 respondent advised that bats inhabit some outbuildings on their land. 

• 1 respondent was especially concerned about barn owls that have been sighted within 
the Coolafubble area and stated that there are a number of farm buildings and derelict 
houses in the immediate vicinity of Coolafubble which the owls have been seen to 
frequent. 

• 1 respondent was concerned about the population of birds that visit their garden as 
well as birds of prey such as barn owls and buzzards and their habitats in the area. 

• 2 respondents specifically mentioned concerns about birds/wildlife nesting along the 
River Hind, particularly swans. 

Specialist, Design Team 

Noise 43 respondents were generally concerned about the noise pollution from the construction and 
operational phases of the proposed road development. Of these: 
 

• 12 respondents were concerned about how the potential noise effects will be mitigated, 

• 4 respondents requested noise testing before and after construction  

• 2 respondents were concerned about the potential impact of noise from traffic on sleep. 

• 1 respondent was concerned about the noise impact on a personal health condition. 
 

Specialist, Design Team 

Air 32 respondents were concerned about the potential air quality impacts, mainly from generation 
of dust during construction, but also from the potential traffic emission in the operational phase. 
Of these: 

• 3 respondents referenced ongoing health issues and queried how air quality emissions 
from the proposed development would impact on them personally. 

Specialist, Design Team 
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Topic Main Issues/Concerns Raised Action 

Light 7 respondents were generally concerned about light pollution from streetlights and vehicles. 
Of these: 
 

• 2 respondents were concerned about how light pollution would impact on their sleep. 

Specialist, Design Team 

Climate 8 respondents were generally concerned about the climate being affected by traffic emissions 
as a result of the proposed development. Of these: 
 

• 2 respondents questioned what consideration has been given to the scheme regarding 
climate change in relation to national policies and both stated that the proposed 
development was inconsistent with the Climate Action and Low Carbon Development Act 
2015. One specifically stated that ‘the proposed development is contradictory to the 
Climate Act and various other plans and policies as it will result in extra GHG emissions, 
and is particularly in conflict with the EU 2030 Climate Target Plan’. 

 

Specialist, Design Team 

Water 27 respondents provided observations and expressed concerns regarding the water resources 
in relation to the proposed development. The submissions can be summarised under two main 
topics of Flooding and Water Quality: 
 
Flooding 
23 respondents highlighted flooding as a concern and stated this is a current, ongoing issue 
along specific areas along the emerging preferred route corridor.  
 

• Specific locations mentioned to be prone to flooding are outlined below: 
 

• 2 respondents stated that as per the OPW flood maps, there are 2 recurring flood 
events within the 300m corridor of the emerging preferred route and are concerned that 
the proposed development will have an effect on flooding. States that the area of 
Corboley has a particularly high water table and that historic maps of the area show 
that it is liable to flooding. Also states that surface water run-off "very often exists in 
field systems and runs down the roadway through Corboley. 
 
 

Specialist, Design Team 
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Topic Main Issues/Concerns Raised Action 

• 3 respondents stated that the L7505 local road near Athlone Laboratories has major 
issues within flooding and becomes waterlogged during extreme rainfall events. The 
respondent also stated that the area is a water basin and once it reaches a certain level 
(3 to 4) feet it floods the fields. The respondents were concerned about flooding impacts 
to their property and other dwellings due to history of flooding, where in 2018 & 2019 
the road became impassable between Athlone Laboratories and their dwelling. Stated 
if the proposed N61 will be constructed at the same level as the L7505-0 it would affect 
the existing flooding and will impact on residential properties in vicinity.  
 

• Respondent notified the project team that there are existing Irish Rail trackside 
drainage outlets which drain into the River Hind via their land. The drainage outlets 
have become blocked in recent years, and as such, enquired where the water will drain 
to from the new road. 

 

• Respondent is concerned about the potential flood risk their property which is located 
in the Cloonconra area, Ballymurray. States that the proposed embankment will impact 
on the natural draining systems from the fields. Stated that flooding is already an issue 
in the area as the River Hind has burst its banks on several occasions.  
 

• 1 respondent stated that they are concerned about flooding as the land is almost 
adjacent to a spot on the existing road, known locally as 'Closh Hunt', which floods 
almost annually and the road can be inaccessible for up to 6-7 weeks. States their land 
floods simultaneously and is therefore concerned that the new road will exacerbate the 
flooding.  
 

• 1 respondent, who is a landowner, stated they were concerned about flooding on their 
land and water access as a result of the proposed development. 
 

• 1 respondent was concerned about natural drainage issues from behind their land at 
Killiaghan as that land is a flood plain. 
 

• 1 respondent stated that, “following the recent flooding at Lough Funshinagh, there has 
been an examination by local councillors and TD's that water could be either 
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Topic Main Issues/Concerns Raised Action 

temporarily pumped or permanently diverted from Lough Funshinagh to Ballyglass and 
Lough Collog. A small stream passes through Corbooley and Coolaphubble to 
Knockcroghery and passes under the new N61 bypass route so will have an immediate 
effect on the hydrological assumptions and models made for the area downstream and 
that the N61 project has made.” Another respondent stated that, “on-going ‘flood 
controls’ agenda associated with the neighbouring Lough Funshinagh region and its 
effect on lowland terrain environs (and any future road developments) are inherently 
persistent worries.” 
 

• 1 respondent advised that their property is located several meters below the water table 
than would be normal for a dwelling, as the basement of the property is underground. 
States existing property will be likely to flood in any change in the water table as a 
result of the diversion of water as well as damage to/through sites of historical interest. 
Also states that there is evidence of a watermill on this stream that would have been 
part of the historical landscape of the property. 

 

• 1 respondent asked, ‘what level of assessment has been undertaken regarding 
flooding’ and requested reassurance that no flooding would occur through their land as 
a result of the construction. 

 
Water Quality  
6 respondents were also concerned about water quality issues such as water pollution/run-off 
from the construction of the route, as well as the construction phase personally affecting their 
water/sewerage supplies. The following highlights the issues/queries raised: 
 

• 3 respondents have particular concerns about a well or spring for their supply and the 
water quality impacts to the drinking water from these as a result of the road project.  

 
1 respondent concerned about flooding at rear of property and how this might affect 
their sewerage system and water coming off the Rahara road affects flooding at this 
site. 

• 2 respondents were concerned about pollution from run-off to adjoining family lands. 
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Topic Main Issues/Concerns Raised Action 

 

Cultural Heritage Existing Cultural Heritage Sites  
 
9 respondents have identified/expressed concern regarding the following cultural heritage 
areas: 

• Mote Demesne, including Mote Park and St Coman’s Walk.  

• Scregg House 

• Lloyds School 

• Sandfield House – 1 respondent, stating that this property is a scheduled national 
monument and a protected structure under the 2000 Planning Act, and is associated 
with the O’Kelly clan, and that there are 4 items on the historical map associated with 
this property: RO042-143----(RPS 04200086), RO042-116----, RO042-136001-, 
RO042-182----. 

• 1 respondent specified that the area within C-3 (to the west of Knockcroghery village) 
contains more national monument sites, as opposed to the east section, where Route 
J is located - specifically references the Hangman's Hill (NIAH. Ref. no. RO042-174---
-). 

• 1 respondent stated that the Corboley Road forms a historic connection between the 
Scregg House and the village of Knockcroghery and forms a vital part of the heritage 
to the area.  
 

Potential sites of cultural heritage identified  

• 1 respondent stated that there is evidence there may be a significant religious site 
associated with the O’Kelly’s in Lisdaulan as stones commonly used in high status 
religious doorways have been found on site. The respondent also commented that 
there is evidence of a graveyard at the site with human remains being found and trees 
associated with graveyards (Yew) too. Also, a map of the Province of Connaught, 
C.1950’s Ref no. IE TCD MS 1209/68, shows a large religious site (spelled Lifdilon) 
nearly on par with the Abbey found at St John’s. The respondent also believes there is 
also evidence of a watermill on this stream that would have been part of the historical 
landscape. 
 

Specialist, Design Team 
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Landscape 15 respondents were concerned that the character of the existing landscape and countryside 
would be impacted or destroyed due to the construction of the emerging preferred route 
corridor. 
 

Specialist, Design Team 

Visual 25 respondents had general concerns regarding the potential visual impact from the proposed 
development as well as the views from their properties. 

Specialist, Design Team 

Population 60 respondents had concerns regarding potential impacts on population. The main 
issues/concerns raised are outlined as follows:  
 

• 24 respondents were concerned about the impact on quality of life. 
 

• 16 respondents were concerned about disruption to or loss of privacy  
 

• 10 respondents were concerned about the impact on their livelihood. 
 

• 12 respondents were concerned about impacts on their personal/family’s health. 
 

• 11 respondents were concerned about impact on their own/family’s well-being. 
 

• 6 respondents were concerned about impacts on the community. 
 

• 10 respondents were concerned about severance of the community. Of these; 
o 5 respondents were generally concerned about division of the community,  
o 3 respondents were concerned about the community division at Corboley and; 
o 2 respondents were concerned about the social isolation and division of the 

community as a result of the level crossing closure at Curry. 
 

• 10 respondents were concerned about access to amenities. 
 

• 7 respondents also commented that commuting would be affected, however, 3 of these 
were directly in relation to the closure of the level crossings. 
 

Specialist, Design Team 
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• 1 respondent was concerned that the proposed road will sever a local road in the 
Cloonconra area creating a cul-de-sac which has the potential to illegal activities such 
as fly tipping, obsolete machinery, toxic material dumping, temporary camping and anti-
social activities. 
 

Non-Agricultural 
Assets 

37 respondents were concerned about impacts on non-agricultural property, mainly on 
residential property as a result of the proposed route, as detailed below: 
 

• 22 respondents were concerned about devaluation to their property.14 respondents 
were concerned about direct impact of the proposed road to their property. 

• 2 respondents were concerned about the effect on community facilities. 
 
Local Planning Applications 
 
7 respondents commented regarding planning applications: 

• 1 respondent generally stated that the granting and refusal of planning applications 
by RCC has been inconsistent within the study area of the project. 

 

• 1 respondent has completed the pre-planning process and are concerned 
regarding how the emerging preferred route option will impact on their planning 
application. 

 

• 1 respondent stated they had been granted planning permission for three sites on 
their land, which has now lapsed and asked if this development would affect the 
value of their land. 

