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SECTION ONE
 INTRODUCTION 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
“The development of road and rail networks 
over the past two hundred years made the 
primary transport function of Ireland’s inland 
waterways redundant. Today, a new role has 
been found for them as a tourism and 
amenity resource. It is important, however, 
that this significant part of our heritage is 
managed in such a way that the built and 
natural heritage elements are not lost. We 
are responsible for using and enjoying our 
waterway heritage so that future generations 
will have the same opportunities and options 
as we had… A sensitive balance between the 
three pillars of sustainable development – 
economic, social and environmental – 
should be ensured” (The Heritage Council’s 
Policy Paper on Ireland’s Waterway Corridors 
and the National Heritage, 2005). 
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1.1 The South Shannon Waterway Corridor – 
An Overview 

 
1.1.1 This study addresses the South Shannon 
River corridor from Victoria Lock at Meelick to the 
Limerick City Docklands, a stretch of some 80km 
traversing the counties of Galway, North Tipperary, 
Clare and Limerick. 
 
1.1.2 Meelick in South East Co. Galway can be 
described as an isolated rural hamlet, a loose 
arrangement of houses around a church, pub and 
navigation lock. The population was 23 in 2002, and 
falling. At the opposite pole of the corridor is Limerick, 
a city served by an international airport, sea port and 
national roads and rail. Its population and economy are 
booming, with corresponding expansion of the 
metropolitan area. Despite the obvious differences 
between the settlements, in environmental and socio-
economic terms, they are inextricably linked by the 
Shannon. Their physical environment is shaped by the 
river, and their economy and cultural history by the 
navigation without which neither settlement would 
exist. This is the essence of the waterway corridor and 
the motivation for this study: There are commonalities 
and linkages formed by the Shannon between people, 
places, landscapes, habitats and species, which 
demand an integrated approach to their management 
and development. 
 
THE HERITAGE RESOURCE (LANDSCAPE, 
NATURAL AND CULTURAL HERITAGE) 
 
1.1.3 The 80km corridor between Meelick and 
Limerick is unparalleled along the Shannon in terms of 
landscape diversity, natural and cultural history. There 
are four distinct landscape character areas or sub-
corridors: 
 
• Meelick to Portumna Rural Corridor 
• Lough Derg Corridor 
• Ardnacrusha Rural and Industrial Corridor 
• Limerick Metropolitan Corridor 
 

Figure 1.2 
 
The South Shannon Waterway Corridor 

Figure 1.1 
 
The South Shannon Corridor in 
the context of the Shannon 
Navigation 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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MEELICK TO PORTUMNA CORRIDOR 
 
1.1.4 From Meelick to Portumna the river flows 
through a typical central lowland landscape. The broad 
channel is fringed by reedbeds and woodland. In the 
spring and winter it swells to the east to flood the 
adjacent grasslands, or callows. This highly valued, 
multi-designated, semi-natural habitat requires human 
intervention in the form of traditional farming methods 
for its maintenance. Its rich and distinctive assemblage 
of flora provides refuge for the rare corncrake amongst 
other species. An embankment built alongside the river 
by the ESB as part of the Shannon Hydroelectric 
Scheme protects the lands to the west of the river from 
flooding. The settlement pattern is sparse and access 
to the corridor is limited, contributing to a uniquely 
naturalistic landscape character. The small, dispersed 
riverside settlement of Meelick is unique in its 
assemblage of cultural heritage features. In the vicinity 
of the 15th century church and a pub at its centre there 
are the remains of a medieval borough including a 
parish church, upstanding Napoleonic fortifications, a 
Martello tower and a complex arrangement of 
navigation infrastructure. 
 

 
 

 
 
LOUGH DERG CORRIDOR 
 
1.1.5 At Portumna the river enters Lough Derg, 
Ireland’s third largest lake at 118km2. At this point the 
Shannon crosses from the central lowland into the 
southern hill and vale area of the island. Nowhere else 
along its course is the Shannon flanked by such variety 
in geology and topography. The Slieve Aughty and 
Bearnagh Mountains to the west and the Arra 
Mountains to the east rise dramatically around the lake 
lending it a particular scenic quality. The lake itself is 
characterised by broad bays, a complex indented 
shoreline and numerous islands, all fringed by 
reedbeds and deciduous woodland. Its rich biodiversity 
is recognised by extensive environmental designations. 
A long history of human habitation is visible in a 
landscape strewn with sites and monuments from 
every era of Ireland’s history. These range from the 
visually dramatic, such as the monastic ruins of Holy 
Island and the numerous lakeside castles and 
towerhouses, to the functional 19th century steam boat 
quays, some still in use today. 
 
1.1.6 The abundant environmental attributes 
complemented by a network of attractive lakeside 
settlements afford opportunities for a wide variety of 
recreational pursuits. Lough Derg is Ireland’s premier 
inland navigation and water sports destination. The 
angling resource is internationally renowned. Walkers, 
cyclists, bird watchers, anyone with an appreciation of 
natural and cultural heritage is attracted to the area, to 

visit and to live. The amenities and improved access 
along with other factors have led to unprecedented 
development pressure in the Lough Derg corridor, 
especially in the south and east within commuting 
distance of Limerick. There are however areas to the 
north and west of the lake which, due to lower land 
capability and poor access, are in decline. 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The view towards Meelick from the south, with the church 
prominent in the low-lying, naturalistic landscape 

Castle Bawn in Scarriff Bay, surrounded by reedbeds and 
deciduous woodland, with coniferous forest visible on the uplands 

Lough Derg as seen from its southern entry at Killaloe-Ballina, 
showing the contrasts in the corridor landscape 

A derelict thatch cottage at Meelick 
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ARDNACRUSHA CORRIDOR 
 
1.1.7 South of Lough Derg between Killaloe-Ballina 
and Parteen the landscape has been altered on a 
massive scale by the Shannon Hydroelectric Scheme. 
Built in the 1920s to provide for the electrification of the 
newly independent Irish Free State, it is considered 
amongst Ireland’s greatest infrastructural 
achievements. It continues to operate to this day, 
providing some 2% of the national power requirement. 
South of Parteen Weir, behind which the Shannon is 
dammed to control flow into the Scheme, the corridor 
incorporates three separate, parallel waterways: 
 
• The Ardnacrusha Head- and Tailrace. The broad 

headrace feeds the hydroelectric power station at 
Ardnacrusha, Ireland’s largest renewable energy 
generating unit with a production capacity of 
91MW. To facilitate navigation the structure 
incorporates a large double lock with a combined 
drop of 34m. Fish ladders are incorporated into 
both Parteen Weir and the power station to 
facilitate the movement of migratory species, and a 
fish hatchery on the east bank adjacent to Parteen 
Weir delivers trout and salmon to the fishery. 
Three reinforced concrete suspension bridges 
were constructed over the headrace at 
O’Briensbridge, Blackwater and Cloonlara to 
accommodate local traffic. 

 

 
 

• The Errina Canal. The canal was built in the latter 
part of the eighteenth century as part of the 
Limerick-Killaloe navigation to bypass the rapids in 
the lower Shannon including the Doonass Falls. It 
is no longer in use as a navigation channel. 

• The natural Shannon River channel. Now much 
depleted in volume by the Scheme, the river 
meanders through a rural landscape passing the 
settlements of O’Briensbridge and Castleconnell. 
Both are popular angling and water sports (rowing 
and kayaking) destinations, and are experiencing 
pressure for development as commuter towns for 
Limerick. 

 

 
 
LIMERICK METROPOLITAN CORRIDOR 
 
1.1.8 Limerick stands at the gateway to the Shannon 
Navigation and thus to Ireland’s interior. Many of the 
city’s historic landmarks, from King John’s Castle on 
King’s Island (originally a 10th century Viking 
settlement) to the Shannon Rowing Club on Sarsfield 
Bridge, are associated with the river. Now the Shannon 
is being employed as the focus of urban renewal and 
the inspiration for the re-imaging of the metropolitan 
area. The redevelopment of the Park Canal, a part of 
the 18th century Limerick-Killaloe navigation, has 
formed a vital link between the historic city centre and 
the University of Limerick (UL) campus. UL itself has 
expanded across the river, making of it the central, 
defining feature of the campus landscape. The 

Docklands Project envisages the replacement of the 
city centre industrial port with a high quality mixed use 
docklands quarter. The annual Limerick Riverfest 
celebrates the city’s environmental and cultural 
associations with the Shannon. The river has a long 
tradition of recreational use in Limerick, particularly for 
angling and rowing. These activities are being 
supplemented by walking, cycling and navigation 
opportunities. Efforts are ongoing by a range of 
agencies to overcome historic navigation difficulties 
and re-establish Limerick as the gateway to the 
Shannon corridor. 
 

 
 

 
Ardnacrusha as seen from the Tailrace 

Shannon Rowing Club, Sarsfield Bridge 
A lock on the disused Errina Canal 

The changing Limerick City waterfront 
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THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC RESOURCE (POPULATION 
AND ECONOMY) 
 
1.1.9 The population of the corridor (as defined in 
Section 1.3 below) was 95,923 in 2002. This followed a 
period of strong growth between 1996 and 2002 in line 
with the national average of 8%. However, analysis of 
population change by Electoral Division (ED) shows a 
notable imbalance in the rate of growth across the 
corridor. Rural depopulation in the north, where access 
to centres of commerce and employment is poor, is 
counterbalanced by rapid urban-generated growth in 
the south.  
 
1.1.10 The Meelick to Portumna Corridor and the 
northern half of the Lough Derg Corridor experienced 
mostly negative growth. Only the EDs containing the 
popular lakeside settlements of Terryglass, Dromineer 
and Mountshannon experienced any more than low 
population growth. Portumna, the regional services 
centre for South East Galway and parts of North 
Tipperary, grew at only half the national rate. This can 
be expected to change however, since the Galway 
County Development Plan (2003-2009), indicates that 
a 32% household growth increase is to be encouraged 
in the town over the plan period. 
 
1.1.11 By contrast to the north, the southern portion 
of the corridor has been influenced by the strong urban 
and economic growth of the Limerick-Shannon-Ennis 
triangle. Although the growth potential within the 
Limerick City boundary is limited (by space), the 
suburbs have experienced explosive growth. The 
suburban EDs now contain 41% of the total population 
of Metropolitan Limerick, which extends well beyond 
the functional area of Limerick City Council. This trend 
has extended to EDs geographically removed from the 
city but within commuting distance via an improved 
road infrastructure. For example, Ballina grew at a rate 
of almost 40% in the last intercensal period. The East 
Clare corridor between Killaloe and Mountshannon 
including the town of Scarriff also saw rapid population 
growth, benefiting from good access to Limerick, 
Shannon and Ennis. 

1.1.12 The development pressure for commuter 
homes is only one of the forces for change affecting 
the corridor. Land capability in the corridor is variable 
and in a changing market and policy environment it is 
likely that the corridor will experience a combination of 
agricultural intensification, abandonment and 
substitution. In areas characterised by agricultural 
decline, land owners are anxious to derive value from 
their lands by selling or developing sites. 
 
1.1.13 Agricultural change will affect economic activity 
and employment in (parts of) the corridor. Limerick is 
characterised by a diversifying economy orientated 
towards the high technology sectors and should remain 
unaffected. Employment figures for the metropolitan 
area and its commuter catchment show a high 
proportion of the workers in the manufacturing, 
commerce and professional sectors. Outside of the 
metropolitan corridor however, agriculture remains the 
dominant land use, and is still the primary employer 
amongst males. Between 1991 and 2002 employment 
in agriculture fell by almost a quarter (from 4,390 to 
3,360) and the pace of this trend is escalating. 
Whether the changing sector results in agricultural 
intensification, abandonment or substitution, as a 
source of employment in the corridor it will surely 
decline. Diversification of the rural economy is critical 
to the socio-economic sustainability of the corridor. 
 
1.1.14 The landscape’s recreation and scenic 
amenities constitute a major tourism resource, 
recognised by many to have significant development 
potential. Particularly in poorly performing agricultural 
areas and smaller river- and lakeside settlements, 
tourism is the most viable alternative sector for local 
employment. This is particularly relevant to the rapidly 
growing female work force in the corridor (3,577 in 
1991 grew to 6,630 in 2002), which experiences a 
significantly higher level of unemployment than their 
male counterparts. The Fáilte Ireland Tourism 
Development Strategy 2000-2006 (TDS) identified the 
Shannon Corridor from Killaloe to Meelick as a 
developing tourism area, Limerick / Ennis as an 
established tourism area and Limerick County as a 

special interest activity area. The tourism industry is 
thus at different stages of development in different 
parts of the corridor. 
 
1.1.15 There is potential for use of the variation in 
environmental and recreation resources in the 
development of a distinctive tourism market profile for 
the corridor. The waterway as its binding feature 
provides opportunities for (a) the rural area to benefit 
from the established profile and accessibility of the 
Limerick-Shannon-Ennis triangle, and (b) the Limerick 
area to expand its range of attractions by enhancing 
the linkages with the rural Shannon corridor. In order to 
achieve this, the recognition and management of the 
corridor as a distinct geographic entity in environmental 
and socio-economic terms is necessary. 
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1.2 Why Do a Waterway Corridor Study? 
 
1.2.1 A navigable river or canal cannot be seen in 
isolation from its surroundings. It is intricately 
connected to the adjacent communities and activities, 
habitats and species. The waterway corridor concept 
recognises this interdependence of the waterway and 
its surrounding landscape. As such the waterway 
corridor can be defined as the area which impacts on, 
or is impacted by, a waterway. The concept is both 
environmental (or geographic) and socio-economic, 
and, as outlined in Section 1.1 above, the South 
Shannon Waterway Corridor is of particular 
significance in both areas. 
 
1.2.2 The significance of the Shannon River to 
Ireland’s socio-economic development cannot be 
overstated. For thousands of years the river has given 
access to and from the island’s interior, for human 
settlement, monastic expeditions, military conquests, 
trade and more recently, tourism. As a major transport 
and communications route (and obstacle) the river 
defined the regional settlement pattern, supporting a 
multitude of rural and urban communities all to some 
extent reliant on the trade and industry facilitated by 
the waterway. Its harbours and fording points became 
– and remain to this day – valuable real estate. 
 
1.2.3 As a feature of the environment the Shannon 
is equally significant. It drains one fifth of the island 
surface and forms the defining feature of a multitude of 
landscapes and habitats. The river supports a 
tremendous diversity of aquatic and terrestrial life and 
hosts the migrations of species both wanted - such as 
the legendary salmon and wildfowl, and unwanted - 
such as the zebra mussel and other alien invasives. 
 
1.2.4 The fundamental motivation for the waterway 
corridor study is to encourage recognition of the 
significance, value and sensitivity of the waterway 
corridor as a geographic entity in socio-economic and 
heritage terms. 
 

1.2.5 Ireland is undergoing a period of dramatic 
socio-economic change, placing unprecedented 
demands on the environment. Agriculture is in decline 
in previously marginal rural areas, while in fertile areas 
production intensifies. Housing, services and 
enterprise development to support the rapidly growing 
and changing population is causing the expansion of 
urban areas and urbanisation of the countryside. With 
greater prosperity and improved access, recreational 
and tourism use of heritage assets is growing. 
 
1.2.6 There is concurrent growth in awareness of the 
value of landscape, natural and cultural heritage as a 
reflection of Ireland’s unique environment and culture. 
With this awareness comes an inclination to preserve 
the landscape from the change brought about by 
development. There are thus conflicting but equally 
valid drivers of change in the landscape, especially in 
landscapes of particular socio-economic and heritage 
value such as the waterway corridor. 
 
1.2.7 It is an objective of the study to seek ways to 
reconcile these values in the management of change, 
to conserve the heritage that is vital to Ireland’s 
environmental and cultural well-being while allowing 
the landscape to evolve / develop with the changing 
society and economy, as it always has. 
 
1.2.8 Although the central, binding feature of a 
geographic entity the Shannon is also a dividing line - 
the boundary between counties and between local and 
regional authorities (the managers of development and 
landscape change). There are also a number of public 
bodies with sometimes overlapping jurisdictions over 
portions or aspects of the corridor. These include 
Waterways Ireland as the custodian of the navigation, 
the Electricity Supply Board (ESB) with responsibility 
for hydroelectric power generation and the National 
Inland Fisheries Authority (NIFA) as custodian of the 
fisheries. This can lead to management 
inconsistencies and missed opportunities for 
integrated, strategic development of the resource. 
 

1.2.9 It is an objective of the study to encourage 
collaboration and complementary management 
between the authorities with jurisdiction in the area, for 
environmental and socio-economic gain. 
 
1.2.10 Stakeholder participation in decision-making is 
an increasingly important feature of resource 
management and planning. In areas of particular 
environmental and socio-economic value where the 
landscape is most contested by differing stakeholders, 
community, user and environmental groups are often 
most active. However, because of the plethora of 
authorities each with a limited jurisdiction in the 
waterway corridor, the public and representative 
groups have experienced difficulties in making 
meaningful input to strategic decisions and 
management operations that affect them. 
 
1.2.11 It is a further objective of the study to initiate 
constructive debate and cooperation between 
stakeholders, to contribute to a common understanding 
of, and a vision for, the waterway corridor. 
 
1.2.12 The study is ultimately intended to be 
employed as a tool, by the authorities and land owners 
to inform development plans and day-to-day 
operations, and by communities, user groups and 
environmental groups as a reference source and 
support for their activities and aspirations. 
 
1.2.13 In this report the South Shannon Waterway 
Corridor is described in detail. The distinctive aspects 
of the landscape, natural and cultural heritage, as well 
as the socio-economic characteristics of the area are 
described and their significance assessed. Based on 
the resulting understanding of the area and informed 
by broad stakeholder consultation the report outlines a 
vision for the sustainable development of the corridor. 
Finally, a suite of policies and actions is proposed, to 
be implemented in a coordinated manner by the 
stakeholders over the next ten years to realise the 
shared vision. 
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1.3 Waterway Corridor Study Methodology 
 
1.3.1 A critical task at the outset of the study was the 
delineation of the waterway corridor. This is the area 
for which focussed, practicable management policies 
and actions could be developed based on detailed 
research, survey and consultation. The linear extent of 
the South Shannon Corridor, i.e. Meelick to Limerick, 
was determined by previous studies undertaken. Only 
the navigation from Meelick to Limerick had yet to be 
the subject of a Heritage Council study. The lateral 
extent (or width) of the corridor had however to be 
defined in the course of the study. Two different 
methods were used to delineate a heritage corridor 
and a socio-economic corridor. 
 
1.3.2 The delineation of the landscape or heritage 
corridor was based primarily on sub-catchment 
boundaries within the Shannon River basin. This 
follows the principle of catchment management 
espoused by the EU Water Framework Directive. The 
drainage areas of rivers flowing directly into the 
Shannon, or visible from the waterway due to their 
aspect or elevation, are thus incorporated in the study 
area. Research, survey and consultation then informed 
the development of a heritage profile, i.e. an 
understanding of the landscape, natural and cultural 
heritage of the waterway corridor. The area was 
divided into four landscape character areas to facilitate 
the heritage description. 
 
1.3.3 The delineation of the socio-economic corridor 
was based on electoral divisions (EDs). EDs are the 
basic spatial unit of demographic data in Ireland. All 
census data and derived statistical analysis is based 
on ED boundaries. All of the 38 EDs of the Limerick 
City functional area, and the 37 EDs within 1km of the 
waterway between Limerick and Meelick are 
incorporated in the study area. Research, survey and 
consultation then allowed for a socio-economic profile 
of the area to be developed, i.e. an understanding of 
trends in population, employment, land use and 
enterprise (including tourism), and development. 

 
Rivers draining into the Shannon Catchment areas of the rivers draining The Heritage Corridor, with four distinct 
between Meelick and Limerick directly into the Shannon landscape character areas 
 

 
Electoral Divisions extending to within 1km of the The Socio-Economic Corridor, and the notable 
waterway (Limerick City’s 38 EDs shown as one area) waterway settlements in the area 

Figure 1.3 
 
Defining the Waterway Corridor 
Study Area 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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1.3.4 As described above, the definition of a study 
area was followed by analysis of the heritage and 
socio-economic characteristics of the corridor. The 
analysis was informed by a combination of research, 
survey (by land and water) and stakeholder 
consultation. 
 
1.3.5 Consultation was central to the study 
methodology, contributing to all stages from analysis 
through to formulation of the proposed policies and 
actions. The success of the study will depend largely 
on stakeholder support for the proposals. The 
consultation process included six public workshops 
held at venues throughout the corridor, one-on-one 
meetings between individual stakeholders and the 
study team (at the request of either), and written 
submissions to the study. 
 
1.3.6 The analysis informed the articulation of a 
vision for the corridor and the identification of issues 
and opportunities for which policies and actions are 
proposed. The policies and actions were informed by 
the consultation process, the study team’s expertise, 
and research into best practice in resource 
management elsewhere in Ireland and abroad. 
 
1.3.7 The study team comprised the following 
specialist consultants: 
 
• Cunnane Stratton Reynolds (project management, 

planning, urban design, landscape architecture) 
• Dublin Institute of Technology Tourism Research 

Centre (tourism, recreation) 
• Cultural Resource Development Services 

(cultural and industrial heritage) 
• White Young Green (natural heritage) 
 
1.3.8 A steering group for the study, representing 
some of the major stakeholders and authorities in the 
area, was set up to guide and assist the study team: 
 
 
 
 

• The Heritage Council 
• Clare, Galway, North Tipperary, Limerick County 

and Limerick City Councils (Heritage Officers and 
planning departments) 

• Shannon Development 
• Waterways Ireland 
 
1.4 Previous Studies 
 
1.4.1 This report is the culmination of the fifth in a 
series of waterway corridor studies commissioned by 
the Heritage Council. A pilot study was initiated in 
2001, focussing on sections of the Grand Canal and 
the mid-Shannon Navigation. Between its publication in 
2002 and the publication of this report, three further 
studies were completed, addressing sections of the 
upper and mid Shannon and the Royal Canal. Reports 
on these studies are available for download at 
www.heritagecouncil.ie/waterways: 
 
• The Shannon Navigation from Shannonbridge to 

Meelick, and the Grand Canal from Ballycommon 
to the Shannon (2002); 

• The Shannon Navigation from Lanesborough to 
Shannonbridge, incorporating Lough Ree and the 
Suck Navigation (2004); 

• The Shannon Navigation from Roosky to 
Lanesborough, the Royal Canal Main Line to 
Thomastown, and the Longford Branch of the 
Royal Canal (2004); 

• The Shannon Navigation from Lough Allen and 
Lough Key to Roosky (2005). 

 
1.5 Ownership and Management of the 

Waterway Corridor 
 
1.5.1 The waterway corridor as defined for this study 
(see 1.3 above) is some 1,105km2 in extent. The area 
is in the ownership of a multitude of private individuals, 
public bodies and institutions. Each of these applies a 
management regime appropriate to their own ends, 
within the constraints imposed by the planning 
authorities and other instruments of government. The 

authorities and policy instruments most relevant to the 
waterway are identified below. 
 
REGIONAL PLANNING AUTHORITIES 
 
1.5.2 Land use and development in the waterway 
corridor is regulated by a complex hierarchy of 
authorities. The area extends across two of Ireland’s 
eight statutory planning regions, namely the West 
(which includes County Galway) and the Mid-West 
(Counties Clare, North Tipperary and Limerick). The 
West and Mid-West Regional Authorities each prepare 
Regional Planning Guidelines, the objectives of which 
are to provide a long-term strategic planning 
framework for the development of the regions. The 
Regional Planning Guidelines covering the area, which 
the local authorities must have regard to in carrying out 
their development planning and control functions, are 
as follows: 
 
• Regional Planning Guidelines for the West Region, 

2004 
• Mid West Region Regional Strategy and Regional 

Planning Guidelines, 2004 
 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
 
1.5.3 The county councils of Clare, Galway, Limerick 
and North Tipperary, and the City Council of Limerick 
have jurisdiction in the waterway corridor. Each of 
these has the responsibility for the proper planning and 
sustainable development of their functional area by 
means of development planning and control. 
Development planning is achieved through the 
preparation and revision (every six years) of statutory 
County/City Development Plans (CDPs) and Local 
Area Plans (LAPs). CDPs set out by means of a written 
statement and mapping the local authority’s 
development objectives for the area in their jurisdiction. 
The CDPs covering the waterway corridor include: 
 
• Clare County Development Plan 2005-2011 
• Galway County Development Plan 2003-2009 
• Limerick City Development Plan 2004-2010 
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• Limerick County Development Plan 2005-2011 
• North Tipperary County Development Plan 2004-

2010 
 
1.5.4 The local authorities may in addition to CDPs 
prepare LAPs for any portion of their functional area 
which they consider suitable, or which require physical, 
economic and social renewal for the plan period. When 
considering an application for planning permission the 
local authority has regard to the provisions of any LAP 
for the area to which the application relates. Two or 
more planning authorities may co-operate in the 
preparation of a LAP for an area that lies within their 
combined functional area. A planning authority may 
enter into an arrangement with any suitably qualified 
person or local community group for the preparation, or 
the carrying out of any aspect of the preparation, of a 
LAP. The following LAPs are in effect for portions of 
the waterway corridor: 
 
• (Co. Limerick) Castleconnell Local Area Plan 2001 
• (Co. Limerick) Castletroy Local Area Plan 2003 
• (Co. Limerick) Montpellier Local Area Plan 2002 
• East Clare Local Area Plan 2005 
• Portumna Local Area Plan 2005-2011 
• (North Tipperary) Western Area Local Area Plan 

2006 
 
1.5.5 As well as carrying out their planning functions 
as defined in the Planning and Development Act 2000, 
the local authorities have full or partial responsibility for 
the implementation of various national and European 
policy instruments, including: 
 
• National Heritage and Biodiversity Plans, 
• EU Water Framework Directive, 
• European Landscape Convention. 
 
1.5.6 The Shannon River itself is under the joint 
management of three semi-public bodies, Waterways 
Ireland, the Electricity Supply Board (ESB) and the 
National Inland Fisheries Authority (NIFA). 
 
 

WATERWAYS IRELAND 
 
1.5.7 The 1839 Act for Improvement of the 
Navigation of the River Shannon made the navigation 
channel the responsibility of the “Commissioners for 
the Execution of this Act”. The Act states that “the 
Improvement of any of the Rivers… and also of all 
such Canals, Locks, Harbours, Wharfs, Landing 
Places, Piers, Quays and other Matters… shall from 
the passing of this Act… be vested exclusively in the 
Commissioners of this Act… The said Commissioners 
shall… fix and determine the Limits of the said River 
Shannon… within which all the Powers and Authorities 
by this Act given to the Commissioners for the Care 
and Conservancy of the said Rivers shall and may be 
exercised…”. The Shannon Navigation as 
subsequently defined by the 1841 Survey of the 
Shannon, i.e. “the edge of the Waters of the Shannon 
when they are at their Ordinary Summer level that is to 
say 7 Feet on the Upper Sill of Hamiltons Lock” thus 
became the responsibility of the Commissioners. The 
1990 Shannon Navigation Act reinforced the powers of 
the Commissioners to perform the functions described 
in the 1839 Act. 
 
1.5.8 Waterways Ireland was established as one of 
six North/South Implementation Bodies under the 
terms of the British–Irish Agreement of 1999. The body 
assumed the role of the Commissioners, taking over 
from the Office of Public Works in the Republic. 
Waterways Ireland’s statutory remit is to manage, 
maintain, develop and restore the inland waterways of 
the island principally for recreational purposes. The 
body operates under the overall policy direction of the 
North/South Ministerial Council. In periods of 
suspension of the Council (as at the time of writing, 
2005-6) its functions are taken over by the relevant 
government departments in the Republic and Northern 
Ireland. In the Republic, departmental responsibility is 
held by the Department of Community, Rural and 
Gaeltacht Affairs. Waterways Ireland is arranged into 
five divisions, under control of a Chief Executive: 
 
 

• Operations 
• Finance and personnel 
• Technical services 
• Corporate services 
• Marketing / Communications 
 
ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BOARD 
 
1.5.9 In anticipation of construction of the Shannon 
Hydroelectric Scheme, the Shannon Electricity Act of 
1925 gave authority to the Government to “undertake 
the production and generation of electricity by means 
of hydraulic power derived from the waters of the River 
Shannon and the distribution and supply of the 
electricity so produced”. The Government was given 
power to, amongst other things: 
 
• “impound, hold up, divert, take, and use the waters 

of the River Shannon and any river or stream 
tributary thereto and any lake, pond, or canal 
thereon or connected thereto; 

• embank, dam, dredge, deepen, widen, straighten, 
divert, and otherwise alter the River Shannon or 
any river or stream tributary thereto; 

• embank, dam, dredge, alter the level of, and 
otherwise affect any lake, pond, or other water on 
or connected directly or indirectly with the River 
Shannon; 

• remove, or alter, repair, construct, and maintain 
such sluices, weirs, dams, embankments, and 
other works as may be necessary for or incidental 
to the doing of any of the things mentioned in the 
foregoing paragraphs; 

• construct and maintain generating stations, 
powerhouses, transformer stations, and other 
stations and places for generating, transforming, 
storing, or other wise dealing with electricity”. 

 
1.5.10 The ESB was established by the Electricity 
(Supply) Act of 1927. Its remit was to control, manage 
and maintain the works constituting the Shannon 
Hydroelectric Scheme, and to distribute and sell the 
electricity. Thus, the Shannon as an instrument of 
electricity generation became the responsibility of the 
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ESB. The ESB cooperates with Waterways Ireland in 
the management of the waterway as a navigation, e.g. 
in maintaining the water level of Lough Derg, the 
improvement of the Limerick Navigation, etc. 
 
1.5.11 As part of the Shannon Scheme, the State 
acquired some 90% of the shoreline surrounding 
Lough Derg. The landholding of 1,417ha averages 
30m in width above the high water mark and was 
retained to allow for flooding should this be required. 
The ESB leases these lands to neighbouring land 
owners, mostly for grazing. 
 
1.5.12 The 1935 Shannon Fisheries Act gave 
responsibility for the management of the fisheries to the 
ESB: “…subject and without prejudice to, the primary 
function of maintaining, working, and developing the 
Shannon hydro-electric works… the Board shall have 
and perform the duty of managing, conducting, and 
preserving the Shannon fisheries under and in 
accordance with this Act”. However in 2000 the ESB 
delegated responsibility to the Central Fisheries Board 
(CFB) by means of an eight year lease, and the CFB in 
turn passed on responsibility to the Shannon Regional 
Fisheries Board. The Lower Shannon fisheries are 
therefore subject to the same management regime as 
the remainder of the Shannon River. 
 
NATIONAL INLAND FISHERIES AUTHORITY 
 
1.5.13 It is the role of the CFB and the Regional 
Fisheries Boards to conserve and rehabilitate the 
inland fisheries resource, and to optimise its viability 
and economic and social contribution at national and 
local level. The present management model 
comprising the CFB and seven Regional Fisheries 
Boards is in the process of being restructured. Under 
the new model a single National Inland Fisheries 
Authority (NIFA) is to be established, subsuming the 
Central and Regional Fisheries Boards. Regional 
Advisory Boards will be established to enable 
stakeholder input into policy formulation and sectoral 
development, in addition to advising on local 
developments. 

TOURISM AUTHORITIES 
 
1.5.14 The waterway corridor falls under the 
jurisdiction of two of Ireland’s seven regional tourism 
authorities, namely Shannon Development (Counties 
Clare, North Tipperary, Limerick and north Offaly) and 
Ireland West Tourism (which includes County Galway). 
 
1.5.15 Shannon Development's primary role is to 
initiate and support tourism development as a key 
element in the achievement of overall economic growth 
throughout the Shannon region. Its Heritage and 
Tourism Group works with a range of tourism partners 
to develop and enhance the visitor facilities of the 
region, and to promote specific products in order to 
stimulate tourism growth in the area. The company's 
work is complementary to that of Failte Ireland and 
Tourism Ireland which are responsible for actively 
marketing and promoting Ireland as a whole to 
overseas visitors. 
 
1.5.16 To accomplish these objectives, Shannon 
Development has established three units focusing on 
key support activities: 
 
• Tourism Product Development. A comprehensive 

range of quality tourism projects is a prerequisite of 
the Tourism Development Strategy for the region. 
Shannon Development works proactively and in 
partnership with the industry to secure and 
stimulate tourism investment, thus ensuring a 
strong product base of accommodation, visitor 
facilities, entertainment, activities and amenities. 

• Tourism Marketing. The Tourism Product 
Promotion unit works with the region's trade to 
attract holiday makers to the Shannon Region all 
year round. Working with, and in support of tour 
operators, group producers, incentive houses, 
travel media and other key influences, the unit 
coordinates a drive to develop tourism 
programmes and holiday packages. 

• Tourism Marketing and Visitor Servicing. Shannon 
Development operates a network of 12 tourist 
offices in the region. 

1.5.17 In addition, Shannon Heritage Ltd, a Shannon 
Development company, develops and operates 
heritage attractions and evening entertainment. Its 
tourism product portfolio has developed from one 
product in 1963 (the Medieval Banquet at Bunratty 
Castle) to a total of eight day visitor experiences and 
four evening entertainments. 
 
1.5.18 Ireland West is the tourism authority for 
Counties Galway, Mayo and Roscommon. Its functions 
include tourism development and marketing, and the 
operation of tourist information offices. 
 
1.6 Structure of This Report 
 
1.6.1 Section Two - Heritage Profile of the 
Waterway Corridor provides a description of the 
corridor landscape, highlighting significant natural and 
cultural heritage aspects and features. Management 
policy is discussed as appropriate. The detailed natural 
heritage report which informed this description is 
provided in Appendix One. Comprehensive cultural 
and industrial heritage reports are provided in 
Appendices Two and Three. 
 
1.6.2 Section Three - Socio-economic Profile of 
the Waterway Corridor addresses demographics, the 
settlement pattern, development pressures and 
resource-based economic activities (with particular 
emphasis on agriculture and tourism) in the corridor. 
The various authorities’ roles and jurisdictions, 
management and development policy are discussed as 
appropriate. 
 
1.6.3 Section Four - Tourism, Recreation and 
Education discusses water- and land-based activities 
and facilities, tourism superstructure (accommodation, 
entertainment, etc.), access infrastructure and 
marketing. 
 
1.6.4 Section Five - Consultation describes the 
consultation process completed for the study. The 
main themes and issues arising from the stakeholder 
meetings and submissions are outlined. A consultants’ 
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response is provided for each theme, along with a 
reference to the ensuing proposals for policies and 
actions (Section Six). 
 
1.6.5 Section Six - Waterway Corridor Vision, 
Policies and Actions outlines a vision for the study 
area. Policies and actions to be implemented by the 
authorities and other stakeholders are proposed, with 
the responsible parties and a timeframe for 
implementation identified. 
 
1.6.6 Section Seven - Strategic Environmental 
Assessment evaluates the likely significant 
environmental effects of implementing the policies and 
actions, thereby ensuring the sustainability of the 
proposals. 
 
 



 

SECTION TWO 
            HERITAGE 

         PROFILE 
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2.1 Introduction 
 
2.1.1 This section takes the form of a landscape 
character description, highlighting features of natural 
and cultural heritage significance in the corridor. To 
facilitate the description and the proposal of focussed 
policy, four distinct character areas within the corridor 
have been delineated based on sub-catchment 
boundaries: 
 
• Meelick to Portumna Rural Corridor 
• Lough Derg Corridor 
• Ardnacrusha Rural and Industrial Corridor 
• Limerick Metropolitan Corridor 
 
2.1.2 This section should be read in conjunction with 
the series of natural and cultural heritage maps (Maps 
2a-d and 3a-d) accompanying this report. There is 
further detail of the natural and cultural heritage in 
Appendices One and Two. Due to the spatial extent 
and complexity of the area, descriptions of the Lough 
Derg Corridor (Section 2.3) are structured under key 
headings. 
 