 

• 2 respondents were concerned about future development and planning 
applications. 

 

• 2 respondents have received planning permission in the last four years  

Specialist, Design Team 

Agricultural Assets 29 respondents had concerns regarding potential agricultural impacts as a result of the 
proposed route.  
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• The majority of the respondents (24 no.) did not specify what farming operations they were 
involved in, with the exception of 5 respondents as detailed below:   

 

• 1 respondent farms cows, sheep and horses 

• 1 respondent farms organic rare breed sheep 

• 3 respondents farm livestock (non-specific) 
 

The agricultural concerns covered under this criteria contained a variety of issues such as loss 
of land, devaluation of property/land, land being divided/split, land access, loss of potential 
development and the viability of the business as a result of the proposed route as detailed 
below: 
 

• 15 respondents were concerned about loss of land. 

• 3 respondents were concerned regarding their property/land being devalued. 

• 12 respondents were concerned about their land being divided/split. 

• 9 respondents were concerned about the viability of the business. 

• 6 respondents were concerned about the access issues resulting from the level 
crossings being closed, affecting journey times/commuting distance to farm the lands 
with agricultural machinery. 

• 12 respondents expressed concerned about direct access to their lands. 

• 2 respondents raised concerns regarding the impact on being able to develop their land 
further. 

• 4 respondents requested access to utilities on their land, i.e. water and electricity 
 

Traffic 19 respondents were concerned about traffic volumes along the existing road network.  
 
General points raised in relation to volume of traffic on the existing road network and the new 
road are being accounted for in this criteria. However, submissions containing specific 
concerns/issues in relation to traffic in terms of ‘safety’ and the closure of ‘level crossings’ are 
summarised under the respective sub-criteria headings. Of these: 
 

Specialist, Design Team 
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• 5 respondents were concerned about the impact on traffic overall as a result of the 
proposed route. 
 

• 1 respondent stated that the existing road in the village (Knockcroghery) is in need of 
upgrading due to the speed and volume of traffic. 

 

• 1 respondent stated that the link road (Junction 3) will increase traffic along the existing 
road network. 

 

• 1 respondent was concerned about heavy traffic in the neighbourhood (Cloonconra). 
 

• 1 respondent commented that the Meehaun road where a junction is as part C-3 is not 
likely to be able to take on the traffic especially with the creation of a cul-de-sac along the 
N61. 

 

• 1 respondent was concerned about the overall impact on traffic volume on the N61 and 
L1806 Athlone to Roscommon town. 

 

• 1 respondent stated that their home is not suitable for the volume of passing traffic that the 
proposed road will bring. 

 

• 1 respondent stated that the junction road will increase traffic significantly due to the 
amount of traffic that will now use our road from Clooncellan crossroads and as a result of 
the proposed closure of the road at the railway junction in Curry. Also states the closure of 
this railway junction makes no sense as this road already carries a high level of traffic which 
uses the road from the main Roscommon/Longford road at Kilteevan/Derrane cross to 
bypass Roscommon town and to travel towards Knockcroghery/Athlone.  

 
 

Access 36 respondents were concerned regarding existing/future access concerns as a result of the 
proposed route. However, where respondents had specific concerns regarding e.g. access to 
property, amenities, land, these have been addressed in categories such as agricultural, non-
agricultural and level crossing. 

Specialist, Design Team 
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• 7 respondents were generally concerned regarding access to public roads whereby: 
o 1 respondent was concerned about access to the road due to flooding issues and 

6 respondents were concerned that the emerging preferred route would create cul-
de-sacs: 

o 1 stated that the existing N61 will become a 'cul de sac' 300m from the Grace 
Community Church. 

o 2 asked what was to be done in relation to the Srah road and its interaction with 
the new road and whether access would be cut off resulting in a cul-de-sac. 

o 2 stated that the creation of 2 cul-de-sacs on the Corboley road may impact on anti-
social behaviour, will sever communities and impact access to the village. 

o 1 respondent was concerned that if the existing local road in the Cloonconra area 
is cut off by an embankment, a cul-de-sac would be created with their property at 
the end.  
 

• 8 respondents were concerned regarding access to schools and community amenities. 

• 6 respondents were concerned about accessing their home. 

• 8 respondents were concerned about access to farmlands, of which 1 respondent was 
concerned about a public right of way which will be affected by proposed route corridor 
and another respondent was concerned about a walking pass near Handball Alley to 
their land. 

• 6 agricultural respondents were concerned about access as a result of the proposed 
level crossing closures. 

• 2 respondents were concerned about access to amenities as a result of the proposed 
level crossing closures. 

Safety 31 submissions expressed safety concerns regarding the existing road network and proposed 
route which is detailed below: 
 
Existing road network safety concerns: 

• 1 respondent asked if traffic calming measures will be in place near Churchboro Cross 
junction for safety 
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• 1 respondent enquired if it would be possible to upgrade the Corboley Junction which 
comes on to the Scregg road due to potential increase in traffic on the Scregg Road to 
access the new road at Churchboro Cross. States at present, Churchboro Cross it is a 
narrow and a dangerous T-junction and will potential be more hazardous with an increase 
in traffic from Corboley on to the Scregg road. States that a simple widening of the junction 
would be a big improvement. 
 

• 1 respondent stated that they currently live on an extremely dangerous junction coming off 
the N61 to L1806-0 and requested that the junction is made safer when developing the 
new route. 

 

• 1 respondent suggested a flyover or bridge over the existing road at Nolan's bend as there 
is a high volume of traffic at this turn off and considers most dangerous of all is the school 
bus. Also states that to get to Lecarrow village they would have to cross a very busy road 
and questions if this has been thought through considering how dangerous it would be. 

 
 
 

Proposed route safety concerns: 
 
Proposed new route: 

• 1 respondent is concerned about safety in relation to the increase and overtaking traffic 
particularly on the first stretch of road leaving Roscommon. 

 

• 1 respondent is concerned about safety as they stated it would be dangerous having 
busy roads close to houses.  

Proposed Link Road: 

• 1 respondent expressed safety concerns at the Ballymurray National School due to 
traffic increase along the L2002 -0 as a result of the proposed link road (Junction 3)  
 

Level Crossing: 
11 respondents expressed safety concerns as a result of the proposed closures of the level 
crossings. These are reported under the Level Crossing category. 
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Agricultural landowners’ safety concerns: 

• 2 respondents are concerned about safety due to their farm being split in two. As the 
farm is fragmented, the farmer would have to cross the road twice to visit their livestock. 
One of those respondents stated that the Churchboro Cross / Scregg junction seems 
complicated as the farmer would have to travel along the proposed road for a few 
hundred metres to travel from Cornamart to Kellybrook/Toberdan which will be difficult 
with animals and machinery. The other respondent stated that they would have to cross 
the road dividing the farm with animals, machinery etc and there would be safety issues 
as a result. 

 

• 1 respondent is concerned about proximity of proposed road in relation to safety of 
unloading/loading livestock. 
 

Non-agricultural landowners’ safety concerns: 

• 4 respondents were concerned about the safety of their children leaving and entering 
their home as a result of the proposed road.  

 

• 1 respondent was concerned that due to the proposed design they will be sharing a 
boundary with a high-speed carriageway and unable to use garden safely.  

Level Crossing 16 respondents had the issues/concerns with the impact of the proposed closures of the level 
crossings. The suggested closure of the level crossing at Curry in particular were of concern 
to the majority of the respondents. To a lesser extent, the level crossing at Ballymurray was 
also a concern. 
 
The majority of topics raised relate to the sub criteria of population, safety, traffic etc. 
 
For the issue of duplication these concerns have been quantified under the respective sub-
criteria, not under level crossings.  
 
These are detailed below: 
 
Population 

Specialist, Design Team, 
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• 3 respondents had concerns about the impact on commuting in relation to the proposed 
closures of the level crossings 

 

• 2 residents stated access to the local village and amenities will be affected. 
 

Safety 
11 respondents had concerns in relation to safety in relation to the proposed closure of the 
level crossings as detailed below: 
 

• 1 respondent was concerned about safety in general as a result of the proposed closure 
of the level crossings. 

 

• 5 respondents were concerned about safety on the proposed route due to farmers in 
the area who will have to use the new heavily trafficked road with slow moving, 
agricultural vehicle, causing frustration with other road users. 

 

• 1 respondent was concerned there will be increased accidents as a result of traffic 
using alternative quieter roads where there are walkers/cyclists due to the level 
crossing closure at Curry. 

 

• 2 respondents stated the proposed closure of the level crossing at Ballymurray would 
create a safety hazard for the large numbers who use the quiet country roads through 
Derrydonnell and Mote Demesne for walking and cycling. 

 

• 1 respondent stated the closure of the level crossing at Curry will divert heavy traffic 
currently using the Coolteige/Ballinaboy Cross to Carrigeens road as a short cut 
between north Roscommon and Athlone bypassing Roscommon town, by diverting the 
traffic from the L-1806 onto the L-2000 at Cloonsellan to access the new N-61 
Ballymurray to Kockcroghery Road at Clooncundra. The respondent is therefore 
concerned about safety hazard for residents living along the L-2000. 

 

• 4 respondents were also concerned about the emergency services response times due 
to the closure of the level crossing at Curry therefore putting lives at risk. 
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Impacts on Mote Demesne including Mote Park: 

• 1 respondent was concerned about the impact on the carbon footprint resulting in extra 
journey times due to the proposed closure of level crossings. 

 
Traffic 
6 respondents were concerned about the impact on traffic as a result of the level crossing 
closures as follows: 

 

• 1 respondent was concerned about the increased volume of traffic coming from 
Roscommon town through Mote Park as a result of the closure of the level crossing at 
Ballymurray. 

• 1 respondent stated that existing road in the village in need of upgrading due to speed 
and volume of traffic (Knockcroghery) 

• 1 respondent commented that the traffic flow will be impacted on the new road as 
agricultural vehicles will need to go on it due to the closure of the level crossing at 
Curry. 

• 1 respondent is concerned that traffic will increase along the local road network due to 
the closure of the level crossing at Curry. 

• 1 respondent is concerned that large volumes of traffic will be accessing the trails at 
Mote Park via the narrow rural road through Derrydonnell forest as a result of the 
closure of the level crossing at Ballymurray. 

 
Agriculture  

• 6 agricultural landowners stated the level crossing would impact negatively on 
accessing farmland and transferring animals from one land to another. 

CPO  14 respondents were concerned about CPO or advised of changes to land ownership. Of 
these: 

• 3 respondents advised changes to the registration of land ownership. 

• 4 respondents enquired about the CPO process due to potential direct acquisition of 
their land and /or property.  

• 7 respondents were concerned about compensation in relation to the following:- 

Design Team, Client 
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o 1 respondent was concerned about compensation for loss of land and how this will 
be calculated. 

o 1 respondent requested information on compensation schemes, what 
compensation schemes are intended and are available. 

o 1 respondent was concerned about possible damage to property e.g. older septic 
tanks damaged by construction and claims regarding these. 

o 1 respondent was requested to know when compensation will be provided.  
o 2 respondents requested compensation if the scheme is successful. 
o 1 respondent requested compensation details for the pen, the land the pen is on 

and the rest of the land taken and asks when and how they will receive quotes for 
this. Also asks when their pen will be replaced. 

Recommendations 53 respondents suggested recommendations regarding various topics in relation to the 
proposed route which are detailed below: 
 
Flooding issues: 

• 2 Landowners stated that the local road L7505-0 has major issues with flooding. Stated 
that if this happens and the flooding issue is not resolved, then they will not be able to 
leave their house and that this would also affect 2 more households. Also stated that 
an existing drain should be cleaned to resolve the flooding issue which runs under the 
link road and during construction of the proposed link road, a culvert should be put in 
place to mitigate against flooding.  

 

• 1 respondent stated that following the recent flooding at Lough Funshinagh, there has 
been an examination by local councillors and TD's that water could be either 
temporarily pumped or permanently diverted from Lough Funshinagh to Ballyglass and 
Lough Collog. States this Lough has a small stream named in ancient texts as 
Calagach (from the Tribes and Customs of Hy-Many, commonly called O'Kelly's 
country) and this passes through Corboley and Coolaphubble on its way to 
Knockcroghery and passes under the new N61 bypass route. Also states any increase 
in the level of water level entering Lough Collog, will have an immediate effect on the 
hydrological assumptions and models made for the area that is downstream and that 
the N61 project has made. 
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• 1 respondent advises that the property (Sandfield House) is in a valley and is a 2 storey 
over basement property which is several meters to the water table than would be 
normal for a dwelling, as the basement is underground. States existing property will be 
likely to flood in any change in the water table as a result of the diversion of water as 
well as damage to/through sites of historical interest. Also states that they believe there 
is evidence of a watermill on this stream that would have been part of the historical 
landscape. A change in waterflow up or downstream of this structure, either by work 
on the N61 bypass of water works associated with Lough Funshinagh may well damage 
these historical ruins. Believes a study of the structure should take place before any 
change in the River Calagach occurs. 

 

• 1 respondent stated that they are concerned about flooding as the land is almost 
adjacent to a spot on the existing road, known locally as 'Closh Hunt', which floods 
almost annually and the road can be inaccessible for up to 6-7 weeks. States their land 
floods simultaneously, therefore seriously concerned that the new road will exacerbate 
the flooding. Requests all precautions possible are taken to ensure that this does not 
happen. Also asks if the road goes through the land could all topsoil removed from the 
field be placed back over the low-lying part of their field to help in the flood prevention 
and all drains be maintained and kept clear. 

 
Level Crossings:  

• 3 respondents demanded alternative provision of local access e.g. a flyover to be 
considered in relation to the closure of L-1806-0 and the level crossing at Curry.    

 

• 1 respondent recommended leaving the level crossing at Ballymurray as it is as this 
will allow those requiring vehicle access from Roscommon town to Mote Park trails to 
continue to same in a safe manner along the N61 and turning right as is currently the 
route after crossing the level crossing at Ballymurray and that this will also develop a 
safe circular cycling route. 

 

• 1 respondent enquired if the impact on feeder roads such as L2002 and potential for 
increased traffic has been considered. 
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• 1 respondent stated that as a result of the level crossing closure at Curry, there would 
be more vehicles using the quieter, narrow and winding routes used by walkers and 
suggested adding traffic calming, single-lane ‘local access only’ measures. 

 

• 1 respondent asked if a traffic study has been undertaken at this crossing as it is heavily 
trafficked and therefore the proposed development would cause safety issues. 
 

Churchboro Cross Junction: 

• 1 respondent stated that their farm will be cut in two by the road. As farm is fragmented, 
they will have to cross the road twice to visit farm animals. Enquired, ‘what type of road 
crossing is proposed for the Toberdan road junction at Lloyd School. Stated the 
Churchboro Scregg Cross seems complicated as the farmer would have to travel along 
the proposed road for a few hundred metres to travel from Cornamart to 
Kellybrook/Toberdan which will be difficult with animals and machinery.’ Stated that 
they would like to see a bridge at Churchboro Cross and at Lloyd School, Toberdan 
Road. 

 

• 1 respondent enquired if traffic calming measures will be in place near Churchboro 
Cross junction for safety. 

 

• Due to an increase in traffic on the Scregg road to access the new road at Churchboro 
Cross, enquired if the Corboley Junction can be upgraded, which comes on to the 
Scregg road. States at present, it is a narrow and dangerous T-junction with an 
increase in traffic from Corboley on to the Scregg road and that a simple widening of 
the junction would be a big improvement. 
 

Link Road at Ch4+350 (proposed Junction 3): 

• In relation to the proposed link road at Ch4+350, 1 respondent stated, ‘If this link 
road/access point was located at CH4+840, (creating a staggered junction with the 
proposed link road at CH4+860m), then this link road could be constructed by only 
affecting one landowner, with a much shorter length of new link road required and 
therefore much lower cost. The construction of the link road at CH4+840m would create 
a better access route to Knockcroghery Village for people in the Ballymurray area and 
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therefore greatly reduce the volume of local traffic using the local road L-2002-0 
passing Ballymurray National School, trying to access Knockcroghery Village.’ 
 

• Questions whether new access road at CH4+000 can be widened rather than crossing 
existing farmland with new link road to Athlone Laboratories. Enquires what the status 
will be of the junction at CH5+000 where the new road crosses the old road - they can 
see a connection to the Kilteevan junction, states there should be a junction access 
here to Ballymurray school/Roscommon also.   

 

• Stated they would like to see a different route taken for the slip road connection at the 
L7505. 

 

• Junction 3 at Athlone Laboratories joining C-3 is not needed. States that this link will 
cross part of his land and that of 3 other landowners and that the sole purpose of think 
link is to provide access to Athlone Laboratories. States that the link road will divide the 
land for the 4 landowners. Also states that the area becomes waterlogged during 
extreme rainfall events. States that the area is a water basin and once it reaches a 
certain level (3 to 4) feet it floods the fields. Suggests an alternative route for this link. 
Proposes a link road from C-3 to joining the existing N61, instead of the current 
Junction 3 alignment. States that the location of the proposed new link will not be near 
houses, unlike the proposed Junction 3 which is in proximity to 4 houses. States that 
with the new proposal, the water mains from the Tobberogue well will not be interfered 
with 

 
Nolan’s Bend: 

• Suggests a flyover or bridge over existing road at Nolan's cross as there is a high 
volume of traffic at this turn off and considers most dangerous of all is school bus. Also 
states that to get to Lecarrow village they would have to cross a very busy road and 
questions if this has been thought through considering how dangerous it would be. 
 

 
 
 



Roughan & O’Donovan – AECOM Alliance Roscommon County Council 
 N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project 

18.170 April 2021 Page 33 

Topic Main Issues/Concerns Raised Action 

Public Transport Alternatives 
 
6 respondents suggested public transport alternatives: 

 

• 1 respondent enquired if studies were carried out to investigate an upgrade of 
alternative transport modes, e.g., the rail corridor which served Knockcroghery via the 
disused train station. Another respondent asked if there are any suggestions on 
developing a rail corridor between Roscommon and Athlone as the rail line runs within 
1km of all the secondary schools. 

 

• Suggests that they would like a cycle and walking route be included possibly linking 
back to Lecarrow and Knockcroghery and might also be an opportunity for services 
e.g., ISP to avail of underground cabling etc. 

 

• Suggests money should be invested in improving the existing public transport system 
and the existing railway between Roscommon and Athlone would be a sustainable 
public transport alternative. Also suggests abandoning this scheme before any further 
funds are spent/divert money to traffic safety and making existing road safer. 
 

• 1 respondent enquired whether public transport routes have been taken into account 
or will be impacted by the emerging preferred route. 
 

• 1 respondent recommended that cycle lanes be considered on the emerging preferred 
route 

 

• 1 respondent asked what pedestrian and cycle routes would be provided in the area. 
 
Noise Mitigation: 

• 1 respondent enquired whether the cost of screening e.g. tree planting, and safe 
crossing points were taken into account when choosing the route.  

 

• 10 respondents stated that they requested screening from noise from new route at the 
property. 
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• 2 respondents requested that they are provided with suitable sound barriers with the 
same for others in the community. 

 

• 1 respondent stated they would have to install triple glazed windows to sound-proof the 
home.  
 

 
Boundaries and entrances to properties/lands: 

• 3 respondents requested that they are provided with suitable walls/hedges/vegetative 
screening etc. around the home for privacy. 

 

• 1 respondent stated that the entrance to their property must replicate existing layout 
namely cut stone walls and pillars and presume existing gates and railings can be 
installed in new layout. 

 
Upgrade of existing N61: 
Whilst not necessarily a ‘Recommendation’ or ‘Other Route Option’, 15 respondents 
suggested the existing road should be updated rather than construct a new route. 
 

• 1 respondent proposed that the existing N61 should be upgraded but specifically 
recommended the following measures to be considered: (a) turning points to be made 
safer; (b) widening to provide turning lanes; (c) to remove blind spots; (d) introduction 
of cycle lanes; (e) restrictions on speed and overtaking. 
 

Recommended adjustments to the emerging preferred route C3: 

• 3 respondents suggested that if the new road moves 300-600m further up the Srah 
Road it would reduce the effect on up to ten homes and their families. 
 

• 1 respondent suggested, ‘If the route was to go closer along the route of the River Hind, 
it would have a lesser impact and save some of the remaining lands at our home farm 
in Clooncundra’. 
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• A suggestion would be to devise a strategy to make it safe for everyone by either 
deviating from the centre of the blue band or maximise the width of the verge. 