2.2 Meelick – Portumna Rural Corridor 
 
2.2.1 The broad central lowland of Ireland is 
underlain primarily by carboniferous limestone. The 
glacial action of successive ice ages subsequently 
covered the bedrock with drift. This is material eroded, 
transported and deposited by glaciers to form the 
surface topography (e.g. drumlins, eskers and kames) 
and soils that determine the nature of the landscape 
and land use. Traversing the central lowland the 
Shannon bisects a number of eskers (e.g. at Carrick, 
Athlone and Banagher) and bypasses areas of kames 
but for the most part the topography is relatively 
featureless. Soils are predominantly grey-brown 
podsols of variable quality, ranging from Ireland’s most 
fertile in the drier and better-drained east, to poor in the 
wet, poorly-drained west. 
 
2.2.2 The Meelick – Portumna corridor is typical of 
this central lowland landscape. Topographical variation 

is limited and there is no recognisable valley. The land 
rises gradually away from the river, which swells in the 
winter and spring to flood the adjacent grasslands 
(callows) to the east. An embankment built alongside 
the river by the ESB as part of the Shannon 
Hydroelectric Scheme protects the lands to the west of 
the river from flooding. Three pump stations along the 
western shoreline drain water from the low-lying lands 
adjacent into the river. 
 
2.2.3 The semi-natural lowland wet grassland of the 
Shannon Callows has a rich and distinctive 
assemblage of flora including legally protected habitats 
and plant species. Being a semi-natural habitat, the 
callows are reliant on human intervention in the form of 
delayed mowing to maintain their ecological integrity. 
Callows are internationally important for wintering 
wildfowl and waders, and provide refuge for the 
corncrake, a bird threatened with global extinction. 
Accordingly, the callows between Meelick and 
Portumna are designated (candidate) Special Area of 
Conservation (cSAC), and a BirdWatch Ireland 
Corncrake Conservation Programme has been 
implemented in the area with some success. 
 

 
 
2.2.4 Land use in the Meelick – Portumna corridor is 
largely limited to pasture on the wet grasslands, with 
isolated patches of arable land on elevated areas away 
from the river. The settlement pattern is sparse, with 

concentrations at the two fording points of the river, 
namely Meelick and Portumna. Meelick comprises a 
loose arrangement of houses around an indistinct 
settlement core of a church and pub. 
 

 
 
2.2.5 A distinctive cluster of cultural heritage 
features exists at Meelick, set within a landscape of 
equal natural heritage and scenic value: 
 
• Prehistoric Heritage. Excavation of the river bed at 

Meelick has uncovered concentrations of Neolithic 
and Bronze Age artefacts, mostly martial in nature 
and probably deposited into the river ritually. 

 
• Medieval Heritage. A small rural borough grew up 

at Meelick in the 13th century and a castle was 
constructed by William de Burgo in 1203 and 
replaced in 1229. Remains of the medieval parish 
church can be seen in a field nearby the river 
today. 

 

Callows east of the Shannon between Meelick and Portumna 

Approaching Meelick from the south along the waterway 
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• Ecclesiastical Heritage. A Franciscan friary was 

founded in the early 15th century and formed the 
focus of a small ecclesiastical settlement. It 
remains in use today, visible from some distance 
across the surrounding landscape. 

 

 
 

 
• Military (Napoleonic) Heritage. The possibility of 

war with France at the end of the 18th century led 
to the fortification of fording points of the Shannon 
to guard against an attack from the west. The 
Shannon fortifications are of special significance 
due to their inland location. Early earthwork 
defences were strengthened in the late 18th 
century with the construction of the elaborate 

Remains of the medieval church at Meelick 

Approaching Meelick along an embankment west of the channel, 
built by the ESB to protect the lands to the west from flooding 

 

 
Figure 2.1 Meelick to Portumna Corridor - Designated areas (pNHA, cSAC and SPA – green hatching) and sites and monuments (red symbols) 
 

  
Figure 2.2 Mid 20th century six inch map of Meelick, showing the Figure 2.3 Modern aerial photograph of Meelick. Note the lack of 
complex landscape of medieval, military and navigation heritage change in the landscape during the 20th century 
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N 



 13

Keelogue Battery and blockhouse on Incherky 
Island. A second battery was located further north. 
An unusually shaped Martello tower built at the 
time remains in good condition and retains its 
original door and part of the gun-platforms. Later 
navigation improvements isolated the tower on an 
artificially created island. Access to all three sites 
can be difficult, especially following rains. 

 
• Navigation Heritage. A complex arrangement of 

redundant and functional navigation infrastructure 
indicates the centuries-long effort to overcome the 
challenge of the shallow channel at Meelick. In the 
mid 18th century the Clonaheenogue canal and 
Hamilton Lock were constructed to bypass the 
extensive rapids (Hamilton Lock was largely rebuilt 
in the early 19th century by the Grand Canal 
Company). These were replaced in the mid 19th 
century by a new canal and larger lock (Victoria 
Lock), which accommodated the large steamers 
which had arrived on the Shannon in the 1820s. 

 

 
 
2.2.6 The legendary march of Donal Cam O'Sullivan 
Beare in 1602-03 traversed the Meelick to Portumna 
corridor. Gort na gCapall or ‘the field of the horses’ 
beside the river near Redwood Castle (reputedly a 
famous school of history and law in the 16th and 17th 
centuries, and now a cultural education centre) has a 
poignant place in history. Avoiding the fording points at 

Meelick and Portumna, it was here that O’Sullivan 
Beare ordered his party’s horses to be killed and the 
skins used to fashion rafts to make a crossing. The 
party was attacked by the MacEgans of Redwood 
Castle mid-crossing and many were killed. O’Sullivan 
and his surviving followers continued north along the 
western shore towards Leitrim. 
 
2.2.7 South East Galway, including the settlements 
of Meelick and Eyrecourt and their surroundings, is 
noted for its architectural heritage, particularly thatch 
cottages and big houses. A study is presently 
underway to record the thatch cottages of the area. 
 

 
 
2.2.8 The navigation from Meelick to Portumna is 
the access route to Lough Derg from berthing places 
upstream. As a result it is among the busiest stretches 
of the river, with Victoria Lock at Meelick and the 
swinging bridge at Portumna among the most 
congested locations. In addition the Long Island Water 
Ski Club operates along this stretch. Salmon and 
coarse angling stands at Esker are very well used. The 
lack of road access and settlements in close proximity 
to either side of the river contributes to the naturalistic 
character of the landscape, but restricts the local 
benefit from this traffic. An isolated restaurant built 
some years ago at Esker by a community partnership 
never succeeded and is now abandoned. The mooring 
point remains on the western shore but is seldom 

used. A single private marina is located on the eastern 
shore north of Portumna. 
 

 
 

 
 
2.2.9 The town of Portumna is described as part of 
the Lough Derg Corridor below. 
 

A thatch cottage at Meelick 

Portumna Bridge swinging open 

Vessels gathering upstream of Portumna Bridge, 
awaiting the opening

The lock-keeper’s house at Victoria Lock, Meelick 
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2.3 Lough Derg Corridor 
 
2.3.1 At Portumna the river enters Lough Derg, 
Ireland’s third largest lake at 118km2. The lake spans 
the transition between Ireland’s central lowland plains 
and the southern hill and vale area. The northern 
portion of the corridor is relatively flat, rising gradually 
from the shoreline. Towards the southern half of the 
lake the land rises more steeply from the shoreline 
towards the encroaching Slieve Aughty, Bearnagh and 
Arra Mountains creating dramatic visual enclosure. The 
lake itself is characterised by broad bays, a complex 
indented shoreline and numerous islands, all fringed by 
reedbeds and deciduous woodland. These attributes 
contribute to the unrivalled scenic quality of the Lough 
Derg corridor and to its biodiversity. It is covered by 
extensive conservation designations. 
 
NATURAL HERITAGE RESOURCES 
 
2.3.2 The Lough Derg corridor encompasses the 
aquatic lake environment, fringing wetlands, 
woodlands and a network of connecting rivers. Lough 
Derg in its entirety along with its shoreline and islands 
is designated either cSAC, pNHA or SPA in recognition 
of its ecological significance. Aspects and features of 
most significance include: 
 
• Deciduous Woodland. Woodland surrounds the lake 

with intermittent clearings giving way to agricultural 
land, settlements and marinas. Oak woodlands 
alternate with hazel and ash, and birch-dominated 
areas occur along the shoreline at Portumna. Beech 
and scots pine occur in areas that were once part of 
estates. Some of the finest examples of juniper 
formations in Ireland occur along the eastern lake 
shore, e.g. the shoreline north of Kilgarvan Quay, 
where it grows in association with calcareous 
grassland, heath and limestone outcrops. The 
species-rich woodland ground flora throughout 
indicates the long and continuous occupation of the 
corridor landscape by native woodland. The 
existence of a relatively large collection of the 
globally threatened black poplar (Populus nigra) in  

     Figure 2.4 Lough Derg Corridor - Designated areas (pNHA, cSAC and SPA – green hatching) and sites and monuments (red symbols) 
 
  

 
 

N 
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Counties Galway and North Tipperary close to the 
northern shores of Lough Derg has given strength to 
the assertion that the species is native to Ireland. 
One group of 15 trees exists in Ballinderry, North 
Tipperary, and another important group is located in 
the townland of Sawnagh on the banks of the 
Killcrowe River west of Portumna. A common feature 
of these groups is their linear structure, forming field 
boundaries. Nowhere else on the island does black 
poplar occur in such numbers. Cuttings from the 
trees are contributing to the genetic stock being 
collected to ensure the species’ survival. 

 
• Wildfowl Habitat. The entire lake including all islands 

is designated SPA. The lake provides an excellent 
feeding and roosting ground for a range of species, 
with extensive areas of open water, reedbed, marsh, 
wet grassland and improved grassland. It supports 
Greenland white-fronted geese, an Annex I species 
of the EU Birds Directive and nationally important 
numbers of mute swan, cormorant, mallard, teal, 
tufted duck and goldeneye. 

 

 
 
• The Fishery. Lough Derg supports three fish species 

listed in Annex II of the EU Habitats Directive, 
namely river lamprey, brook lamprey and salmon, as 
well as the globally threatened pollan which occurs 
nowhere in Europe outside of Lough Derg, Lough 
Ree, Lough Allen, Lower Lough Erne and Lough 
Neagh. Other aquatic species listed in Annex II and 

which occur in the Lough Derg corridor (and the 
South Shannon generally) include freshwater pearl 
mussel, white-clawed crayfish and otter. 

 
2.3.3 As well as the fish named above the Shannon 
Fisheries support brown trout, pike and a wide variety of 
coarse fish. Lough Derg is characterised by an indented, 
rocky and vegetated shoreline and variable depth 
including shallow bays. These attributes contribute to its 
value as a coarse and game fishery. There are 
conflicting reports on the status of the various fish 
species populations in Lough Derg and the Lower 
Shannon. Table 2.1 overleaf provides the best available 
information for each species. 
 

 
 
2.3.4 The ecological integrity of the waterway, and 
by association the socio-economic value of the 
resource, is being threatened by the introduction of 
invasive alien species. Those already present in the 
Lower Shannon corridor include invertebrates such as 
the zebra mussel, aquatic plants such as Elodea 
nuttallii, fish such as roach and dace, and mammals 
such as mink. Other species such as the aquatic plant 
Lagrosiphon major have been found elsewhere in 
Ireland but not yet in the Shannon. If left unchecked 
the invasion of these species could become 
widespread. The impacts would include alteration and 
degradation of the aquatic habitat and chemical milieu, 
suppression and displacement of indigenous species 
and ultimately, reduced biodiversity. The fisheries, 

navigation and the amenity value of the corridor 
generally would be compromised, with potentially 
severe impacts in an area increasingly reliant on the 
tourism industry. 
 
2.3.5 According to the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) report Water Quality in Ireland 2005, the 
water quality in the Shannon River Basin District 
(SRBD) as a whole improved between 2003 and 2005. 
The length of channel achieving Class A (unpolluted) 
status in the SRBD increased from 63% to 66%, 
having reduced from 67% to 63% between 2000 and 
2003. More specific information from the EPA 
monitoring for the 2003-2005 period was not available 
at the time of writing. 
 
2.3.6 In its report Water Quality in Ireland 2000-
2003, the EPA identified serious pollution in the Scarriff 
River (named by the EPA as the Graney) downstream 
of Scarriff. The source of the pollution was identified as 
municipal. Despite this finding the water quality of 
Lough Derg, which the Scarriff River flows into, was 
classified as satisfactory. In fact it has shown 
consistent improvement in recent years, specifically in 
relation to the key symptoms of eutrophication (nutrient 
enrichment), i.e. high chlorophyll concentration and 
reduced transparency. The EPA notes however that 
these improvements have coincided with, and are 
largely attributed to, the introduction of the zebra 
mussel. 
 
2.3.7 The threats to water quality remain run-off from 
agricultural lands, plantations and peat extraction, 
sewage disposal from settlements and the septic tanks 
of one-off houses, and industrial effluent. These are all 
to be addressed with implementation of the EU Water 
Framework Directive (WFD). The WFD prescribes that 
water resources are to be managed at a river 
catchment level through the production of River Basin 
District (RBD) Management Plans. Land use within 
catchments will therefore be managed taking account 
of its influence on surface and ground water quality. A 
comprehensive water quality monitoring programme 
will be established in support of the Management Plan. 

Lough Derg shoreline near Horse Island, Co. Clare 

Fishermen near Williamstown Harbour 
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A Shannon RBD Advisory Council is to be convened to 
provide a consultative forum for the local authorities 
and sectoral interest groups, and to advise in the 
production and revision of the Management Plan. 
 
2.3.8 Land use in the Lough Derg corridor is 
predominantly agricultural. To the east of the lake 
where land capability is wider, pasture is interspersed 
with substantial areas of arable land. To the west of 
the lake the land is less well drained and has limited 
productive capability. Here the pasture is interspersed 
with bogs, transitional woodland scrub and at the 
upper elevations, coniferous forest. Plantations on the 
poorly drained and unfertile soils require intensive 
management in the form of nutrient enrichment and 
artificial drainage. The eutrophication and siltation of 
water courses in proximity to such plantations has 
been attributed to these operations. In addition, the 
angular form of plantations and the cycles of growth 
and felling can have a significant visual impact. 
 

 
 
2.3.9 As a result of changing policy and economic 
circumstances in the agricultural sector, large areas of 
marginal land may become uneconomical to farm in the 
coming decades. The marginal lands west of Lough 
Derg, indicated by a high proportion of bogs and 
transitional scrub, may be affected by such change. If 
the land were to go fallow or be put to alternative use 
there would be large scale landscape and socio-

Afforestation dominating the landscape of the Arra Mountains 

Table 2.1 Fish Stock Status in the Shannon Fisheries 
 
Common 
name  

Latin name Origin Status Main threats 

Sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus Native Intermediate Pollution 
River lamprey  Lampetra fluviatilis Native *Intermediate Pollution and arterial 

drainage 
Brook lamprey Lampertra planeri Native *Intermediate. Common 

in lower Shannon 
catchment 

Pollution and arterial 
drainage 

Pollan Coregonus 
autumnalis pollan 

Native *Endangered. Lough 
Derg is one of only 4 
sites in Ireland where it 
occurs. Insufficient 
information on status 

Habitat destruction, 
competition from 
introduced cyprinids, 
eutrophication 

European 
Smelt 

Osmerus eperlanus Native *Vulnerable. Insufficient 
information on history, 
ecology, distribution and 
status in Irish waters 

Estuarine and coastal 
pollution; Reduced 
access and damage to 
spawning grounds  

European eel Anguilla anguilla Native Stocks declining  Pan-European decline 
Atlantic 
salmon 

Salmo salar Native *Internationally 
important. Subject to 
international review 

International decline  

Brown trout  Salmo trutta Native Good stocks. Insufficient 
information on genetic 
sub-populations 

Loss of genetic diversity 

Pike Esox lucius Native Good stocks Potential threat from 
over-fishing 

Roach Rutilus rutilus Non-native Good stocks Potential threat from 
zebra mussel 

Perch Perca fluvialtilis Non-native Good stocks Periodic, natural 
fluctuations in population 
are known to occur in 
this species 

Bream Abramis brama Non-native Good stocks  
Tench  Tinca tinca Non-native Good stocks  
Carp  Cyprinus carpio Non-native Good stocks  
Rudd  Scardinius 

erythrophthalmus 
Non-native Good stocks  

Hybrid Rudd/Roach, 
Roach/bream 

Non-native Good stocks  

(*Whilde, 1993) 
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economic change. To the east of the lake where lands 
are fertile, farming will most likely intensify. The 
modernisation of farming practices in the effort to 
optimise productivity may lead to the loss of field 
boundaries, with landscape and ecological 
consequences. 
 
CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCES 
 
2.3.10 The significance of the Lough Derg corridor’s 
natural heritage is equalled by its cultural landscape in 
which a long and rich history of human habitation and 
resource use is reflected. There is limited evidence for 
Mesolithic (c. 7000BC to 4000BC) settlement in the 
corridor although it is possible that people moved 
through the area on a seasonal basis exploiting the 
natural resources. The site of a burial place from the 
Neolithic period (c. 4000BC to 2300BC) in the 
townland of Sawnagh, Co. Galway provides evidence 
of human activity from that period (along with the 
artefacts taken from the fording points at Meelick and 
Keelogue). The start of this period corresponds with 
the introduction of agriculture and the construction of 
permanent settlements in the landscape. 
 
2.3.11 The spread of Christianity in the period around 
500 AD marked the transition from the prehistoric to 
the medieval period. A range of ecclesiastical 
settlement evidence is found on the river bank, 
lakeshore and islands within the corridor, including: 
 

- St. Cronan’s 7th century monastery, 
Tuamgraney, 

- St. Columb’s 7th century monasteries at Holy 
Island / Inis Cealtra and Terryglass, 

- Medieval church at Dromineer, 
- Friar’s and Abbey Islands, 
- St. Flannán’s Cathedral at Killaloe, 
- St. Peter and St. Paul 13th century Cistercian 

chapel at Portumna. 
 

 
Figure 2.5 Notable ecclesiastical heritage sites around Lough Derg 
 
2.3.12 Secular settlement during the early medieval 
period is indicated by the presence of ringforts. The 
South Shannon corridor is situated in an area of high 
ringfort density which covers most of north Munster. 
Béal Boru, a ringfort in the townland of Ballyvally to the 
north of Killaloe, is probably the most significant such 
site in the corridor, being associated with Brian Boru. 
 
2.3.13 The medieval period also saw the introduction 
of new peoples into the area. Viking raids on Ireland 
are first recorded in the Annals in 795, and by 830 they 
had moved inland and were active on the lakes and 
rivers of the midlands. Vikings fleets first sailed up the 

Shannon from Limerick in the 830s to raid monastic 
islands in Lough Ree. 
 
2.3.14 In 1169 a small group of Norman knights, 
archers and horsemen landed in the southeast of the 
Ireland. They moved westwards across the country 
and had reached Tipperary and Limerick by 1185. By 
the early 13th century they had settled at and fortified 
the strategic crossing point at Portumna. The conquest 
and subsequent colonisation introduced many new 
monument types into the county including mottes, 
ringwork castles, moated sites, manorial villages, rural 
boroughs, towns and tower houses. 
 
2.3.15 Despite the strong Anglo-Norman presence in 
the corridor, the area remained strongly tied to the 
Gaelic traditions. A number of important Gaelic families 
were active in the area including the O’Kennedys and 
the O’Maddens. The O’Kennedys were descended 
from Brian Boru and are referred to in 12th century 
annals as Lords of Ormond, a position they held until 
the 16th century. At the height of their power they 
owned 11 castles in the territory of Ormond which 
stretched from Lorrha in North Tipperary to Limerick. 
The importance of the family is reflected in the survival 
of place names such as Killokennedy near Killaloe and 
Garrykennedy in North Tipperary. The O’Maddens 
constructed castles at Eyrecourt, Meelick, Lismore 
(near Meelick), Derryhiney, and at Portland in Co. 
Tipperary. 
 
2.3.16 Most of the later medieval fortifications visible 
from the waterway are towerhouses built from c. 1400 
to 1650 by the wealthy landowning class, both Anglo-
Norman and Gaelic. Examples of later medieval 
towerhouses in the Lough Derg corridor include 
Cloondadauv, Castle Bawn, Drominagh, Annagh 
Castle, Garrykennedy Castle, Castlelough and Derry 
Castle. Redwood Castle in North Tipperary between 
Meelick and Portumna is also of this class of structure. 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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Figure 2.6 Some of the towerhouses and other fortified houses 

around Lough Derg 
 

 

2.3.17 A system of estate landholding was imposed 
on the landscape in the 18th century and this gave rise 
to the construction of classical houses with demesne 
landscapes and associated large farms. Belle Isle on 
the North Tipperary shoreline near Portumna Bridge is 
typical of the new estate houses constructed at this 
time. Further examples include Bellevue and Slevoir. 
The majority of the population however lived in 
traditional houses of more modest scale. The 
vernacular buildings display a number of common 
features including a rectangular plan, single storey and 
narrow width dictated by the length of available roofing 
materials, e.g. Neddy’s Cottage in Dromineer. The 
good quality slate mined in the mountains enclosing 
Lough Derg was used extensively as a building and 
roofing material. Slate steps, window sills, lintels, 
mantelpieces and gate piers are common architectural 
elements within the corridor. 
 
2.3.18 The Old Red Sandstone and Silurian slates 
and shales of Slieve Bearnagh and the Arra Mountains 
around Lough Derg have been quarried for centuries. 
A thriving quarrying industry was established around 
Killaoe-Ballina by the mid 18th century, with slate 
distributed throughout the island and abroad via the 
Shannon Navigation. The remnants of the once thriving 
industry, including the quarries and associated 
structures, are evident at Tountinna to the north east of 
Ballina. Quarrying continues to this day, and the effects 
on the landscape are visible on the slopes of the Slieve 
Bearnagh and Arra Mountains. 
 

 
 
2.3.19 Iron working flourished in the area around 
Whitegate, Woodford, Scarriff, Tuamgraney, Feakle 
and Tulla during the 17th and early 18th centuries. Bog 
iron was extracted from shallow open-cast mines on 
the eastern slopes of the Sliabh Aughty Mountains. 
The dense oak woods which once carpeted the area 
provided wood for the manufacture of charcoal which 
was used in the smelting process. Evidence for these 
once extensive forests is reflected in the frequency of 
place name elements including doire (oak wood) and 
coil (wood). The town of Woodford, in Irish ‘Graig Na 
Muilte Iarrainn’, meaning the village of the iron mills, 
was a centre of ironworking. Many of the buildings in 
Woodford were built as housing for the workers or to 
provide services. Iron working in the Scarriff area is 
recorded as early as 1633 when the castle and 
ironworks of ‘Skarruff’ along with surrounding land 
were sold to Richard Boyle by Luke Brady of 
Tuamgraney. No trace of the structures is visible today. 
 
2.3.20 An important element of the cultural landscape 
of Lough Derg is the navigation infrastructure 
developed by the Inland Steam Navigation Company 
and various steam packet companies in the 1820s and 
30s. Steam navigation infrastructure on Lough Derg 
includes the Connacht and Portland harbours in 
Portumna, a harbour at Williamstown near Whitegate, 
quays at Mountshannon, Scarriff, Kilgarvan, Mota, 
Dromineer, Derrycastle and Garrykennedy. The Inland Castle Bawn, Scarriff Bay 

A quarry on the slopes of Arra Mountains 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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Steam Navigation Company also developed a station, 
stores, workshop and dry dock at Killaloe, and were 
responsible for the construction of an inn, the 
Ponsonby Arms. 
 

 
Figure 2.7 Steamer quays built by the Inland Steam Navigation 

Company and others on Lough Derg 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SETTLEMENT PATTERN 
 
2.3.21 The settlement pattern of the Lough Derg 
corridor was historically determined by several factors 
including the location of ports and fording points across 
the waterway, and land capability. These remain an 
influence but have been surpassed by the issue of 
proximity (and access) to major regional urban centres 
such as Limerick, Ennis and Nenagh. This is discussed 
further in Section 3.2 below. The settlements around 
Lough Derg range in type from a self-sustaining regional 
services centre (Portumna), to urban centres (Killaloe-
Ballina and Scarriff) and small villages (e.g. Whitegate 
and Garrykennedy). Owing to their waterside location 
and the associated cultural heritage features, the 
settlements are invariably attractive. Individually and 
collectively they constitute an important tourism 
resource. Between the settlement cores there is 
scattered rural housing which can be locally 
concentrated. The settlements are discussed individually 
below. The description starts with Portumna at the 
northern end of the lake and proceeds south along the 
western shore to Killaloe-Ballina. Then the eastern 
shoreline is described, starting with the northernmost 
settlement Terryglass, and proceeding southwards. 
 
SETTLEMENT AND LANDSCAPE WEST OF LOUGH 
DERG 
 
2.3.22 The town of Portumna, Co. Galway is situated a 
short distance from where the Shannon narrows just 
before entering Lough Derg. The narrow channel 
provided a strategic river crossing, which prior to the 
construction of a bridge, was made by ferry. An Anglo-
Norman settlement was established there, followed in 
the mid-13th century by the foundation of a Cistertian 
chapel. After falling into disuse the land was granted to 
the Dominicans, but the monastery was suppressed in 
1540. In 1610 the manor of Portumna was conferred to 
the Earls of Clanricard together with the castle, 
monastery, fair and markets. Portumna Castle was built 
c. 1618 and remained the principle seat of the Earls until 
it was destroyed by fire in the early 19th century. 

Presently undergoing refurbishment, it is considered one 
of the finest Jacobean buildings in Ireland. 
 

 
 
2.3.23 Portumna town centre is located several 
hundred metres from the Lough Derg shoreline. The 
surrounding landscape is low lying and well wooded, 
resulting in limited visual connectivity between the 
waterway and the town. Its proximity is indicated by a 
small harbour in the bay south of the town centre, and 
Portumna Castle protruding above the surrounding 
woodland. Some 600ha of the original manor grounds, 
extending westwards from the castle around Lough 
Derg’s northern shoreline, have been developed by 
Coillte as a forest park. 
 

 Portumna Castle, Harbour and Forest Park 
as seen from Lough Derg 

Portumna Castle, undergoing refurbishment at the time of the study 
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2.3.24 Portumna’s architectural heritage is 
characterised by terraced two-storey houses along the 
main street, many of which retain timber shopfronts 
dating to the late 19th century. Buildings of note include 
St. Brigid’s Catholic Church and a mid-19th century 
workhouse. Ongoing environmental improvements to the 
town include the refurbishment of Portumna Castle and 
grounds, refurbishment of the town square, and the 
community-driven Portumna Workhouse Project. The 
latter aims to provide a new mixed use ‘village quarter’ 
through redevelopment of the extensive protected 
structure. The town is undergoing a period of heightened 
residential development following its designation for 
growth in the Galway County Development Plan 2003-
2009. 
 
2.3.25 The earliest bridge at Portumna was constructed 
by Lemuel Cox in 1795, and has been rebuilt many 
times. The current bridge dates to 1911 and is proposed 
as a protected structure in the latest architectural 
inventory of County North Tipperary. It is constructed in 
two spans separated in the centre by Hayes’ Island, with 
a swinging section near the western bank for navigation 
traffic. A mid-19th century bridge operator’s house 
survives on Hayes’ Island in the centre of the Shannon. 
The bridge lies some 1.5km east of the town centre on 
the N65. It opens several times a day for navigation 
traffic, and is the cause of congestion on both the 
waterway and the road. Waterways Ireland has recently 
installed new floating jetties up- and downstream of the 
bridge, for the safety and convenience of boaters 
awaiting bridge openings. The Connacht Harbour, 
located beside Portumna Bridge west of the channel, is a 
busy navigation centre. Built by the Inland Steam 
Navigation Company, the harbour retains a number of 
industrial features including a well-maintained cast-iron 
crane and some storage buildings. It is now occupied by 
Emerald Star (cruiser hire), Waterways Ireland and a 
private marina and chandlery. There is also public 
access to the moorings. The Portland Harbour to the 
east of the Shannon can be accessed from the 
waterway, but land access is restricted resulting in 
limited usage by the public. 
 

 
 
2.3.26 South of Portumna, the South East Galway 
shoreline of Lough Derg wraps around the broad, 
shallow Cloondavaun Bay. The surrounding landscape is 
low lying, the soil boggy, and the access and settlement 
patterns sparse. The forested slopes of the Slieve 
Aughty Mountains lying some 3-4km to the west and 
south of the shoreline form a dramatic backdrop in views 
from the lake. There are concentrations of houses on the 
shoreline at Stoney Island and in the vicinity of a private 
marina at Cloonmoylan, but no settlement centres. The 
lack of a village or town and any public mooring facilities 
on the north west shoreline of the lake restricts access to 
this landscape. This is compounded by the identification 
of Cloondavaun Bay as too shallow and dangerous for 
navigation on the Shannon Navigation charts. There is in 
fact only one hazard in the bay, an isolated rock which 
was previously marked but is no longer. The Kilcrow 
River which flows into the bay is navigable for some 
distance along its lower reaches. 
 

 
 
2.3.27 Cloondavaun Bay is separated from Coose Bay 
by a low, rounded headland, fringed by woodland and 
covered by peat bog. The navigable Woodford river 
enters the lake beside Rossmore Pier south of the 
headland. The village of Woodford, some 7km upstream 
at the base of the Slieve Aughty Mountains, is accessible 
by dinghy from the lake. Larger vessels can navigate for 
some distance up the stream through a virtually 
inaccessible (by land), uninhabited landscape to an IWAI 
jetty at Rossmore Bridge. There are distinctive isolated 
clusters of houses along the South East Galway 
shoreline near Rossmore Point, Doorosbeg Point and at 
Illanaboe in Coose Bay. 
 
2.3.28 South of the Clare-Galway border at Rinbarra 
Point the land rises more steeply from the shoreline to 
Cappaghabaun Mountain north of Scarriff Bay. The 
elevated, undulating landscape immediately gives rise to 
a more condensed access and settlement pattern 
surrounding the village of Whitegate some 3km from the 
shoreline. Whitegate is connected by road to the 
townland of Drumaan East, which contains Williamstown 
Harbour (occupied by Castle Line Cruisers), Dromaan 
Harbour (public) and a loose cluster of houses along the 
shoreline. The historic steam boat quay and associated 
hotel at Williamstown Harbour serve as precedent for 
more intensive occupation of this cluster, from which the 
village of Whitegate could benefit. The Benjamin Rocks 
navigation marker nearby is one of several distinctive 
navigation landmarks in this area. 

Approaching the Portumna swing bridge from the south The northern shoreline of Cloondavaun Bay, near Stoney Island 
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2.3.29 In the middle of the lake to the north east of 
the Benjamin Rocks lies Illaunmore, Lough Derg’s 
largest island at roughly 85ha. The island was 
previously inhabited and the lands remain in use for 
agriculture and forestry. The remains of an early 
monastic site, traditionally said to have been a 
Franciscan foundation, are located here. A standing 
stone on the south side of the island is said to 
commemorate the departure of the friars to Inis Cealtra 
(Holy Island) further south in the lake. 
 

2.3.30 Further south, before narrowing between the 
dramatic headlands formed by the Slieve Bearnagh 
and Arra Mountains, the lake broadens into Scarriff 
Bay to the west and Youghal Bay to the East. At this 
point it is 15km in width. Scarriff Bay tapers towards 
the mouth of the Scarriff River at the westernmost point 
of the lake. The indented, wooded shoreline, numerous 
islands and surrounding uplands are complemented by 
a number of visually dramatic cultural features 
including Holy Island and Castle Bawn. 
 

 
 
 
 
2.3.31 Mountshannon is situated on the indented 
northern shoreline of Scarriff Bay, overlooking its own 
small south-facing bay and surrounded by wooded 
hills. The development of the settlement can be linked 
to the foundation of a linen industry here in the mid- 
18th century. By the mid-19th century a number of 
important public buildings are recorded in the village 
including a constabulary police station, a court of petty 
sessions, a market house, and protestant and catholic 
churches. The attractive linear village (national Tidy 
Towns winner, 1981) is set back from the shoreline 
behind a large public harbour, from which boat trips 
can be arranged to Holy Island. Beside the harbour 
area there is a beach (awarded Blue Flag status in 
2005), toilet block and picnic area. The village centre 
has been further enhanced by a public park 
overlooking the bay towards Holy Island. New 

residential developments have been accommodated in 
the landscape with varying success. The more 
successful estates have retained the high scenic 
quality of the landscape by minimising their own 
prominence. This has been achieved by selecting sites 
set back from the shoreline, retaining existing 
vegetation and using vernacular architectural 
elements. 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Benjamin Rocks navigation marker near Williamstown Harbour 

A new residential development in Mountshannon, an example of 
landscape enhancement resulting from new development 

The public park in Mountshannon, a superb display of landscape 
architecture and horticulture

Castle Bawn on the northern shoreline of Scarriff Bay at the foot of 
the Slieve Bearnagh Mountains. The Arra Mountains are visible in 
the distance, to the east of Lough Derg 
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2.3.32 The largest of some 14 islands in Scarriff Bay, 
Holy Island or Inis Cealtra is the most significant 
monastic site in the South Shannon corridor and among 
the most significant in Ireland. It was founded by St. 
Columb in the 6th century and was subsequently 
associated with St. Caimin. The island community was 
plundered by the Vikings on numerous occasions, and 
after one of these was rebuilt under the auspices of Brian 
Boru whose brother Marcan was bishop-abbot of the 
island in the 10th century. The monastic remains are in a 
good state of preservation due to the remoteness of the 
island. They consist of six churches, a round tower, 
several ballaun stones, high crosses, an eighth century 
cemetery and holy well. Excavations undertaken in the 
1970s and 80s uncovered the rich ecclesiastical heritage 
of the site, including the paths used by pilgrims during 
their rounds in early medieval pilgrimages. 
 

 
Access to Holy Island is limited by lack of berthing place 
for cruisers; it can only be approached by smaller craft. 
 

 

 
2.3.33 Scarriff and the neighbouring village 
Tuamgraney are accessed from the lake via the 
narrow, winding channel of the Scarriff River. In the 
mid-19th century the Shannon Commissioners 
dredged the river to extend the navigation upstream 
from the lake and built a new harbour at Scarriff. This 
facilitated the development of the market town which 
served as a distribution point for goods on the 
Shannon Navigation. Scarriff town centre is somewhat 
removed from the waterway but its presence is 
indicated by the recently redeveloped public harbour 
and a new regional office for Waterways Ireland. The 
vapour rising from a chimney stack in the town’s timber 
processing plant, the only visible industry in the Lough 
Derg Corridor, is a conspicuous but not inappropriate 
landmark considering the predominance of plantations 
in the surrounding upland landscape. 
 

Holy Island with Mountshannon in the distance 

 

       
Figure 2.8 The chain of islands (including Holy Island in Scarriff Bay), separating Mountshannon and Cloonoolia Bays from the lake Figure 2.9 Mid 20th century six inch map of Holy Island 
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2.3.34 A settlement developed at Tuamgraney 
following the establishment of St. Cronan’s monastery 
there in the 7th century. The 10th century church just 
outside of the village on the road south to Killaloe is 
amongst the oldest churches in continuous use in 
Ireland and the British Isles. It is also the headquarters 
of East Clare Heritage, a company dedicated to the 
protection and promotion of the area’s cultural 
heritage. Tuamgraney means ‘the tomb of Grian or 
Grainne’. Local legend records that Grainne, the 
daughter of a king living in the Sliabh Aughty 

Mountains, drowned in a small lake nearby, which is 
now known as Lough Granney. The mid-16th century 
saw the construction of a towerhouse by the O’Gradys 
on the property adjoining the church. The village 
developed to the east of this in the 18th century around 
a small green known as ‘the Rock’. The architectural 
heritage of the village is characterised by three-bay, 
two-storey houses predominantly constructed of 
sandstone and roofed in slate; both materials sourced 
locally. The famine memorial park in the village 
commemorates the inhabitants of the area who died 
and were buried in the famine graveyard known as the 
Casoireach. The ribbon development of Scarriff 
towards the south, and Tuamgraney’s northward 
expansion have brought the settlements to the verge of 
merging. However, the distinctive architectural 
character of Tuamgraney keeps the settlements 
distinct.  
 