 

• Suggests new road should start just south of Knockcroghery station and extend to 
Ballymurray, take out both railway level crossings and suggests the money saved 
would be better spent bypassing Roscommon town. 

 

• Recommends best alternative route would be to go from Roscommon town passing 
Ballymurray school which would bypass Knockcroghery and would precede the 
Athlone road. Also recommends that, ‘if the road goes past the factory in Ballymurray 
it would then leave you on the Athlone Road which would avoid Ballymurray and 
Knockcroghery.’ 

 

• Suggests moving the proposed route south at the junction with the LP-2000 to bring to 
the front of the properties on the existing N61 at that location. 

 
Agricultural landowner recommendations: 

• 1 respondent requested council/planners ensure that it will be safe to load/unload 
livestock from their lands where the new route will impact on their land. 
 

Non – Agricultural landowner recommendations: 

• 1 respondent stated, ‘Extremely concerned that the new road is so close to the front of 
the house. Expecting to start renovations to the house end of January 2021 but now 
anxious as road will be near to/taking part of the small garden. Suggest the existing 
side road be left as is, as they feel it would not benefit the project’. 
 

• States they live beside an extremely dangerous junction coming off the N61 to L1806, 
there is no speed limit and cars speed past their home. Requests that this junction is 
made safer when developing the N61 proposed route. 

 

• 1 respondent wanted to highlight that their land has 2 entrances to N61 and stated it is 
imperative that both entrances are maintained or enhanced with the development. Both 
entrances are essential as access to the land is cut off at one entrance during the winter 



Roughan & O’Donovan – AECOM Alliance Roscommon County Council 
 N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project 

18.170 April 2021 Page 36 

Topic Main Issues/Concerns Raised Action 

period when water levels rise at the Turlough. Also stated that the existing boundary 
wall with N61, if moved would have to be rebuilt to same standards as original. 

 
Quarry recommendation/offer: 

• 1 respondent state that they have a quarry adjacent to the route corridor and are open 
to discussion regarding this if the need arises. 
 

Alternative Design Proposals: 

• A respondent recommends in order to achieve improved connectivity between the two 
towns, Roscommon town should be bypassed, as the current road proposals will only 
marginally improve journey times. Also, in relation to safety, asks why not to just bridge 
over the railway line to minimise interface between the road users and the rail. 
 

• A respondent suggested consideration should include: ensuring local businesses are 
retained within the area, i.e. not moving the current infrastructure away from the local 
shops/schools/church/public houses and restaurants.  It must be considered to ensure 
retention of these amenities and services to retain employment/social inclusion and 
general community life, retention of local employment and minimising the invasion of 
primary agricultural land. Also states that the location of the current rail line should be 
a major consideration and the possibility of not requiring any bridge or overpass again 
leading to greater cost/safety considerations/environmental considerations. Suggests 
maintaining existing route with modification, bypassing the village of Knockcroghery 
village, maintaining local business including agri business in the region. 
 

• A respondent stated that the road in the village is in need of upgrading due to the speed 
and volume of traffic. Requests further consultation regarding their concerns about 
underpass for access to farmyard and suggests a slight change, whereby this proposal 
would still provide access to the farmyard. 
 

• 1 respondent recommends for several bridge flyovers to be constructed over new road 
to path clear demarcation in a safe manner between local traffic users and prevent 
collisions with the through traffic travelling on the new route to Athlone. 
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• A respondent suggested that access from Carrigan More to St. John's and 
Killaghan/Gort will need a bridge flyover as part of the proposed road with graded up 
and down access ramps on to and off the new N61 road. States that there cannot be 
new junctions located on same level of new route as this will cause safety hazards due 
to local traffic, agricultural traffic and to some degree, construction machinery traffic in 
the area. 
 

• Recommends a new distributor road from Junction of LP2004 from Ball Alley in 
Carriganmore over to St. John's church. States that their proposed distributor road 
would link up with local road behind St. John's Church which continues on to Glanduff 
National School. This would effectively use the cutting to build bridge over new N61 
route at this location. Also states that a graded interchange can easily be 
accommodated which would allow access and egress slip ramps to and from proposed 
N61 route to local road in this area that would efficiently connect the local catchment 
areas of this parish and communities.  
 

• A respondent recommended for the preferred route option C-3 to be moved further 
north through Kellybrook and straight through north side of Toberdan and swinging in 
a south easterly direction south of Killiaghan railway bridge to sweep back on to/tie in 
to existing N61 and proceed to widened part of N61 up to Nolan's Cross. Here, the use 
of existing high-level contour through this existing cutting to construct a new flyover 
bridge. Comments that it would be worth taking time to survey this location and ground 
and it would eliminate the junctions proposed which contribute to more accidents. 
 

• A respondent stated that as there is a lot of traffic using the Kilteevan road to bypass 
Roscommon Town, (through and from the Lanesbro Rd, and the Boyle Rd through 
Darren). Suggests new bypass should be very accessible to traffic using Kilteevan Rd, 
otherwise this traffic will continue to use the old N61 through Lecarrow, Culleen and 
Knockcroghery. States whilst they understand that for safety the level crossings at 
Ballymurray and Curry will be closed, states this is another reason why the Kilteevan 
Rd should be very accessible from the by-pass. Local traffic/farmers etc, would need 
access and short distances to travel for tractors which would be a great help when 
crossing the by-pass. Also asks if the road goes through the land could all topsoil 
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removed from the field be placed back over the low-lying part of their field to help in the 
flood prevention and all drains be maintained and kept clear. 
 

• A respondent recommended for a feasibility study to be undertaken for upgrading 
existing N61, for traffic calming measure to be provided on approach to Athlone, 
provisions of cycleways and pedestrian walkways. 
 

• A respondent suggested upgrading the existing road as states that they personally find 
this to be a quiet road and travels 5 days a week in comparison to other roads in the 
area. Also, if road must go ahead then not to have the access road going through their 
land and to upgrade the existing road by Curry gates and have the road merge there. 
States that the worst part of existing road is Ballymurray School, and also suggests 
that it would help if cars are not allowed to park in the village on the road. 

 

• 1 respondent proposes a number of recommendations for the emerging preferred route 
option, as detailed below: 
 

o States that the existing N61 will become a 'cul de sac' 300m from the Grace 
Community Church. States that as part of C-3 it is proposed to provide a 
junction to serve traffic from Knockcroghery. Proposes that a fly-over is 
considered here instead and that this gives a natural starting point for the fly 
over. States that the flyover would have less disruption on the local people and 
their daily lives. Also states that at the moment the traffic at Ballymurray School 
are aware that they are coming up to a busy road and slow down, however 
believes that with the creation of the cul-de-sac, the mindset of people will 
change and that they will start speeding past the school. Alternatively, a link 
road should be proposed at an alternative location to link road (Junction 3) 
which would remove the need to close this section of the N61. 

 
 

o States that the Meehaun Road, where a junction is as part C-3 is not likely to 
be able to take on the traffic, especially with the creation of a cul-de sac along 
the existing N61. 
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Policy 11 respondents did not believe the consultation and planning conformed to 
national/international policies as detailed below: 
 
 Local  

• 1 respondent stated that the proposed plans for the emerging route corridor is going 
against Roscommon County Council's Corporate Plan in terms of promoting 
community development. 
  

• 2 respondents asked if the proposed development is compliant with the Roscommon 
County Council Noise Action Plan 2018 - 2028  
 

• 1 respondent refers to the Roscommon County Development Plan 2014, stating there 
is no evidence provided in the consultation documents for prioritising the 
reclassification and upgrading of the N61 to National Primary Status as per the 
Roscommon CDP. Additionally, notes that the Roscommon CDP prioritises the 
utilisation of other modes of transport for the county e.g., Objective 4.13 which aims to 
re-open the Knockcroghery train station. 
 

Regional  

• 1 respondent stated that the route C3 is within a "crisis flood risk area" and that NWRA 
RSES (RPO 3.10) refers to the carrying out of flood risk management to inform the 
development and to avoid the risk of development in areas at high risk of flooding. 
 
1 respondent commented that although Athlone is a Regional Centre as stated in the 
Western RSES, they fail to see how this is relevant to the scheme. 

National  

• 1 respondent stated that the plans for the emerging route are not compliant in relation 
to Project Ireland 2040 as the proposed project is not listed in the NPF 2040, and that 
it goes against the following National Planning Objectives (NPOs) 14, 26, 17, 27, 52, 
30, 57, 60, 64 and they have reviewed the National Roads Programme 2018-2027 and 
states that the N61 is not identified within this plan. 

 

Design Team, Client 
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• not consistent with policy documents related to Planning and Sustainable Development 
and Climate Change at National and EU Policy level. States that the proposed 
development is contradictory to the Climate Act and various other plans and policies 
as it will result in extra GHG emissions and is particularly in conflict with the EU 2030 
Climate Target Plan. 

 

• 1 respondent states, ‘due to an underlying hearing condition  whereby any background 
noises have a further impact on their hearing. States that if the road proceeds in 
proximity to their home that "it would amount to indirect discrimination" under the 
Disability Act 2005’. They also enquired, "what kind of equality and disability charter 
does the Roads Authority have in place for assessing projects such as the subject 
project for people in my position?" 
 

• 1 respondent mentioned that the need for connectivity between Athlone and Sligo is 
not included in either the NDP or the NPF. 

 
European 

• 2 respondents asks if we are compliant with World Health Organisation Environmental 
Noise Guidelines for the European Region 2018  

 

• 1 respondent asked what the noise mitigating options are and how they can be 
protected in line with WHO and EPA noise guidelines 

 
General 

• 1 respondent stated in general, the proposed emerging route is going against national 
and international policy on climate change and protection of biodiversity. 

 

• 1 respondent generally believes that the investment should be made into public 
transport etc, in line with National Policy however no policy document reference was 
made in respect of this. 

 

• 1 respondent believes the project goes against national (Government) and local 
(Council) policies. 
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Public Relations 19 respondents expressed concern regarding the public consultation process, engagement 
with public, Covid pandemic etc, as follows: 
 

• 9 respondents also felt that COVID had affected the ability for the community to discuss 
the route options and participate in the public consultation, 3 of those respondents also 
stated that Christmas also had an effect on this.  
 

• 1 respondent commented that it, ‘feels that those affected have not been afforded the 
timescales and that it was insufficient, nor level of information required to form a 
considered opinion throughout the process, particularly due to the Christmas period. 
As well as a limited number of residents with capability to undertake online 
consultations’. 
 