 
 
2.3.35 The Slieve Bearnagh Mountains dominate the 
landscape between Scarriff Bay and the twin-town of 
Killaloe-Ballina at the southern end of the lake. The 
R463 skirts the base of the uplands giving access to a 
network of local roads, which lead down to the 
shoreline or up into the mountains. Settlement is 
dispersed except at Ogonnelloe, a linear village with no 
distinct centre situated on elevated lands some 2km 
from the shoreline. The University of Limerick has its 

activity centre on the western shoreline of Tinarana 
Bay some 3km north of Killaloe. 
 
2.3.36 The towns of Killaloe, Co. Clare and Ballina, 
North Tipperary developed at an important fording 
point in use since the prehistoric period. The Killaloe 
fords continued to form a vital aspect of the history of 
this area into the medieval period. Two sites in the 
vicinity of Killaloe are associated with the Dál Cais, the 
ruling dynasty of the kingdom of Thomond of whom 
Brian Boru was the most famous member. Béal Boru, 
located 2km north of the bridge at Killaloe, is a 
medieval ringfort with a possible late medieval motte 
built on top. Overlooking the southern entry to the lake, 
Béal Boru was ideally situated to control movement 
along the waterway. Brian Boru had his royal palace 
nearby in Kincora. No traces of the palace remain 
today, but it is thought to have been located where the 
modern St. Flannán’s church now stands. 
 
2.3.37 Killaloe-Ballina occupies a dramatic gorge-
like location between Slieve Bearnagh and the Arra 
Mountains at the southern end of Lough Derg. Prior to 
the construction of the Hydroelectric Scheme in the 
1920s, it was here that the Shannon was forced by the 
encroaching uplands to resume its course along a 
(relatively) narrow river channel. A 13-arch stone 
bridge dating from c. 1760 spans the waterway 
between the towns of Killaloe in Co. Clare and Ballina, 
North Tipperary. 
 

 

St. Cronan’s Church, Tuamgraney, the oldest church in continuous 
use in Ireland and the British Isles 

Approaching Scarriff and Tuamgraney along the Scarriff River 

The shoreline of Killaloe town centre 

Scarriff Harbour and the new Waterways Ireland regional office 
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2.3.38 Due to its strategic location, the town has a 
rich cultural history and this is reflected in the urban 
landscape. The predominantly Romanesque style 12th 
century St. Flannan’s cathedral occupies a prominent 
location beside the waterway. In the 18th century, the 
Killaloe Canal was built to bypass the rapids and eel 
weirs on the river and the town developed as an 
important inland port. The 19th century town comprised 
a square, a main street and several smaller streets, 
some 300 houses and a marble mill. A number of two 
and three-storey terraced houses remain, many with 
traditional timber shop-fronts, on the steep main street 
of the town. 
 

 
 
 
2.3.39 The development of Ballina was facilitated by 
the arrival of a branch line of the Limerick and 
Castleconnell railway in the mid-19th century. The 
station was located immediately to the north of the 
bridge on the banks of the Shannon. A new parish 
church in Ballina was constructed c. 1840. It has 
undergone several phases of renovation, most recently 
between 1963 and 1965 when the belfry was 
remodelled and new side alters were added. The 
church is located in a prominent position downstream 
of Killaloe Bridge directly opposite the medieval 
cathedral. The Lakeside Hotel was built upstream of 
the bridge in Ballina c. 1900, to cater for passengers 
on the railway and steamers. 

 
 

 
 
2.3.40 Killaloe-Ballina is given a distinctive navigation 
character by the many vessels moored on the banks of 
the waterway. Waterways Ireland provides public 

mooring above and below the bridge, the adjacent canal 
is lined with smaller vessels and there are several large 
on- and off-channel private marinas. 
 
2.3.41 The combined settlement, and Ballina in 
particular, has experienced explosive growth in the last 
number of years. Due to the gradient and elevation of the 
lands developed, and the form of the development 
(generally large detached houses in a relatively high 
density arrangement), the visual impact has been 
substantial. Views from the waterway have been 
particularly badly affected. The phenomenon of hybrid 
holiday apartment and marina developments is further 
contributing to the dramatic alteration of the urban 
landscape character. 
 

 
 
 
SETTLEMENT AND LANDSCAPE EAST OF LOUGH 
DERG 
 
2.3.42 The landscape to the north east of Lough Derg 
(North Tipperary) is not as low-lying as that to the west. 
The lands rising from the wooded shoreline are well-
drained and fertile. 
 
2.3.43 The northernmost lakeside village is 
Terryglass, the site of a second monastery on Lough 
Derg founded by St. Columb (the other being Holy 
Island). Upstanding remains of the monastery, as well 

The shoreline of Ballina, south of the town centre 

Killaloe Canal passing by the 12th century St. Flannan’s Cathedral 

The Ballina parish church on the west bank of the Shannon opposite 
St. Flannan’s Cathedral 

The main street in Killaloe, St. Flannan’s Cathedral visible in the 
background 
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as earthen and stone banks can still be seen in the 
landscape around the village. Terryglass was the 
national tidy Towns winner in 1997. A village square 
used primarily for parking is fronted by a 
complementary mix of uses including a school, 
community hall, garda station, houses, pubs / 
restaurants and a converted church (now residential). 
The fields adjacent to the tree-lined lane between the 
village, and the large public harbour and park are 
increasingly becoming occupied by housing. A private 
harbour provides berthage for village residents and 
holiday home owners. 
 

 
 

 
 

2.3.44 The village of Ballinderry is removed by some 
2km from the lakeshore but is connected by road to 
Kilgarvan Quay, a public harbour in a shallow, 
sheltered bay. The quay, built of rubble limestone in 
the 1820s, was a collection point for barley for shipping 
to the maltings in Banagher. The harbour is used 
primarily by local angling and sailing clubs. There is no 
immediate settlement and therefore no services at 
Kilgarvan, and the harbour infrastructure is generally in 
a poor state of repair. 
 

 
 
2.3.45 A recent commercial development of harbour 
and holiday village / hotel, Coolbawn Quay, has 
established a new ‘settlement’ on the shoreline 
between Terryglass and Dromineer. The large 
marquee erected on the shoreline for wedding 
ceremonies is particularly conspicuous in views from 
the lake. There is no relationship between the 
development and the crossroads village of Coolbawn 
some 1.5km inland. 
 
2.3.46 A settlement including a church and 13th/14th 
century hall-house was in existence at Dromineer by 
at least the later medieval period. The hall-house, 
located on the shoreline beside the present-day public 
harbour, was converted into a tower house in the 
15th/16th centuries. It is recorded in the Annals of the 
Four Masters that ‘Drominagh’ was taken in 1598 by 
Redmond Burke to use as a base for raiding Clanricard 

(at Portumna). The manor of Dromineer was recorded 
in the mid-17th century Civil Survey as containing ‘an 
old castle six thatcht houses and fowerteene cottages’. 
Dromineer became one of the principal stations of the 
Inland Navigation Company in the 19th century and 
later an important Grand Canal Company station. 
Situated on a broad, sheltered bay Dromineer has long 
been renowned as a sailing destination. One of the 
oldest yacht clubs in the world, the Lough Derg Yacht 
Club, was founded here in 1835. 
 
2.3.47 There is an extensive, somewhat disconnected 
area of open space behind the Dromineer public 
harbour. It is given character by a number of heritage 
features including the ruined 13th century castle 
situated beside the 19th century steam boat quay, a 
well-restored navigation trade building now functioning 
as a hostel, a canal store (owned by Waterways 
Ireland and in process of refurbishment), and ‘Neddy’s 
Cottage’, a vernacular thatched cottage in the centre of 
the open space. Visitor facilities in the space include a 
playground and picnic area beside Neddy’s Cottage, 
and a modern toilet and shower block. To the north of 
the public harbour is the well-equipped Lough Derg 
Yacht Club. To the south a crescent-shaped beach is 
fronted by a row of uniquely designed and decorated 
holiday homes. Beyond the beach there is a large 
angling / boat club, and a private harbour and winter 
storage facility. 
 

 

 Inside the public harbour at Terryglass 

 Terryglass village square 

Dromineer Castle and hostel 

Inner harbour at Kilgarvan Quay 
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2.3.48 A number of late 20th century housing 
developments fronting the central open space and 
extending up the hillsides surrounding the village have 
compromised the local landscape character and scenic 
quality. 
 
2.3.49 Dromineer Bay is separated from the narrow, 
tapering Youghal Bay by Ryan’s Point, the western 
point of a low, sparsely populated headland. The road 
above Youghal Bay is lined by a spectacular avenue of 
sycamore and ash trees. 
 

 
 
2.3.50 Just south of Youghal Bay is the attractive 
historic harbour village of Garrykennedy, the 
southernmost settlement on the eastern lake shore. 
There is a towerhouse on the shoreline, described in 
the Civil Survey of 1654-6 as ‘the Demolished Castle of 
Castlegare’. Only the south west corner of the building 
survives. In 1829 the Steam Navigation Company 
constructed a harbour beside the towerhouse for 
shipping slate from the Irish Mining Company mines in 
the Arra Mountains (Delany 1987, 192). Local tradition 
has it that some of the building stones from the castle 
were used in the harbour’s construction. 
 

 
 
2.3.51 Fronting the harbour and a small lakeside 
green is a row of houses and two pubs retaining a 
number of vernacular structures. Among these is 
Larkin’s, a large, four-bay, two-storey public house 
constructed of whitewashed rubble stone. The single-
span pitched roof is gabled to each end and retains its 
thatched roofing materials. 
 

 
 
2.3.52 A modern harbour with floating pontoons was 
recently constructed by Waterways Ireland to improve 
waterway access to the attractive village. This 
complements and incorporates a smaller harbour built 
in the 1960s by Tipperary County Council. A toilet and 
shower block has been constructed and will be opened 

Lough Derg Yacht Club, Dromineer 

Garrykennedy steam boat harbour and castle ruin 

The architectural heritage of Garrykennedy, with Larkin’s fronting 
the road to the left 

View across the harbour at Dromineer 

Neddy’s Cottage, beside the 
playground at the harbour, Dromineer 

An avenue of Sycamore and Ash trees on the 
road between Dromineer and Garrykennedy 
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as soon as a sewerage connection is available. The 
shoreline to east and west of the harbours is well-
wooded, further contributing to the scenic quality of the 
landscape. 
 

 
 

 
 
2.3.53 South of Garrykennedy along the eastern 
shore the R494 skirts the base of the Arra Mountains. 
Lateral local roads give access to a number of amenity 
areas including Deer Park forest on the shoreline and 
elevated scenic viewpoints at Castletown and 
Townlough. A graveyard at Castletown has a number 
of carved slate gravestones, quarried from the 
mountain in the 18th and 19th centuries. The scars of 
old slate quarries are prominent in the landscape. 
There are no further settlements between 
Garrykennedy and Ballina, but there is a growing 

number of one-off rural houses on the steep lower 
slopes of the Arra Mountains. 
 

 
 
 
2.3.54 Each of the settlements described above has a 
distinctive function, character and relationship to the 
waterway, and contributes to the particular scenic and 
recreational value of the Lough Derg corridor. These 
amenity values along with factors such as improved 
access to the east and south of the lake and growing 
national prosperity are resulting in unprecedented 
development pressure in the area. There is pressure 
for permanent and holiday homes in and around the 
settlements and in the countryside. The result is a 
proportional reduction in green space in the landscape 
relative to built space. Where this occurs in exposed, 
visually sensitive parts of the landscape, the impact on 
visual amenity can be severe, as can be seen in the 
southern portion of the Lough Derg corridor within the 
Limerick and Nenagh commuter catchment. 
 
2.3.55 Due to the lack of access and human activity 
generally (resulting from navigation restrictions and 
land ownership), Lough Derg’s numerous islands are 
largely free from development pressure. Ranging in 
size and form from small, rocky outcrops to large, 
previously inhabited and still cultivated, the islands are 
collectively an invaluable receptacle for natural and 
cultural heritage in the corridor. Their names reflect 
ownership (e.g. Joe’s, Priest’s and Friar’s Islands), use 

(e.g. Holy, Abbey, Still and Whiskey Islands), animal 
occupants (e.g. Goose, Crow, Swan, Goat, Salmon, 
Cormorant, Dog, Horse, Hare and Rabbit Islands) and 
form (e.g. Yellow, Green, Red, Round, Rocky, Stony, 
Rushy Islands and Illaunmore). The islands’ 
significance as natural woodland areas and habitats for 
wildfowl is recognised with blanket cSAC, pNHA and/or 
SPA designation (with the exception of the central 
portion of Illaunmore). Others, e.g. Holy Island, are of 
major cultural historic significance and have enormous 
untapped potential as educational/interpretive 
resources. 
 
2.3.56 The unique environmental attributes of the 
Lough Derg corridor including its natural and cultural 
heritage and a variety of attractive lakeside settlements 
collectively provide a recreation amenity of national 
significance. The nature of resource use is undergoing 
profound change. Long-established activities such as 
boating and angling are now sharing the amenity with a 
variety of modern pursuits including power boating, jet 
skiing, walking and cycling, all of which contribute to a 
thriving tourism industry. A joint Shannon Development 
and local authority initiative to improve the facilities for 
water- and land-based recreation (the Lough Derg 
Study, 2002, followed by the Lough Derg International 
Water Park Design Guide, 2003) has recently received 
Government funding for environmental improvements 
at various North Tipperary recreation sites. This 
heralds a new era of cooperative, strategic waterway 
corridor planning. 
 
2.4 Ardnacrusha Corridor 
 
2.4.1 South of Lough Derg the landscape has been 
altered on a massive scale by the Shannon 
Hydroelectric Scheme. Built in the 1920s the scheme is 
considered amongst Ireland’s greatest infrastructural 
achievements. The waterway corridor in this section is 
complex as a result. South of Killaloe-Ballina for a 
distance of some 6.5km the river is dammed up behind 
Parteen Weir, which controls the quantity of flow 
entering the Scheme and the natural Shannon 
channel. The ‘Flooded Area’ swells to a width of 1km. 

The new public harbour at Garrykennedy, built by Waterways 
Ireland in 2005 

One-off houses along the R494, and slate quarries further up the 
slopes of the Arra Mountains 

The inner harbour beside the village green at Garrykennedy, now 
enclosed by the larger, new harbour 



 28

 

 
 
2.4.2 South of Parteen Weir the corridor incorpor-
ates three separate, parallel waterways, i.e. the natural 
Shannon channel, the Errina Canal and the 
Ardnacrusha Headrace. 
 
• The natural Shannon channel is much depleted in 

volume by the hydroelectric scheme. The river 
meanders through an undulating rural landscape 
passing through the settlements of O’Briensbridge 
and Castleconnell. Both were historically (and 
remain) popular angling destinations and are now 
under pressure for residential development as 
commuter towns for Limerick. 

 

 

Parteen Weir as seen from the Flooded Area 

 Angling on the Shannon above O’Briensbridge  
    Figure 2.10 Ardnacrusha Corridor and Metropolitan Limerick - Designated areas (pNHA, cSAC and SPA – green hatching) and sites and 
 monuments (red symbols) 
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• The Errina Canal was built in the latter part of the 
eighteenth century as part of the Limerick-Killaloe 
navigation to bypass a sequence of rapids 
including the Doonass Falls. The canal splits from 
the Shannon channel 2km south of O’Briensbridge 
and follows a path via the village of Cloonlara west 
of the Shannon before following the course of the 
Blackwater River until it meets the Shannon at 
Plassey Bridge. The canal is no longer in use. 

 

 
 
• The Ardnacrusha Head- and Tailrace. The broad 

headrace feeds the hydroelectric power station at 
Ardnacrusha. With a production capacity of 
91MW, the station provides 2% of the national 
requirement and is Ireland’s largest renewable 
energy generating unit. 

 
2.4.3 The historic socio-economic significance of the 
Shannon Scheme was immense in that it provided for 
the electrification of the newly independent Irish Free 
State. The inception of the scheme can be linked to the 
arrival of an Irish scientist and engineer, Dr. Thomas A. 
MacLoughlin, at the firm of Siemens-Schuckertwerke in 
Berlin. While employed at the company MacLoughlin 
developed his ideas for the Shannon scheme and 
managed to interest the Irish Government in his 
proposals. The Shannon Electricity Act, enabling the 
construction of the Scheme, was passed by the 
Oireachtas in June 1925. Construction commenced in 

1925 and was completed by Siemens-Schuckertwerke 
within three and a half years at a cost of £5.2 million. 
 
2.4.4 The construction of Parteen Weir raised the 
water level in the river by 7.55m to that of Lough Derg, 
submerging a large area of low-lying lands beside the 
river south of Killaloe. This harnessed the entire fall 
between Killaloe and Limerick to drive the turbines at 
the power station. Banks were constructed between 
Portumna and Meelick to prevent flooding above 
Lough Derg during heavy rainfall. St. Lua’s Oratory, 
which was located on Friar’s Island within the flooded 
area, was removed and rebuilt on the lands of the 
Killaloe Roman Catholic church. Parteen Weir controls 
the flow of water into the headrace canal and hence 
into the power station. It also controls the flow into the 
natural Shannon channel below the weir, the level of 

Lough Derg. Daily adjustments to the intake flow are 
made to maintain the level within parameters set at the 
time of the Scheme’s construction. 
 
2.4.5 Material excavated for the 12.6km headrace 
was used almost entirely for building the adjacent 
embankments which reach a maximum height of 18m 
and form a substantial linear obstruction in the 
landscape. Three reinforced concrete bridges were 
constructed over the headrace at O’Briensbridge, 
Blackwater and Cloonlara to accommodate local traffic. 
 

A lock on the disused Errina Canal 

 
Figure 2.11 The Ardnacrusha Headrace, fed by water diverted from the Shannon which is dammed up behind Parteen Weir. O’Briensbridge 
 between the two waterways is a popular angling destination 
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Figure 2.12 Mid 20th century six inch map of Ardnacrusha and 
Parteen 
 
2.4.6 The power station consists of a large intake 
sluice building controlling water flow into the 
penstocks, which lead to the turbines in the generating 
building. Water from the turbines is discharged via draft 
tubes into the tailrace. To facilitate navigation, the 
structure incorporates a large double lock with a 
combined drop of 34m. The lock opens into a specially 
designed navigation channel which re-enters the 
tailrace downstream of the power station. The 2.4km 
tailrace, cut from solid rock and spanned by one bridge 
at Parteen, carries water from the power station back 
into the Shannon channel. The power of the flow 
emanating from the power station (when more than 
one of the four turbines are operating) has been a 
restriction on navigation since the construction of the 
scheme. Waterways Ireland, Limerick City Council, the 
ESB and Shannon Development are working together 
to overcome the problem. 

 
 

 
 

 

2.4.7 At the time of construction, fish ladders were 
incorporated into both Parteen Weir and the 
Ardnacrusha power station to facilitate the movement 
of migratory species. In addition, a fish hatchery was 
installed on the east bank adjacent to the weir to 
deliver trout and salmon to the waterway. The ESB has 
thus had (and retains) a critical role in the management 
and use of a range of environmental resources, for 
recreation and conservation. 
 
2.4.8 Land use capability in the Ardnacrusha 
corridor is variable but generally wider to the east and 
more limited to the west. Land use is dominated by 
pasture. There are patches of native riparian woodland 
with high biodiversity and amenity value along the 
banks of the river. 
 
2.4.9 The main settlements are O’Briensbridge and 
Castleconnell, both situated on the banks of the 
Shannon and functioning as recreation and tourism 
centres, particularly for angling. O’Briensbridge on the 
western (Co. Clare) shore derives its name from the 
bridge over the Shannon built in the early 16th century 
by Turlough and Donal O’Brien. The bridge comprises 
fourteen arches and is remarkable for the variations in 
arch width, height and materials. This is evidence of 
numerous re-buildings or alterations, including for the 
construction Limerick-Killaloe Navigation in the second 
half of the 18th century. In the mid-19th century Lewis 
recorded that the village consisted of one main street 
with about 60 houses and 350 inhabitants. The 
distinctive main street is lined with a number of 
terraced two-storey properties fronting a river-side 
park. It is designated an Architectural Conservation 
Area. The construction of the Ardnacrusha headrace 
immediately west of the village has limited its 
expansion in that direction. Housing is however 
extending to the north and south between the two 
waterways, and across the river in Montpelier. 
 

Ardnacrusha as seen from the Tailrace 

The Tailrace 

Eel nets on the headrace near the bridge at Cloonlara 
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2.4.10 Like O’Briensbridge, Killaloe, Portumna and 
Meelick upstream, the settlement is located at an 
historic fording point on the river. Excavations 
undertaken in the townland of Hermitage near 
Castleconnell revealed a portion of a settlement and a 
number of cremation burials dating from the early 
Mesolithic period. 
 
2.4.11 Castleconnell derives its name from the 
O’Brien castle located near the banks of the Shannon 
at the west end of the town. In 1199 Castleconnell and 
its surroundings were granted to William de Burgh by 
King John on the condition that he erect a castle there. 
The castle was destroyed by the Williamite General 
Ginkel at the end of the 17th century. During the 18th 
and 19th centuries the presence of a mineral spa, the 
quality of the salmon fishery and the proximity to the 
waterfalls at Doonass attracted people from Limerick 
and further afield to the town, and a number of hotels 
and lodging houses were built to accommodate the 
travellers. The town is laid out around a crossroads 
with one street leading from the Limerick Road and the 
train station to the ruins of Castle Connell. The other 
street intersects this at a right angle and runs roughly 
parallel to the River Shannon. Castleconnell’s 
architectural heritage is dominated by two storey 
terraced 19th Century houses and commercial 
premises. Its proximity to the N7, giving access to 
Limerick, Nenagh and the East, is resulting in 

substantial residential development pressure. The 
naturalistic quality of the river banks has however 
largely been retained, with a particularly valuable 
amenity space at Worldsend. 
 

 
 
2.4.12 The village of Cloonlara is situated between 
the headrace and the Errina Canal at one of three 
bridges over the headrace. A private concern employs 
the otherwise derelict canal as a course fishery. 
 

 
 
2.4.13 The sprawling settlement of Parteen, initially a 
hamlet to house the staff of Ardnacrusha, is situated 
nearby the confluence of the headrace and the 

Shannon. It is effectively being subsumed by the 
expanding Limerick metropolitan area. 
 
2.5 Limerick Metropolitan Corridor 
 
2.5.1 The Limerick Metropolitan corridor has a 
character and range of functions unique along the 
Shannon River. The waterway is the source of water 
for the city and surroundings, a population in excess of 
120,000. It is a major recreation resource, being used 
for angling, rowing, kayaking, navigation, and walking 
and cycling along the banks. Recent improvements to 
the Limerick Navigation, including the reinstatement of 
Sarsfield Lock and the construction of a new weir, have 
improved the historically difficult navigation. 
 
2.5.2 As the gateway to the Shannon, Limerick is 
steeped in navigation-related cultural history. The 
placename of Athlunkard (e.g. Athlunkard Street, 
Athlunkard Bridge) can be translated as ‘the ford of the 
ship enclosure or encampment’ (Áth an Longphort). It 
is likely that the longphort referred to is located in the 
townland of Fairyhill opposite St. Thomas’ Island, 
where a large D-shaped enclosure has recently been 
recorded. The longphort may relate to a major two-year 
campaign by the Vikings along the Shannon system in 
the 840s. It was superseded in the early 10th century 
by the establishment of a permanent Viking settlement 
at Inis Sibtonn, most likely King’s Island. The site, still 
visible in the street pattern of the old city today, 
provided a safe harbour, was easily defended and 
allowed easy access to the water-based 
communication routes favoured by the Vikings. The 
newly founded Viking town of Limerick, or Hylmrick, 
became a centre of Norse activity in the region, almost 
equal in status to Dublin. 
 
2.5.3 In the second half of the 10th century the Dál 
Cais kings emerged as a new power in Munster. Key to 
their success was the control of Limerick. In 967 their 
leader, Mathgamain, defeated the Norse of Limerick at 
the battle of Sulchoid (Solohead) and sacked their city. 
The Normans then took control of Limerick but in 1175 
the settlement was attacked and destroyed by Dónal 

O’Briensbridge as seen from an elevated location downstream 

The Errina Canal in Cloonlara 

Lacka Weir, near Worldsend, Castleconnell 
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Mór O’Brien and became the seat of the O’Brien Kings 
of Thomond. The Normans subsequently regained 
control and the granting of the town charter in 1197 
heralded the development of a large-scale medieval 
town. This consisted of two main districts, divided by 
the river; Englishtown, encompassing the Norse 
settlement on King’s Island, and Irishtown, located to 
the southeast on the mainland. 
 
2.5.4 Some of the Limerick’s most significant 
buildings date to the later medieval period, including 
King John’s Castle at Thomond Bridge and St. Mary’s 
Cathedral. King John’s Castle dates to the early 13th 
century and forms part of the extensive defences that 
once encircled Limerick. Its strategic position on King’s 
Island overlooking Thomond Bridge afforded control of 
shipping passing the town and land traffic crossing the 
river. Excavations on the site have revealed the 
remains of an earlier earthwork castle, apparently a 
ringwork dating to c. 1175. St. Mary’s Cathedral was 
constructed by Dónal Mór O’Brien in the late 12th 
century and is one of the oldest surviving cathedrals in 
Ireland. 
 

 
 
2.5.5 Limerick City played a pivotal role during the 
civil wars of the 17th century. It was besieged by Oliver 
Cromwell in 1651 and twice by the Williamites in the 
1690s. The Jacobite force which then occupied the 
town was besieged and finally capitulated to William of 

Orange. This resulted in the signing of the Treaty of 
Limerick and the remains of the treaty stone are still 
located within the city on the bank of the river. 
 
2.5.6 The eighteenth century saw a change in the 
layout of Limerick when the town defences were 
largely demolished and a new brick city built outside 
the old walls. This area, located to the southwest of 
Irishtown and known as Newtown Pery, forms the 
current economic centre of the city. It differs 
dramatically from the other areas of the historic city in 
that it is a planned development dominated by 18th 
century (Georgian) buildings. Lewis’s Topographical 
Dictionary of 1837 called it ‘one of the handsomest 
modern towns in Ireland’. 
 
2.5.7 Limerick was the only settlement in the South 
Shannon corridor that supported large-scale 
industrialisation. Communication to and from the city 
was facilitated by the construction of the Park Canal in 
the mid-18th century (as part of the Limerick to Killaloe 
Navigation) and the development of the docks and rail 
service in the mid-19th century. There are a number of 
important structures associated with the city’s industrial 
past including Bannantyne’s Mill on Dock Road, The 
Granary and Plassy Mill, located on the banks of the 
Shannon to the north of the city. 
 
2.5.8 Now, in the 21st century, the river is being 
employed as a driver of environmental and socio-
economic change in the metropolitan corridor. Several 
projects are in progress under the umbrella of the 
Riverside City Initiative, a partnership involving 
Shannon Development, Limerick City Council, Limerick 
and Clare County Councils, Waterways Ireland, 
Shannon Foynes Port Company and the University of 
Limerick. These include: 
 
• Redevelopment of the Park Canal, one of the three 

sections of the 18th century Limerick-Killaloe 
navigation (along with the Errina and Killaloe 
Canals). It occupies a critical location in the city, 
forming part of a link between the city centre and 
the university. Its redevelopment involves 

restoration of the navigation and environmental 
improvements including foot and cycle paths, 
furniture, lighting and angling platforms. 

 

 
 
• Quayside, City Centre and City South Project, 

which aims to create a pedestrian-friendly, river-
focused city centre environment as a catalyst for 
further cultural and economic development. 

• The Docklands Project, which envisages the 
withdrawal of the industrial port functions from the 
city centre to Foynes, allowing for a high intensity, 
high quality mixed use docklands quarter to be 
developed. This potentially large scale (16ha) 
urban regeneration project could play a major part 
in re-imaging Limerick as a riverside city 

 

 

The Park Canal prior to redevelopment 

Limerick Docks 

St. John’s Castle 
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2.5.9 Several important riverside sites, including 
Arthur’s Quay and the Dunne’s and Roche’s Stores to 
the south, and the Golden Vale site north of the river, 
offer potential for significant positive change in the city 
centre landscape. 
 

 
 
2.5.10 In 1997 the University of Limerick (UL) 
acquired 45ha of greenfield land north of the Shannon, 
transforming the river from the campus’s northern 
boundary into its central, defining feature. The 
construction programme implemented since has 
employed the cSAC designated river and shoreline as 
the impetus for responsive, innovative development, 
typifying the changing approach to the waterway as a 
socio-economic resource. 
 

 

2.5.11 Limerick has a long water sports tradition, 
particularly the pursuits of rowing and fishing. A 
number of boat and rowing clubs developed along the 
banks of the river in the 19th and early 20th centuries. 
The annual city regatta brought together crews from 
four local clubs namely the Limerick Boat Club, the 
Shannon Rowing Club, St. Michael’s and Athlunkard. 
Other regattas were held on the Abbey River and on 
the Shannon at Plassey. The Shannon Rowing Club 
was founded in 1866 and the clubhouse on Sarfield 
Bridge, built in 1896, remains a significant landmark in 
the modern city. 
 

 
 
2.5.12 The city is widely attributed as the birth place 
of the ‘gaudy salmon fly’. O'Shaughnessy, Ireland’s the 
most famous fly tyer of all time, established a business 
in Limerick in 1795. Using the exotic materials entering 
the sea port from around the world, including feathers, 
he created a new style of brilliantly coloured fly 
patterns which soon took over the international market. 
 
2.5.14 The waterway remains a valuable recreation 
and tourism resource for the city. The traditional 
activities of rowing and angling now share the resource 
with modern pursuits such as kayaking (the 
Curragower Falls in the city centre is the site of the 
highest standing wave in Ireland and the British Isles). 
 

 
 
2.5.15 The Shannon Navigation from Limerick to 
Ardnacrusha (including the Abbey River) is made 
difficult by the tidal influence on the river and the 
intermittent effect of Ardnacrusha on the speed of the 
flow. Limerick’s potential as the gateway to the 
Shannon Navigation is thus not yet fully exploited. 
Substantial capital works have been carried out by 
Waterways Ireland, Limerick City Council and Shannon 
Development to improve the Limerick Navigation, 
including: 
 
• construction of a 260m long reinforced concrete 

weir from Curragour Point to Shannon Rowing 
Club at Sarsfield Bridge; 

• restoration of the lock at Sarsfield Bridge and the 
installation of lock gates; 

• dredging of a channel in the Abbey river and 
downstream of Sarsfield Lock to provide sufficient 
depth for navigation. 

 
2.5.16 In addition to the engineering improvements, a 
number of guides have been produced and signage 
erected to assist pilots in planning and undertaking the 
passage. A telephone information system has been put 
in place by Waterways Ireland and the ESB to provide 
up-to-date information on the operations of 
Ardnacrusha and thus the navigability of the Limerick-
Killaloe stretch. Several studies/projects are underway 

University of Limerick campus 

Shannon Rowing Club, Sarsfield Bridge 

Riverside walks signage, Limerick 

The Golden Vale site 
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to record flow velocities and thereby improve 
information provision to assist navigation. 
 
2.5.17 The Limerick Navigation works also included 
the installation of floating moorings at Custom House 
Quay, Arthur's Quay and George's Quay, allowing 
mooring in the heart of the city. The Arthur’s Quay 
moorings suffer from poor surveillance, and access 
through Arthur’s Quay Park is perceived to be unsafe. 
The Custom House Quay moorings are secure and 
well-used, and a footpath has been installed to further 
improve access to the city from the waterway.  
 

 
 
2.6 Significance of the South Shannon Waterway 

Corridor Heritage Resource 
 
2.6.1 The South Shannon Waterway Corridor is a 
landscape of great diversity and scenic quality. It is vital 
that the abundant natural and cultural heritage is 
acknowledged so that no part of it is lost in the continued 
development of the corridor landscape, community and 
economy. 
 
NATURAL HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
2.6.2 Almost the entire length of the South Shannon 
including the shoreline and islands is covered by either 
international (cSAC and SPA) or national (pNHA) 
designation based on criteria relating to habitat quality, 
species complement and ecological processes. Article 
10 of the Natura 2000 Directive (COUNCIL DIRECTIVE 

92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the Conservation of 
Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora) states that 
“Member States shall endeavour, where they consider it 
necessary, in their land-use planning and development 
policies and, in particular, with a view to improving the 
ecological coherence of the Natura 2000 network, to 
encourage the management of features of the landscape 
which are of major importance for wild fauna and flora… 
Such features are those which, by virtue of their linear 
and continuous structure (such as rivers with their banks 
or the traditional systems for marking field boundaries) or 
their function as stepping stones (such as ponds or small 
woods), are essential for the migration, dispersal and 
genetic exchange of wild species”. The Shannon River in 
its entirety, along with all connected landscape features 
such as feeder streams, shoreline vegetation, woodlands 
and fields is such a feature, recognised and required by 
EU legislation to be protected through land use, planning 
and development policy. 
 
2.6.3 The EU Water Framework Directive 
recognises the critical influence of land use on the 
water quality within a catchment. The waterway 
corridor as defined for this study is composed of the 
catchments of all streams draining directly into the 
Shannon River between Meelick and Limerick. This 
area, being critical to the habitat quality, species 
complement and ecological processes of the Shannon 
River, can itself be considered a landscape of 
international natural heritage significance. 
 
CULTURAL HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
2.6.4 As both a corridor and an obstruction for 
transport and communication, the Shannon River was 
(and remains) a determining factor in the social, 
economic and political development of Ireland. A high 
density of archaeological monuments and artefacts 
indicates the presence of humans in the area from 
prehistory onwards. A recently discovered site near 
Castleconnell has revealed settlement dating back to 
the Mesolithic period (c. 7000BC to 4000BC). The 
Shannon itself has been a repository for artefacts from 
the Neolithic period (c. 4000BC to 2300BC), the bronze 

age (from c. 2500BC onwards) and the iron age (c. 
500BC to 500AD). The most dramatic concentration of 
Neolithic materials ever found in Ireland was recovered 
from the channel at Killaloe. There are networks of 
sites representing prehistoric, secular, ecclesiastical, 
military and industrial activities. Some elements of the 
cultural landscape have an international dimension, 
e.g. the monastic settlements (as centres of learning 
and pilgrimage and as targets for international raiders), 
Viking and Anglo-Norman sites and Napoleonic 
fortifications. Some, such as the Shannon 
Hydroelectric Scheme and the Navigation itself, are of 
major national significance. As such the waterway 
corridor can be considered a landscape of international 
cultural heritage significance. 
 
LANDSCAPE HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
2.6.5 The geology and topography of the Slieve 
Aughty, Bearnagh and Arra Mountains create a degree 
of landscape enclosure and scenic quality unique along 
the Shannon River. This scenic resource has been 
recognised in landscape character assessments carried 
out independently by the local authorities of Clare, 
Galway and North Tipperary (ongoing). The distinctive 
small villages and towns throughout the corridor provide 
unique, intimate urban experiences containing a wealth 
of features, vernacular architecture and record of human 
interaction with the river.  
 
2.6.6 Considering the quality of the environmental 
resource in terms of landscape, natural and cultural 
heritage, the South Shannon corridor can be classified 
as a landscape of international significance. 
 