• : 1 respondent stated they were unhappy with public consultation process and insists 
it lacks detail. They commented further that they would like a detailed responses as to 
why the route was selected and others not and were dissatisfied with current 
information regarding this. They also stated that maps do not indicate all of the current 
development and that some properties are missing altogether. The respondent 
requested all detailed investigations and outcomes used during the process and all 
technical reports for C3 and decision-making process discounting the other 11 routes. 
 

• 2 respondents stated that the proposed closure of the level crossing at Curry was never 
highlighted in any previous summary, nor were the residents consulted about this 
beforehand. 
 

• 1 respondent stated that the communication regarding consultation has been poorly 
managed and requests a detailed, specific and timely reply on information regarding 
criteria used for the selection of C3 route instead of any other 11 routes and supporting 
data as part of the Access to Information on the Environment Regulations (2007 as 
amended) pursuant to European Directive 2003/4/EC.    
 

Design Team, Client 
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• 1 respondent reported that their main basis for objection is the routes "non-compliance 
with National, Regional and Local Planning Policy, the National Policy mandate relating 
to Climate Change as well as the Aarhus Convention".   States that the material 
displayed at the public consultation is vague and doesn't provided the needed 
openness and transparency and as such is not in the "spirit of the Arhus Convention". 
Respondent states that the Route Selection Report should have been made available 
in the draft stage for public review. 

 

• 1 respondent would like queries answered in response of access of information on the 
Environment Regulations 2007 pursuant to European Directive 2003/4/SE. 

Request for further 
information 

12 respondents requested further information in relation to the Option Selection Report, other 
supporting materials in relation to the option selection process or the option chosen, as follows:  
(option selection = surveys e.g.) 
 
Chosen choice of route: 
4 respondents required further information regarding the choice of route chosen as follows:  
 

• 2 respondents requested detailed responses as to why route was selected and others 
not. Requests all detailed investigations and outcomes used during the process and 
all technical reports for C3 and decision-making process discounting other 11 routes.  

 

• 1 respondent requested information regarding what criteria was used to choose the 
preferred route options and to clarify for what section of the N61 the collisions/accident 
statistics were obtained. 

 

• 1 respondent suggests an independent consultant scrutinises the routes and selection 
process and requested details on environmental assessment for all 18 routes (as 
summary assessment scored lowest for C3 route).  Also asked if all 18 routes were 
physically walked and examined by specific professionals. Requested full details, 
data/information used in route selection process including all relevant concern info on: 
Economy, Safety, Integration, Accessibility and Social Inclusion, Physical Activity and 
Environment. Also requested budget and plans for: noise testing before and after with 
plans for any increases; visual impact - assessments and measures to be put in place; 

Design Team, Client 
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pollution from run off and post mitigation works and ongoing monitoring system to be 
in place; protection of ecology of proposed route and wetland. 

 
Provision of ancillary reports: 
2 respondents requested for reports to be provided at the public consultation which informed 
the route selection process as summarised below: 
 

•  A respondent stated that more detailed information in relation to the emerging 
preferred route option should have been provided at the public consultation as well as 
the supporting reports such as the environment, engineering and traffic assessment. 
Also commented that it was not  made clear how many persons supported route option 
C-3 at PC2. The submission also listed queries that pertained to the detailed design of 
the proposed road development. 
 

• 1 respondent requested to review the statistical reasoning to include all safety and 
technical reports as to need for such a development.  

 

• 1 respondent requested accident statistics along the existing N61, specifically along 
the stretch of the road between Hodson Bay and Athlone (states that a lot of vehicles 
pull out from there). States that the road from Ballymurray to Knockcroghery is only 
potentially dangerous if rules of the road are not followed. 
 

• 1 landowner stated they were not contacted with the correct paperwork for the PC3 
consultation however, upon contacting RCC they received this at a later date.  
 

Road Alignment: 
5 respondents requested further information in relation to road alignment: 
 

• 1 respondent was concerned how their dwelling will be affected and whether the new 
road/junction will be raised as this it is in front of their house.  

•  

• 1 respondent asks if the road out of Toberdan to Knockcroghery via Kellybrook will be 
a dead end or underpass?  
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• 1 respondent asks how close the road will be to their property and the layout/level of 
the road. 

 

• 1 respondent stated that planning conditions require a boundary wall to be constructed 
5m from the centreline of the existing road and enquires if the exiting road alignment 
will change? 
 

• 1 respondent enquires about the height of the road and junction between chainages 
9500 and 8500, and whether it would it be in cut or fill. Also asks ‘what type of road is 
being designed for the junction road and how will the junction road integrate?’ 

 

• 1 landowner who does not live in the area requested more information as to the specific 
impact on their land and specifics of the route. 

  

Other Route 
Options 

In total, 20 respondents suggested other route options would be more appropriate than the 
emerging preferred route option. All respondents commented that they did not believe that 
route C-3 was suitable and that other options were better suited. Specific comments in relation 
to other route options are detailed below:  
 
Respondents’ specific comments regarding the current route: 

• 1 respondent said, ‘that the route chosen is one of the least desirable options as it 
affects the greatest area of their local landscape and a large number of people currently 
living in a quiet, rural location’. 
 

• 1 respondent noted ‘that the existing road from Lecarrow to Knockcroghery or a route 
following the existing road/railway line would cause the least disruption to the 
environment and residents.’ 
 

• 1 respondent suggested maintaining existing route with modification, bypassing the 
village of Knockcroghery village, maintaining local business including agri business in 
the region. 
 

Design Team, Client 
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Respondents questioning why existing route was chosen above other routes considered: 

• 1 respondent requested all detailed investigations and outcomes used during the 
process and all technical reports for C3 and decision-making process discounting other 
11 routes. 
 

• 1 respondent requested information regarding criteria used for the selection of C3 route 
instead of any of other 11 routes and supporting data as part of the Access to 
Information on the Environment Regulations (2007 as amended) pursuant to European 
Directive 2003/4/EC. 
 

Respondents commenting that other Stage 2 route options  would be more appropriate:  

• 1 respondent commented that they were ‘expecting initial Route J to be chosen which 
ran almost parallel to the rail line and would obviously have resulted in Curry crossing 
being closed. Also stated, 'there is no way I would've objected if that route was chosen 
as it seemed a sensible option'. 
 

• 1 respondent, ‘believes that other options such as the J corridor which is shorter, would 
be better or the existing road being upgraded’. 
 

• 1 respondent stated they would like to see the MCA matrix and all supporting  
documentation. They also stated that the information provided is contradictory and it is 
unclear how some of the conclusions were arrived at and notes that no clear answer 
was provided as to why route option C-3 is safer than other options. Requested the 
Project Team to show how the proposed road will provide an economic benefit. Also 
enquired how this compares with other routes and why the road is proceeding after 20 
years in the midst of the Covid-19 pandemic when the funds are tight. Also stated, ‘they 
fail to see how Option C-3 returns a higher benefit over the other routes, such as C, E 
and J’. 
 

• 1 respondent states route J was raised as potential and almost confirmed route for past 
2-3 years but not clear to them why now there are +5 alternatives with C3 being 
preferred. 
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• 1 respondent states that Route Option J is much shorter than Route Option C3 and will 
be more "cost effective and far less impactful from an environmental and human 
perspective". States that it will also have an impact on less dwellings. States that the 
local community have accepted Route Option J as it would benefit the Portrunny 
Development Project and would bring access to potential tourism services and amenity 
value to the area. Also states that route J will offer views to Lough Ree which will be 
beneficial in terms of tourism, as opposed to Route Option C3 which traverses "unique 
undulating typical scenic south Roscommon landscape" that has heritage value in a 
form of stone wall ditches. 

 
Other suggestions and comments by respondents regarding route options are as follows: 

• 3 respondents suggested considering upgrading the existing route or consider a 
different route. 
 

• 1 respondent suggested an independent consultant scrutinises the routes and 
selection process. Requests details on environmental assessment for all 18 routes (as 
summary assessment scored lowest for C3 route).  Also asked if all 18 routes were 
physically walked and examined by specific professionals. Requested full details, 
data/information used in route selection process including all relevant concern info on: 
Economy, Safety, Integration, Accessibility and Social Inclusion, Physical Activity and 
Environment. 
 

• 1 respondent stated they ‘believe route C-3 is flawed in the sense that it is the same 
route as Route C until it diverges at an angle. The place where it diverges makes no 
sense as it does so close to 8-10 homes’, and asks ‘why does Route C3 not continue 
along Route C and avoid as many homes as possible.  Then where corridor C 
straightens merge into what is now Route C3’. Requests for a full plausible explanation.  
Does not believe C-3 to be the correct route and will be pursuing the matter further with 
others. States a need for independent consultants to scrutinise the routes and selection 
process and, at earliest opportunity would like to see the details on the environmental 
assessment for all 18 routes; the summary assessment states C3 scored the lowest 
on this.  Asks, ‘Were all 18 routes physically walked and examined by specific 
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professionals in this regard?’  Would also like to see full details of route selection from 
the original 18 routes’. 
 

• 1 respondent stated, ‘other options are available to overcome difficulties in relation the 
existing route (including flooding) and this needs to be considered in conjunction with 
increasing existing public transport infrastructure’. 
 

• 1 respondent questioned why this route chosen and that it seems most expensive 
option. 
 

• 1 respondent suggested the best alternative route would be to go from Roscommon 
town passing Ballymurray school which would bypass Knockcroghery and would 
precede the Athlone road. Also suggests that ‘if the road goes past the factory in 
Ballymurray it would then leave you on the Athlone Road which would avoid 
Ballymurray and Knockcroghery’. 
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6 CONCLUSIONS AND NEXT STEPS 

This Public Consultation 3 Feedback Report aims to outline how the public consultation 
process was held and managed for the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor.  It details 
how many people participated and interacted with the project and summarises the 
issues and concerns raised during the consultation process.  As previously discussed, 
the purpose of the non-statutory public consultation event was to: 

• to build upon the information gathered in the first and second non-statutory 
consultations; 

• to ensure consultation and engagement is carried out in a transparent and 
meaningful way, even with the restrictions posed by COVID-19; 

• present the emerging preferred route option corridor of the road project to the 
public; 

• inform the public of the process and the programme for the project; 

• invite the public to submit comments and observations on the information 
presented so as to inform the design of the proposed development; and 

• gather relevant local information which may not have been previously known 
to the Project Team. 