2.6.7 It is stated in the preamble to the European 
Landscape Convention (Florence, 20 October 2000), to 
which Ireland is a signatory, that: “The landscape… has 
an important public interest role in the cultural, 
ecological, environmental and social fields, and 
constitutes a resource favourable to economic activity 
and whose protection, management and planning can 
contribute to job creation… [The landscape] contributes 
to the formation of local cultures and … is a basic 

George’s Quay Moorings, Limerick 
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component of the European natural and cultural heritage, 
contributing to human well-being and consolidation of the 
European identity… [The landscape] is an important part 
of the quality of life for people everywhere: in urban 
areas and in the countryside, in degraded areas as well 
as in areas of high quality, in areas recognised as being 
of outstanding beauty as well as everyday areas… [The 
landscape] is a key element of individual and social well-
being and … its protection, management and planning 
entail rights and responsibilities for everyone”. 
 
2.6.8 The purpose of the Landscape Convention is 
to encourage public authorities to adopt policies and 
measures at local, regional, national and international 
level for protecting, managing and planning landscapes 
throughout Europe. This is intended to maintain and 
improve landscape quality, and bring the public, 
institutions, and local and regional authorities to 
recognise the value and importance of landscape and 
take part in related decisions. The Convention 
demands a forward-looking attitude on the part of all 
those whose decisions affect the protection, 
management or planning of landscapes. It has 
implications for many areas of official policy and official 
or private action, from the local to the European level. 
 
2.6.9 It is appropriate therefore that the significance 
of the corridor as a heritage resource be recognised by 
all stakeholders and that it be subject to cooperative, 
regional protection, management and planning, as 
prescribed by Natura 2000 and the European 
Landscape Convention. 



 
 

SECTION THREE 
                      SOCIO-ECONOMIC 

     PROFILE 
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3.1 Introduction 
 
3.1.1 As described in Section One, for the purpose of 
this study a socio-economic corridor has been defined 
based primarily on the boundaries of Electoral Divisions 
(EDs). 37 EDs making up the Limerick City area, and all 
38 EDs within 1km of the waterway between Meelick 
and Limerick are incorporated in the study area. 
 
3.1.2 This section is not intended to be an exhaustive 
investigation of the regional economy. The study 
focuses on those issues salient to the sustainable 
utilisation and development of the environmental / 
heritage resource. The following socio-economic issues 
are addressed: 
 
• Population change 
• Settlement pattern 
• Development pressure 
• Land use, economic activity and employment 
• The significance of tourism to the waterway corridor 

economy (tourism, recreation and education are 
discussed in further detail in Section Four) 

 
3.2 Population Change 
 
3.2.1 Trends in population are discussed below for 
the waterway corridor generally and at ED level (except 
in Limerick City where the 37 EDs are discussed as a 
whole). 
 
3.2.2 The population of the socio-economic corridor 
saw a negative growth rate of -0.7% between 1991 and 
1996, decreasing from 88,715 to 88,652. Between 1996 
and 2002, the rate of growth increased considerably to 
8.2%, bringing the total population of the corridor to 
95,923. This growth was in line with the national 
average of 8% in that period. Between 2002 and 2006 
the population of the corridor continued to grow but at 
the slower rate of 4%. The national growth rate in that 
period was the highest on record, at 8.1%. 
 
 
 

 
 
3.2.3 The analysis of population change 
by ED shows a notable imbalance in the 
rate of growth across the corridor. The 
growth of population in each ED over the 
last 15 years is illustrated in table 3.1 (EDs 
are listed by county, and north to south). 
The information is presented graphically on 
Figure 3.2, showing four categories of 
growth: 
 
- Negative (<0%) – grey shading 
- Low (< 8%) –blue 
- High (8-16%) – yellow 
- Very high (>16%) - red 
 
(8% is approximately the national average.) 
 

Figure 3.1 
 
Significant Settlements, 
the Socio-economic Corridor, and 
County Boundaries 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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3.2.4 The census figures show that from 1996 to 
2006 the population of Limerick City (defined by the 37 
EDs) has remained fairly static due to its confined 
spatial extent and limited potential for densification. 
The Limerick suburbs, e.g. Ballycannan, Ballyglass, 
Ballysimon, Ballyvarra and Limerick South Rural, have 
experienced substantial growth. In 2002 these 
suburban EDs contained 41% of the total population of 
Metropolitan Limerick City, which extends well beyond 
the functional area of the Limerick City Council. 
 
3.2.5 This trend has extended to EDs geographically 
removed from the city but within commuting distance 
via an improved road infrastructure, for example 
Killaloe-Ballina and environs. The population growth 
extends up the North Tipperary lakeshore from Ballina 
to Dromineer, which benefits from good access to 
Nenagh. Nenagh itself experienced growth of 21.3% in 
the last intercensal period (2002-06). The latest census 
shows that the rapid growth of the cluster of attractive 
East Clare settlements (Mountshannon, Scarriff, 
Tuamgraney and O’Gonnelloe), slowed considerably 
between 2002 and 2006. 
 
3.2.6 Until 2002 the northern portion of the corridor, 
which suffers from a relative lack of access to centres 
of employment and commerce, was experiencing 
negative growth / population decline. The 2006 census 
shows that several of the EDs have halted the decline 
and have begun to grow, albeit at generally below 
average rates. 

Table 3.1 Population Change in the Waterway Corridor, 1996 – 2006 
 

Electoral Division (except 
Limerick City) 

1991 1996 % 
Change 
(91-96) 

2002 % 
Change 
(96-02) 

2006 % 
Change 
(02-06) 

Electoral Division (except 
Limerick City) 

COUNTY GALWAY 
1 Meelick 258 248 4 231 -7.3 258 11.7 Meelick 1 
2 Tiranascragh 181 181 0 164 -10.4 174 6.1 Tiranascragh 2 
3 Kilmalinoge 237 231 -2.6 223 -3.6 240 7.6 Kilmalinoge 3 
4 Portumna 1883 1837 -2.5 1920 4.3 2015 4.9 Portumna 4 
5 Ballyglass (Rural) 173 185 6.5 179 -3.4 169 -5.6 Ballyglass (Rural) 5 
6 Abbeyville 308 295 -4.4 270 -9.2 252 -6.7 Abbeyville 6 
7 Drummin 391 379 -3.1 350 -8.2 366 4.6 Drummin 7 
8 Coos 150 138 -8.6 140 1.4 135 3.6 Coos 8 
COUNTY CLARE 
9 Drummaan 547 560 2.3 542 -3.3 572 5.5 Drummaan 9 
10 Mountshannon 243 265 8.3 309 14.2 333 7.8 Mountshannon 10 
11 Inishcaltra N&S 264 248 -6.4 317 21.7 339 7.0 Inishcaltra N&S 11 
12 Scarriff 1248 1233 -1.2 1277 3.5 1288 0.9 Scarriff 12 
13 Ogonnelloe 475 436 -8.9 577 24.4 599 3.8 Ogonnelloe 13 
14 Carrowbaun 80 101 20.8 126 19.8 152 20.6 Carrowbaun 14 
15 Killaloe 1357 1394 2.6 1623 14.1 1597 -1.6 Killaloe 15 
16 Lackareagh 87 84 -3.6 111 24.3 114 2.7 Lackareagh 16 
17 Fahymore 284 296 4.1 273 -8.4 312 14.3 Fahymore 17 
18 O'Briensbridge 489 498 1.8 540 7.8 588 8.9 O'Briensbridge 18 
19 Kiltenanlea 1265 1322 4.3 1585 16.6 1657 4.5 Kiltenanlea 19 
20 Cappavilla 301 332 9.3 372 10.7 674 81.2 Cappavilla 20 
21 Ballyglass (Lim. Met.) 3516 4239 17.1 4938 14.2 5355 8.4 Ballyglass (Lim. Met.) 21 
22 Ballycannan 874 904 3.3 1199 32.6 1189 -0.8 Ballycannan 22 
NORTH TIPPERARY 
23 Redwood 163 168 2.9 143 -17.5 131 -8.4 Redwood 23 
24 Lorrha West 322 337 4.5 319 -5.6 346 8.5 Lorrha West 24 
25 Terryglass 464 451 -2.8 504 10.5 452 -10.3 Terryglass 25 
26 Kilbarron 530 553 4.2 576 3.9 580 0.7 Kilbarron 26 
27 Cloghprior 239 252 5.2 238 -5.9 273 14.7 Cloghprior 27 
28 Knigh 620 593 -4.5 678 12.5 707 4.3 Knigh 28 
29 Monsea 547 593 7.6 628 5.6 653 4.0 Monsea 29 
30 Youghalarra 646 654 1.2 626 -4.5 877 40.1 Youghalarra 30 
31 Castletown 1086 1148 5.4 1223 6.1 1345 10.0 Castletown 31 
32 Derrycastle 288 311 7.4 349 10.8 422 20.9 Derrycastle 32 
33 Ballina 908 1058 14.2 1720 38.4 2457 42.8 Ballina 33 
34 Birdhill 497 537 7.4 588 8.8 671 14.1 Birdhill 34 
COUNTY LIMERICK 
35 Castleconnell 2584 2651 2.5 2647 -0.2 2636 -0.4 Castleconnell 35 
36 Ballyvarra 2545 2928 13.1 3740 23.4 4139 10.7 Ballyvarra 36 
37 Ballysimon 6747 8222 17.9 9675 15.1 11260 16.4 Ballysimon 37 
38 Limerick South Rural 687 751 8.5 980 23.4 1423 45.2 Limerick South Rural 38 
39 Limerick City 

(37 EDs) 
52083 52039 -0.1 54023 3.8 52560 -2.7 Limerick City 

(37 EDs) 
39 

 
TOTAL CORRIDOR 

 
88715 

 
88652 

 
-0.7 

 
95923 

 
8.2 

 
99310 

 
4.0 

  

(Source: CSO Census 2006 Preliminary Report) 

 Population Growth Rate 
 Negative population growth (<0%) 
 Low growth (<8%) 
 High growth (8-16%) 
 Very High growth (>16%) 
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Figure 3.2a 
 
Population Change in the 
Waterway Corridor by Electoral 
Division 
1996 - 2002 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 

Figure 3.2b 
 
Population Change in the 
Waterway Corridor by Electoral 
Division 
2002 - 2006 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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3.3 Settlement Pattern 
 
3.3.1 The EDs/settlements are discussed individ-
ually below in terms of population change, transport 
and services infrastructure, and relevant local authority 
development plan policy. This commentary was written 
prior to the release of the Census 2006 results. 
 
3.3.2 The population of Meelick, Co. Galway 
decreased at a rate of -4% between 1991 and 1996, and 
then by -7% between 1996 and 2002. The neighbouring 
rural EDs both west and east of the river suffered similar 
population decline, reflecting the decline of the only 
significant economic activity in the area, agriculture. 
Road and public transport access to the area is poor and 
there are no services available in the loosely arranged 
settlement core. A pub has recently reopened in Meelick, 
indicating a possible turn-around in the fortunes of the 
village. This is largely due to navigation traffic and the 
growing popularity of the historic church as a wedding 
venue. 
 
3.3.3 Portumna is among the larger settlements in 
the waterway corridor with a population of 1,920 in 2002. 
The town experienced a slight decrease in population of 
-2% between 1991 and 1996, but grew by 4.3% between 
1996 and 2002. It is identified as a ‘self-sufficient town’ in 
the Galway County Development Plan (2003-2009), in 
that it provides housing, employment, retail, education 
and recreation for its population without the need to 
commute or travel. The Plan indicates that a 32% 
household growth increase is to be encouraged in the 
town over the plan period. This is facilitated by spare 
capacity in existing wastewater treatment services, and 
by established industrial activity (in the IDA industrial 
estate the largest employer is Green Isle Foods). The 
presently inadequate water supply system is to be 
improved over the period of the Portumna Local Area 
Plan (2005-2011). 
 
3.3.4 The town functions as a service hub for south 
east Galway and the northern portion of North Tipperary. 
It is situated on a national secondary route, the N65 
between Nenagh and the N6 to Galway, and is well 

served by public transport. The swinging bridge over the 
Shannon, opened several times daily for navigation 
traffic, is a constraint to traffic flow. 
 
3.3.5 The Portumna Local Area Plan (LAP) identifies 
that it is important for Portumna to generate greater 
employment opportunities in the area for the expanding 
local population and the surrounding rural communities. 
The County Council recommends that small-scale 
enterprise development be facilitated in the future. This 
requirement could be met through the community-driven 
redevelopment of the Portumna Workhouse, which the 
Integrated Rural Development Company reports will 
include suitable space. Tourism has also been identified 
as an important economic growth area for the town, both 
in the Portumna LAP and the Regional Planning 
Guidelines, which recognise the potential of the Shannon 
River and associated natural and cultural heritage assets 
for development. 
 
3.3.6 The Co. Galway EDs south of Portumna are 
experiencing a steady decrease in population also as a 
result of poor road and public transport access, and an 
agricultural industry in decline. Access by water to the 
area is equally poor. Cloondavaun Bay, which the EDs 
of Ballyglass, Abbeyville and Drummin front onto, is 
identified as a ‘Danger Area’ on the Shannon 
Navigation Charts and no public mooring places exist 
along this section of the Lough Derg shoreline. A 
private marina and on-land storage exists in the 
townland of Cloonmoylan in the Ballyglass ED. 
 
3.3.7 The population of the Drummaan ED, County 
Clare, incorporating the village of Whitegate and 
Williamstown (private) and Dromaan (public) 
harbours, decreased by -3.3% between 1996 and 
2002. Situated on the R352 between Portumna and 
Mountshannon / Scarriff the area is particularly isolated 
in terms of road and public transport access. However, 
access via the waterway is good, and a significant 
proportion of traffic (by water and road) to the area can 
be attributed to Shannon Castle Line Cruisers, which 
operates from Williamstown harbour. The East Clare 
LAP (2005) strategy for the village is to “strengthen the 

urban form of Whitegate, through built development to 
create a walkable community with public open spaces 
and a sufficient mass of services and facilities 
appropriate to the size and potential growth of the 
settlement”. The cluster of Williamstown and Dromaan 
harbours and nearby houses is identified as having 
important amenity potential, providing an opportunity to 
develop as a gateway between Lough Derg and 
Whitegate. 
 
3.3.8 Mountshannon experienced growth of 14.2% 
between 1996 and 2002. The East Clare LAP recognises 
that there has been considerable tourism development, 
particularly holiday home accommodation, but that the 
settlement centre is not sufficiently developed to support 
a permanent resident population. The village is situated 
on the R352 between Scarriff and Portumna and suffers 
from a lack of public transport service. Access from the 
waterway is good; the large public harbour was extended 
in 2005. The centrality of water-based tourism to the 
village is recognised, but the strategy for development of 
the village is to focus on settlement growth providing 
permanent homes for the local population, to support 
existing services while retaining existing character. 
Substantial areas around the village are identified in the 
Plan for future residential development. Additional priority 
requirements identified include the provision of small 
business units, hotel and community facilities. The Clare 
County Development Plan (CDP) identifies a 
requirement for wastewater treatment infrastructure in 
Mountshannon, and a water supply project is planned. 
 
3.3.9 The East Clare LAP considers Scarriff and 
Tuamgraney as complementary settlements physically 
linked by the bridge over the River Graney. The Scarriff 
ED experienced growth of 3.5% between 1996 and 2002 
following a period of decline. The growth is attributed to 
good road access, west towards Ennis and south to 
Limerick. A daily bus service between Scarriff and 
Limerick is in operation. Both settlements have direct 
waterway access and benefit from the resulting tourism. 
The ‘linked settlement’ is identified in the LAP as well as 
broader plans including the National Spatial Strategy as 
the main service provider in East Clare. Growth has 
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however been restricted by inadequate water supply and 
wastewater treatment infrastructure. The Clare CDP 
indicates that water supply and sewage treatment 
schemes are planned. A wide range of services (e.g. 
health centre, bank, etc.), retail and employment exist in 
Scarriff, and the LAP envisages enhancement of these 
along with controlled settlement growth with ‘higher 
density’ of 25-35 dwellings per hectare. 
 
3.3.10 Following a period of decline between 1991 and 
1996 (-8.9%), Ogonnelloe saw considerable growth in 
population between 1996 and 2002, at a rate of 24.4%. 
Situated along the R463 regional road between Scarriff 
and Killaloe, the settlement benefits from good road and 
public transport access. There is no waterway access. 
The village is relatively well serviced, with a school, 
church and a shop, but there is no distinct settlement 
centre. Any further demand for growth in Ogonnelloe will 
be constrained by the lack of adequate services. The 
village is served by a Group Water Scheme but has no 
public sewerage system. For future development to 
occur the County Council requires that any proposals 
must provide wastewater infrastructure sufficient to 
provide for the needs of the settlement. 
 
3.3.11 Clare and North Tipperary County Councils 
consider Killaloe and Ballina as linked towns. The 
population of the Killaloe ED increased modestly by 
2.6% between 1991 and 1996, and by 14.1% between 
1996 and 2002 bringing the total population to 1,623. 
Ballina ED grew at a rate of 14.2% and 38.4% in the 
corresponding periods, bringing the total population to 
1,720. Owing to the large number of extant planning 
permissions in Ballina, its population is expected to 
exceed 3,000 by the end of the plan period of the North 
Tipperary’s Proposed Western Area LAP (2005-2011). 
The EDs surrounding Killaloe-Ballina experienced similar 
growth. The explosive growth of the linked towns caters 
largely for Limerick City commuters. Ballina has access 
to the N7 and the Limerick-Nenagh-Ballybrophy railway 
corridor. The R463 regional road, although limited in its 
capacity, provides a direct link between Killaloe and 
Limerick. Access within the town/s is severely 
constrained by the single lane bridge over the Shannon, 

which is heavily congested during peak traffic hours. 
Plans for a new bridge bypassing the town centre are in 
the process of development. The Proposed Western 
Area LAP identifies the lack of a parking facility in Ballina 
as a severe infrastructural deficiency. 
 
3.3.12 The Clare CDP identifies Killaloe as a key sub-
regional town in which growth will be focussed to 
support its rural hinterland. The linked towns provide 
an important local services centre, with significant 
retail, banking and professional commercial activity. 
Tourism services are also a key activity, with several 
hotels, restaurants, etc. situated in the town. In relation 
to future growth, the Proposed Western Area LAP 
states: “It is anticipated that Ballina will absorb much of 
the urban generated housing pressure in the area due 
to limitation on the growth of Killaloe because of the 
historic settlement pattern, infrastructure deficiencies 
and topography constraints. In light of the 
complementary roles of the settlements it is expected 
that Killaloe in contrast will absorb much of the 
community, retail and cultural development in and 
around the historic core”. Adequate wastewater 
capacity exists for the short term and improvements 
are planned. 
 
3.3.13 O’Briensbridge grew slowly at a rate of 1.8% 
between 1991 and 1996 and then at 7.8% between 1996 
and 2002. It is situated on the R463 regional road from 
Limerick City to Killaloe. The bridge at one end of the 
village provides access across the river to Montpelier 
and the N7. Although situated between the Shannon 
River and the Ardnacrusha Headrace, there is no access 
to the village from the waterway (this section of the river 
is not navigable and there is no mooring place on the 
headrace). The village is well serviced in terms of local 
needs, however public transport services are lacking. 
 
3.3.14 The County Clare EDs south of O’Briensbridge 
all fall within the catchment of the Limerick 
Metropolitan area, and experienced rapid growth in the 
last intercensal period. Foremost among these was the 
Ballycannan ED, which grew by 32.6% between 1996 
and 2002. The ED of Ballyglass (including the 

settlements of Parteen and Ardnacrusha) grew at a 
rate of 21% between 1991 and 1996, and then 16% 
until 2002. Clare County Council policy for this area is 
to develop a neighbourhood centre, enhancing the 
provision of shops and services to meet the 
requirements of the growing suburban population. 
 
3.3.15 In the period between 1991 and 1996 
Terryglass in North Tipperary experienced a decrease 
in population of -3%, followed by growth of 10.5% 
between 1996 and 2002. The Terryglass ED stands out 
among the surrounding North Tipperary EDs, which all 
experienced decline or low growth rates in the 
corresponding period. This growth can be expected to 
continue since the Proposed Western Area LAP 
identifies six areas of land within the town boundary for 
new residential development. It also zones pockets of 
land for town centre use, to service the growing 
community and complement its existing tourism function. 
It is stated in the Plan that “Terryglass has been chosen 
as one of three pilot areas in North Tipperary for the 
provision of a sewage treatment plant under a 
public/private partnership scheme through the 
Department of the Environment and Local Government. 
This plant will address the sewage needs of all existing 
houses and commercial developments and any housing 
development likely to take place in the foreseeable 
future”. The village is situated in close proximity to the 
N65 national secondary route from Nenagh to Portumna. 
The village plan contains objectives to provide new 
access routes through lands zoned for new residential 
development. 
 
3.3.16 The population of Dromineer is included in the 
Monsea ED statistics. Its population increased by 7.6% 
between 1991 and 1996, and by 5.6% between 1996 
and 2002. Despite a substantial number of planning 
permissions being granted in the ED in the last number 
of years, Dromineer has a small permanent residential 
component. The village is located approximately 11km 
from Nenagh along the R495 regional road and is 
therefore relatively accessible by road. The large public 
harbour, as well as a sailing club, angling club and 
private marina ensure strong waterway-related access 
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seasonally. Water supply infrastructure is adequate but 
the sewage treatment plant is overloaded during summer 
months. According to the North Tipperary CDP, an 
upgrade of the plant is planned. 
 
3.3.17 The population of Castletown ED which includes 
the village of Garrykennedy was 1,223 persons in 2002, 
showing an increase of 6% between 1991 and 1996, and 
7% between 1996 and 2002. The population of 
Garrykennedy itself accounts for only 8% of the ED, 
which also includes the much larger village of Portroe 
some 2.5km from the lake shore. The quality of the local 
road network negates the possibility of a public transport 
service. Access from the waterway is good, since the 
completion in 2005 of a new public marina providing 
approximately 285 metres of floating moorings. 
Economic activity in the village is limited to two pubs 
serving the seasonal influx of tourists. The Proposed 
Western Area LAP identifies the requirement for retail 
and other development appropriate to a village centre 
location, and proposes several areas around the small 
village core for residential development, creating the 
potential for a substantial increase in the settlement 
population. Wastewater treatment facilities are however 
lacking and restrictive of development. 
 
3.3.18 South of Killaloe-Ballina and their surrounding 
EDs, the Castleconnell ED experienced a negative 
growth rate of -0.2% between 1996 and 2002 following a 
modest increase of 2.5% between 1991 and 1996. This 
trend can be expected to change since the settlement 
has been designated a ‘secondary development centre 
for significant growth’ in the Limerick CDP (2004). The 
Castleconnell LAP (2001) identifies substantial areas for 
residential development and a wastewater treatment 
facility has been developed to accommodate this growth. 
Castleconnell is in close proximity to the N7 giving 
access to Limerick and Dublin and benefiting from the 
City’s public transport services. The majority of road 
traffic from Castleconnell uses the back road to Limerick 
due to congestion on the N7. The road is narrow and in 
poor condition causing concern in terms of road traffic 
safety. Economic activity is limited to local retail and 
various tourist-orientated services. 

 
3.3.19 South and west of Castleconnell the Co. 
Limerick EDs of Ballyvarra, Ballysimon and Limerick 
South Rural, similar the Co. Clare EDs of Kiltenanlea, 
Cappavilla, Ballyglass and Ballycannan, have 
experienced rapid growth as Limerick City outgrew its 
local authority functional area. These areas effectively 
function as suburbs of the city, and like the Co. Clare 
EDs can be expected to develop neighbourhood centres 
providing retail and services to meet the requirements of 
the growing suburban communities. 
 
3.3.20 The 37 EDs comprising Limerick City recorded 
growth of only 3.8% between 1996 and 2002, bringing 
the total population to 54,023. This does not reflect the 
growth of the city in population or geographic terms. The 
surrounding EDs in Counties Clare and Limerick have all 
far exceeded regional and national growth rates, and 
now contain 41% of the Limerick metropolitan area’s 
population of some 93,000. The city centre has seen 
some growth in population, largely attributed to on-going 
urban renewal activity in the form of apartment 
construction, especially along the quays. This growth has 
been tempered by population decline elsewhere in the 
city EDs where the maturing of older residential 
communities and the associated out-migration has 
resulted in lower population density. 
 
3.3.21 Designated a regional gateway in the National 
Spatial Strategy, Limerick City is well-served by sea, air, 
rail and road transport links. The presence of Shannon 
International Airport, the Shannon Estuary ports and 
major educational institutions such as the University of 
Limerick and the Limerick Institute of Technology 
strengthen the Limerick/Ennis/Shannon area as a 
national focal point. Shannon Airport is a central feature 
of the regional transport infrastructure, with a significant 
economic impact on Ireland’s western seaboard, and 
potentially as a gateway to the South Shannon waterway 
corridor. 
 
 
 
 

3.4 Development Pressure 
 
3.4.1 The average household size for the combined 
waterway corridor EDs decreased from 3.6 persons in 
1991 to 3.3 in 2002. This figure remains significantly 
higher than the national average of 2.9, but might be 
expected to continue towards the European Union 
average of 2.63 in line with the rest of the country. In 
conjunction with the trend of substantially above average 
population growth experienced in much of the waterway 
corridor, this change has resulted in unprecedented 
pressure for residential development. 
 
3.4.2 Due to the scenery, heritage and recreation 
value of the corridor it is attractive as a place to live in, 
and to visit. While pressure for residential development 
mounts, with consequences for the landscape, natural 
and cultural heritage, there is also consistent (but 
lesser) pressure for the development of tourist 
accommodation and facilities. 
 
3.4.3 The East Clare LAP asserts that: “Holiday and 
second home developments have been a significant 
feature of housing developments over recent years 
especially along the shore of Lough Derg… Escalating 
land prices and development pressures in these areas 
are a result of the tax incentive scheme under the 
Relief for Renewal and Improvements Scheme”. While 
there are notable concentrations of development 
pressure in the main settlement cores, the pressure on 
the radial routes accessing the towns is also strong, as 
is the pressure for one-off houses in rural areas. The 
‘potential value’ of development sites, in conjunction 
with the (relatively) reduced value of land as an 
agricultural resource in parts of the corridor, is fuelling 
this pressure. 
 
3.4.4 There is a clear imbalance in residential 
development pressure in the corridor, reflecting the 
varying trends in population growth illustrated in Table 
3.1 and Figure 3.2 above. The northern portion 
(particularly South East Galway), being less accessible 
by land and navigation, has experienced less 
development pressure, while the southern portion has 
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seen unprecedented pressure to accommodate 
population growth. As a result, development in certain 
areas has occurred on lands not yet fully serviced in 
terms of water supply, wastewater treatment, roads and 
public transport, with social, economic and 
environmental consequences. 
 
3.4.5 The local authorities’ recent forward planning 
initiatives, e.g. the Portumna, East Clare and Western 
Area LAPs, seek to address these issues. As stated by 
North Tipperary County Council in the latter: “the 
Western Area is best served by a development 
strategy that consolidates development within the 
settlement centres and provides for rural need in a 
tightly controlled manner. This approach aims for the 
long-term sustainability of the area – by promoting 
development that will enhance the viability of the area 
while simultaneously limiting harmful sprawl…”. 
 
3.4.6 The pressure on the environmental resource 
for residential development is not limited to the rural 
portion of the waterway corridor. It is also prevalent in 
the Limerick metropolitan area, as illustrated by the 
recently mooted proposal for a €1.5 billion residential, 
hotel, office and recreation development on the 
northern bank of the Shannon west of the city centre, 
adjacent to an SAC-designated wetland area. 
 
3.4.7 Tourism-related demand for accommodation, 
mostly ‘hidden’ within the general residential category 
of development, can be seen also in the pressure for 
navigation-related proposals. These vary in scale from 
piers for the private use of shoreline properties to 
large-scale marinas, often with an attached holiday 
accommodation component. Since there is a high 
demand for vessel berthing places on the waterway, 
and optimal socio-economic benefit from the resource 
is sought, the local authorities are generally positively 
predisposed to such development. It is stated in the 
East Clare LAP: “The Council will generally support the 
development of marina and jetty facilities and 
associated access roads along Lough Derg, primarily 
for leisure use… The Council acknowledge the 
strategic benefits of developing access points for 

tourism traffic, as well as for local use and support the 
development of a network of water bus services linking 
settlements and tourist destinations around the shores 
of the Lough. Land is zoned for access to the water on 
Lough Derg within the plan area at Williamstown, 
Mountshannon, Scarrif [and] Tuamgraney”. Similarly, in 
the Western Area LAP, it is stated: “The Council 
recognises the importance of the lake, the adjacent 
landscape and villages for tourism. The Council will 
generally support the development of tourist related 
marinas and jetty facilities…”. Both local authorities 
qualify these policies with the requirement that no 
detrimental impact to the natural heritage, cultural 
heritage and tourism resource generally should accrue 
from such development. This is discussed in further 
detail in Section Four below. 
 
3.4.7 Pressure for non-residential and tourism-
related development in the waterway corridor outside 
of the Limerick metropolitan area is limited. The local 
authorities are encouraging the development of retail, 
services, and community facilities, etc. within 
settlement centres to support the resident population 
and seasonal visitors/tourists. Commercial and 
industrial activities are largely confined to those 
supporting the dominant rural land use classes of 
agriculture and forestry. Since these are generally in 
decline, associated development is scarce. The 
requirement for space for small enterprise 
development in the larger centres such as Portumna 
has been recognised, and will be encouraged by the 
local authorities. 
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3.5 Land Use, Economic Activity and 
Employment 

 
3.5.1 The predominant land use in the waterway 
corridor outside urban areas is agriculture. Land use 
capability is generally greater to the east of the waterway 
than to the west. This is reflected in a greater proportion 
of cultivated lands between the grassland fields to the 
east, and to the west by the prevalence of peat bogs, 
woodland scrub and coniferous forestry. Figure 3.3 
shows the land use classes in the waterway corridor 
based on interpretation of satellite imagery. 
 
3.5.2 Outside the urban areas, the dominant 
economic activities are the production of dairy products, 
tillage crops and timber. Reflecting the variation in the 
land use pattern, in North Tipperary to the east of the 
waterway there is a creamery in Ballina and a small food 
industry (with retail outlet) in Ballinderry. In Scarriff, Co. 
Clare, to the west of the waterway, there is a timber mill. 
 
3.5.3 The numbers employed in agriculture 
throughout the study area have been falling since 
1991. Between 1991 and 1996 there was a decrease 
of 10%, from 2,399 to 2,151. Between 1996 and 2002 
the number of farmers decreased dramatically at a rate 
of 36%, from 2,151 to 1,358. This trend is illustrated in 
Table 3.2 below. Despite the decline in the agriculture, 
it remains the dominant sector of male employment in 
the corridor outside Limerick City. Although 
unemployment rates are generally low in the corridor 
(with rural EDs performing better than urban EDs), the 
long term trend suggests that increasing numbers of 
farmers will be seeking alternative employment in the 
future, perhaps part-time to supplement farming 
incomes. This was recognised in the Operational 
Programme for the Border, Midland and Western 
Region 2000-2006, in which it was stated: 
 
“where the farm structures are particularly poor and… 
smaller farms do not have the capacity to support full 
time farming, measures designed to support the 
development of off-farm income and agricultural 
diversification will be particularly important”. 

Figure 3.3  Land Use 
 
(Derived from the CORINE 
database, supplied by the EPA) 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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Table 3.2 Employment in the Agricultural Sector per 
ED, 1991 – 2002 
 

Electoral Division 
(except Limerick City) 

1991 1996 2002 

COUNTY GALWAY 
1 Meelick 54 49 23 
2 Tiranasgragh 40 112 23 
3 Kilmalinoge 54 42 32 
4 Portumna 96 104 56 
5 Ballyglass (Rural) 36 35 19 
6 Abbeyville 54 39 33 
7 Drummin 76 61 41 
8 Coos 22 19 11 
COUNTY CLARE 
9 Drummaan 62 55 36 
10 Mountshannon 83 14 43 
11 Inishcaltra North/South 44 31 18 
12 Scarriff 98 70 50 
13 Ogonnelloe 63 54 36 
14 Carrowbaun 12 9 8 
15 Killaloe 116 93 71 
16 Lackareagh 17 111 15 
17 Fahymore 129 110 76 
18 O'Briensbridge 32 20 20 
19 Kiltenanlea 43 37 35 
20 Cappavilla 140 117 75 
21 Ballyglass (Lim. Met.) 46 33 25 
22 Ballycannan 104 85 67 
NORTH TIPPERARY 
23 Redwood 37 114 19 
24 Lorrha West 27 41 23 
25 Terryglass 117 43 64 
26 Kilbarron 82 64 52 
27 Cloghprior 39 34 18 
28 Knigh 91 53 58 
29 Monsea 43 41 20 
30 Youghalarra 67 61 42 
31 Castletown 54 48 31 
32 Derrycastle 60 51 29 
33 Ballina 57 48 36 
34 Birdhill 60 48 25 
COUNTY LIMERICK 
35 Castleconnell 53 44 21 
36 Ballyvarra 102 82 55 
37 Ballysimon 78 74 44 
38 Limerick South Rural 11 5 8 

(Source: CSO Census of Population 1991 to 2002) 
 
 
 
 

3.5.4 Programmes to assist rural residents and 
communities in diversifying their economies are already 
in place in the corridor, for example Galway Rural 
Development, a LEADER company. This company 
provides a range of enterprise support mechanisms 
through both the National Rural Development 
Programme and the Social Inclusion Programme. 
Support ranges from facilitating small private enterprises 
and community enterprises to expand and improve their 
businesses, working with farm families to explore their 
options, and facilitating long-term unemployed people to 
explore employment and training options and to become 
self-employed through the Back to Work Enterprise 
Allowance Scheme. Successful projects developed with 
the assistance of Galway Rural Development include 
Portumna Castle Crafts, who manufacture and retail 
traditional crafts, the development of Europe’s longest 
purpose-built go-kart track in Tynagh near Portumna, 
cheese and basket willow production enterprises, etc. 
 
3.5.5 The agricultural sector is followed in size by 
manufacturing, construction and commerce (including 
wholesale, retail, banking, real estate, etc.) for the 
employment of males in the corridor. The professional 
sector is the dominant employer amongst female 
residents. While construction activity is locally strong as 
a result of residential development, the majority of 
manufacturing, commercial and professional sector jobs 
are located outside the rural portions of the corridor, 
requiring workers to commute to urban centres such as 
Limerick, Ennis, Shannon and Nenagh. The Portumna, 
East Clare and Western Area LAPs all recognise the 
requirement to encourage the development of 
indigenous industry to curb this pattern, and the potential 
of tourism in this regard. 
 
3.5.6 It is widely accepted that, particularly in poorly 
performing agricultural areas and smaller, poorly 
accessed settlements, tourism is the most viable 
alternative sector to agriculture and construction for local 
employment. This is particularly relevant to the rapidly 
growing female work force in the corridor (3,577 in 1991 
grew to 6,630 in 2002), which experience a significantly 

higher level of unemployment than their male 
counterparts. 
 
3.6. The Significance of Tourism to the Waterway 

Corridor Economy 
 
3.6.1 Since the census figures do not recognise 
tourism as a distinct economic sector, tourism 
employment in the corridor cannot be quantified by ED. 
However, the Shannon Development Tourism 
Development Framework 2004 indicates that tourism 
sustains over 12,000 jobs in the Shannon Region and 
39,000 jobs in the three Western Regions of Ireland. 
 
3.6.2 In 2003 the Marine Institute commissioned the 
Economic and Social Research Institute (ESRI) to 
undertake a detailed survey of water-based leisure 
activities in the domestic market in Ireland. The study 
determined that the 12 boat-hire companies (operating 
500 hire-boats) on the Shannon Navigation attracted 
31,500 visitors in 2003, generating an estimated €22 
million in direct income to the operators and an 
additional €15 million in indirect spend. Two major 
operators are present in the South Shannon Waterway 
Corridor, namely Emerald Star with a base in 
Portumna, and Castle Line Cruisers with their base in 
Williamstown Harbour. Private boat owners can be 
considered repeat visitors as they tend to use their 
vessels numerous times over the season. Although no 
figures are available to support the assertion, the 
contribution of private boat owners to the local 
economy is generally considered to be greater than 
that of boat-hirers. 
 
3.6.3 Among the other key findings of the ESRI study, 
it was shown that 1.5 million adults participated in water-
based activities, accounting for 22% of the overall 
domestic tourism market in 2003. Significantly, it 
generates 45% of overall domestic tourism revenues, 
illustrating its very high earning potential. Failte Ireland 
reports that in addition to the 1.5 million domestic 
tourists, a further 240,000 overseas visitors participate 
annually in water-based activities. 
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3.6.4 The ESRI study evaluated the contribution of 
water-based activities to the Border, Midlands and West 
(BMW) Region in comparison to the South and East 
Region. It showed that of €7.6 million generated in 
overnight spend by the domestic market, €5.2 million 
was spent in the BMW Region. Of €6.4 million generated 
in overnight spend by the domestic on navigation, €5.9 
million was spent in the BMW region. These statistics 
support the findings of an academic study by Deegan 
and Moloney (2005) comparing Dublin and the West 
regions, which showed that a greater proportion of the 
working population of the West is reliant on tourism, and 
that tourism is 2.75 times more important to the Western 
regional economy than it is to the East. 
 
3.6.5 It is clear that for the rural portions of the study 
area the leisure and tourism industry has the greatest 
potential to replace agriculture as the dominant source of 
employment and income. Accordingly, the Fáilte Ireland 
Tourism Development Strategy 2000-2006 (TDS) 
identifies the ‘Shannon Corridor’ as a developing tourist 
area with significant potential growth. If this is to be 
realised, planning and development policy generally will 
have to support this ambition and ensure that the 
resource is managed accordingly. The TDS also 
emphasises the issue of sustainability and the need for 
consistent vigilance to protect the key assets of tourism, 
in particular the scenic landscape. 
 



 
 

SECTION FOUR
TOURISM, 
RECREATION 
AND EDUCATION 
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4.1 Introduction 
 
4.1.1 Section Two above describes an 
environmental resource of international significance. 
The landscape, natural and cultural heritage of the 
waterway corridor present a wide range of 
opportunities for resource-based recreation and 
interpretation. As well as benefiting the resident 
population, these opportunities are the raw material of 
a tourism industry. As discussed in Section 3.6 above, 
some activities, e.g. angling and navigation are long-
established in the corridor, and the resource quality is 
such that a national and international tourism industry 
has grown around them. Other opportunities have only 
recently emerged as a result of demographic and 
cultural change, heightened prosperity, technological 
advances etc. and are yet to be optimally utilised in the 
area. 
 
4.1.2 For the optimum utilisation of the high quality 
environmental attributes, a number of complementary 
aspects or features need to be in place, including: 
 
• Facilities in support of the water- and land-based 

activity opportunities, 
• Superstructure, e.g. accommodation, restaurants 

and entertainment, services (retail, banking, etc.) 
and information. 

• Infrastructure, for access to the resource. 
• For the tourism industry, a defined product and 

market. 
 
4.1.3 This section discusses each of these topics in 
relation to the waterway corridor, beginning with 
individual water- and land-based recreation activities. It 
is to be read in conjunction with the series of tourism 
and recreation maps (Maps 4a-d) accompanying this 
report. A list of maps is provided on Page ii above. 
 
4.2 Water-based Activities and Facilities 
 
4.2.1 The following water-based activities are 
available and pursued in the waterway corridor: 
 

• Cruising 
• Sailing 
• Day boating 
• Power boating, waterskiing and jet skiing 
• Canoeing and kayaking 
• Rowing 
• Bathing 
• Angling 
 
4.3 Navigation / Cruising 
 
4.3.1 Cruising is a key recreation activity provided by 
the navigable waterway. Waterways Ireland, the all-
Ireland authority charged with management and 
development of the inland navigable waterways, 
maintains a register of vessels with engines of 15hp and 
more on the Shannon Navigation and Shannon-Erne 
Waterway. The number of registered vessels at the time 
of this study was 5,729, up from 4,193 in 2001 and 2,355 
in 1995. (In addition, some 2,900 vessels registered on 
the Erne Navigation can access the Shannon via the 
Shannon-Erne Waterway.) The majority of vessels 
registered on the navigation are privately owned. Some 
500 or 10% of the vessels are hire-cruisers. The cruising 
community is well organised and represented by the 
Inland Waterways Association of Ireland whose Lough 
Derg Branch represents cruising interests in the corridor. 
 
4.3.2 The register shows that the type of vessel 
using the navigation is changing. The proportion of 
larger, more powerful vessels is increasing rapidly 
relative to the traditional Shannon cruiser. This has 
implications in terms of berthing (larger vessels require 
more space), cruising speed, wake, noise, fuel 
consumption, etc. with associated impacts on the 
human and natural environment. The level of 
experience amongst navigation users is varied in that 
many cruiser-hirers are first time users of the 
waterway. Also, many first-time owners are buying 
larger vessels at the outset rather than starting with a 
smaller vessel as was historically common practice. 
 
4.3.3 Some indication of navigation traffic generated 
by vessels is indicated by the lock passage figures 

recorded by Waterways Ireland. The number of lock 
passages on the entire Shannon Navigation in 2005 
was 68,256 (of which 36% were private vessels and 
64% were hire-cruisers), down from 74,642 in 1998 (of 
which 22% were private vessels and 78% hire-
cruisers). This indicates changing patterns of use of 
the navigation, notably that the number of private 
vessels is increasing in relation to hire-cruisers. 
Although vessel numbers are increasing (See 4.3.1 
above), particularly privately owned vessels, it appears 
from the reduced number of lock passages that 
distances being travelled are decreasing. Any number 
of factors may be contributing to this change, including 
increased congestion especially at ‘bottlenecks’ on the 
navigation, the changing social profile and holiday 
preferences of cruiser-hirers and owners, etc. 
 
4.3.4 Lock passages in the South Shannon in 2005 
totalled 9,555 at Portumna Bridge and 9,734 at Victoria 
Lock, Meelick. Passages through Ardnacrusha totalled 
200 in 2005. This illustrates the relative lack of use of 
the navigation south of Killaloe-Ballina to Limerick (due 
to navigation difficulties - See Section 4.26 and 5.8.9). 
 
4.3.5 The Shannon Navigation infrastructure 
including the navigable channel, locks, public harbours, 
jetties and slipways, water and electricity points and 
pump out facilities for vessels’ wastewater holding 
tanks is provided and maintained by Waterways 
Ireland and/or the local authorities. Long term/storage 
facilities for vessels are provided primarily by private 
developers (See 4.3.7-8 below). Table 4.1 below 
presents the number of mooring spaces provided by 
Waterways Ireland, and the associated support 
facilities between Meelick and Limerick City. A number 
of other mooring points are provided for public use by 
other bodies, including: 
 
• Kilgarvan Quay (jointly provided by North 

Tipperary Co. Co. and the local angling club) 
• An historic (19th century) jetty on the Woodford 

River, refurbished and maintained by the IWAI, 
• Slips at Dromineer, Killaloe and Portumna. 
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Table 4.1 Navigation Mooring Spaces Provided by Waterways Ireland, and Associated Support Facilities between Meelick and Limerick (Source: Waterways Ireland) 
 

Support Facilities (Provided by the Local Authorities, Waterways Ireland and Private Enterprise) Location Length of 
Waterways Ireland-
provided moorings 
(m) 

Description/date built 

Toilets Showers Pump-outs Electricity 
Points 

Water Points Laundry Slipway 

Meelick 70 Quay built 1978        

Victoria lock 100 
65 

Floating moorings built 2006 to replace… 
Fixed jetty upstream of lock, built 1981 

       

 60 
20 

Floating moorings built 2006 to replace… 
Fixed jetty downstream of lock, built 1970s 

       

Portumna 60 
50 

Floating moorings built 2006, and  
Quay upstream of bridge, built 1846 

     

 60 
60 

Floating moorings built 2006, and 
Quay downstream of bridge, built 1970s 

       

 75 Munster Harbour, pre 1900        

 75 Connaught Harbour, pre 1900     1  Y* 

 250 Castle Harbour, built 1980 Y Y Y  5   

Lough Derg 
Terryglass 250 Harbour, built 1990 Y    7  Y 

Dromineer 210 Fixed jetties, built 1970s Y Y Y  4 Y*  

 240 Floating jetties, built 1980s        

Garrykennedy 110 Harbour, built 1829 Y** Y** Y**  12  Y 

 285 Floating jetty, built 2005    

Killaloe-Ballina 100 
65 

Floating moorings downstream of bridge, built 2006, and 
Quay, built c. 1930 

Y  Y     

 2,250 (approx length 
of canal) 

Informal mooring along sections of the inner and outer 
walls of the Killaloe Canal 

       

Tuamgraney 40 Quay, built 1842        

Scarriff 100 Quay, built 1842     4   

 166 Floating jetties; built 2004 (incl. 36m for small boats)        

Mountshannon 308 Fixed, built late 1970s Y  Y  5  Y 

 200 Floating, built 1988        

 110 Floating, built 2005        

Drumaan 220 Quay, built 1983     3   

Rossmore 120 Pier, built 1979        

Limerick 339 Floating jetties, built 2001    Y 10   

All facilities operated by the Local Authorities except: *privately owned; ** operated by Waterways Ireland. 
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4.3.6 Waterways Ireland has carried out the 
following developments as part of its 2006 Capital 
Works Programme: 
 
• The existing jetties upstream of Victoria Lock have 

been replaced with 100m of floating (waiting) 
moorings and the existing jetties downstream of 
the lock will be replaced with 60m of floating 
moorings. 

• 100m of floating moorings have been installed 
downstream of Killaloe Bridge at Ballina, North 
Tipperary. Works have been undertaken to ease 
the passage of vessels beneath Killaloe Bridge. 

• 60m of floating (waiting) moorings have been 
installed upstream of Portumna Bridge and a 
further 60m downstream. 

 
4.3.7 The public mooring facilities are generally 
reserved for temporary use. The Shannon Navigation 
Bye Law 17 (3) states: “A vessel or boat shall not berth 
at the same harbour, lay-by, wharf, quay, pier or other 
landing-place or other property of the Commissioners 
[Waterways Ireland] for more than 5 consecutive days or 
more than a total of 7 days in any one month without the 
permission of the Commissioners”. In the off-season, 
Waterways Ireland’s Winter Mooring Regime allows for 
vessels to be stored in their harbours from 1 November 
to 31 March at a charge of €12.70 per month. There has  Emerald Star, Portumna 

 Mooring in the Killaloe Canal 

Figure 4.1 
 
Public Navigation Facilities in the Waterway 
Corridor 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 
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been an increase in the number of vessels availing of 
this facility over the last few years, from 47 in 2002/03 to 
69 in 2004/05. 
 
4.3.8 The demand for long term storage of vessels is 
largely met by private marina developers. Present 
demand for berthing places indicates that the provision 
of facilities is not keeping pace with the increase in 
vessels registered on the navigation. As discussed in 
Section 3.4.7 above the local authorities are positively 
predisposed to such development proposals, to 
maximise the socio-economic benefits of the navigation 
in their jurisdictions. 
 
4.3.9 However, neither Waterways Ireland nor the 
local authorities keep a record of the number of private 
mooring places provided on the navigation, and there is 
no agreed vision or limit to the number of vessels to be 
accommodated (limited by environmental carrying 
capacity, or other means). Waterways Ireland’s only 
remit in this regard is to assess the potential impact of 
private berthage development proposals on the 
infrastructural / functional aspect of the navigation 
(Waterways Ireland has statutory consultee status under 
Section 28 (1) (g) of the Planning and Development Act, 
2000). 
 
4.4 Day Boating 
 
4.4.1 Boat trips on Lough Derg are provided by: 
 
• The KU-EE-TU, which operates out of Dromineer 

daily in the summer, and can be chartered for 
events. 

• The Spirit of Killaloe, which operates out of Ballina 
daily from May to September and accommodates 
50 passengers. 

 
4.4.2 The number of enquiries made to the tourist 
office in Portumna suggests that there is a requirement 
for additional services, e.g. a water bus on Lough Derg. 
 
4.4.3 Shannon River Tours operates the MV Banshee 
Bán out of Limerick City. Two tours are offered, one 

through the city and up the tailrace to Arcnacrusha 
(including passage through the locks), and the other into 
the Shannon Estuary as far as Battle Island. 
 
4.5 Power Boating, Waterskiing and Jet Skiing 
 
4.5.1 Due to its size and typically varied conditions, 
Lough Derg in particular provides an ideal opportunity for 
power boating, as well as waterskiing and jet skiing. The 
Waterways Ireland vessel register has recorded a steady 
growth in the number of power boats on the Shannon in 
recent years. Since the vessels can be easily stored on-
land and transported to the waterway for use, they offer 
a relatively affordable and practical alternative to cruiser 
ownership, but are reliant on the provision of slipways. 
Powercharter.ie and Lough Derg Power Boat School, 
both located in the corridor, provide training in the 
operation of power boats and associated equipment, and 
retail vessels and equipment. 
 
4.5.2 Two water ski clubs are located in corridor, the 
Long Island Water Ski Club which uses a back channel 
behind the island between Meelick and Portumna, and 
the Watermark Ski Club based on the Lough Derg 
shoreline between Portumna and Terryglass. Both clubs 
host tournaments and organise training programmes, 
and Watermark Ski Club also provides body boarding 
and wake boarding courses targeting corporate clients in 
particular. 
 
4.5.3 Jet skiing is possibly the fastest growing water-
based recreation activity in the corridor, with activity 
presently concentrated around Killaloe-Ballina (launching 
from Twomilegate). As with power boating and 
waterskiing, it appeals to a younger generation of 
waterway users, being faster, and less demanding of 
time and resources than ownership of a cruiser. Although 
no concrete evidence exists, the National Parks and 
Wildlife Service has expressed concern over the damage 
caused to ecologically sensitive areas in the corridor by 
these faster, louder vessels. 
 
 
 

4.6 Sailing 
 
4.6.1 Sailing is a long-established activity on the 
waterway, and several clubs operate in the corridor: 
 
• Dromineer Bay is an internationally renowned sailing 

destination and the Lough Derg Yacht Club 
established there in 1834 has a large membership 
and extensive facilities. Youth sailing is actively 
encouraged through training programmes, regattas, 
etc. 

 

 
 
• Separate student and staff sailing clubs operate from 

the University of Limerick’s well-resourced Activity 
Centre at Twomilegate. Sailing courses are also 
available to the public. 

• Iniscealtra Sailing Club, based in Mountshannon. 
• Garrykennedy Sailing Club. 
• Shannon Sailing, also based in Dromineer, provides 

sailing courses and charters sailing dinghies and 
windsurfers. 

 
4.7 Rowing 
 
4.7.1 Rowing is similarly a long-established activity 
in the corridor, with several clubs operating on the 
waterway, in the Limerick area particularly: 
 

 Lough Derg Yacht Club, Dromineer 
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• Shannon Rowing Club, which celebrated the 
centennial of its landmark clubhouse on the 
Sarsfield Bridge in March 2006. The club has use 
of a new waiting jetty on Sarsfield Bridge (Arthur 
Quinlan Jetty) built by Waterways Ireland in 
partnership with Limerick City Co. and Shannon 
Development. The boat house has also been 
recently renovated. 

• Athlunkard Boat Club, established in 1898 with a 
clubhouse on the west bank of the Abbey River. 
The stretch of waterway used by the club is 
considered ‘challenging’ as a result of the strong 
flow when the tide is going out or when more than 
one Ardnacrusha turbine is in operation. The club 
facilities provide disabled access to the waterway. 

 

 
 
• St. Michael’s Rowing Club, established in 1901 

with its clubhouse on O’Callaghan Strand. St. 
Michael’s hosts the annual Head of the River 
regatta, the largest rowing event in Ireland, 
between Castleconnell and O’Briensbridge. The 
club recently extended its facilities with the addition 
of a gymnasium, complete with rowing tank and 
weights room. 

• Castleconnell Boat Club, with a clubhouse at 
Worldsend. The club recently received Lottery 
funding to extend its facilities. The club facilities 
provide disabled access to the waterway. 

• Limerick Boat Club. 

• Limerick IT Rowing Club. 
• University of Limerick (UL) Rowing Club. The 

University is in the process of developing a new 
boat house providing storage, training and 
entertainment facilities, and access to a 1.5km 
stretch of suitable waters. This facility will be 
available to the UL rowing, kayak, sub-aqua and 
mountain bike clubs. The UL Rowing Club hosted 
the 2006 Irish University championships at 
O’Briensbridge. The UL rowing alumni have a 
separate club, the Wild Geese Boat Club, also 
based on the campus. 

 
4.7.2 Waterways Ireland is active in supporting and 
promoting the sport. It hosts the annual Limerick 
Regatta on the Shannon between O’Briensbridge and 
Castleconnell - considered a world class rowing 
resource. The regatta has been held annually for over 
one hundred years. 
 
4.8 Canoeing and kayaking 
 
4.8.1 Canoeing and kayaking are also practiced on 
the waterway, with clubs based at the University of 
Limerick campus, and additional facilities provided at the 
UL Activity Centre on Lough Derg (also for public use). 
Castleconell hosted the 2005 wild water canoe and 
kayak world cup event, at which 21 nations were 
represented. The ESB assisted in the event by 
controlling the release of water to the Shannon channel 
through the Parteen weir. The Curragower Falls wave in 
Limerick city centre, the highest standing wave in the 
British Isles, has previously been the site of the Irish 
freestyle kayak championships and hosts an annual 
world cup event, in 2006 as part of the Limerick 
Riverfest. 
 
4.9 Bathing 
 
4.9.1 Bathing is pursued in the corridor in Lough Derg 
in particular, with access points provided by the local 
authorities (e.g. at Dromineer, Killaloe and 
Mountshannon) and at private locations such as the 
Lakeside Holiday Park near Mountshannon. The Co. 

Clare bathing areas in Mountshannon and the 
Ballycuggaran Forest Park in Killaloe received Blue Flag 
status in 2005 but not in 2006. An international award, 
the Blue Flag recognises the quality of the facility in 
terms of water quality, provision of environmental 
education and information, facility management, etc. 
 

 
 

 
 
4.9.2 The amenity has historically been affected by 
seasonal blue-green algae blooms, a natural 
phenomenon which can cause skin irritation on contact. 
In 2005 the algae blooms received attention in the 
national media and affected use of the resource. 
Permanent signage/information has been erected 
around Lough Derg to inform bathers as to how blue-

 Bathing area at the Lakeside Holiday Park 

 Blue Flag bathing facility at Mountshannon,  
 with algae warning flag flying 

 Athlunkard Boat Club on the Abbey River, Limerick 
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green algae on the water can be identified and what 
should be done in the event of its identification. 
Temporary warning signs erected following the bloom in 
2005 remain in place at certain locations impeding 
bathing activity. 
 

 
 
4.10 Other activities 
 
4.10.1 The UL Activity Centre at Twomilegate provides 
a wide range of water-based activities, including sailing, 
power boating, canoeing and kayaking, windsurfing, 
dragon boat racing and scuba diving, along with various 
land-based activities. Two sub-aqua (scuba) clubs are 
located in the corridor, namely the UL Sub Aqua Club, 
and Lough Derg Sub-Aqua, based in Nenagh. 
 
4.11 Angling 
 
4.11.1 The South Shannon fisheries are an 
internationally renowned angling destination, providing 
game fishing (salmon and trout) and coarse fishing 
(bream, perch, tench, carp, pike, etc.). Game fishing 
occurs from March to September in the four fisheries in 
the corridor, namely, Meelick Salmon Fishery, Lough 
Derg, River Shannon-Plassey and Castleconnell Salmon 
Fishery. A fishing permit is required to fish for salmon 
and all specimens caught must be formally logged to 
quantify the annual catch. A limit of one fish (salmon or 
trout) per day per fisherman was increased to three per 

day for the 2005 season. Any further fish caught must be 
logged, tagged and returned. 
 
4.11.2 Coarse and pike fishing, for which a rod license 
is not required, is practiced throughout the year, with 
every harbour/settlement and accessible shoreline 
promoted by the Shannon RFB. The European Pike 
challenge is held annually on Lough Derg. Dedicated 
angling platforms are provided throughout the corridor, 
some of which are wheelchair accessible. Lough Derg 
can also be fished from harbour walls and piers, enabling 
further disabled access to the resource. 
 
4.11.3 The angling community is well organised and 
represented by clubs and associations throughout the 
corridor including the Lough Derg Anglers Association 
(representing nine clubs). 
 
4.11.4 Angling is an important contributor to the local 
economy in the corridor. Service providers (tackle and 
boat hire, permits, etc.) are located in: 
 
• Portumna (Oakpark angling), 
• Williamstown Harbour (Shannon Castle Line), 
• Scarriff (Giblin’s Angling), 
• Killaloe-Ballina (TJ’s Angling, which organises the 

annual European Pike Challenge), 
• O’Briensbridge (Inishlosky B+B, Riverside Angling), 
• Cloonlara (Mayfly Marine), 
• Castleconnel (Kingfisher Angling), 
• Limerick (Celtic Angling, Fishing, shooting and 

Archery Store, Jim Robinson’s). 
 
4.11.5 Concern has grown in recent years amongst 
anglers and environmental groups that fish stocks are 
depleted as a result of declining water quality. The 
Shannon RFB reports “the Shannon fisheries resource 
has suffered greatly from pollution and human 
intervention in recent decades. Declining water quality 
and habitat degradation have had a particularly adverse 
impact on stocks of salmon and wild brown trout. In 
recent times, however, the Board has noticed a slight 
improvement in water quality levels and through the 
partnership process will endeavour to accelerate this 

movement, while continuing to actively utilise its 
regulatory powers” (Shannon RFB Strategy Statement). 
Shannon Development has reported that angling tourism 
is in decline. See Section 5.3 below for more detailed 
discussion around this issue. 
 
4.12 Water-based Activity Conflicts and Water 

Safety 
 
4.12.1 As a result of demographic and cultural 
change, heightened prosperity, technological advances 
and improved access a wider range of activities and a 
greater number of participants are seeking to use the 
waterway resource. Conflicts are arising between 
certain activities. For example, the speed, noise and 
wake caused by the larger, more powerful and faster 
vessels is in conflict with the environmental 
requirements of the traditional pursuits such as 
cruising, sailing, bathing and angling. As well as user 
education, these emerging conflicts require new forms 
of management to ensure the optimal use of the 
resource for all activities. 
 
4.12.2 Waterway activity zoning offers a potential 
solution to the conflicts, by restricting high impact 
(speed, sound and wake) activities to areas most 
capable of accommodating them. This would also 
facilitate policing in that any such vessel or activity 
outside of a demarcated area could be easily identified 
and sanctioned. The Maritime Safety Act 2005 (Part 2, 
Article 6) gives Waterways Ireland the authority to 
make bye-laws to spatially and/or temporally restrict 
the operation of classes of craft, i.e. to apply waterway 
activity zoning. It is important however that the 
potentially positive contribution of new activities and 
participants on the waterway is recognised and 
encouraged. New users contribute to more widespread 
recognition and sustainable use of the resource, 
additional input to the local economy and reduced 
seasonality of use. 
 
4.12.3 There is no legal requirement for a license to 
operate any vessel on the waterway. However, the IWAI 
does have a Code of Conduct which it encourages its 

Blue-green algae information at Dromineer 
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members to adhere to, and also operates a “Motor Boat” 
certificate of competency in partnership with the Irish 
Sailing Association. 
 
4.12.4 The safety of the navigation is ensured by the 
joint efforts of the RNLI Lough Derg Lifeboat Station in 
Dromineer and the Killaloe-Ballina Search and Rescue 
Unit (both declared resources to the Coast Guard who 
co-ordinate search and rescue on the lake), St. Caimin’s 
Search and Rescue Mountshannon, and the Civil 
Defence. 
 
4.13 Land-based Activities and Facilities 
 
4.13.1 The following land-based activities are 
available and pursued in the waterway corridor: 
 
• Passive recreation 
• Walking 
• Cycling 
• Horse riding 
• Golfing 
• Bird watching/Nature appreciation 
 
4.14 Passive Recreation 
 
4.14.1 A number of picnic areas in the corridor cater 
to walkers, cyclists and passive waterside recreation. 
These range from isolated picnic tables to dedicated 
picnic areas with complementary facilities. They have 
been developed by a variety of agencies. Locations 
such as Portumna Forest Park, Dromineer and 
Garrykennedy provide a full range of facilities including 
parking, playgrounds and toilets. Other locations are 
less well equipped. 
 
4.14.2 In 2001 the County Councils of Clare, Galway 
and North Tipperary, Shannon Development and 
Ireland West Tourism commissioned consultants 
Ferguson McIlveen LLP to produce the Lough Derg 
Study. Based on analysis of existing facilities, the 
market and user groups’ requirements the Study 
proposed a masterplan of hierarchical facilities 
provision with a spatial spread that reflects 

accessibility, environmental quality, existing 
infrastructure and settlement patterns. Locations 
around the lake were divided into five categories for 
which suitable development types were proposed: 
 
• Category A - Portumna, Mountshannon, 

Dromineer, and Killaloe-Ballina. These areas could 
be considered the hubs of Lough Derg. 

• Category B - Garrykennedy, Terryglass and 
Scarriff/Tuamgraney. 

• Category C - Rossmore, Youghal Harbour, 
Kilgarvan and Dromaan Harbour. 

• Categories D and E – The remaining smaller piers, 
harbours, quays and lookout points around the 
lake. 

 
4.14.3 For each tier of locations a standard of 
facilities provision is proposed, addressing: 
 
• Car parking 
• Height restriction 
• Entrance signage 
• Visitor facilities buildings 
• Slipway 
• Jetty 
• Beach 
• Picnic tables 
• Seating 
• Play area 
• Information signage 
• Fishing stands 
• Footpaths 
• Planting 
• Lookout platform 
• Supporting infrastructure 
 
4.14.4 The Lough Derg Study was followed by the 
Lough Derg International Water Park Design Guide, 
prepared in 2003 for the same authorities. The Design 
Guide developed concept or generic models of 
facilities provision for the five tier hierarchy of 
recreation sites identified in the Lough Derg Study. It 
includes detailed masterplans for environmental 

improvements to the recreation areas at Twomilegate, 
Mountshannon, Ballina, Dromineer and Portumna 
Quay. North Tipperary Co. Co. succeeded in securing 
€1.9 million of National Development Plan funding for a 
selection of projects to be implemented in 2006-2007 
as the first step in realising the masterplan. The 
projects include: 
 
• Ballina - The proposals include a visitor building 

with toilets, showers and laundry, information 
boards, new access points to the existing park, 
upgrading of the foot bridge, picnic tables, 
barbeque facilities and pay and display parking. In 
conjunction with these proposals Waterways 
Ireland is providing 100 metres of floating 
moorings. 

• Garrykennedy - Proposed works include the 
redevelopment of the car park, upgrading the slip 
way, additional seating and barbeque facilities, 
information boards, a timber boardwalk, play area 
and associated facilities. These works will 
complement the 285 metres of floating moorings 
recently completed by Waterways Ireland. 

• Dromineer – Proposals include an additional visitor 
building, development of the car park, picnic and 
barbeque facilities, improvements to the piers, 
boardwalk, breakwater and beach area, 
landscaping, and provision of safety equipment. 
The proposals also incorporate zoning of water-
based activities by means of bollards to counteract 
emerging user conflicts. 

• Terryglass - planned works involve the installation 
of a play area, information boards, general 
signage, a new boardwalk, landscaping and 
installation of picnic and barbeque facilities, 
disabled access and improvements to car and 
coach parking. 

 
4.14.5 These initiatives are the first to have 
addressed the waterway corridor at a cross-county 
level, and represent an important step towards 
cooperative strategic resource management. They 
seek also to integrate land- and water-based activities 
and facilities around the lake. 
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4.15 Walking 
 
4.15.1 There are a number of signposted walking 
routes within and traversing the corridor, including two 
National Waymarked Ways recognised by the Irish 
Sports Council: 
 
• The Lough Derg Way follows four separate 

waterways (the Park Canal out of Limerick City, 
the Shannon as far as Plassey Bridge, the Errina 
Canal and finally the Ardnacrusha headrace) to 
arrive at Lough Derg at Killaloe. From there the 
route climbs the Arra Mountains before descending 
to follow the wooded eastern lakeshore, using local 
roads as far as Dromineer where the route 
terminates. Further extension of the Way is 
hampered by land owners’ refusal of access. 
Shannon Development has produced a guide on 
the Lough Derg Way. 

• The East Clare Way is a circular route from 
Killaloe, taking in the East Clare lakes (including 
Lough Derg) and uplands. The route follows inland 
roads and tracks to gain access to the uplands for 
views, and descends for short stretches to give 
access to the waterway settlements of Scarriff and 
Mountshannon. A published guide to the route is 
also available, produced by Shannon 
Development. 

 
4.15.2 A walking and cycling route is in the process of 
development along the path of the historic march by 
Donal Cam O'Sullivan Beare in 1602-03 from 
Castletownbere to Leitrim. To be known as the Beara 
Breifne Way, the ambitious project will link up 11 local 
authorities and 66 community groups, making it the 
biggest community-based heritage project in the 
country. The route traverses the northern portion of the 
corridor, following the ESB embankment along the 
western shore of the Shannon between Meelick and 
Portumna. 
 
4.15.3 There are a large number of shorter walks 
developed locally throughout the area by a variety of 
agencies: 

• Portumna Forest Park is a Coillte owned facility 
incorporating 10km of walks / nature trail, toilets and 
parking. 

• East Clare Way Ltd has developed a wide selection 
of walks from villages and harbours on the western 
shore of Lough Derg, including one at Dromaan and 
Williamstown (described in the pamphlet Walks in 
the District of Whitegate), five at Scarriff and 
Tuamgraney, five at Mountshannon and another on 
Holy Island, three at Aughinish Point (described in 
the pamphlet Walks in the Ogonnelloe District), two 
at Rinnaman Point / Two Mile Gate, and three walks 
at Killaloe. 

• In Co. Tipperary there are circular walking routes 
developed at Terryglass and Garrykennedy. The 
route from the harbour at Garrykennedy through the 
adjacent Coillte (mixed) forest is wheelchair 
accessible. A local association with assistance from 
Tipperary Leader has developed the Sli Eala walk 
along the Nenagh River at Dromineer. 

 
4.15.4 The development of walking routes throughout 
the area has been hampered by the issue of providing 
public access to privately owned lands. Land owners’ 
resistance can generally be attributed to concerns 
about liability for accidents that may take place on their 
property, disturbance of livestock and future 
restrictions on development opportunities should a 
public right of way through their lands be established. 
This obstacle to utilisation of the resource requires a 
coordinated strategy by the local development 
associations affected (e.g. in Dromineer and 
Tuamgraney), the local authorities and the regional 
tourism authorities. Shannon Development is 
coordinating such an initiative in its jurisdiction. 
 
4.16 Cycling 
 
4.16.1 The regional tourism authority, Shannon 
Development, has developed a number of cycle routes 
within and traversing the corridor: 
 

• The 221km circular Castles and Churches of Clare 
and Galway route passes through Portumna. This 
route is not signposted. 

• The signposted 132km circular Lough Derg 
Cycleway follows the lake shore roads through all 
the lakeside villages and towns. 

• The unsignposted 22km Nenagh Cycleway follows 
a route from Nenagh to Dromineer, where it links 
up with the Lough Derg circular route. 

• The Slates and Stars and Silvermines route 
through North Tipperary and Offaly takes in the 
Arra Mountains above the south east shore of 
Lough Derg. 

 
4.16.2 As well as contributing to the local economy 
through spend on accommodation, restaurants, retail, 
etc. cycling supports a niche enterprise in the corridor. 
Premier Cycling Holidays based in Lorrha, North 
Tipperary, provides bicycle hire and package tours 
focussing on landscape and cultural heritage. 
 
4.17 Horse Riding 
 
4.17.1 Equestrian facilities are located in the corridor in 
Killaloe (Carrowbawn Farm Stables and Lough Derg 
Equestrian Centre), Tuamgraney (East Clare Equestrian 
Centre) and Portumna (Flower Hill Equestrian Centre). 
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4.18 Tourism Superstructure 
 
4.18.1 As discussed above, to achieve the maximum 
benefit for the local economy, a resource-based tourism 
destination/industry has to be complemented by a 
superstructure of facilities in support of the recreation 
opportunities. It is the (generally) privately developed 
superstructure which derives the bulk of revenue from 
tourism, in providing saleable facilities and services to 
visitors. Elements of the superstructure, discussed 
individually below, include: 
 
• Accommodation 
• Entertainment including restaurants, bars and cafes, 

additional non-resource-based recreation facilities, 
etc. 

• Information and interpretation 
• Services including retail, banking, etc. 
 
4.19 Accommodation 
 
4.19.1 Table 4.2 overleaf presents the number of 
registered guest rooms provided in the corridor, divided 
by location and accommodation type. Four categories 
are included: hotels, self-catering, bed and 
breakfast/guesthouse and others (including hostels and 
caravan/camping). 
 
4.19.2 It is notable that of 14 hotels in the corridor 
none are 5* rated. According to the Fáilte Ireland Hotel 
Review 2004, 5* hotels have lower occupancy rates 
than 4* hotels. However, the difference in occupancy 
levels in 2004 was only 1%, down from 6% in 2002. 
Demand for 5* accommodation is therefore on the 
increase. Hotel occupancy in Limerick is known to be 
at capacity during peak season and for major events 
such as rugby matches. This suggests capacity for 
development of the sector. 
 
4.19.3 Assessment of demand for hotel rooms in the 
Shannon Region indicates that while the demand 
remained the same between 2000 and 2004, capacity 
grew (new hotel developments), resulting in an overall 
decrease in occupancy. 

4.19.4 The corridor is well provided with self-catering 
accommodation (209 premises), ranging from 
individual cottages to ‘villages’ and student 
accommodation (available in the summer months 
only). The popularity of self-catering accommodation is 
growing and brings the family market to the area, with 
its particular activity and facility requirements. 
However, the fact that much of the accommodation can 
only be booked on a weekly basis limits its availability 
for many potential visitors, and contributes to the 
seasonality of the tourism industry. With access to the 
area improving, the demand for short breaks in self-
catering accommodation can be expected to increase. 
 
4.19.5 Cruiser hire, discussed in Sections 3.4.3 and 4.3 
above, is a form of self-catering accommodation 
(although not included in Table 4.2 above). Two cruiser-
hire companies operate in the corridor. Emerald Star can 
accommodate approximately 600 visitors with its 
Portumna based fleet (the company also has bases in 
Belturbet and Carrick-on-Shannonn). Shannon Castle 
Line can accommodate approximately 153 visitors with 
its fleet in Williamstown Harbour. 
 
4.19.6 Both companies have reported a significant fall 
in bookings in recent years, and a third (Derg Line, 
Ballina) has closed down. The industry is facing 
significant challenges. A fall in business from the 
German market in particular has affected the companies. 
The downturn is largely attributed to changing methods 
of holiday planning and purchase, notably the rise in 
internet booking at the expense of the use of agents. 
Furthermore, there is concern that the perception may 
have grown among European visitors that the natural 
heritage of the waterway has been compromised by 
inadequate infrastructure, particularly pump-out facilities 
for the wastewater holding tanks of cruisers. 
 
4.19.7 The corridor contains a total of 101 registered 
B&B premises. Fáilte Ireland’s B&B Strategic Review 
(September 2005) highlights a 23% decrease in B&Bs, 
from 4,267 in 1998 to 3,278 in 2005. This reflects a 
change in the market, with other forms of 
accommodation having expanded to capture a greater 

proportion of visitors. In the corresponding period the 
number of hotel rooms increased nationally by over 
70%. As well as the change in market profile, B&Bs are 
facing difficulties such as the proprietors’ age profile, 
their number of years in business and the lessening 
likelihood that businesses will be transferred to other 
family members. 
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Table 4.2 Registered Accommodation in the Waterway Corridor, January 2006 
 
(The total number of bedrooms in each location is the figure in brackets.) 