The transparency of the public consultation process is supported by the production of 
this Post Consultation Feedback Report to demonstrate that the points raised through 
the submissions received are being recorded and considered.  As discussed 
throughout this report, each submission has been reviewed by the Project Team and 
the feedback and opinions expressed under the main and sub-criteria as set out 
throughout in Table 4.2 of the report.  The submissions have been considered in 
advance of finalising the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor (Option C-3) and refining 
the design prior to publishing the Preferred Route Corridor. 

In addition to receiving feedback, virtual meetings in the form of online and telephone 
consultations were offered to the members of the public with the Project Team to 
record their observations and to answer their queries .  The main aim of the 
consultations was to engage with property owners and landowners who have assets 
in proximity of the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor, and any other interested parties 
and develop relationships with these interested and affected parties. 

In light of COVID-19 restrictions which prevented the Project Team to hold face-to-face 
consultations with the public, virtual meetings in the form of online and telephone 
consultations were held to ensure that the members of the public and stakeholders 
were fully informed of the proposed emerging preferred route corridor.  At the virtual 
meetings, the Project Team explained the option selection process to the members of 
the public and how the emerging preferred route corridor was identified.  The public 
and stakeholders were given the opportunity to view and download the public 
consultation material from the ‘Virtual Public Consultation’ page available on the 
project website.  Hardcopies of the brochure, maps and feedback forms were also sent 
to the registered landowners who owned land and property impacted by the Emerging 
Preferred Route Corridor 

Following the selection of the emerging preferred route corridor, the Option Selection 
Report will be published.  The next Phase of the planning and design process for the 
preferred route corridor will commence (subject to relevant approvals).  This Phase 
consists of development the road alignment within the 300m corridor, the design of the 
junctions, accesses, accommodation works and identification of the lands necessary 
for the project.  Additional surveys and investigations will be undertaken during this 
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time to inform the design and environmental mitigation measures necessary to 
ameliorate the impacts of the project on the surrounding communities and 
environment, culminating in the preparation of the Environmental Impact Assessment 
Report (EIAR). During this phase, another public consultation event will be held to 
engage with the landowners and interested parties and there will be ongoing 
consultations with landowners directly affected by the proposed development.  

On completion of the design process and engagement with landowners and interested 
parties, subject to the necessary approvals, it anticipated that a planning submission 
and statutory orders will be ready for publication in 2022.  An Bord Pleanála will then 
commence a Statutory Public Consultation process as part of the statutory approval 
process, which may include an Oral Hearing. 

As the N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Rod Project develops, updates will be 
posted on the project website at www.n61roscommon.ie and through other 
communication means, where applicable. The Project Team will remain contactable 
by Telephone 087 281 7589 and by the project email address 
N61BK@N61roscommon.ie.  Feedback from the members of the public and 
stakeholders is welcome throughout the development of the Project.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

  

http://www.n61roscommon.ie/
mailto:N61BK@N61roscommon.ie


Roughan & O’Donovan – AECOM Alliance Roscommon County Council 
 N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project 

18.170 April 2021 Page 50 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX A 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION DISPLAY BOARDS 
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Introduction 
Roscommon County Council 
(RCC), with the support of 
Transport Infrastructure Ireland 
(TII), is progressing the Planning & 
Design of the N61 Ballymurray to 
Knockcroghery Road Project. 

RCC appointed Roughan & 
O’ Donovan – Aecom Alliance 
(ROD-A) to progress the project 
through Feasibility, Route Selection, Design & Statutory Process Phases, (TII 
Phases 1 to 4).

Following the second public consultation in November 2019, and the 
completion of the Stage 2 Option Selection Process, the ‘Emerging 
Preferred Route Corridor’ has now been identified in accordance with TII’s 
Project Management Guidelines. 
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Project Background
Since 2003, there have been a number of studies carried out in respect of 
the N61 National Secondary route, including the 2011 National Secondary 
Road Needs Study, which have identified the N61 as substandard.  In 
particular the section from Ballymurray to south of Knockcroghery has 
been clearly identified as a priority 1 scheme in need of improvement for 
all road users.  

In 2019, ROD-A undertook a study to consider potential options from 
Athlone to Roscommon to ensure that investment in the Knockcroghery to 
Ballymurray section of the N61 would not be redundant in the future. This 
study concluded that all feasible route options south of Lecarrow would 
likely re-connect to the existing N61 in the townland of Killiaghan and 
Gort.  The study area was therefore increased to accommodate potential 
routes from this point, resulting in the Stage 1 route options displayed at the 
second public consultation in November 2019.  
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Route Corridor Option E
Nodes 1 - 2 - 14 - 18 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Turquoise Shaded Route

1     2                            14      18   21   24      25    26

Route Corridor Option F
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 14 - 18 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Green Hatched Route

1     2        27                14    18     21   24      25    26

Route Corridor Option G
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 10 - 14 - 18 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Pink Hatched Route

1     2       27     10        14    18     21   24      25    26

Route Corridor Option A
Nodes 1 - 8 - 26 via Dark Pink Shaded Route

1                               8                                            26

Route Corridor Option B
Nodes 1 - 2 - 3 - 4 - 25 - 26 via Teal Shaded Route

1     2      3      4                                              25    26

Route Corridor Option B-1
Nodes 1 - 2 - 3 - 4 - 8 - 25 - 26, via Orange Hatched Route

1     2      3      4        8                                    25    26

Route Corridor Option C
Nodes 1 - 2 - 13 - 25 - 26 via Purple Shaded Route

1     2                        13                                  25     26

Route Corridor Option C-1
Nodes 1 - 2 - 3 - 5 - 12 - 25 - 26 via Dark Green Hatched Route

1     2      3          5    12                                  25     26

Route Corridor Option C-2
Nodes 1 - 2 - 3 - 5 - 16 - 18 - 22 - 24 - 25 - 26 via Fawn Route

1     2      3          5        16      18   22   24      25    26

Route Corridor Option C-3
Nodes 1 - 2 - 13 - 18 - 24 - 25 - 26 via Blue Hatched Route

1     2                        13          18          24      25     26

Route Corridor Option D-1
Nodes 1 - 2 - 6 - 9 - 18 - 22 - 24 - 25 - 26 via Light Green Hatched Route

1     2                   6    9          18    22   24      25     26

Route Corridor Option D
Nodes 1 - 2 - 6 - 9 - 12 - 25 - 26 via Blue Shaded Route

1     2                   6    9   12                            25     26

Route Corridor Option J
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 10 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Orange Shaded Route

1     2        27    10                         21   24      25     26

Route Corridor Option H
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 20 - 25 - 26, via Navy Hatched Route

1     2        27                               20               25     26

Route Corridor Option I
Nodes 1 - 7 - 15 - 17 - 19 - 23 - 26, via Purple Hatched Route

1           7               15    17    19         23                26

Route Corridor Option I-1
Nodes 1 - 7 - 17 - 19 - 23 - 26, via Pink Shaded Route

1           7                      17     19         23                26

Route Corridor Option I-2
Nodes 1 - 7 - 15 - 17 - 19 - 22 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Turquoise Hatched Route

1           7               15    17    19     22   24     25     26

Route Corridor Option J-1
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 10 - 11 - 15 - 23 - 26, via Red Hatched Route

1     2        27    10  11  15               23                   26
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Need for the Project
The N61 is a strategic link on the national road 
network that has seen very significant traffic growth 
in the last 15 years and has become of increasing 
importance as the link to the M6 motorway, the 
economic development zone at Monksland/
Bellanamullia and the Regional Centre of Athlone 
as defined in the National Planning Framework 
(NPF).  

This project delivers on the strategies and objectives of the National 
Development Plan 2018-2027 (NDP) and NPF.  It improves connectivity 
between the regional centres of Athlone and Sligo, thereby improving 
access to employment, education, health services and the wider National 
Road network for onward national and international travel.

The N61 is not fit for purpose as would be expected from a road to current 
standards and does not cater for all road users, including vulnerable road 
users, and is therefore deficient in meeting the requirements of Smarter 
Travel. 

The N61 has an accident rate 30% above the national average due 
to deficiencies in terms of cross-section, geometry, the presence of 
unforgiving roadsides and high junction/access provision encountered 
over a large proportion of its length, in combination with two at-grade 
level crossings of the Dublin – Westport railway.  
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Progress to Date
A Stage 1 options assessment 
was undertaken during 2019 
to identify feasible options and 
assess these in line with the 
Common Appraisal Framework 
headings of Economy, 
Environment and Engineering.  

The public consultation held 
in November 2019 presented 
eighteen potential route corridors which were assessed as part of the 
Stage 1 preliminary options assessment. The six route corridors that 
emerged from the stage 1 assessment were presented to the public at that 
consultation.

The corridors shown at that event were typically 300m wide showing an 
indicative band width within which the route options would be developed, 
but do not represent the actual width of the proposed road development.

The Stage 2 Project Appraisal Matrix has now been completed.  Route 
alignments were developed within each of the six corridors and used as 
the basis for the detailed assessment in accordance with the TII Project 
Appraisal Guidelines and Common Appraisal Framework. This assessment 
determined the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor, which is being 
presented at this consultation.

Stage 1: Preliminary  
Options Assessment

Stage 2: Project  
Appraisal Matrix

Stage 3: Preferred 
Option

Phase 2 - Option Selection



Tel no. 087 281 7589 or Email N61BK@N61Roscommon.ie

Project Roadmap
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Six Stage 2 Route Options

Legend:

Route Corridor Option C
Nodes 1 - 2 - 13 - 25 - 26 via Purple Route

1     2                     13                                     25     26

Route Corridor Option C-3
Nodes 1 - 2 - 13 - 18 - 24 - 25 - 26 via Blue Hatched Route

1     2                     13             18          24      25     26

Route Corridor Option E
Nodes 1 - 2 - 14 - 18 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Light Blue Route

1     2                            14      18   21   24      25    26

Route Corridor Option F
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 14 - 18 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Green Hatched Route

1     2        27                14    18     21   24      25    26

Route Corridor Option G
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 10 - 14 - 18 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Pink Hatched Route

1     2       27     10        14    18     21   24      25    26

Route Corridor Option J
Nodes 1 - 2 - 27 - 10 - 21 - 24 - 25 - 26, via Orange Route

1     2        27    10                         21   24      25     26
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Notes:

1. The route corridors indicated on this drawing are
indicative, not final and are subject to change. It is a
work in progress and will be modified as a result of
consultation, including feedback from this public
consultation, feedback from stakeholders and
further investigations, including environmental, land
and geotechnical surveys. As the design is refined
and assessment undertaken by the various
enirmental specialist, this may result in changes to
all or part of the proposed route corridor options
presented on this drawing.
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Option Selection Assessment Criteria
To identify the ‘Emerging Preferred Route Corridor’, each of the six Stage 2 route 
corridors were assessed under the six Common Appraisal Framework main criteria 
and associated sub-criteria as outlined below.

• Air Quality and Climate;
• Noise;
• Landscape and Visual;
• Biodiversity – Flora and Fauna;
• Land and Soils;

• Waste;
• Hydrology;
• Hydrogeology;
• Architectural Heritage;
• Archaeological and Cultural  

 Heritage;
• Agriculture;
• Non-Agricultural Properties;
• Socio – Economic.

Physical Activity
• Health Benefits of a greater  
 number of pedestrian and  
 cycle journeys;
• Absenteeism Benefits;
• Journey Ambience Benefits.

Economy
• Efficiency and Effectiveness;
• Wider Economic Impacts;
• Transport Quality and Reliability 
– road/rail interface;
• Funding Impacts.

Safety
• Collision Reduction;
• Security of vulnerable road  
 users;
• Stage F1 Road Safety Audit.

Integration
• Transport Integration for all  
 modes;
• Land Use Integration;
• Geographical Integration;
• Other Government Policy 
 Integration

Accessibility & Social 
Inclusion
• Deprived Geographical Areas;
• Access to facilities and  
 reduction in severance 
 impacts for vulnerable Groups.

Environment
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Emerging Preferred Route Corridor 
-OS Mapping
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Notes:

1. DO NOT SCALE, use figured dimensions only.

2. All levels are referred to Ordnance Survey Datum,
Malin Head.

3. All coordinates are to the IRISH Transverse
Mercator (ITM).

4. The indicative route of the proposed N61 and
indicative junction locations shown on this drawing
were developed for the purposes of informing the
Option Selection Process, is subject to change, and
is being shown to encourage feedback from the
public and stakeholders through this Public
Consultation process. When the Preferred Route
Corridor Option is finalised, the route of the new
N61 will be further developed and refined through
the next Phase of the planning. The width of the
new N61 Route shown does not represent the final
width of the completed design and is provided for
demonstration purposes only. The required width is
expected to vary throughout the length of the route,
and will be identified in the next Phase of the
planning and design process.

5. The Emerging Preferred Route Corridor shown is
typically 300m wide. The 300m corridor does not
represent the actual width of the road scheme or
the lands to be acquired - the corridor indicates the
lands within which the N61 road scheme could be
developed. The exact details of the land take,
earthworks, junction and side road design and
property impacts will be developed during the next
Phase of the planning and design process.

6. A Type 1 Single Carriageway road cross-section
type has been initially selected for the assessment
of the Route Corridor Options and the identification
of an Emerging Preferred Route  Corridor. The final
road cross-section will be determined during the TII
Phase 3 'Design and Environmental Evaluation'
process.
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Emerging Preferred Route  
Assessment Summary 
Following completion of the Stage 2 Project Appraisal Matrix, Option C-3 was 
identified as the optimum Route Corridor Option having considered the benefits 
and impacts based on the six common appraisal framework criteria.  Option C-3 
was identified as the emerging preferred route corridor for the following reasons:

Environment
Route Option C-3 has the lowest overall impact 
on environment when compared to other options. 
The route scores well under the headings of 
Biodiversity, Noise, Air Quality & Climate, Socio-
economic, Hydrogeology, Landscape and Visual 
whilst performing similarly to other routes for Cultural 
Heritage, Land & Soils, Agriculture, Non-Agriculture 
and Hydrology.

Economy
Option C-3 is one of the best performing options in 
terms of Economy. Option C-3 maximises  Transport 
Quality and Reliability through reduced road/rail 
interfaces.

Physical Activity 
Route Option C-3 returns one of the highest benefits 
for physical activity, removing traffic allowing road 
space to be reallocated to provide for pedestrian/
cycle facilities on the existing N61 from Ballymurray 
through to Lecarrow.  

Safety
Option C-3 is one of the best performing options in 
terms of safety, providing a design compliant with 
current design standards on a fully offline route, 
whilst minimising the number of junctions and direct 
accesses onto the National Road.

Accessibility & Social Inclusion
All route options have a positive impact under 
this sub-criterion by reducing traffic severance 
on community involvement in Ballymurray and 
Knockcroghery especially for the younger and 
older population.  Option C-3 scores highly under 
this heading as it extends this benefit to Culleen 
and the connection to Lecarrow.

Integration
Route Option C-3 returns one of the highest 
benefits in terms of integration through a route 
that is consistent with future upgrades of the N61 
enhancing connectivity between the Regional 
Centres of Athlone and Sligo, connectivity 
to the Motorway Network and employment/
educational/health care in Athlone, whilst also 
providing the opportunity to enhance cycle 
and pedestrian connectivity in the vicinity of the 
project.

When considering the feedback from the Public Consultation held in November 2019, 60% of respondents 
recognised the need to improve the N61.  Route Option C-3 received more positive feedback in comparison to 

some of the other options presented.
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Scheme Benefits
The key benefits of Route Option C-3 are summarised below:

• Improves connectivity between the regional centres of  
 Athlone and Sligo, with particular improvements for  
 connectivity between Roscommon Town and it’s hinterland  
 to health, education and employment opportunities in 
 Athlone/Monksland;

• Integrates with potential future upgradesof the N61 to  
 Athlone accommodating future traffic demands in the 
 region;

• Improves the safety, transport quality and reliability for road  
 and rail users by removing the conflict between the N61 and  
 the railway and the closure of two at-grade level crossings on  
 the railway;

• Addresses the inherent safety issues of the existing N61  
 associated with its legacy road geometry, unforgiving  
 roadside, and high degree of junctions/accesses with a new  
 engineered offline all-purpose road scheme;

• Reduces traffic volumes on the existing N61, improving  
 the safety for vulnerable road users on the existing N61 and  
 particularly through the centre of Knockcroghery village;

• Improves conditions for vulnerable road users by removing  
 traffic from the existing N61 allowing road space to be 
 reallocated to provide for pedestrian / cycle facilities,  
 promoting sustainable movement between the rural  
 settlements of Ballymurray, Knockcroghery, Culleen and  
 Lecarrow;

• Improves journey times and journey time reliability for all road  
 users, including road based public transport;

• Minimises the risk of spillage incidents polluting the receiving  
 environment, including the Special Area of Conservation of  
 Lough Ree, through engineered treatment and containment  
 facilities incorporated into the drainage design of this road  
 project;
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What Happens Next?
The Emerging Preferred Route Option Corridor 
public consultation period will run between 14th 

December 2020 and 29th January 2021. During this 
public consultation we are inviting feedback on 
the Emerging Preferred Route Option Corridor.  Submissions can be made 
electronically via the project website  
www.N61Roscommon.ie or by completing a feedback form and returning 
it to the Freepost address. 

Over the coming months, the Project Team will review and consider all 
submissions received in response to the ‘Emerging Preferred Route Option 
Corridor’ and will finalise the ‘Preferred Route Corridor’ selection process. 

The Option Selection Report containing the Stage 2 Route Options 
Appraisal will be finalised upon review and consideration of the public 
feedback, the ‘Preferred Route Option’ will then be confirmed, and the 
Option Selection Report will be finalised.  

Following confirmation of the preferred route corridor, the Project Team 
will then further develop the Design, undertaking additional environmental 
and technical surveys and assessments. This process will culminate in the 
publication of the Statutory Orders and applicable Environmental Report(s) 
in accordance with relevant legislation for the Development consent 
processes.
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Project Background
Since 2003, there have been a number of studies carried out in respect of the N61 National 
Secondary route, including the 2011 National Secondary Road Needs Study, which have identified 
the N61 as substandard.  In particular the section from Ballymurray to south of Knockcroghery has 
been clearly identified as a priority 1 scheme in need of improvement for all road users.  
In 2019, ROD-A undertook a study to consider potential options from Athlone to Roscommon 
to ensure that investment in the Knockcroghery to Ballymurray section of the N61 would not be 
redundant in the future. This study concluded that all feasible route options south of Lecarrow 
would likely re-connect to the existing N61 in the townland of Killiaghan and Gort.  The study area 
was therefore increased to accommodate potential routes from this point, resulting in the Stage 
1 route options displayed at the second public consultation in November 2019.  

Need for the Project
The N61 is a strategic link on the national road network that has seen very significant traffic 

growth in the last 15 years and has become of increasing importance as the link to the 
M6 motorway, the economic development zone at Monksland/Bellanamullia and the 

Regional Centre of Athlone as defined in the National Planning Framework (NPF).  
This project delivers on the strategies and objectives of the National Development 

Plan 2018-2027 (NDP) and NPF.  It improves connectivity between the regional 
centres of Athlone and Sligo, thereby improving access to employment, 

education, health services and the wider National Road network for 
onward national and international travel.

The N61 is not fit for purpose as would be expected from a road 
to current standards and does not cater for all road users, 

including vulnerable road users, and is therefore deficient in 
meeting the requirements of Smarter Travel. 
The N61 has an accident rate 30% above the national 
average due to deficiencies in terms of cross-section, 

geometry, the presence of unforgiving roadsides and high 
junction/access provision encountered over a large proportion of 

its length, in combination with two at-grade level crossings of the 
Dublin – Westport railway.  

Roscommon County Council (RCC), with the support of Transport 
Infrastructure Ireland (TII), is progressing the Planning & Design of the 

N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project. 
RCC appointed Roughan & O’ Donovan – Aecom Alliance (ROD-A) to progress 
the project through Feasibility, Route Selection, Design & Statutory Process 
Phases, (TII Phases 1 to 4).
Following the second public consultation in November 2019, and the 
completion of the Stage 2 Option Selection Process, the ‘Emerging Preferred 
Route Corridor’ has now been identified in accordance with TII’s Project 
Management Guidelines. 