 
 Hotel Self-Catering B&B/Guesthouse Other 
Lorrha  1 village with 5 premises (8), 

1 premises (3) 
  

Portumna 1 no. 3* hotel (63) 9 premises (25), 
1 village with 20 premises (5) 

14 (76)  

Whitegate  1 village with 6 premises (18)   
Mountshannon 1 no. 2* hotel 1 premises (4) 5 (22) 1 camping & caravan park 

(51 pitches) 
Scarriff  10 premises (33), 

1 village with 6premises (6) 
2 (8)  

Feakle  1 premises (4) 1 (4) 1 hostel (25 beds) 
Killaloe-Ballina 2 unrated hotels (87) 7 premises (22), 

2 villages  with 43 premises (132)  
15 (65) 1 camping & caravan park 

(59 pitches), closed in 2005 
Terryglass  5 premises (11), 

2 villages with 11 premises (30) 
4 (16)  

Coolbawn 1 no. 4* spa & marina (33) 1 premises (3)   

Dromineer 1 unrated hotel (23) 1 village with 11 premises (33), 
3 premises (8) 

3 (10) 1 hostel (30 beds) 

Portroe  5 premises (14)   
O’Briensbridge  1 premises (3) 4 (15)  
Birdhill   1 (4)  
Castleconnell 1 no. 4* hotel (42) 1 village with 19 premises (57) 2 (8)  
Castletroy 1 no. 4* hotel (107)  8 (32)  
Limerick City 2 no. 4* hotels (280) 1 village (36), 

7 student villages June to Sept only (2,131) 
25 (170) 2 hostels (82 beds) 

 5 no. 3* hotels (400)    
 1 no. 2* hotel (30)    
 5 unrated hotels (363)    

 
Sources: www.gulliver.ie, www.shannonregiontourism.ie, www.ireland.ie, www.townandcountry.ie, www.selfcatering-directory.co.uk/, http://www.ireland-ac.com, http://www.tipp.ie, www.goireland.com, 
www.travelireland.org, www.bedandbreakfastireland.net/, www.irishbeds.com, www.accommodation.ie 
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4.19.8 In the corridor, as well as the usual bed and 
breakfast, some B&Bs are adapted to provide 
specialist services appropriate to the resource-based 
activities pursued in the area, e.g. rod and tackle hire 
and storage, cold room, bait fridge, etc. Such 
innovation will render the business more sustainable. 
The recent development of an 18th century (Georgian) 
country house (Prospect House, Eyrecourt, near 
Meelick and Portumna, Co. Galway), using the 
corridor’s resource-based activities in its marketing 
strategy, has proved successful. This provides a model 
for the development of similar accommodation using 
the built heritage characteristic of the area. 
 
4.19.9 The concept of accommodation design and 
marketing based on the recreation opportunities 
provided by the resource is best illustrated by a 
number of recent hybrid developments, e.g: 

• Derg Marina, Ballina, providing privately owned 
apartments, marina/berthing and vessel mainten-
ance facilities; 

• Lough Derg Holiday Centre near Killaloe, providing 
4* self catering holiday homes and a 42 berth 
marina, as well as a bar and restaurant; 

• Coolbawn Quay Spa and Marina, providing self-
catering and hotel accommodation, and private 
berthing. 

• Kincora Hall Hotel, providing hotel accommodation 
and overnight berthage. 

 
4.19.10 It is notable that apart from the Lakeside Resort 
near Mountshannon, there are no holiday resort-type 
developments exploiting the wide range of recreation 
options inherent in the waterway corridor. 
 
4.19.11 In a similar vein, there are no ecotourism 
operators or dedicated ecotourism products on offer in 
an area defined by the its internationally significant 
natural heritage. 
 
4.20 Entertainment Including Restaurants, Bars 

and Cafes 
 
4.20.1 This element of the tourism superstructure is 
generally well provided in the larger settlement centres of 
the corridor (see Table 4.3 below). However, the relative 
lack of restaurants and cafes in certain smaller centres, 
e.g. Meelick and Garrykennedy, may be considered 
restrictive of family entertainment opportunities. Some of 
the bars in the corridor have received awards for high 
quality, e.g. The Derg Inn, Terryglass and The Old 
Quarter Bar in Limerick. A number of restaurants have 
received awards, including The Cherry Tree (Killaloe), 
Brocka on the Water (Ballinderry), Freddy’s Bistro and 
Copper and Spice (Limerick). 
 

 
 

N 
Not to scale 

Figure 4.2 
 
Registered Accommodation 
in the Waterway Corridor (January 2006) 
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Table 4.3 Restaurants, Bars and Cafes in the 
Waterway Corridor, January 2006 

Facilities Location 

Restau-
rant 

Bar Cafe 

Galway 3 9  
Meelick  1  
Portumna 3 8  
Clare 12 18 4 
Mountshannon 2 4 2  
Scarriff 4 3 1 
Tuamgraney 1 1  
Killaloe 5 8 1 
O’Briensbridge  2  
Tipperary 11 19 1 
Terryglass 1 2  
Kilgarvan/Ballinderry 1 3  
Coolbawn Quay 1 2  
Dromineer 2 3  
Garrykennedy 1 3  
Ballina 5 6 1 
Limerick 104 145 20 
Birdhill 1 3  
Castleconnell 3 5  
Annacotty 2 1  
Castletroy 4 1  
Limerick City 94 135 20 

 
Note: Many premises function as both bars and restaurants. Both 
functions are recorded in the table and therefore there is some 
duplication. 
 
Sources: www.holidayhound.com, www.iwai.ie, www.shannonregion-
tourism.ie, www.ireland.ie, www.irishguide.com, www.tipperarytour-
ist.com and www.ireland-guide.com (January 2006). 
 
4.20.2 The domestic and international market for 
short breaks to health and wellness centres is growing, 
and appropriate development of the tourism 
superstructure to accommodate this is important. The 
Coolbawn Quay Spa and Marina in North Tipperary is 
such a development, offering a range of treatments 
and therapies in a tranquil, scenic environment. It was 
voted Hideaway of the Year 2005 by Georgina 
Campbell’s Ireland Guide. 
 
4.20.3 A related product, however catering to a very 
different market is the Centre for Environmental Living 
and Training (CELT) in Scarriff. CELT offers courses in 
environmental education and conservation, traditional 

skills, wildlife and woodland management, etc. 
Similarly, the Irish Seed Saver Association, also based 
in Scarriff, provides workshops and courses promoting 
awareness of agricultural biodiversity. Although 
charities and not tourism enterprises, these facilities 
contribute to the tourism and recreation superstructure 
of the corridor, providing ‘things to do’. Importantly, in 
focussing on environmental issues they heighten the 
profile of the corridor’s environmental resource and 
also local capacity for the potential development of an 
ecotourism niche. 
 
4.20.4 The Woodford Heritage Centre in Co. Galway 
also adds to the tourism superstructure of the corridor 
by providing a genealogy research facility. 
 
4.20.5 Golfing can also be considered a niche area. 
Golf Clubs are located in the corridor in Portumna 
(Portumna Golf Club and pitch-and-putt), Mountshannon 
(East Clare Golf Club and pitch-and-putt) nearby in 
Nenagh (Nenagh Golf Club). Shannon Development, 
working with Failte Ireland and Tourism Ireland, has 
launched an advertising campaign piggy-backing on 
Ireland’s hosting of the Ryder Cup in 2006. 
 
4.21 Information and Interpretation 
 
4.21.1 There is one permanent tourist information 
office in the corridor, in Limerick, and a seasonal office 
in Killaloe-Ballina. A seasonal office operates in 
Portumna, staffed by volunteers, and another in 
Nenagh also provides information on the area. These 
centres are a vital element of the tourism 
superstructure, providing a service to visitors to 
improve their overall experience, and to tourism 
operators in distributing visitors to them. 
 
4.21.2 There are a number of information points and 
interpretation boards provided by Shannon 
Development and local agencies in the corridor. These 
can be regarded as the main source of visitor 
information, but their quality is variable. 
 

 
 

 
 
4.21.3 Signage at access points to the corridor, and 
within the corridor, is an essential component of the road 
access infrastructure (See 4.25 below). Signage 
advertising the ‘Lough Derg – Ireland’s Pleasure Lake’ is 
displayed on the N7 and elsewhere around the area. 
 
4.21.4 The Lough Derg International Water Park 
Design Guide recommends standards and a consistent 
approach to the design of information points, to 
contribute to the creation of an area identity. It 
addresses issues such as the information to be 
included, graphic simplicity and clarity, and the use of 
symbols to allow non-English speakers to understand 
the information. 

A vandalised tourism information point in Mountshannon 

An information point in Dromineer 
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4.21.5 The variety of land- and water-based activities 
described above (4.2-18) are primarily concerned with 
physical movement through the landscape (e.g. 
boating, walking) or exploitation of the natural resource 
(e.g. angling). The substantial and internationally 
significant cultural heritage component of the corridor 
landscape is a resource which remains largely un-
tapped. This resource, described in Section 2, 
comprises individual sites (e.g. Holy Island, 
Ardnacrusha), networks of features (e.g. ecclesiastical, 
military, industrial and navigation heritage) and areas 
characterised by clusters of sites (e.g. Meelick) which 
have tourism and educational interest value. The 
interpretation of this resource by means of tour/route 
development, provision of guides, signage and other 
promotional material is a vital component of the 
tourism and education superstructure which at present 
is underdeveloped in the waterway corridor. 
 
4.21.6 Exceptions to this do exist in the corridor, for 
example: 
 
• Portumna Castle and Gardens, providing visitor 

access to the restored castle and gardens, and 
exhibitions in the castle and gate house. 

• The Castles and Churches of Clare and Galway 
and the Slates and Stars and Silvermines cycle 
routes. 

• The East Clare Heritage Centre, housed in Saint 
Cronan’s 10th century church in Tuamgraney. 

• The Killaloe and Brian Boru Heritage Centre, 
providing exhibitions tracing the history of the 
arrival of Christianity and the monastic tradition, 
and the development of the Shannon River as a 
transport system. 

• A variety of visitor attractions in Limerick, including 
King John’s Caslte, the Hunt Museum, Limerick 
City Gallery of Art, Beltable Arts Centre and the 
Limerick Ancestry and Archives Centre.  

 
 
 
 
 

4.22 Access Infrastructure 
 
4.22.1 The waterway corridor provides a wide range 
of resource-based recreation and education 
opportunities, at present variably well developed. A 
tourism superstructure catering for visitors to the area 
and deriving socio-economic benefit for the resident 
community and economy is emerging, and has 
potential for development. Optimal development of the 
industry is reliant on the provision of access 
infrastructure to bring visitors to the area. For an 
international waterway destination this should include 
air, rail, road and waterway transport options. The 
primary points of access to the area are: 
 
• Shannon International Airport 
• Nenagh, Birdhill, Castleconnell and Limerick City 

train stations 
• Road access including Limerick City bus station and 

expressway stops in Nenagh, Birdhill and Limerick. 
• The Shannon Navigation. 
 
4.23 Shannon International Airport 
 
4.23.1 Shannon International Airport is 52km from the 
corridor (Killaloe) by road. Fifteen passenger airlines and 
five cargo airlines operate flights to and from the airport. 
As well as providing excellent international air access to 
the area it heightens the profile of the region generally. 
 
4.23.2 There has been a marked increase in 
passengers using the airport in recent years, with a total 
of 3.3 million passengers passing through in 2005, an 
increase of 900,000 on 2004. With the opening of new 
flight services, passenger numbers from the United 
Kingdom increased by 67% in that period, followed by 
mainland Europe (48% increase) and the United States 
of America (3%). Ryanair provides twenty routes to and 
from Shannon, four of which were introduced in 
December 2005 (Manchester, Wroclaw, Rome and 
Murcia). Aer Lingus operates thirteen routes, eleven of 
which are transatlantic. Good air access to and from the 
USA to Shannon is essential to the economic 

development of the Shannon Region and the West of 
Ireland in general. 
 
4.23.3 However, the airport is facing a number of 
challenges to the maintenance of these passenger 
numbers. The United States–Ireland bilateral 
regulatory regime, which effectively required 
transatlantic flights to stop over in Shannon, is to be 
incrementally abolished by April 2008. The change will 
result in less favourable regulatory conditions in 
relation to transatlantic flights, and could potentially 
make it more difficult for the Shannon Region to 
access the North American market. 
 
4.23.4 Deregulation of the European airline industry 
has enabled all EU airlines to operate on any intra-EU 
routes based on their own commercial judgement. For 
Shannon International Airport, deregulation means 
greater competition from other Irish airports such as Cork 
International, Galway, Kerry Farranfore and Knock 
International. 
 
4.23.5 As with all airports in Ireland, there is no rail link 
between Shannon International Airport and the region it 
serves. Bus Éireann operates 136 services per day 
through Shannon Airport, including frequent bus links 
with Limerick City. No direct bus services are provided 
between Shannon and the waterway corridor outside of 
Limerick. Bus journeys between the major towns in 
counties Galway and Clare require transfers in 
Oranmore and Limerick City. A direct bus service 
operates between Nenagh in North Tipperary and the 
airport. However, a study is being undertaken by the 
Tourism Research Centre at Dublin Institute of 
Technology, involving face to face surveys with visitors to 
the Tipperary side of Lough Derg. Preliminary findings 
indicate there is little public transport usage by visitors to 
the area. 
 
4.24 Railway Access 
 
4.24.1 The main train line serving the corridor is the 
Dublin-Limerick route with train stations at Nenagh, 
Birdhill, Castleconnell and Limerick City. With numerous 
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daily services the south eastern portion of the corridor is 
well served by rail. The western and northern portions of 
the corridor, including Portumna, a regional services 
centre, are inaccessible by rail. 
 
4.24.2 The Government’s recently announced ‘Transport 
21’ plan includes developments which will affect access 
to the corridor. For example, the reopening of the 
Western Rail Corridor on a phased basis from Ennis, Co 
Clare, as far as Claremorris, Co Mayo will increase 
access to the region. 
 
4.25 Road Access 
 
4.25.1 The main artery of road infrastructure in the area 
is the N7 national road between Limerick and Dublin, 
which follows the eastern edge of the corridor from 
Limerick to Nenagh before turning east. This gives good 
road access, as well as public transport (bus) access to 
the south eastern portion of the corridor (expressway 
stops in Nenagh, Birdhill and Limerick). The remainder of 
the corridor is served by a network of regional and local 
roads, with varying degrees of accessibility afforded. 
Areas notable for their poor road accessibility are the 
corridor between Meelick and Portumna, and south of 
Portumna along the Co. Galway section of the Lough 
Derg shoreline. 
 
4.25.2 Within the corridor Bus Eireann provides daily 
services between Scarriff and Nenagh via Killaloe, and 
between Scarriff and Limerick via Killaloe. Extended 
services north of Scarriff to Mountshannon and 
Whitegate, and north of Nenagh to Lorrha (stopping also 
at Coolbawn and Puckane) operate on Wednesdays and 
Saturdays only, leaving these settlements poorly served. 
Portumna is served by several daily buses to Galway 
and Dublin, but not to Limerick. This leaves a number of 
settlements and rural areas without any public transport 
access, namely South East Galway (including Meelick) 
and in North Tipperary the villages of Terryglass, 
Dromineer and Garrykennedy. 
 
4.25.3 The Rural Transport Initiative (RTI) arose from 
the National Development Plan 2000-2006, with 

funding provided for the establishment of 34 public 
transport initiatives in under-serviced areas nationally. 
The aim of this funding is "to encourage innovative 
community-based initiatives to provide transport 
services in rural areas, with a view to addressing the 
issue of social exclusion in rural Ireland, which is 
caused by lack of access to transport". Two of the 34 
projects operate in the area, namely East Clare 
Accessible Transport and another operated by South 
East Galway Integrated Rural Development Ltd. 
Although of benefit to the local communities this 
initiative does not improve tourism access to the 
corridor. 
 
4.25.4 A new bridge crossing the Shannon between 
Killaloe and Ballina (bypassing the town centres) is in the 
early stages of development. This will overcome a 
serious road (and pedestrian) access blockage presently 
experienced on the single-lane bridge. No plans are in 
place presently to overcome the congestion experienced 
at the river crossings at Portumna and O’Briensbridge. 
 
4.25.6 With the majority of residents and visitors to the 
corridor travelling by car, parking provision is an 
important part of the access infrastructure. Parking 
inadequacies have been identified in popular summer 
destinations such as Killaloe and Garrykennedy. The 
Proposed Western Area Local Area Plan and East Clare 
Local Area Plan recognise these problems and include 
measures / policies to improve parking provision. The 
Lough Derg Study and subsequent Lough Derg 
International Water Park Design Guide also address the 
issue. Capital projects to be implemented in Ballina and 
Garrykennedy in 2006-7 with funding received on foot of 
these studies, are to include parking developments. With 
the development of cycling as a means of visitor access 
in the corridor, the provision of cycle stands should be 
included with any parking development. 
 
4.25.7 Transport 21 also proposes upgrading roads 
connecting Letterkenny, Co Donegal, with Sligo, Galway, 
Limerick, Cork and Waterford, to create an Atlantic 
Corridor. 
 

4.26 Navigation Access 
 
4.26.1 The Navigation itself is a critical element of the 
access infrastructure serving the corridor. The number of 
lock passages through Victoria Lock at Meelick totalled 
9,734 in 2005. The demand during the summer months 
causes congestion at Meelick and the Portumna Bridge. 
The market of potential visitors is continually growing. 
With the opening of the Shannon-Erne waterway, some 
2,900 Erne-registered vessels can now travel to the 
corridor by navigation from Northern Ireland. The 
impending re-opening of the Royal Canal (expected 
2007) will complement the existing waterway connection 
to the Shannon from Dublin. 
 
4.26.2 Contrary to the congestion experienced at the 
northern access point, the southern access to the 
corridor via Ardnacrusha from Limerick is under utilised. 
Prior to the capital works carried out by Waterways 
Ireland in partnership with Limerick City Co. and 
Shannon Development (see 2.5.14-16 above) in 2000-
01, the average number of passages per year was 91 
(1991-99). Since the completion of the works the number 
has increased to 204 (2001-05). Considering the size of 
the resident market in the Limerick metropolitan area, 
and the very high national and international accessibility 
of the city by other means (air, road, rail), the level of 
access to the corridor by navigation from the south is 
sub-optimal. 
 
4.27 Tourism Development and Marketing 
 
4.27.1 This section has discussed the recreation 
resource (activities and facilities), supporting 
superstructure (accommodation, entertainment, 
information) and access infrastructure available in the 
corridor. In order to establish and sustain a successful 
tourism industry on the basis of these resources a 
product (or products) has to be clearly defined and 
offered to the domestic and international markets. 
 
4.27.2 Responsibility for this critical element of the 
industry lies with a range of agencies: 
 



 60

• National Government (the Department of Arts, 
Sport and Tourism). 

• Tourism Ireland, a company operating under the 
overall policy direction of the North/South 
Ministerial Council. Tourism Ireland’s functions 
include ownership and management of the tourism 
brand for Ireland, strategic all-island destination 
marketing in all markets outside the island of 
Ireland and responsibility for the overseas office 
network. 

• Fáilte Ireland, the National Tourism Development 
Authority, established under the National Tourism 
Development Authority Act, 2003. Its mission is to 
foster sustainable and competitive tourism 
development by working in partnership with the 
industry and State bodies to achieve world-class 
standards of excellence in the products, services 
and marketing of the sector, thereby contributing to 
wealth creation and employment in the economy of 
Ireland and its regions. Its responsibilities include: 
- Product development; 
- Marketing of domestic tourism on the island of 

Ireland; 
- Training and education; 
- Research and strategic planning; 
- Niche/specialist product marketing and pro-

motions; 
- Implementation of special initiatives to attract 

international sports events to Ireland. 
• The regional tourism authorities, Shannon 

Development (covering the corridor area excluding 
County Galway) and the Ireland West Tourism 
(County Galway). The regional authorities’ overall 
objective is to increase the numbers employed in 
sustainable tourism and tourism-induced jobs in 
their jurisdictions. 

• The local authorities. With five local authorities 
having jurisdiction in the corridor there are five 
Councils, five Enterprise Boards, as well as 
several LEADER groups with responsibility for 
tourism development locally. The LEADER groups 
functioning in the area include Galway Rural 
Development Company Ltd, Tipperary LEADER 
Group, and Rural Resource Development Ltd. 

These bodies are supplemented by a number of 
private tourism development/marketing bodies, 
including Clare Tourist Council, Galway East 
Tourism, North Tipperary Tourism Company and 
Tipperary Lakeside Tourism Co-Op, representing 
tourism product operators in the area. 

• Waterways Ireland. The all-Ireland body develops, 
provides information on and promotes the inland 
navigation resource. 

• Individual and associations of tourism operators. 
 
4.27.3 The national policy framework for tourism is 
set out in the report of the Tourism Policy Review 
Group: New Horizons for Irish Tourism: An Agenda for 
Action, published in September 2003 and endorsed by 
the Government. The vision for Irish tourism, as set out 
in the Report, is that of a dynamic, innovative, 
sustainable and highly regarded sector that offers 
overseas and domestic customers an experience of 
Ireland which is positive, memorable and beyond their 
expectations. In meeting these objectives Irish tourism 
should be seen as a major source and opportunity for 
profitable enterprise and as a powerful tool of social 
and economic development at national and regional 
levels. 
 
4.27.4 The Fáilte Ireland Tourism Development 
Strategy 2000-2006 (TDS) distinguishes between 
established tourism areas, developing tourism areas 
and underdeveloped areas. The Shannon Corridor 
(from Killaloe to Meelick) is described as a developing 
tourism area; Limerick/Ennis is described as an 
established tourism area; Limerick County is classified 
as a special interest activity area. Tourism is therefore 
at different stages of development in different locations 
within the corridor, requiring tailored strategies and 
programmes to achieve balanced, complementary 
development. 
 
4.27.5 The TDS identifies inland waterways and 
water-based activities as a priority area for tourism 
investment. It suggests the clustering of Special 
Interest Activities in the Shannon Corridor as a means 
to stimulate growth. The Lower Shannon in particular is 

identified as a major waterway-based tourism centre. 
As part of its Special Interest Tourism Plans 2005, 
Fáilte Ireland highlights Ireland's strengths as a 
cruising destination, including the natural and un-
commercialised waterways, the low density of boating 
activity, the opportunity to see the ‘real Ireland’, and no 
requirement for boat piloting experience or a license. 
 
4.27.6 The TDS also identifies ‘health and fitness’ and 
‘ecology and nature’ as niche markets, both of which 
can clearly be accommodated by the waterway 
corridor’s resource base. 
 
4.27.7 Because of the multiplicity of tourism 
development and marketing organisations with a remit 
for the corridor, there is a need for coordination of 
strategies by a lead body. Shannon Development has 
assumed this role, with the support of the Mid West 
Regional Authority, the County Councils of Tipperary, 
Clare, Limerick, Galway, and Limerick City Council in 
developing a marketing plan for Lough Derg for the 
period 2006-2009. The plan will aim to stimulate 
significant new business for the Lough Derg corridor 
over that period. 



SECTION FIVE 
CONSULTATION 
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5.1 Consultation Process 
 
5.1.1 Consultation is integral to the study 
methodology. It informs the identification of aspects of 
significance, issues requiring policy response and 
opportunities for development (capital projects and 
social and economic initiatives). The process is also 
intended to initiate constructive debate and 
collaboration between stakeholders, to contribute to a 
common understanding of, and a vision for, the area. 
 
5.1.2 Stakeholders in the waterway corridor include 
the authorities charged with management and 
development of the resource, residents and land 
owners (semi-state bodies, institutions and the public), 
community, user and environmental groups and 
businesses operating in the area. Selected authorities 
were involved in the study as project partners of the 
Heritage Council, with representation on the steering 
group (see 1.3.8 above). The study sought, through the 
consultation process, to gather the views of the other 
stakeholders (hereafter referred to as the consultees). 
 
5.1.3 At the outset letters were sent to over 200 
consultees to inform them of the study. Notices were 
placed in local newspapers and on the web sites of the 
project partners. Posters were displayed at public 
locations throughout the area. These requested 
participation in consultation workshops, one-on-one 
meetings and by written submission. 
 
5.2 Consultation Workshops 
 
5.2.1 Six workshops were held in the study area in 
September 2005, in the following venues: 
 
• Portumna, Co. Galway 
• Scarriff, Co. Clare 
• Dromineer, Co. North Tipperary 
• Killaloe, Co. Clare 
• Castletroy, Co. Limerick 
• Limerick City 
 

5.2.2 Venue selection sought to provide equal 
opportunities for attendance throughout the study area, 
taking into account the distribution of residents and 
user groups. A total of 74 consultees attended the 
workshops. 
 
5.3 Consultation Meetings 
 
5.3.1 A number of consultees requested one-on-one 
meetings, or were invited to meetings by the 
consultants, to discuss their views in detail: 
 
• An Taisce, North Tipperary Association 
• Central Fisheries Board 
• Drumaan East Development Agency 
• ESB Ardnacrusha 
• Inland Waterways Association of Ireland 
• Lough Derg Anglers Association 
• Lough Derg Science Group 
• National Parks and Wildlife Service 
• Save Our Lough Derg 
• South East Galway Integrated Rural Development 
• University of Limerick 
• Western Region Zebra Mussel Control Initiative 
 
5.4 Written Submissions 
 
5.4.1 A total of 22 written submissions were 
received, from the following consultees: 
 
Residents (including associations) 
• Cassidy, Mary (Tuamgraney Development 

Association) 
• Commins, Angela (Redwood Castle) 
• Davoren, Denis (private) 
• Deasy, Marie (private) 
• Drumaan East Development Agency 
• Dynan, Peter (private, boat owner) 
• Harding, Del (local resident, Tuamgraney) 
• Perry, Jonathan (private, marine surveyor and 

consultant) 
• Reynolds, Sylvia (private, botanist) 
• Ryan, Jim (local resident, Garrykennedy) 

User groups 
• IWAI (Gerry Burke, Richard Cross and Noel Griffin) 
• Lough Derg Anglers Association (Gerry Burke and 

J O’Donoghue) 
• University of Limerick Rowing Club (Liz Gabbett) 
 
Environmental groups 
• An Taisce, North Tipperary Association 
• Centre for Environmental Living and Training (Bob 

Wilson) 
• East Clare Heritage (Gerard Madden) 
• Irish Farmers’ Association (Michael Silke) 
• Lough Derg Science Group (Rick Boelens and Dan 

Minchin) 
• Rathcabbin Environmental Action Group 
• Western Region Zebra Mussel Control Initiative 

(Aoife Thornton) 
 
5.5 Consultation Feedback 
 
5.5.1 The feedback received from the consultation 
process is summarised below. Consultees’ views are 
divided according to the following main themes, which 
are in turn divided into discrete issues: 
 
• Planning and Development (See Section 5.6) 
• Tourism and Recreation (Section 5.7) 
• Navigation (Section 5.8) 
• Natural Heritage (Section 5.9) 
• Cultural Heritage (Section 5.10) 
• Place-specific Issues (Section 5.11) 
 
5.5.2 The format of the consultation summary is as 
follows. In the left-hand column the views of the 
consultees are synthesised into discrete issues and, in 
certain cases, suggestions. In the middle column a 
consultants’ response to the views and suggestions is 
provided. In the right-hand column, a reference is 
provided to any policy or action proposals arising from 
the consultation process. 
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5.6 Planning and Development 
 

Consultees’ Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.6.1  Planning and Development 
 
There is general recognition of the requirement for 
development in the corridor. There is conflict however in 
consultees’ opinions as to how much development should 
occur, what type, and where. 
 
Certain parties perceive the authorities to be overly restrictive 
of development, and overly concerned about particularly the 
visual impact of development. It is argued that the livelihood of 
waterway-related businesses, and optimal resource use 
generally, is being restricted unnecessarily. 
 
Certain land owners are concerned that Development Plan 
zoning does not recognise the potential (and requirement) for 
diversification / development in the rural areas to maintain 
communities’ livelihoods, and that there is little support from 
the authorities relative to that given to the conservation lobby. 
 
The plethora of authorities with jurisdiction in the area, 
inconsistency in planning decisions, and as yet unlegislated 
environmental designations are cited as restrictions to 
development. Inadequate service provision (particularly 
sewerage and transport) is also identified as a restriction. 
 
Contrary to this view is the perception that unrestrained 
development has already caused damage to the resource that 
it depends on, for example at Killaloe-Ballina, Dromineer and 
elsewhere. 
 
These parties argue that planning should be more prescriptive 
and led by strategic services provision as opposed to 
‘developer-led’. Development should be confined to existing 
settlements where there is potential for more efficient and 
effective service provision, and phased to ensure that existing 
character is not compromised. 
 
Consultees identified the shorelines and landscape features 
such as hedgerows, shelter belts and stone walls as most in 
need of preservation and enhancement. It is suggested by 
some parties that until a comprehensive ecological description 
and assessment of the resource is completed, no further 
development should occur. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
There is increasing demand for housing and tourism development in the waterway corridor, resulting from a variety of 
factors. Development is necessary, and it will inevitably lead to a proportional reduction in green space in the corridor 
relative to brown (built-on) space. However, unrestrained development has the potential to cause irreparable damage to 
the natural and cultural elements of the landscape, and by consequence to its heritage value and scenic quality. These 
aspects of the landscape may be locally, nationally or internationally significant, and thus worthy of protection by the 
various authorities from damaging (inappropriate) development. 
 
The impact of development need not be as dramatic as can be observed in the landscape of Ballina. It can be planned, 
designed and managed to enhance the built environment and the wider landscape, and to minimise disturbance to natural 
and cultural heritage. The required balance between social, economic and environmental objectives is termed ‘sustainable 
development’, and this should be the ultimate objective of all parties involved in the development process. 
 
Statutory development plans and the development control process are the established planning instruments by which 
these ends (proper planning and sustainable development) are achieved in Ireland. It is appropriate heading into a period 
of unprecedented rural landscape change (requiring land use diversification), that zoning and specific land use objectives 
be extended to cover the entire landscape, urban and rural.  
 
A proactive, prescriptive approach to planning based on informed consideration of environmental constraints and predicted 
development demand is termed ‘plan-led’ development. It allows for the quantity of development in an area over the plan 
period to be predicted, allowing in turn for the adequate and timely provision of physical and social infrastructure, an 
essential requirement of sustainable development. Development is thereby located where there is infrastructural capacity 
to service it, and where valued elements or aspects of the landscape will not be damaged. As well as having obvious 
environmental benefits, the plan-led approach benefits potential developers in providing a higher degree of certainty and 
transparency in the planning process. In addition it provides the opportunity for advance input to the plan through the 
formal consultation process integral to all statutory development plans.  
 
The plan-led approach is being applied in the area in the form of Local Area Plans (LAPs, e.g. Portumna LAP, 2005, East 
Clare LAP, 2005 and North Tipperary’s Western Area LAP, 2006), Landscape Character Assessments (completed for 
Counties Galway, Clare and Limerick, and in preparation for North Tipperary) and wind energy development guidelines 
(Counties Clare and Limerick). It is appropriate that as the LAPs evolve through phases of revision, that a greater degree 
of prescription / guidance for various types of development is incorporated. 
 
The provision of design guidance in combination with the plan-led approach can further contribute to development that is 
appropriate to the local landscape and / or settlement character. In urban / village environments, such guidance would 
relate to aspects of development such as urban grain (street and block structure, plot sizes, etc.), density, building and site 
typolology and architectural character (form, materials, etc.). Such guidance exists for a portion of the corridor in the form 
of the County Clare Rural House Design Guide (2nd edition, 2005). It is appropriate that such guidance be prepared for the 
corridor as a whole (with inter county cooperation to ensure a common approach to the area) not only for housing, but also 
for developments particular to the waterway corridor, e.g. marinas (See 5.8.3 below). 
 
The Planning and Development Act 2000 allows for cooperation between planning authorities in the preparation of 
development plans, or aspects of plans, for their combined jurisdictions. It would be appropriate in the interest of greater 
consistency in planning in the waterway corridor, for the authorities to cooperate on certain issues. 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
6.2.1-8 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.6.2  Regional (Inter-County) Coordinated Resource 
          Management / Planning 
 
A coordinated, strategic approach by the local authorities and 
statutory agencies to the management of the waterway 
corridor is viewed by certain consultees as the most important 
action required to ensure sustainable development of the 
resource. 
 
Certain parties are of the opinion that a single authority looking 
after the welfare of the Shannon, working with or above the 
local authorities, would be the most beneficial solution.  
Existing models elsewhere were identified, including the Lough 
Neagh Advisory and Coordinating Committees, the Thames 
River Valley and the Fermanagh Area Plan. 
 
As an example of regional cooperation in planning, consultees 
suggested that a standard set of conditions be imposed by all 
local authorities for waterway-related or waterway corridor 
development. 
 

  
 
 
 
Inter county cooperation is required to ensure that the waterway corridor is developed in a manner that is balanced and 
sustainable. There is a requirement also for local authority cooperation with the waterway authorities (Waterways Ireland 
and the ESB), conservation authority (National Parks and Wildlife Service) and the tourism authority (Shannon 
Development) to ensure optimal management, utilisation and development of the resource.  
 
Local resource / development planning is being applied in the majority of the waterway corridor in the form of LAPs. 
However, as a result of the political administrative division of the corridor, in which the Shannon is a boundary, different 
approaches to management and development are being applied to different portions of the resource. The consultees’ 
concerns that this situation is unsustainable are valid. A greater degree of cooperation / coordination between authorities 
in certain aspects of their work would be appropriate. For example, cooperation in the strategic planning of recreation 
facilities (e.g. the existing Lough Derg Study and Lough Derg Design Guide), and the imposition of a common set of 
conditions on certain planning permissions.  
 
Two ongoing systemic developments should result in the form of regional cooperation in strategic planning which the 
consultees have proposed, and thus negate the requirement for a ‘Shannon authority’: 
 
Regional Planning 
 
There are eight regional planning authorities in Ireland, established in 1994. Each region incorporates a number of 
adjoining local authority areas. The Planning and Development Act, 2000, gave responsibility to the regional authorities for 
the following tasks, among others: 
- Reviewing the Development Plans of local authorities in their region and in adjoining regions; 
- Preparing Regional Planning Guidelines, which the county and other statutory development plans must ‘have regard to’, 

and Regional Economic and Social Strategies; 
- Promoting cooperation, joint actions, arrangements and consultation among local authorities and other public bodies. 

 
EU Water Framework Directive (WFD) 
 
Ireland has been divided into eight River Basin Districts (RBDs), of which the Shannon RBD is one. The WFD is to be 
implemented in Ireland by River Basin Management Projects, administered jointly by the local authorities within the 
catchments. A primary objective of the WFD is to manage water resources at a river catchment level through the 
production of River Basin Management Plans. Catchment management recognises the direct relationship between land 
use practices within the River Basin, and the chemical and biological ‘status’ of surface and ground water in that area. As 
part of the Management Project, a Shannon RBD Advisory Council has been established, comprising two representatives 
of each of the 18 local authorities, and an equal number from sectoral interest groups, e.g. agriculture, environmental 
groups, community groups, angling, navigation, etc. The remit of the Advisory Council is to “consider matters relating to 
the preparation of river basin management plans and other matters relevant to the protection and use of the aquatic 
environment and water resources in the district and to advise and make recommendations on these matters to the relevant 
public authorities” (Article 16 of the European Communities (Water Policy) Regulations, 2003 (No. 722 of 2003). 
Implementation of the WFD will result in greater local authority dialogue and cooperation, and importantly, the adoption of 
common objectives and practices in relation to development / activities that affect the waterway (and the corridor by 
association). 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

  
 
 
 
6.2.1-6 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.6.2  Regional (Inter-County) Coordinated Resource 
          Management / Planning, Continued 
 
It is suggested by certain consultees that an Integrated Lough 
Derg Management Plan be prepared, focussing on the 
waterway corridor and addressing both land- (rural and 
settlement) and waterway-related issues. 
 
It is believed that a Management Plan Coordination Office 
could act as a much needed forum for inter-county 
consultation and inter-sectoral dialogue on implementation and 
conflict resolution. In parallel with the management and 
development plan there should be an equally well resourced 
research programme focussing on resource quality and trends. 
The voluntary efforts of individuals, clubs, societies and 
schools should be employed in such research and 
management, to increase public understanding of, and interest 
in, the resource and its management. It was suggested that 
the Management Plan should include a local employment 
strategy. In addition, the Coordinating Authority should make 
available grants to assist with appropriate development 
proposals and initiatives for local communities, not only for 
tourism / business, but also for holiday period activities for 
local children. 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
The progressive implementation of regional planning and river basin management (the WFD), which disregard local 
political boundaries, will satisfy many of the consultees’ requirements (e.g. regional management of water quality, common 
planning objectives, consultation / dialogue, etc). There are opportunities for further regional cooperation, such as the 
regularisation of policy in the various LAPs. 
 
The corridor would benefit from a strategic management / development plan focussing on those aspects which are not 
covered in detail in the LAPs and which require specialist input, e.g. heritage conservation / utilisation, tourism and rural 
diversification. 
 
Research into European and North American precedents for such plans has identified the IUCN (World Conservation 
Union) Category V national park as an appropriate model for the waterway corridor. Commonly known as ‘Protected 
Landscapes’, the IUCN definition of Category V areas is as follows: “Area of land, with coast and sea as appropriate, 
where the interaction of people and nature over time has produced an area of distinct character with significant aesthetic, 
ecological and/or cultural value, and often with high biological diversity. Safeguarding the integrity of this traditional 
interaction is vital to the protection, maintenance and evolution of such an area”. Protected Landscape designation and 
planning has been employed successfully by local, tourism and conservation authorities to achieve complementary 
environmental and socio-economic (tourism and agri-industry) objectives in areas characterised by a combination of high 
heritage value, intensive resource use (agriculture, forestry, navigation, angling, etc.) and multiple land ownership 
(involvement by land owners / stakeholders can be voluntary). It would be appropriate for a the plan to initially be 
complementary to existing statutory regional, county and local plans, which could then be adapted in future revisions to 
accommodate and support the (non-statutory) plan. 
 
The formal designation of the corridor using an internationally recognised (IUCN) model would warrant the establishment 
of an office for management / promotion. Such an office could source and administer funding for development of the 
corridor, provide information / assistance to residents and visitors, etc.  
 
This is discussed in further detail in the Consultants’ Response to Item 5.9.1 below, and in Appendix Four. 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
6.2.1-6, 6.2.10 
6.5.3-4 
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Stakeholder Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.6.4  Authority Communications and Consultation 
 
Certain consultees consider there to be a lack of effective 
communication between the waterway corridor authorities 
(local authorities, Waterways Ireland, the ESB and Shannon 
Development) and other stakeholders. 
 
All consultees agree that consultation in the planning process 
requires greater resource allocation, and possibly the use of 
professional facilitation. 
 
With regard to the local authorities, local communities have 
identified a degree of inconsistency and a lack of transparency 
in planning decisions, as well as a lack of effective consultation 
‘between ordinary local residents and those with the power to 
make decisions that affect their lives’. 
 
Waterways Ireland is viewed by some as overly bureaucratic 
and difficult to communicate with. There is concern that since 
there is no formal forum for consultation with communities and 
resource users, nor a board or council, there is no public or 
stakeholder input into management of the navigation (e.g. by 
the substantial numbers of very experienced waterway users). 
 
Fishermen and angling associations have expressed 
frustration at their inability to communicate and cooperate 
effectively with the ESB, the body with statutory responsibility 
for fisheries management in the area. 
 
The lack of a central authority managing the waterway and 
determining development and conservation priorities and 
spend is considered problematic. 
 
 

  
 
 
The authorities identified by the consultees all have statutory obligations or have customer service charters which should 
guarantee a satisfactory level of communication with stakeholders. There should be no deviation from these procedures 
and timeframes. 
 
The statutory obligation of local authorities in relation to consultation with the general public and interested bodies is 
clearly defined in the Planning and Development Act, 2000. In the making or review of regional, county and local area 
plans, the authorities are required to: 

- give notice of the intention to do so by advertising in newspapers circulating in the area; 
- facilitate review of existing plans, draft plans and background papers; 
- hold public meetings and seek written submissions; 
- prepare a report of any submissions and observations received, giving the opinion of the manager to the issues 

raised; 
- advertise and make available for review a draft plan, and again receive and prepare a report on written submissions 

to the draft plan; 
- take into consideration the submissions before finally making the plan. 

 
The local authorities and an Bord Pléanala have similar obligations in relation to planning applications and appeals. The 
Act clearly makes provision for substantial input to forward planning and development control by the general public and 
interested bodies. 
 
It is stated in the Water Framework Directive (2000/60/EC) that its success “relies on close cooperation and coherent 
action at Community, Member State and local level as well as on information, consultation and involvement of the public, 
including users… To ensure the participation of the general public including users of water in the establishment and 
updating of river basin management plans, it is necessary to provide proper information of planned measures and to report 
on progress with their implementation with a view to the involvement of the general public before final decisions on the 
necessary measures are adopted”. As reported on the Sustainable Water Network (SWAN) web site, the Shannon RBD 
Advisory Council (See 4.2.2 above) provides an unprecedented opportunity for environmentalists to sit side by side with 
local authorities and representatives from the agriculture, industry, angling, community, and academic sectors to work 
together to protect the waterway. 
 
The Waterways Ireland Customer Service Strategy outlines the organisation’s policy in relation to “all those who avail of 
the services of any Division of Waterways Ireland at any time”, including individuals and development, community, 
conservation and tourism groups. The Communications Unit based in Carrick-on-Shannon is identified as the contact point 
for all queries or complaints about policies, schemes and practices. The organisation’s practices in relation to written, 
telephonic and personal communications include a guarantee of response to written correspondence within 20 working 
days of receipt. 
 
Shannon Development’s Customer Service Charter outlines the organisation’s commitment to “principles of Quality 
Customer Service for the Public Sector and Business Excellence”, and a “key pervasive theme [of] consistent, value-
added and timely response to clients needs”. In relation to the key activity of developing new tourism marketing 
programmes, products and information services, it is the policy of the organisation to act in conjunction with the industry. A 
response to any observations about the organisation’s services is guaranteed within 20 working days. Shannon 
Development has undertaken an extensive consultation exercise to inform its 2006-2009 Lough Derg marketing plan, 
including the distribution of questionnaires to stakeholders and a series of consultation workshops. 
 
The ESB has ‘delegated’ management of the South Shannon Fishery to the Shannon Regional Fisheries Board (by means 
of a lease agreement). In a restructured national fisheries management model, Regional Advisory Boards are to be 
established to encourage stakeholder input into fisheries management and development. See Item 5.9.3 below for further 
information. 

  
 
 
6.2.1-2, 6.2.5, 
6.2.9 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.6.5  Unauthorised Development and Enforcement 
 
A wide variety of unauthorised developments were identified 
by consultees, including pontoons, marinas and jetties on the 
waterway, quarrying, dumping and waste processing, house 
alterations (and variations from approved plans) and even 
houses. There is a general perception that the Local 
Authorities are slow to respond, or are simply unresponsive, to 
unauthorised development. This lack of action is perceived by 
some to contribute to further unauthorised development, and 
to an undermining of confidence in the planning system. In 
contrast, certain parties expressed that unauthorised 
development is in fact caused by overly restrictive planning 
regimes. 
 
Consultees suggested that a formal, annual shoreline survey 
should be carried out by the local authorities to identify 
unauthorised development and inform a systematic response. 
 
 

  
 
 
According to Section 151 of the Planning and Development Act, 2000, “Any person who has carried out or is carrying out 
unauthorised development shall be guilty of an offence”. When a local authority is given written representation (by any 
party) of unauthorised development, the authority has a statutory obligation to act by issuing a warning letter to the owner, 
occupier or any other person carrying out the development, within six weeks of receipt of the representation. The warning 
letter should be copied to the party who made the representation, as well as any other potentially interested party. 
Thereafter, it is the responsibility of the local authority to investigate the matter and decide to proceed or not with 
enforcement procedures, within 12 weeks of issuing the warning letter. Whether or not enforcement proceedings are 
taken, the local authority has a responsibility to notify the party that made the initial representation, of that decision. Where 
enforcement proceedings are pursued, the result within six months of the notice being served should be the initiation of 
removal of the unauthorised structure, discontinuance of unauthorised activities and the restoration of the land to its 
original condition at the expense of the ‘developer’. 
 
The procedures outlined in the Act should thus ensure an appropriate response by the local authorities to unauthorised 
development, and provide sufficient transparency in the enforcement process to satisfy concerned stakeholders. The 
stakeholders, having greater and more regular access to the area of primary concern, i.e. the waterway shoreline, have an 
important role to play in enforcement. 
 
Considering the value and sensitivity of the waterway shoreline, an annual shoreline survey as suggested is an 
appropriate action. 
 

  
 
 
6.2.9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.6.6  Community Concerns 
 
5.6.6.1 Agriculture and Rural Diversification 
 
Certain consultees, mostly owners of marginal agricultural 
lands west of Lough Derg, expressed frustration at the lack of 
options for diversification, and for housing of their families, as 
a result of overly restrictive planning. 
 
It has been suggested that a sustainable diversification 
programme and advice agency is required for local farmers, 
with the emphasis on creating employment and enhancing the 
environment. 
 
The IFA is concerned about any policy or action proposals that 
might affect land owners’ rights. 
 
 

  
 
 
 
The rural local authorities of Clare, Galway, Limerick County and North Tipperary, are committed to securing a sustainable 
future for the rural communities in the waterway corridor. It is recognised that the farming community is central to the 
socio-economic and environmental well-being of the area. As such, no policies should be imposed or actions taken that 
might compromise the position of land owners, without proper dialogue. 
 
Advice and support agencies are already functioning in the corridor in the form of the LEADER groups, including Galway 
Rural Development Company Ltd, Tipperary LEADER Group and Rural Resource Development Ltd. A number of farm 
diversification projects have proved successful in the corridor, including operations as diverse as a cycling holidays 
operator, a go-cart track, equestrian / pony trekking centre and a pitch and putt golf course (also providing camping 
facilities). Any initiative that enhances the services already provided should be supported. 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
6.2.5, 6.2.7-8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.6.6.2 Equality in Planning 
 
There is a perception among some local residents that wealthy 
non-locals have received preferential treatment by local 
authorities in the administration of planning applications. 
 
 

  
 
The local authorities apply planning legislation and sound planning principles without prejudice to any individual or group 
throughout the waterway corridor. Planning applications are dealt with on merit. However, with greater resources it is 
possible to acquire more suitable development land and prepare more comprehensive planning proposals, which may lead 
to the perception described. 
 
It is appropriate that an agency or advisory body be established or adapted to guide / assist local land owners in assessing 
their land’s development / diversification capacity, and preparing comprehensive development proposals. 
 
 
 
 

  
 
6.5.2 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.6.6.3 Property Prices 
 
Property and services cost increases are attributed by some to 
the development of accommodation and berthage for the new, 
wealthy holiday-makers and waterway users. 
 
It has been suggested that affordable housing options for local 
people should be established in the corridor in order to avoid 
alienation and segregation of communities. 
 
 

  
 
 
The influx of people to the waterway corridor (visitors and aspirant residents) has contributed to house price inflation. 
While certain property owners have benefited from the phenomenon described, it can lead to exclusion (or the perception 
of exclusion) from the market of sectors of the existing community. 
 
The Planning and Development Act (Part V) makes the preparation of Housing Strategies mandatory for all local 
authorities. The Act prescribes that Housing Strategies shall take into account: 

- the need and likely future need for ‘social’ and ‘affordable’ housing in the area, 
- the need to ensure that housing is available for persons who have different levels of income, 
- the need to counteract undue segregation in housing between persons of different social background. 

 
The Act also provides for up to 20% of lands zoned for residential use or a mix of residential and other uses to be reserved 
for social and affordable housing. Local authorities may, as a condition of planning permission, ‘claim’ land or completed 
housing representing up to 20% of the zoned property, for distribution as social and affordable housing. There are thus 
statutory measures in place to ensure that affordable housing options are available to local people. 
 
 

  
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.6.6.4 Safety and Security 
 
Safety and security is a concern of local residents and tourism 
operators in the rural parts of the study area. Gardai presence 
and response times in East Clare in particular were identified 
as inadequate. 
 

  
 
The issue of safety and security both on land and on water affects residents’ quality of life, tourism operators’ confidence 
in investment, and tourists’ confidence in visiting an area. As such, it is in the interest of all of the authorities and the 
affected communities and businesses to ensure that the presence and effectiveness of the Gardai throughout the study 
area is up to the national standard. 
 
Enquiries made to the four District Garda Stations serving the corridor (Loughrea, Co. Galway, Nenagh, North Tipperary, 
Killaloe, Co. Clare and Henry St., Limerick City) revealed that there have been no Garda station closures in the corridor. 
The four District stations are open to the public 24 hours per day. According to the District stations the following local 
stations also serve the area and open from either 10h00 to 13h00 or 10h00 to 18h00 daily. When they close a ‘Green 
Man’ (intercom system which allows callers to speak to Gardaí in the district stations) comes into operation. 
 
Co. Galway  Co. Clare   North Tipperary  Co. Limerick 
Eyrecourt   Mountshannon  Terryglass  Castleconnell 
Portumna   Scarriff   Ballingarry  Ardnacrusha 
   Tulla   Borrisokane  Mary St. 
   Newport   Cloughjordan  Mayorstone 
   Broadford   Dolla 
      Portroe 
 

  
 
None 
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5.7 Recreation, Interpretation and Tourism 
 

Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.7.1 Tourism Development 
 
There is general agreement among consultees that tourism in the 
corridor has potential for development, that the resource is presently 
under-utilised. Consultees including operators have identified a 
significant drop in tourist numbers in the last number of years. A variety 
of solutions for tourism development have been suggested: 

- Preparation of a comprehensive, properly resourced tourism 
development plan for the area. 

- Pursuit of a policy of ecotourism development (See 5.7.3 below). 
- Development of additional facilities and products such as: 

- golf courses -  canoeing / kayaking 
- playgrounds -  pony trekking 
- walking routes -  festivals 
- cycling routes -  camp sites 
- traditional skills training 
- cultural attractions tours / products 

- Development of an effective public transport system. 
- An improved system of signage, and a total lakeside traffic 

management system around Lough Derg, including parking. 
- Provision of a waterway corridor guide, providing information about 

natural and cultural heritage as well as navigation. 
- Village renewal schemes with associated tax incentives. 

 

  
 
 
In an area characterised by the decline of its dominant economic activity (agriculture) there is a requirement for 
development of an alternative industry. The waterway itself, the attractive waterway settlements and a 
landscape rich in natural and cultural heritage constitute a major opportunity for development of the leisure and 
tourism industry. Elements of this, notably cruising and angling, are well established. However, as identified by 
the consultees, there is a requirement and opportunities for diversification of the industry through improvements 
to access (infrastructure), products / activities, accommodation and entertainment (superstructure). 
 
The resource is such, in terms of diversity, quality and geographic identity, that a comprehensive, strategic 
recreation and tourism plan for the waterway corridor is justified. This could build on the existing “Lough Derg 
Study” (See 4.14.2-5 above), which was prepared and endorsed by the local authorities and regional tourism 
authorities in the Lough Derg area. All of the opportunities suggested by the consultees could be investigated / 
developed further in such a plan, the objectives of which should include: 

- Development of the area identity and a ‘unique selling point’, to improve the capacity to compete with the 
likes of the West, Dublin, etc. 

- Maximising access to the area (including by public transport). 
- Development of a wide range of products including land and water based activities and interpretation 

opportunities, entertainment and accommodation, with a broad geographic distribution. 
- Local community / stakeholder support. 
- Conservation of the landscape, natural and cultural heritage in recognition of its centrality to the tourism 

product. 
- Integration (of recreation and tourism strategy) with local and regional planning and development policy. 

 

  
 
 
6.3.11-16, 
6.5.3-4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.7.2 Tourism Marketing 
 
Consultees suggested the following measures for improved marketing of 
the waterway corridor: 

- Greater coordination of development and marketing initiatives by 
the tourism authorities. 

- Development of an integrated marketing strategy akin to the 
‘Green Box’ concept, making use of the coordinated marketing 
potential with the Burren and Slieve Aughty areas. 

- Greater emphasis on non-boating holidays. 
- Greater emphasis on the local (Irish) market, with awareness 

programmes displaying the variety of alternative activities / 
features. 

- Specific programmes to lure holiday-makers back from cheaper 
overseas destinations to waterways holidays. 

- Increasing emphasis on East Clare (Shannon area) tourism as 
opposed to West Clare, which (in some consultees’ opinions) has 
been developed and promoted to the detriment of the Shannon 
area. 

- Twinning of towns in the waterway corridor with towns outside of 
the area, in Ireland and overseas. 

  
 
A number of bodies have responsibility for marketing of the waterway corridor tourism industry, including 
Tourism Ireland, Fáilte Ireland and the regional tourism authorities (Shannon Development and Ireland West 
Tourism – See 4.27 above). 
 
The majority of consultees’ suggestions are already being pursued in some form by these authorities. For 
example, Shannon Development, with the support of the regional and local authorities, is developing a 
marketing plan for Lough Derg for the period 2006-2009. The plan is being prepared in consultation with the 
local industry and should thus reflect local concerns and aspirations. Additionally, Shannon Development’s 
Product Marketing Unit has established a Shannon Region Tourism Forum, which brings together members of 
the golfing, angling, hotel, walking, equestrian, restaurant and vintners industries with members of the local 
authorities and Shannon Airport in order to co-ordinate marketing activities in the region. 
 
The recognition by the tourism authorities (and others, e.g. the local and regional planning authorities) of the 
South Shannon Waterway Corridor as a distinct geographic and tourism product unit would allow for: 

- Development of a Shannon region ‘Green Box’ type concept to rival and complement the West, Dublin, 
the Green Box itself (see www.greenbox.ie), etc. 

- Greater emphasis on the area’s land-based activities (e.g. walking, cycling, pony trekking, traditional skills, 
golf, festivals, etc.), i.e. promotion of Shannon Corridor holidays as opposed to Shannon Waterway 
holidays), 

  
 
6.3.12-16 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.7.3 Ecotourism 
 
A number of consultees identified the significant ecotourism 
potential in the waterway corridor, suggesting that the 
development of a network of widely distributed, small scale, 
low-impact enterprises (as opposed to large scale commercial 
developments) is appropriate for the corridor. 
 

  
 
 
Ecotourism can be defined as: A tourism market based on an area's natural heritage that attempts to minimise the 
ecological impact of the tourism. It is often developed also with the objective of exposing and sustaining the culture and 
livelihood of the local community. Ecotourism is distinct from ‘sustainable tourism’, which might focus on activities other 
than heritage appreciation but which also seeks to minimise the impact on the environment. Elements of a successful 
ecotourism destination are already in place in the corridor: 

- Abundant natural heritage (species, sites and areas) of international significance within a highly scenic landscape. 
- Several layers / networks of cultural heritage features, well distributed throughout the area. 
- A variety of sustainable / low impact mobility options in the form of walking routes, cycling routes, pony trekking, 

canoeing, kayaking, sailing, etc. 
- Several eco-orientated visitor facilities / products such as the Centre for Environmental Living and Training and the 

Irish Seed Saver Association. 
- Traditional primary productive industries (dairy farming, fishing, timber production, turbary) and artisan companies 

(pottery, hand weaving, silk studios and food industries), with a requirement for value-adding and clear potential for 
visitor participation and consumption. 

 
With these assets, its particular geographic identity (the Shannon River) as well as proximity and access to other ‘green’ 
destinations such as the Burren, the Green Box, etc. the waterway corridor clearly has potential for ecotourism branding 
and market repositioning. However ecotourism need not be developed at the exclusion of other tourism products catering 
for other markets. The area is sufficiently large and diverse to accommodate ecotourism as well other sustainable tourism. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
6.3.14-15, 
6.5.3-4 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.7.4 Recreation Development 
 
Consultees suggested a variety of measures and developments to 
improve the recreation resource in the corridor, for local communities 
and visitors alike. These include, in relation to walking: 

- Increasing the number of walking routes and opportunities for 
access to the countryside in the area. Specific routes / 
opportunities were recommended as follows: 
- A Greenway along the line of the old Birr-Portumna railway, 

with potential for future extension from Birr to Roscrea (a 
Feasibility Study for this project is suggested); 

- Portumna-Castlewoods-Garrykennedy; 
- Securing the existing rights of way (using Section 207 of the 

Planning and Development Act 2000), seeking to establish new 
rights of way, and preparing a schedule and map of these. All 
development proposals to be assessed in light of this schedule. 

- Improvement in the signposting and maintenance of all walking 
routes by the local authorities. 

- Caution in relation to cycle track development in areas used by 
walkers, to avoid potential user conflicts. 

 
In relation to water sports, it is suggested that a network of centres 
similar to the UL facility at Twomilegate be developed around Lough 
Derg, with emphasis on affordable, local access. 
 
In relation to rowing, the Athlunkard Boat Club presently used by the UL 
Rowing Club is considered challenging / dangerous due to tidal and 
Ardnacrusha-related effects. In contrast the Shannon between 
Castleconnell and O’Briensbridge considered a world class rowing 
resource. A boat house provided at O’Briensbridge would be a major 
asset to rowing clubs throughout the region. 
 

  
 
 
With a rapidly growing local population and the aspiration to attract tourists to the area, there is a requirement 
for recreation facilities development in the corridor. 
 
The network of local roads and forest tracks in a particularly scenic landscape (with elevation providing 
spectacular views) and a variety of attractive waterway settlements are valuable assets for walking and cycling. 
The walking resource has been developed to varying degrees by a variety of agencies in the corridor (See 4.15 
above for details), and as suggested by the consultees, there is potential for further development, e.g: 

- Linkages between routes, allowing unimpeded access throughout the area. The extension of the Lough 
Derg Way is essential, to allow circumnavigation of the lake starting and ending at Limerick City, the 
regional tourism gateway. The extension might follow the suggested route via Castlewoods to Portumna, 
and then south from Portumna along the Co. Galway shoreline to Whitegate to link with the East Clare 
Way. In addition it would allow linkage with the Beara Breiffne route at Portumna, in turn giving access to 
11 western counties. 

- Signposting and information (including interpretation) regarding natural and cultural heritage, 
complementary recreation options, entertainment and accommodation; 

- Support services (e.g. information and emergency telephone number); 
- Regular route and signage maintenance. 

 
Access to water-based recreation activities is relatively well developed in Limerick and in the southern portion of 
Lough Derg (Killaloe, Dromineer). Ongoing improvements include a new boat house on the UL. This facility will 
be available to the UL rowing, kayak, sub-aqua and mountain bike clubs, and will benefit the regional and 
national rowing community as a whole. 
 
Certain areas in the corridor are however poorly served by water-based recreation facilities considering their 
proximity to the resource. Areas notable for their lack of access to the waterway include O’Briensbridge – 
Castleconnell on the Shannon, Scarriff and particularly Portumna on Lough Derg. Development of multi-activity 
water sports centres at these locations would establish good coverage of the corridor, complementing the 
facilities presently available to the public in Limerick City (various rowing clubs), Killaloe/Twomilegate (UL 
Activity Centre) and Dromineer (Lough Derg Yacht Club). 
 
For further discussion of recreation facilities see 5.8.2 below. 
 

  
 
 
6.3.1-6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.7.5 Local Communities – Recreation, Education, Participation 
 
There is concern about the relative lack of use and appreciation of the 
waterway resource by local communities. Certain consultees are of the 
view that many local residents consider the waterway a facility for the 
wealthy minority that can afford to maintain a vessel. 
 
Consultees suggested that a dedicated programme is required to 
increase awareness of the waterway and waterway corridor’s value and 
potential as a resource for education and recreation. 

  
 
Any development of recreation and interpretation facilities in the corridor should have as a fundamental objective 
the improvement of access and participation by local communities, particularly the youth. This is essential to 
improve local appreciation of the resource, thereby contributing to its sustainable utilisation and developing local 
entrepreneurial capacity (for tourism). 
 
The suggestion of a dedicated programme of awareness-building in the local community is appropriate. 
Partnerships forged between schools / community groups and local business, planning and tourism authorities 
could facilitate local communities’ use of existing activity opportunities, such as the Centre for Environmental 
Living and Training (CELT), Irish Seed Saver Association, the UL Activity Centre, Lough Derg Yacht Club, etc. 
 

  
 
6.3.1, 6.3.7-10 
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5.8 Navigation 
 

Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.8.1  Berthage 
 
There is general agreement among consultees that there are 
insufficient berthing places on the waterway, considering the 
scale and quality of the navigation resource. This includes 
temporary (overnight) and long term (storage) facilities, for 
which demand is constantly growing. The congestion 
experienced at certain locations on the waterway is attributed 
to the lack of and uneven distribution of berthing. A variety of 
solutions have been suggested to address these and 
associated issues, including: 
 
a. Greater cooperation between Waterways Ireland, the local 

authorities and Shannon Development in developing a 
balanced network of berthing facilities, taking account of 
the distribution of tourism and other services. 

b. Reduced planning restrictions on water-side land owners, 
to allow private berthing development to meet the demand. 

c. Isolated, unserviced mooring jetties in quiet parts of the 
waterway for those that seek tranquillity and quiet, 
particularly to avoid disruptive water sports. 

d. Isolated posts or poles away from the shore, for overnight 
mooring. 

e. Jetties along tributaries such as the Woodford and 
Cappagh Rivers. 

f. Jetties on the Ardnacrusha Headrace and Tailrace, e.g. at 
O’Briensbridge, to improve access to this area. 

g. Private marina development using historic harbour sites. 
h. Use of public harbours for winter storage, for a fee and 

possibly restricted to heritage boats only. 
i. On-land storage to be built by water-side land owners 

(farmers, B&Bs, etc.) for dinghies, speedboats and even 
cruisers. 

 
However, the issues of the navigation’s environmental carrying 
capacity (number of vessels that can be accommodated 
without causing damage to habitats and species) and 
recreational carrying capacity (number of vessels that can be 
accommodated without compromise to the enjoyment and 
safety of users) are of concern to certain consultees. 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
It is appropriate in the interest of social and economic sustainability that sufficient berthing and associated facilities are 
provided on the waterway to optimise resource use. However this should not result in disproportionate impact on the 
natural and cultural heritage or to the users’ or local residents’ experience of the environment. 
 
a. There is already considerable cooperation between Waterways Ireland, the local authorities and Shannon 

Development in developing public berthing and related facilities. Since 2001, Waterways Ireland, with cooperation 
from its public partners, has installed moorings at Victoria Lock, Portumna, Mountshannon, Scarriff, Garrykennedy, 
Ballina and Limerick City. Waterways Ireland intends to continue the roll out of new and additional moorings into the 
future.  
However, the existing facilities and ongoing development of public harbours and piers by these authorities is not 
intended to cater for long-term berthage demand. This demand is expected to be met by private sector development. 
At present the local authorities are deciding independently on planning applications for private berthage development 
without a guiding vision as to what numbers and types of vessels should be catered for in their jurisdiction. 
Waterways Ireland’s remit in terms of private berthage extends only to the impact of development on the 
infrastructural / functional aspect of the navigation (Waterways Ireland has statutory consultee status under Section 
28 (1) (g) of the Planning and Development Act, 2000), to the strategic quantity or location of berthage. No authority 
maintains a record of the number of private berthing places provided on the waterway. If this situation is allowed to 
continue it may lead to over-supply, under-supply or unbalanced distribution of berthing facilities, with environmental, 
social and economic consequences. Therefore, it is considered appropriate that the authorities cooperate formally in 
the preparation of a strategic berthing and facilities plan for the waterway (the plan-led approach – see 5.6.1 above). 

b. The Shannon in its entirety within the corridor is designated cSAC, SPA or pNHA. The cultural heritage on the 
foreshore and islands are equally worthy of protection. The corridor is identified as a unique or special landscape in 
all landscape character assessments carried out in the area thus far. There are existing rights of way for fishermen, 
walkers, etc. which must be preserved. While it is appropriate that berthing be developed to meet demand, it would 
not be appropriate to compromise the heritage or existing recreation resource in doing so. 

c. A number of isolated, unserviced mooring jetties already exist, e.g. Dromaan and Rossmore. The further 
development of such facilities should take place in the context of a cooperatively prepared strategic plan (See a. 
above). 

d. The installation of posts in the channel would constitute a navigation hazard unless made highly visible, in which 
case they would have a disproportionate visual impact. 

e. An historic jetty on the Woodford river was refurbished by the IWAI for public use some 20 years ago. Any further 
such developments should take place in the context of a strategic plan for berthing provision, and should take 
account of the sensitivity of the rivers particularly as spawning places for fish. 

f. Berthing provision on the headrace could be dangerous (if vessels were to lose power or come loose unmanned from 
their berth). Berthing on the tailrace should be considered in the context of a strategic plan for berthing and other 
facilities provision on the waterway. 

g. Private marina development using historic harbour sites should be considered in the context of a strategic plan, 
taking into account the value and sensitivity of the historic harbour infrastructure and setting. 

h. Waterways Ireland does make its harbours available for winter mooring, 1st November to 30th March, at a charge of 
€12.70 per month. 

i. On-land storage should be considered / encouraged as a means to derive local economic benefit from the waterway, 
subject to standard planning procedures. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
6.4.1-2, 6.4.5 
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5.8.2 Facilities 
 
There is general agreement that there are insufficient facilities 
on the waterway. It is argued by some consultees that all 
mooring places should be equipped with toilets and showers, 
pump-out facilities, dustbins (including recycling), water points, 
fuel points, electricity points and picnic facilities. 
 
A lack of the required vessel maintenance skills and facilities 
has been identified, including of ‘lift out’ facilities, chandleries / 
workshops, boatyards / hardstands. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
The ongoing improvement of facilities at public berthing and recreation places under the auspices of the Lough Derg Study 
and Lough Derg International Waterpark Design Guide (see 4.14 above) will address the stakeholders’ requirements to 
some extent. The Study proposed a masterplan of hierarchical facilities provision with a spatial spread that reflects 
accessibility, environmental quality, existing infrastructure and settlement patterns. 
 
In keeping with the Lough Derg Study it is not considered appropriate that all locations be equally equipped, but that a 
hierarchy is maintained to suit different requirements / preferences. For example, the character of a berthing location such 
as Rossmore could be compromised by the provision of substantial additional infrastructure. 
 
The Lough Derg Study is the first planning and development initiative to have addressed the waterway at a cross-county 
level, and represents an important step towards cooperative strategic resource management. Although the Lough Derg 
Study and Design Guide do pursue the concept of interaction between land-based and water-based activities, they do not 
address the requirements of navigation specifically, e.g. berthage, pump-outs, water, electricity and fuel points, dustbins 
and recycling, etc. It would therefore be appropriate for the initiative be extended functionally, to cover navigation-specific 
facilities requirements (see Consultants’ Response to 5.8.1a above) and geographically, to include the remainder of the 
South Shannon, i.e. the navigation access routes to Lough Derg. Vessel maintenance infrastructure should be addressed 
by such a plan. 
 

  
 
 
6.4.5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.8.3 Environmental Impact 
 
Consultees suggested a number of measures to reduce the 
impact of navigation on the waterway corridor environment 
(the issue of pump-out facilities is dealt with in Item 5.8.4 
below): 
 
a. Determining the limit of the waterway’s environmental 

carrying capacity for navigation based on ecological 
assessment, and limiting navigation facilities development 
accordingly. 

b. A standard approach to, or detailed guidance on, harbour / 
marina siting and design to ensure high quality, 
environmentally sustainable development. 

c. Environmental Management Plans for the operation of 
marinas and harbours as a condition of planning 
permission. 

d. The use of natural timber in the construction of jetties on 
the waterway, as opposed to concrete structures. 

 
Certain consultees expressed concern over the perceived 
escalation of the problem of boat wash. It is believed that 
severe erosion and habitat damage is occurring along the 
banks, especially in narrow channels. 
 
The recent phenomenon of power boats and large ocean-
going vessels on the waterway is of particular concern. Certain 
consultees are also concerned over the visual impact of the 
larger vessels. There is a view that such vessels have 
inherently greater environmental impact than traditional 
cruisers, and that the consequence of their proliferation on the 
waterway will be serious. 
 

  
 
It is appropriate, considering the international significance of the natural heritage resource (almost the entire Shannon and 
its banks are designated pNHA, cSAC or SPA), that measures be taken to ensure that use of the waterway for navigation 
does not compromise the integrity of the resource. 
 
a. The number and type of vessels allowed on the waterway, through registration and / or berthage and slipway access 

provision should be guided by a comprehensive waterway plan as discussed in Item 5.8.1 above. This should take 
account of the environmental sensitivity of the resource (natural, cultural and social) and the impact profile of the 
various vessel types (power, displacement, speed, wave wash, noise, size, etc.). 

b. The preparation by the authorities of siting and design guidelines for harbours, marinas and vessel maintenance 
facilities, is appropriate. In combination with a strategic, plan-led approach to the location of berthage, in which sites 
and areas of lesser sensitivity (and consequently greater development capacity) and areas of greater sensitivity 
(requiring development restraint) are identified, this would minimise the environmental impact of navigation 
development. 

c. It is appropriate that any planning permissions granted by the authorities for harbours, marinas and vessel maintenance 
facilities, be conditional on the preparation of an Environmental Management Plan by the operator. 

d. The selection of materials for construction of jetties and other navigation infrastructure should be informed by 
environmental, social and economic sustainability objectives. This principle would best be ensured by the preparation of 
a detailed design guide for navigation infrastructure. 

 
The Heritage Council is presently finalising a literature study on the effects of wave wash on shorelines generally. The 
resulting information will be of assistance to the authorities in protection / management of the resource. It would be 
appropriate for this study to be augmented by another that classifies the impact profile of the various vessel types. 
 

  
 
6.3.2, 6.4.3-5, 
6.4.8-13 
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5.8.4 Water Quality – Pump-out Facilities 
 
There is concern among consultees that the pump-out facilities 
on the waterway are inadequate in number and inconveniently 
located, often out of order and poorly maintained by the 
authorities. The systematic discharge of sewage from vessels’ 
holding tanks into the waterway is attributed to this perceived 
infrastructural inadequacy. 
 
It is suggested that all new berthing facilities should include the 
installation of pump-outs. There is local disappointment that a 
new public harbour recently constructed at Garrykennedy has 
no pump-out facility. 
 
The present situation whereby the responsibility for pump-out 
maintenance is split between Waterways Ireland and the local 
authorities is identified as a contributing factor to the problem. 
It has been suggested that the network should be maintained 
by a single authority, to ensure efficient operation and 
maintenance. 
 
Certain consultees also expressed concern that many vessels 
using the waterway are not equipped with sewage holding 
tanks, and therefore discharge directly into the waterway. It is 
believed that Waterways Ireland does not carry out sufficient 
vessel inspections to ensure widespread compliance with the 
salient bye-law. 
 
Consultees suspect that the impact is greatest in the summer 
months in enclosed harbours and marinas, where water 
circulation is poor. It is suggested that water quality in these 
locations be regularly monitored to encourage a response from 
users and the authorities. 
 

  
 
 
A 1994 amendment of the Shannon Navigation (Construction of Vessels) Bye-laws, 1992 (S.I. No. 79 of 1992) states: “A 
toilet fitted to a vessel shall be so constructed and fitted as to prevent polluting matter from being discharged or passing 
into the navigation”. If this bye-law is to be effective, a fully operational network of pump-out facilities should be provided 
throughout the waterway, conveniently located, easily operated and regularly maintained, to facilitate and encourage their 
habitual use. With the infrastructure in place, a programme of regular inspection and enforcement is required to ensure 
compliance, with meaningful sanctions for offenders. 
 