Progress on the Project to Date
A Stage 1 options assessment was undertaken during 2019 to 
identify feasible options and assess these in line with the Common 
Appraisal Framework headings of Economy, Environment and Engi-
neering.  
The public consultation held in November 2019 presented eighteen potential 
route corridors which were assessed as part of the Stage 1 preliminary options 
assessment. The six route corridors that emerged from the stage 1 assessment 
were presented to the public at that consultation.
The corridors shown at that event were typically 300m wide showing the indicative band 
width within which the route options would be developed, but do not represent the actual 
width of the proposed road development.

The Stage 2 Project Appraisal Matrix has now been completed.  Route alignments were developed within each 
of the six corridors and used as the basis for the detailed assessment in accordance with the TII Project Appraisal 
Guidelines and the six Common Appraisal Framework main criteria of: 

1. Safety
2. Economy
3. Integration
4. Accessibility & Social Inclusion
5. Physical Activity
6. Environment

This assessment determined the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor, Route Option C-3 (Blue 
Corridor), which is shown in this brochure. 

Emerging Preferred Route Assessment Summary 
Following completion of the Stage 2 Project Appraisal Matrix, Option C-3 was iden-
tified as the optimum Route Corridor Option having considered the benefits and 
impacts based on the six common appraisal framework criteria.  Option C-3 was 
identified as the emerging preferred route corridor for the following reasons:

Safety: Option C-3 is one of the best performing options in terms of safety, 
providing a design compliant with current design standards on a fully offline 
route, whilst minimising the number of junctions and direct accesses onto the 
National Road.

Economy: Option C-3 is one of the best performing options in terms of Economy. Option 
C-3 maximises  Transport Quality and Reliability through reduced road/rail interfaces.

Integration: Route Option C-3 returns one of the highest benefits in terms of integration through 
a route that is consistent with future upgrades of the N61 enhancing connectivity between the  
Regional Centres of Athlone and Sligo, connectivity to the Motorway Network and employment/educa-
tional/health care in Athlone, whilst also providing the opportunity to enhance cycle and pedestrian connectivity 
in the vicinity of the project.



Emerging Preferred Route Assessment 
Summary (Continued) 
Accessibility & Social Inclusion: All route options have a positive 
impact under this sub-criterion by reducing traffic severance on com-
munity involvement in Ballymurray and Knockcroghery especially for the 
younger and older population.  Option C-3 scores highly under this heading 
as it extends this benefit to Culleen and the connection to Lecarrow.

Physical Activity:  Route Option C-3 returns one of the highest benefits for physical 
activity, removing traffic allowing road space to be reallocated to provide for pedestri-
an/cycle facilities on the existing N61 from Ballymurray through to Lecarrow.  

Environment: Route Option C-3 has the lowest overall impact on environment when com-
pared to other options. The route scores well under the headings of Biodiversity, Noise, Air Quality 
& Climate, Socio-economic, Hydrogeology, Landscape and Visual whilst performing similarly to other 
routes for Cultural Heritage, Land & Soils, Agriculture, Non-Agriculture and Hydrology.

Scheme Benefits 
The key benefits of Route Option C-3 are summarised below:
• Improves connectivity between the regional centres of Athlone 
 and Sligo, with particular improvements for connectivity  
 between Roscommon Town and its hinterland to health, education,  
 and employment opportunities in Athlone/Monksland;

• Integrates with potential future upgrades of the N61 to Athlone  
 accommodating future traffic demands in the region;

• Improves the safety, transport quality and reliability for road and  
 rail users by removing the conflict between the N61 and the  
 railway and the closure of two at-grade level crossings on the  
 railway;

• Addresses the inherent safety issues of the existing N61 associaed with its legacy road  
 geometry, unforgiving  roadside, and high degree of junctions/accesses with a new  
 engineered offline all-purpose road scheme;

• Reduces traffic volumes on the existing N61, improving the safety for vulnerable road users on the existing  
 N61 and particularly through the centre of Knockcroghery village;

• Improves conditions for vulnerable road users by removing traffic from the existing N61 allowing road  
 space to be reallocated to provide for pedestrian / cycle facilities, promoting sustainable movement be 
 tween the rural settlements of Ballymurray, Knockcroghery, Culleen and Lecarrow;

• Improves journey times and journey time reliability for all road users, including road based public  
 transport;

• Minimises the risk of spillage incidents polluting the receiving environment, including the Special Area of 
 Conservation of Lough Ree, through engineered treatment and containment facilities incorporated into the  
 drainage design of this road project;



Feedback
The Emerging Preferred Route Option Corridor public consultation period will run between 14th December 2020 
and 29th January 2021, with online video and telephone consultations being held between the 4th and 29th January 
2021. During this public consultation we are inviting feedback on the Emerging Preferred Route Option Corridor.  
Submissions can be made electronically via the project website www.N61Roscommon.ie or by completing a feedback 
form and returning it by email or to the Freepost address below:

FREEPOST FRN31
The Project Engineer (N61 BKRP), 
Roscommon National Roads Regional Office, 
Roscommon County Council, 
Racecourse Road, Roscommon Town, 
County Roscommon, 
F42 WY23

Please make your submissions by Friday, 29th of January 2021. 

For additional project information, please visit the project webpage at www.N61roscommon.ie. 

Alternatively, please contact a member of the project team at the address and phone number below: 

Phone Number: 087 281 7589

Email: N61BK@n61roscommon.ie

For anyone who has no access to online information, details of the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor Maps will be 
on display for viewing externally in Áras an Chonate, Roscommon Town from the 14th December.

What Happens Next?
Over the coming months, the Project Team will review and consider all submissions received in response to the 
‘Emerging Preferred Route Option Corridor’ and will finalise the ‘Preferred Route Corridor’ selection process. 

The Option Selection Report containing the Stage 2 Route Options Appraisal will be finalised upon review and 
consideration of the public feedback, the ‘Preferred Route Option’ will then be confirmed, and the Option Selection 
Report will be finalised.  

Following confirmation of the preferred route corridor, the Project Team will then further develop the Design, 
undertaking additional environmental and technical surveys and assessments. This process will culminate in the 
publication of the Statutory Orders and applicable Environmental Report(s) in accordance with relevant legislation 
for the Development consent processes.

Anticipated Timeframe

Stage Period
Publication of Option Selection Report 2021

Design Development and Environmental Assessment 2021/2022

Prepare & Submit Planning Submission 2022
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width of the completed design and is provided for
demonstration purposes only. The required width is
expected to vary throughout the length of the route,
and will be identified in the next Phase of the
planning and design process.

5. The Emerging Preferred Route Corridor shown is
typically 300m wide. The 300m corridor does not
represent the actual width of the road scheme or
the lands to be acquired - the corridor indicates the
lands within which the N61 road scheme could be
developed. The exact details of the land take,
earthworks, junction and side road design and
property impacts will be developed during the next
Phase of the planning and design process.

6. A Type 1 Single Carriageway road cross-section
type has been initially selected for the assessment
of the Route Corridor Options and the identification
of an Emerging Preferred Route  Corridor. The final
road cross-section will be determined during the TII
Phase 3 'Design and Environmental Evaluation'
process.
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Study Area
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N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Project 

Public Consultation No.3 – Emerging Preferred Route Corridor 

(December 2020) 

The proposed N61 Ballymurray to Knockcroghery Road Scheme aims to upgrade approximately 

14.9km of existing N61 commencing in the Carrowroe townland south of Roscommon, to Killiaghan and 

Gort townland south of Knockcroghery. The purpose of this public consultation is to present the 

‘Emerging Preferred Route Corridor’ Route Option C-3 and to seek public feedback on the route 

presented.  

For additional project information, please visit the project webpage at www.N61roscommon.ie.  
 
Alternatively, please contact a member of the project team at the address and phone number below:  
 
Phone Number: 087 281 7589 Email: N61BK@n61roscommon.ie 

We greatly appreciate your views on the proposed development and/or your suggestions regarding 

information you would like to be considered. 

 

1. Contact Details 

Name:   .........................................................................................................................  

Address:  .........................................................................................................................  

Eircode:  .........................................................................................................................  

Email:  .........................................................................................................................  

Telephone:  .........................................................................................................................  

2. Do you own, rent, or currently occupy property located within the emerging 

preferred route corridor?   

Own [  ]       Rent [   ]       Occupy [   ]      Not Applicable [   ] 

 

3. Do you have any comments relating to the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor? 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ...............................................................................................................................................  

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

http://www.n61roscommon.ie/
mailto:N61BK@n61roscommon.ie


                                      

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ...............................................................................................................................................  

4. Do you have any suggestions / ideas that you would like to be taking into 

consideration when further developing the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor? 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ............................................................................................................................................... 

 ...............................................................................................................................................  

5. Would you like to be added to our mailing list for periodic project updates? 

Yes [  ]       No [   ] 

 

Please provide you feedback on the ‘Emerging Preferred Route Corridor’ by 29th January 2021. You 

can make your submission by returning this feedback form to the FREEPOST address below: 

FREEPOST FRN31 
The Project Engineer (N61 BKRP),  
Roscommon National Roads Regional Office,  
Roscommon County Council,  
Racecourse Road, Roscommon Town,  
County Roscommon,  
F42 WY23  

Alternatively, you can make a submission by email at: N61BK@N61roscommon.ie, or by filling out the 
online feedback form at www.N61roscommon.ie. 

 

Privacy Statement 

By providing your details in this feedback form you consent to the use of your personal data in 

accordance with Roscommon County Council’s Privacy Statement which is available at: 

https://n61roscommon.ie/privacy-statement. 

mailto:N61BK@N61roscommon.ie
http://www.n61roscommon.ie/
https://n61roscommon.ie/privacy-statement




PURPLE:
PANTONE: 2622 COATED
C- 57     M-98    Y-0     K-46
R-84     G-7     B-91

GREEN
PANTONE: 3455c
C-100   M-0    Y-81    K-66
R-0   G-80    B-47

RED
PANTONE: 195C
C-0  M-100  Y-60  K- 55
R-130  G-0  B-36

BLUE
PANTONE: 5395C
C-100  M-44  Y-0  K-76
R-0  G-39  B-77

YELLOW
PANTONE: 392C
C-7  M-0  Y-100  K-49
R-141  G-139  B-0

Prepared by 
Roughan & O’Donovan 
Arena House, Arena Road, Sandyford, Dublin 18
Tel: +353 1 2940800 Fax: +353 1 2940820
Email: info@rod.ie    www.rod.ie