Waterways Ireland has indicated that the number of pump-out facilities per unit length of channel provided on the Shannon 
exceeds the number on navigations elsewhere. Nonetheless, it is Waterways Ireland policy to install pump-outs in all new 
and upgraded harbours / marinas, to add to the network which has thus far been provided primarily by the local authorities. 
A pump-out has been installed by Waterways Ireland in the new Garrykennedy harbour, and will become operational once 
a sewerage connection is available. To facilitate their use, Waterways Ireland reserves the mooring places adjacent to the 
pump-outs in all their harbours. 
 
Pump-out facilities are an essential part of the navigation infrastructure, along with the channel, locks and weirs, mooring 
places, etc. As such it is appropriate that pump-out provision and maintenance should be the responsibility of the 
navigation authority, Waterways Ireland, as opposed to a combination of authorities. At present Waterways Ireland owns 
only two of the pump-outs on the Shannon Navigation; the other public facilities are provided and maintained by the local 
authorities. Waterways Ireland is in constant contact with the local authorities in the effort to keep their pump-outs 
operational. The Waterways Ireland Special Policy Unit is presently compiling recommendations on the pump-out 
ownership and maintenance issue, and a sub group of the Shannon RBD Management Group has been convened to 
consider and advise on the issues of pump-out and service block provision. 
 
Enforcement is similarly the responsibility of the navigation authority. Considering that the number of vessels registered on 
the Shannon Navigation now exceeds 5,700, the Waterways Ireland Inspectorate staff (two inspectors and two boat 
persons) assigned to the Shannon is inadequate to ensure compliance with the bye-law. According to Waterways Ireland 
records, vessel inspections in this regard have been carried out on some 10% of the cruiser hire fleet, but none on 
privately owned vessels. It is appropriate that future Shannon Navigation registrations and re-registrations require that 
vessels be equipped with holding tanks in accordance with the Bye-laws, and that the bye-laws be enforced. 
 
A programme of water quality monitoring at harbours and marinas to quantify the local impact of the present situation in 
terms of facilities provision and user compliance, is appropriate. This would provide the evidence required to encourage 
action by the authorities and users. The Shannon RBD’s attention to the issue might be employed in this regard. 
 
 
 

  
 
 
6.4.9-13 
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5.8.5 Waterway Use, Safety & Policing 
 
Certain consultees expressed concern over the user conflicts 
arising from the increase in number and the types of vessels 
on the waterway. More experienced waterway users complain 
of inappropriate and inconsiderate behaviour, contrary to an 
‘unwritten code of conduct’ and the bye-laws. Jet skis and the 
new classes of larger and/or faster vessels in particular are 
perceived by certain consultees to be a nuisance and a danger 
to other waterway users. 
 
Experienced boat owners lack confidence in the capabilities of 
the hirers and ‘new users’. A lessening interaction and 
camaraderie between boat owners and boat hirers, and 
between the owners of various types of vessels, is attributed to 
these conflicts. Consultees made the following suggestions to 
alleviate the problems: 

- A greater presence and willingness by the authorities to 
impose sanctions for inappropriate and illegal behaviour. 
There are concerns that Waterways Ireland and the 
Gardai do not have the resources to adequately police 
the changing patterns of use of the waterway, nor the 
authority to charge or fine a person or vessel that breaks 
the bye laws. 

- Awareness campaigns and training courses (especially 
by boat sales and hire companies). 

- A certificate of competence or license, following a 
standard training course, for all vessel pilots including jet 
skis and boat hirers. 

- Deliberate exclusion of larger (ocean-going) vessels 
from the waterway through infrastructure design 
(berthing, etc.). 

- Activity zoning, to negate the potential for user conflicts. 
In ‘control zones’, for example in areas with established 
angling or sailing use, speed limits could be more clearly 
displayed and actively policed. 

 

  
 
 
It is appropriate in the interest of social and economic sustainability that the range of opportunities for boating and other 
waterway activities, and the quality of experience of each, is maximised. New users and activities provide valuable input to 
the local economy and contribute to recognition / appreciation of the resource. In order to facilitate the increase in use of 
the resource, new forms of management and policing are required to minimise the impacts on existing activities and users. 
 
Activity zoning has been employed internationally to minimise user conflicts and environmental impacts resulting from 
increased resource use. Zoning takes account of existing / historic patterns of use, distribution of access points, the 
environmental requirements and impacts of different users and environmental sensitivity, to define areas of limitation or 
exclusion of various vessels and activities. It is appropriate that this approach be considered for application on the 
Shannon Navigation, particularly in high usage areas such as Lough Derg. The Maritime Safety Act, 2005 (Part II, Section 
5) provides for both local authorities and Waterways Ireland to impose spatial and temporal activity restrictions on waters 
in their jurisdiction by means of bye-laws. 
 
Should the impacts of certain vessels and activities be identified as overly impactful on the heritage or recreation resource, 
then consideration of their exclusion from the waterway would be appropriate. 
 
An alternative or complementary approach to the ‘limits and exclusion approach’ (zoning) is one of ‘education and self-
regulation’. This can take the form of (a) user information on how to use, protect and enjoy the waterway, and / or by (b) 
formal education, certification and licensing. User information provision is recommended as a matter of course by means 
of on-site display of regulations and codes of conduct (Waterways Ireland has developed a signage design manual and is 
preparing to install signage at all access points) and distribution through clubs, associations, equipment retailers, etc. 
Certification and licensing are more difficult to implement and controversial since they automatically exclude potential 
users from the waterway. The impact of a license requirement for vessel pilots could be catastrophic to the cruiser hire 
industry in Ireland. Debate between the affected parties and authorities is required to properly consider the issue. 
 
Whether waterway management takes the form of activity zoning, user education or a combination of both, the increase in 
user numbers and variety demands a higher degree of policing to ensure user compliance with the bye-laws, codes of 
conduct and management measures in place. As identified in Item 5.8.4 above, the Waterways Ireland Inspectorate 
resources assigned to the Shannon are inadequate to ensure compliance with the bye-laws; according to Waterways 
Ireland records, no speeding fines have been issued by the authority. Experience on the Shannon and elsewhere has 
shown that policing visibility is particularly effective in changing users’ behaviour. It is appropriate that measures be taken 
to increase the visible presence of the authorities on the waterway, either by increasing the dedicated resources of the 
authority or by co-opting appropriate partners. 
 
 

  
 
 
6.3.2, 6.4.14-16 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.8.6 Vessel Licensing and Taxation 
 
It was suggested by consultees that Waterways Ireland’s 
registration / licensing procedure should be extended to 
include all vessels, including jet skis, etc. 
 
Certain consultees suggested that an annual tax should be 
levied on licensed vessels, to contribute to management / 
development of the navigation. Others however expressed 
concern that such a charge might exclude people from the 
opportunity to experience the waterway. 

  
 
It is appropriate, in the interest of informed waterway facilities provision, activity management (e.g. zoning) and policing, 
that all vessels (including jet skis) should be registered. In addition to vessel type, length, beam, draft, engine type and 
horse power presently recorded in the registration process, it would be appropriate to include information on the 
permanent mooring / storage place of the vessel, whether or not it is equipped with a holding tank, and the experience or 
certification of the owner / pilot. 
 
The navigation is an element of the national transport infrastructure, as are the road and rail networks and the airports. 
Taxation / payment for use of these facilities is accepted by all users. It is therefore appropriate that taxation of navigation 
users be considered, if users can be guaranteed that the revenue would channelled directly into maintenance, 
development and management of use of the infrastructure. Issues such as berthage and associated facilities (pump-outs, 
service blocks, etc.) provision and maintenance, waterway policing resources, lock and bridge operation, etc. might all be 
improved with the additional funding sourced directly from the users. However, the potential impact of such a tax on the 
leisure and tourism industry (in an area in need of economic development) should be carefully considered. 

  
 
6.4.16 
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5.8.7 Water Levels 
 
Concern has been expressed that the ESB is allowing the 
water level to drop too low, without proper warning to 
navigation users. This can and has led to accidents / 
groundings. 
 
Concern has been expressed that peat silt emanating from 
Bord na Mona harvesting upstream continues to layer the 
bottom of the river and lake, and that this may impact on 
navigation in the future. 

  
 
 
The ESB has indicated that the water level upstream of Parteen Weir is maintained between the high and low water 
parameters established at the initiation of the Shannon Hydroelectric Scheme operations. Daily measures of precipitation 
in the catchment, evaporation, etc. are used to calculate the volume of water to be released through Parteen Weir into the 
Ardnacrusha Headrace and the natural Shannon channel. Management practices are in place to ensure that the water 
level is maintained in normal and flood periods, in consultation with Waterways Ireland. Any variations in water level must 
therefore be the result of unrelated factors, for example siltation caused by peat extraction upstream, or afforestation in the 
catchment. 
 
It is the responsibility of Waterways Ireland to issue ‘Notices to Mariners’ in the case of seasonal shallow waters, channel 
obstructions, etc. It does so by means of established communications links to the IWAI, the cruiser hire companies, etc. In 
support of the ESB’s assertion that the level of Lough Derg is maintained between levels suitable for navigation, 
Waterways Ireland reports that while complaints have been received about shallow waters in the North Shannon, none 
have been received about the South Shannon. 
 

  
 
 
None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.8.8 Lock and Bridge Openings 
 
The timing of openings of the Portumna bridge, and the 
opening of the lock at Meelick (which closes over lunch), are 
identified by consultees as an inconvenience and a safety risk 
(due to the resulting congestion at these locations). Queuing 
periods of up to several hours for passage through Victoria 
Lock (Meelick) have been reported. Sunday afternoons during 
the summer are identified as critical times, when a large 
number of cruisers, having spent the weekend on Lough Derg, 
are making their way north towards berthing places upstream. 
 
It has been suggested that even minor adjustments to the 
opening times might alleviate the problem. For example, a 
delay of half an hour from 3pm to 3:30pm, or alternatively an 
additional later opening at 4:30pm on Sundays, would lessen 
the rush to Portumna bridge. 

  
 
In light of the increasing number of vessels using the waterway and the numerous representations in this regard from 
waterway users, it is appropriate that the authority review the current bridge and lock opening times. Waterways Ireland 
has indicated that a review of lock keepers’ working conditions (including hours) is underway. 
 

  
 
None 
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5.8.9 Limerick Navigation 
 
Consultees expressed concern that the Limerick to 
Ardnacrusha stretch is impractical for navigation due to the 
tidal effect on the lower reaches of the Shannon and the surge 
effect from Ardnacrusha when more than one of the four 
turbines is in operation. 
 
Consultees expressed concern that the mooring in Limerick 
beside Arthur’s Quay is poorly located in terms of access and 
security. Considering also the status of the Limerick – 
Ardnacrusha navigation, the harbour is considered by some to 
be unsustainable. It has been suggested that a Harbour 
Master is required, possibly on a seasonal basis, for security 
purposes and to assist in navigating the stretch to 
Ardnacrusha. It is also suggested that a river guide be 
produced to assist navigation. 
 
It was also suggested that the Arthur’s Quay moorings should 
be converted into a floating museum, displaying vessels 
representing the numerous eras of navigation which affected 
the city. 
 

  
 
 
Substantial capital works were carried out between 1991 and 2001 to improve the Limerick navigation, co-funded by 
Waterways Ireland, Limerick City Council and Shannon Development. These works, which were carried out in conjunction 
with the Limerick Main Drainage Scheme, included: 

- the construction of a 260m long weir from Curragour Point to Shannon Rowing Club at Sarsfield Bridge; 
- the restoration of the lock at Sarsfield Bridge and the installation of lock gates; 
- the dredging of a channel in the Abbey River and downstream of Sarsfield Lock to provide sufficient depth for 

navigation. 
 
However, navigational difficulties / inconveniences remain: 
 
(a) When more than one of the four turbines in the Ardnacrusha hydroelectric power station are in operation, the flow 

velocity in the tailrace and the Abbey River through Limerick City centre is too high for navigation; 
(b) When, as a result of the tide the level of the Shannon rises above the weir in the city centre, the airdraft (distance 

between the water surface and the underside of the bridge) beneath the bridges is insufficient for the passage of 
some vessels. 

 
These difficulties are preventing Limerick City from achieving its full potential as a gateway to, and a destination on the 
Navigation. A study has been undertaken to identify ways to ameliorate the flow velocity in the Abbey River to overcome 
the problems. It is appropriate that any possible infrastructural measures to further improve the Limerick – Ardnacrusha 
navigation be pursued. 
 
To complement the capital works and encourage use of the Limerick Navigation Waterways Ireland produced a navigation 
chart in the form of a pamphlet, “Navigation from Killaloe to Limerick” and, in association with Shannon Development, 
Limerick City Council and Afloat Magazine, a guide book, “City Cruising, Navigating the Killaloe-Limerick Waterway”. The 
latter provides detailed guidance on planning the passage with consideration of Ardnacrusha and the tidal effect. Stick-on 
inserts for Waterways Ireland’s “Shannon Navigation Charts” have been distributed to all lock keepers on the Shannon. 
Information signage has been erected at strategic locations on the waterway. In addition, a telephone information system 
has been put in place for the 2006 season by Waterways Ireland in partnership with the ESB in relation to Ardnacrusha. 
Several studies / projects are underway to record flow velocities and thereby improve information provision to assist 
navigation. 
 
The Limerick Navigation works also included the installation of floating moorings at Custom House Quay, Arthur's Quay 
and George's Quay, allowing mooring in the heart of the city. The Custom House Quay moorings are secure and well-
used, and a footpath has been installed to further improve access to the city from the waterway. The Arthur’s Quay 
moorings suffer from a lack of passive surveillance (e.g. buildings, streets, etc. overlooking the area) due to the local land 
use pattern. It can be expected however that within the short to medium term Arthur’s Quay itself will be redeveloped to 
fulfil its potential as a key site in the rejuvenating Riverside City. This would significantly improve the security of the 
moorings. Should the navigability of the Limerick – Ardnacrusha stretch be further improved, as expected, then the 
demand for such city centre moorings would increase dramatically. It is therefore appropriate that the moorings be kept in 
use as a public harbour. 
 

  
 
 
6.4.17-18 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 77

5.9 Natural Heritage 
 

Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.9.1 Conservation 
 
The significance of the natural heritage as a biodiversity resource and a 
recreation, tourism and interpretation resource is widely recognised by 
consultees. The following areas were identified as having particular 
conservation value: 

- The stretch between Meelick and Portumna (bounded by the 
Shannon and the Little Brosna to the east). In consultation local 
land owners / farmers reported a decline in wildlife in this uniquely 
significant wildfowl area (this has not been scientifically verified). 

- The Scarriff River and other feeder streams, the ecological status 
of which is critical to the biodiversity of the waterway. 

- The stretch between Limerick and O’Briensbridge, where 
significant areas of natural and semi-natural habitats remain 
relatively undisturbed. 

- Woodland and wetland areas surrounding Lough Derg, which have 
conservation as well as recreation and interpretation value. 

 
Consultees suggested the following conservation measures: 

- A wildlife management / development plan for the waterway 
corridor. Based on detailed flora, fauna and water quality studies to 
determine ecological status, the identification of actions and 
strategies for habitat enhancement. 

- Designation of a Lough Derg National Park. 
- The local authorities to restrict development in areas identified as 

of ecological significance, by ensuring the following: 
- environmental impact assessment of development proposals, 
- promotion of ‘eco-friendly’ development, 
- submission of vegetation surveys with development proposals, 

detailing species, size and condition, 
- planting of indigenous trees with any new development, with 

species, size and condition specified in development plans. 
- The local authorities to make Tree Preservation Orders to ensure 

retention of important trees in urban and rural areas. 
- Preparation of a strategic sewage management plan for the 

waterway corridor, specifically the Lough Derg area. 
- Provision of a full range of recycling facilities in the waterway 

corridor, particularly at harbours. 
 
There is concern among certain consultees that changing land 
management regimes are resulting in alterations to valuable historically 
managed habitats. It has been noted that hazel scrub is encroaching 
where previously there was species-rich grassland, and that shallow 
bays are becoming bogs as a result of siltation. 
 
 
Continued Overleaf… 

  
 
 
The European Communities (Natural Habitats) Regulations, 1997, which translate the European Council 
Habitats directive into Irish law, should ensure that the substantial areas of the corridor designated cSAC and 
SPA are protected from development or activities which threaten the integrity of the sites, except for ‘imperative 
reasons of overriding public interest’. The Regulations require that all proposed developments or activities not 
directly related to the management of these sites should be subject to an environmental impact assessment 
(EIA). Development or activities on lands not designated, but which might adversely affect a designated site, 
should also be subject to EIA. Accordingly, there should be no deterioration in the individual designated sites. 
 
Although effective in achieving its primary objective, i.e. the protection of threatened sites against destruction or 
degradation, there are limitations to the effectiveness of this approach. It has been termed ‘emergency room 
conservation’ in that only the isolated patches of landscape considered most vulnerable are protected. Habitats 
and species not considered to be threatened in the European context, but which may be very valuable 
components of Ireland’s biodiversity, are awarded no specific protection measures. Nor are concepts such as 
scale, connectivity and heterogeneity as the determinants of landscape ecological stability promoted by such an 
approach to conservation. The requirement for integrated, large scale systems of protected green space and 
habitats (including core areas, buffer zones, corridors and restoration areas) for meaningful biodiversity 
management has gained mainstream support in Europe and elsewhere. 
 
A previous assessment of the possibility of declaring a portion of the Shannon River corridor a national park, 
made in the Waterway Corridor Study of the Shannon from Lanesborough to Shannonbridge (Buchanan, 2004), 
commented as follows: “…at present there is no specific legislative base for National Parks in Ireland. To create 
a new National Park would require the State to purchase the land surrounding the lake and the islands within 
it… [This illustrates] a substantial gap in our national legislation to enable the provision of parks outside the 
conventional state ownership model. There is no recognised statutory or other mechanism by which agencies in 
partnership can come together to instigate the integrated management of an area for common conservation and 
socio-economic goals. At present, the Government are considering review of legislation to provide a legal basis 
for National Parks. The development of Lough Ree as a regional park under a new model could pioneer new 
ground in Ireland and pave the way for a new kind of park focused on humanised landscapes, community 
involvement, socio and economic development of eco-tourism, conservation and integrated management”. 
 
In the South Shannon corridor an opportunity for large-scale integrated management exists. The ESB and 
Waterways Ireland jointly own and manage the waterway. The ESB owns the foreshore area, a strip of land 
averaging 30m in width around 90% of the Lough Derg shoreline, in total some 1,417ha. Coillte and the local 
authorities own several strategically located woodlands bordering on the lake. In combination this area is the 
most ecologically valuable portion of the waterway corridor, much of it designated cSAC, pNHA and / or SPA. At 
present each portion (waterway, foreshore, woodlands) is subject to a separate management regime. The 
opportunity exists to dramatically increase the conservation status of this combined area, and thereby the 
corridor as a whole, by the various semi-state owners voluntarily devising a combined biodiversity management 
plan with support from the National Parks and Wildlife Service. 
 
The national park model applied presently in Ireland (e.g. the Burren, Killarney and Wicklow Mountains National 
Parks) is based on the IUCN (World Conservation Union) Category II park designation. As identified in the 
Buchanan Study (2004), this model requires single (state) ownership of the area, and management mainly for 
ecosystem protection, i.e. the exclusion of human occupation and exploitation of the area. The IUCN promotes 
seven ‘park’ models in total however, one of which is designed specifically for areas characterised by a high 
degree of human interaction with the environment. 
 
Continued overleaf… 
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Consultees suggested that greater cooperation between land owners 
and the NPWS is required to ensure appropriate conservation of a 
natural heritage resource of national significance. The potential has been 
identified for combining management of the ESB, Waterways Ireland, 
Coillte and local authority owned areas in the corridor to establish the 
nucleus of a national park or similar conservation area. 
 
Consultees expressed concern that the Rural Environmental Protection 
Scheme (REPS) does not make sufficient allowance for the 
consequences and costs to farmers of managing the callows in the 
required historic tradition. They are of the opinion that, considering the 
particularly high value and vulnerability of the callows, an additional 
measure of some form is required to ensure the proper management of 
these areas. 

IUCN Category V park designated areas, commonly known as ‘Protected Landscapes’, combine the protection 
of natural heritage and cultural resource utilisation. It is particularly suitable for areas such as the waterway 
corridor, where human interaction in the landscape (for production, e.g. agriculture and forestry) and recreation 
(e.g. cruising, angling, walking), is prevalent. In an article in the IUCNs “Parks” journal, Volume 13, no.2, 2003, 
Peter Ogden commented: “Where traditional farming systems have remained unchanged for long periods of 
time and reflect an intimate relationship with the environment, important wildlife habitats or specialised plant and 
animal communities thrive. Given these circumstances, farming makes a real and positive contribution to the 
distinctiveness and individuality of local landscapes and the basis for their habitat diversity… Of key 
significance, is the realisation that the Protected Landscape approach provides both a practical and economic 
role for farmers and an important framework around which environmental conservation can be linked to the 
improvement of the quality of life for local people”. Accordingly, Protected Landscape designation is potentially 
suitable not only for the state-owned areas discussed above, but also for the remainder of the waterway 
corridor. The area is undergoing a decline in its main economic sectors, tourism and agriculture, and would 
benefit from the heightened profile gained from IUCN designation, as a stimulus for ecotourism and agricultural 
diversification. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
5.9.2 Water Quality and Protection of Water Resources 
 
There is agreement among consultees that water quality is of paramount 
importance in securing a sustainable future for the waterway corridor, 
and as such no development or activity which compromises water quality 
should be allowed. Certain consultees are of the view that increased 
efforts by the local authorities and other agencies are required to totally 
eliminate all sources of pollution and not just settle for meeting the 
required standards / parameters. Concerns were expressed about the 
following pollution sources: 

- Discharges from local authority sewage treatment schemes, or 
discharges as a result of a lack of adequate local authority 
treatment works in settlement areas. The waterway in the vicinity 
of Scarriff and Whitegate, Co. Clare, and Eyrecourt, Co. Galway 
was identified by consultees as being severely affected by such 
discharges. It was suggested that all proposals for development in 
the corridor should be required to incorporate sustainable drainage 
schemes for disposal of wastewater and surface waters. 

- Discharges from private, individual septic tanks in unserviced rural 
areas. 

- Discharges from public facilities. 
- Run-off from agricultural lands, coniferous plantations and 

peatlands, leading to eutrophication (excessive nutrient content, 
particularly Nitrates and Phosphates) and siltation. 

- Discharges from waterway vessels’ holding tanks as a result of an 
inadequate network of pump-out facilities. 

- Oil, diesel and other discharges from waterway vessels, resulting 
from inadequate vessel maintenance facilities and owner neglect. 

 
Consultees suggested that a systematic water quality sampling and 
reporting programme should be implemented throughout the waterway, 
with particular focus on problem areas such as the vicinity of sewage 
treatment plant. Incidences of lack of compliance with standards should 
be reported to the EPA. 
 
There is widespread consultee support for the EU Water Framework 
Directive (WFD), and calls for the local authorities and other statutory 
agencies to ensure its full implementation. 

  
 
 
The fundamental objective of the WFD (discussed in Item 5.7.2 above) is to maintain ‘high status’ (chemical and 
ecological status) of waters where it exists, achieve ‘good status’ for all waters by 2015 and prevent the 
deterioration to the existing status of waters. Central to the accomplishment of this objective is the establishment 
of an integrated monitoring and management system for all waters within each River Basin District. This will 
inform the development of a dynamic programme of management measures and the production of River Basin 
Management Plans, which will be continually updated. 
 
Article 10 of the European Communities (Water Policy) Regulations, 2003, which translates the WFD into Irish 
national policy, states: ”The EPA shall prepare not later than 22 June 2006, following consultation with the 
relevant public authorities and such other persons as it considers appropriate, a programme of monitoring of 
water status in order to provide a coherent and comprehensive overview of water status within each river basin 
district in accordance with Articles 7(1) and 8 of the Directive”. As per Article V of the WFD, the surveillance 
monitoring programme will record and assess: 

- parameters indicative of all biological quality elements [this includes the abundance and age structure of 
fish fauna], 

- parameters indicative of all hydromorphological quality elements, 
- parameters indicative of all general physico-chemical quality elements, 
- priority list pollutants which are discharged into the river basin or sub-basin, and 
- other pollutants discharged in significant quantities in the river basin or sub-basin. 

 
“The monitoring network shall be designed so as to provide a coherent and comprehensive overview of 
ecological and chemical status within each river basin and shall permit classification of water bodies into five 
classes consistent with the normative definitions in section 1.2. Member States shall provide a map or maps 
showing the surface water monitoring network in the river basin management plan”. 
 
In addition to surveillance monitoring the WFD prescribes that operational and investigative monitoring 
programmes should be established where initial assessments have identified that a water body is at risk of 
failing to meet its environmental objectives, or where it is known that ‘priority list’ (WFD, Annex X) substances 
are being discharged to the water body. In this case, the monitoring network (monitoring point locations) should 
be designed so as to assess the magnitude and impact of the point sources of pollution, either individually or on 
the water body as a whole. 
 
With implementation of the WFD, as is underway in the Shannon RBD with the full support and cooperation of 
the local authorities, the River Basin Management Plan will identify and monitor the impact of all significant point 
and diffuse sources of pollution. The Plan will also include a summary of the controls adopted for point source 
discharges and other activities with an impact on the status of water. As such all of the concerns raised by 
consultees in relation to water quality and protection, should be adequately addressed. 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.9.3 Fish Stocks and Angling 
 
There are conflicting perceptions among consultees of the state of fish 
stocks in the Lower Shannon. While some are of the opinion that stocks 
are healthy, the majority believes that fish numbers have declined, as a 
result of one or a combination of: 

- Reduced water quality. 
- Poor fisheries management. Certain consultees within the angling 

community believe that since the ESB’s primary function is the 
generation and distribution of electricity, the resources allocated to 
fisheries management are inadequate and vital functions such as 
stream rehabilitation, protection and predator control are not 
carried out. 

- Over-fishing. There is suspicion that particularly continental tourists 
have been taking more than the quotas and regulations allow. 

- Occasional fish kills, attributed to either farmers flushing out slurry 
tankers into the waterway, or excessive surface use of phosphate 
on tree plantations. 

- Shoreline development, including housing, access roads, mooring 
places, etc. 

 
The following measures have been suggested to improve fish stocks: 

- Management of the fishery should be taken over by the Fisheries 
Boards. 

- Greater cooperation between the fisheries manager and the 
angling clubs, to share information on the status of fish stocks and 
take measures to protect them. 

- Maintenance of a natural or semi-natural buffer along all river 
banks including feeder streams, to facilitate fish spawning. 

- Restriction of shoreline development, and the removal of 
unauthorised development. 

- Restriction of more damaging waterway activities such as jet skiing 
in the vicinity of sensitive fish spawning areas. 

- Termination of year-round fyke net licenses by the ESB for eel 
fishing. 

- Regulations to ensure that forestry drains do not exceed a 25 
degree gradient, with ponds and seepage areas at regular 
intervals. 

- Awareness and education courses aimed at young people to 
promote and interest in the fishery. 

 
There is concern over the erosion of anglers’ rights of access to the 
shoreline. They are of the opinion that these should be considered as 
property rights. 
 

  
 
 
At present there is no formal fish stock monitoring or assessment programme in place on the Shannon or 
elsewhere in Ireland. There is consequently limited information on species populations. It is known however that 
stocks of salmon and eel are declining, and that pollan is severely threatened. (Research conducted into fish 
stocks for this study is summarised in Table 2.1.) 
 
The CFB has devised and obtained funding for a National Research Programme, which will monitor the status of 
fish stocks throughout the inland fisheries. This programme, which should be implemented by the new National 
Inland Fisheries Authority (NIFA – see 1.5.13) following the dissolution of the CFB and RFBs, will provide the 
information required to clarify the status of the fish stocks and provide support for the development and 
promotion of the fisheries. The Programme should shed light on whether the decline in salmon and eel stocks is 
a result of local factors which can be locally addressed, or is in keeping with international trends as is suspected. 
With regard to the pollan, an endangered species occurring in only four locations in Ireland and nowhere else in 
Europe, its lack of ‘angling value’ has probably led to inadequate management attention. The National Research 
Programme allocates resources specifically to ‘conservation species’, which should benefit the pollan. 
 
The implementation of the WFD (discussed in Items 5.6.2 and 5.9.2 above) and other initiatives such as the 
Nitrates Directive will result in continuous improvement of water quality in the Shannon in the future. Damaging 
agricultural and forestry practices, extractive industries, wastewater treatment practices and development should 
be curbed by the ‘catchment management’ approach to the benefit of the fisheries. The CFB reports that it has 
also initiated dialogue with forest managers and farmers regarding the impacts of their activities on the fisheries, 
with positive results. Research is due to be carried out by the fisheries authority in 2006 on the effects of siltation 
from peat extraction on riverine habitats and fisheries. 
 
In 2000 the ESB delegated responsibility for management of the Lower Shannon fisheries to the CFB by means 
of an eight year lease. The CFB in turn passed on responsibility to the Shannon RFB. The Lower Shannon 
fisheries are therefore subject to the same management regime as the remainder of the Shannon River. It is 
appropriate that this arrangement be renewed as the NIFA assumes the responsibilities of the CFB and RFBs. 
 
As part of the restructured inland fisheries management model Regional Advisory Boards are to be established 
to provide stakeholder input into policy formulation and sectoral development in addition to advising on an 
ongoing basis in respect of local developments. This should ensure greater input from local angling interests into 
fisheries management. 
 
In relation to anglers’ access to the waterway, some 90% of the Lough Derg shoreline is in ownership of the 
ESB. As the property owner the ESB dictates the use of these lands, by initially consenting to developers’ 
applications for planning permission and then licensing developments based on receipt of planning permission. 
The ESB is entitled to, and is supportive of, maintaining sporting access along the shoreline in its ownership. 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.9.4 Invasive Species 
 
There is concern among stakeholders over the introduction to the 
waterway corridor of alien invasive species, and their potential to alter 
the habitat / conditions of indigenous species. 
 
Foremost among the concerns at present is the zebra mussel. While 
some believe that the mussel population is already declining as its food 
supply runs out others are of the view that the mussel has permanently 
established in the Shannon, with major long term consequences for the 
ecosystem. 
 
It is widely accepted that a strong campaign of public awareness and 
education is required to prevent further spread of the Zebra Mussel and 
other invasive species. A code of conduct for moving vessels between 
waterways, e.g. compulsory steam cleaning, etc. has been suggested. 
 
Another major concern among consultees is the mink. It is believed by 
some to be out-competing indigenous species and causing a decline in 
fish and bird populations. It is argued that a decisive response is required 
by the authorities to eradicate or control the species. 
 
 

  
 
 
The threat posed by invasive species to the waterway corridor, both as an environmental resource (biodiversity) 
and a socio-economic resource (tourism, recreation, education), is immense. As well as competing with, and 
possibly decimating indigenous species populations, invasive invertebrates (e.g. the zebra mussel), aquatic 
plants (e.g. curley leaved waterweed and Nuttalls waterweed), fish (e.g. dace) and mammals (e.g. mink) have 
the potential to cause irreparable damage to the navigation and angling resource. The corridor by its nature is 
vulnerable to the spread of aquatic invasive species, and has already been severely affected. The zebra mussel, 
now firmly established in the system, is known to have altered the ecological balance of the river but the full 
extent of its impact and interactions with other species are not yet fully understood. Research on the impact of 
this species and others such as the American mink is on-going. 
 
Preventing the introduction of an invasive is the most effective method of limiting the threat. However, given the 
high level of international, national and inter-catchment waterway traffic, other strategies will be required 
including early detection through monitoring, containment and effective methods of eradication (tested under 
local conditions). Since to date there is no national anti-invasive strategy, nor a single responsible body 
identified, a high level of cooperation is required between a broad range of parties to generate an appropriate 
response to the threat. 
 
Education of the public and the users (to whom the introduction and spread of invasives is largely attributed) is 
of primary importance. A multi-media approach is required to familiarise users with best-practice relating to the 
prevention of spread of alien species. 
 
Since many aquatic species are transported via ballast water in ships, Limerick Harbour is a particular threat to 
the Shannon waterway. It is important to address this situation by encouraging participation by relevant 
authorities in trans-global projects that work towards preventing the spread of aquatic species by shipping. 
 

  
 
 
6.5.10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.9.5 Blue-green Algae 
 
Consultees expressed concern over the summer phenomenon of blue-
green algae blooms, which can cause skin irritation after contact, and 
which caused the death of two dogs in 2005 after drinking affected water. 
 
While some maintain that the problem is worsening, other consultees 
remarked that algae blooms are natural phenomena which have always 
occurred on Lough Derg and which have seldom led to human ailment. 
They are of the view that the authorities’ reaction in 2005, including 
nationally aired warnings against bathing in affected waters, was over-
dramatic and unsophisticated. It is suggested that the authorities adopt a 
more coordinated approach which responds in a timely manner to the 
changeable situation. 
 

  
 
It is imperative that no significant human ailment should be allowed to result from contact with or consumption of 
the algae. Apart from the human impact, such a scenario could have a catastrophic effect on the tourism 
industry. However, an overreaction by the authorities and the press to what many local sources (including the 
Lough Derg Science Group and many experienced lake users) consider a less than dangerous phenomenon, 
could be equally damaging to a local economy largely reliant on water-based tourism. 
 
A single authority with responsibility for clarifying any misconceptions that may exist about the phenomenon, 
and responding to the issue in a timely manner, would be more effective that the existing situation of multiple 
authorities. A substantial amount of knowledge on the subject exists but is presently underutilised. It would be 
appropriate for the authority / authorities to employ the experience of long-time waterway users and the 
expertise of voluntary organisations such as the Lough Derg Science Group in responding to the issue. 
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5.10 Cultural Heritage 
 

Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.10.1 Cultural Heritage Sites 
 
There is widespread agreement that the cultural heritage of the 
waterway corridor is of national significance and requires a 
high degree of protection, and interpretation where possible. 
 
Consultees are concerned, where developments are proposed 
which might have impacts on recorded monuments or areas of 
potential archaeological interest, that field investigations are 
undertaken and conservation and management measures put 
in place to preserve the heritage. 
 
Consultees suggested that the local authorities work with local 
groups and individuals to identify and protect sites of 
archaeological interest, and educate communities and 
potential developers as to their value and vulnerability. 
 
The lack of berthage and information are identified by certain 
consultees as a restriction to access from the water to the 
cultural heritage sites. Particular concerns were raised in 
relation to the following features: 

- Holy Island. Consultees expressed frustration that 
attempts to make it accessible have been met by 
opposition from the authorities. Concern was raised over 
the lack of restoration following excavations of the 
children’s burial ground or Cillin in the 1970s. 

- Meelick. The Martello Tower is one of only two inland 
towers in the British Isles, but is effectively inaccessible. 

- Redwood Castle. The castle owners operate tourism and 
educational programmes at the site and suggest that 
efforts are required to improve access and signage to 
promote such heritage features. The historic ‘old 
Shannon Road’ leading from the castle to the river could 
be restored to allow access from the waterway. 

- The network of Napoleonic fortifications along the 
Shannon. 

- The network of towerhouses such as those at Pallas and 
Derryhiney. 

 

  
 
 
The statutory protection of Ireland’s cultural heritage is governed by a number of local, national, European and 
international policies. These are identified and discussed in Section 3 of Appendices 1 and 2 of this report (Cultural 
Heritage Report and Industrial Heritage Report). These policies must be taken account of when promoting any 
developments within the waterway corridor and should influence management of the waterway corridor generally. 
 
The provision of access to cultural heritage features in the waterway corridor is critically important, to increase local and 
broader awareness of the area’s historic significance and to provide interpretive products to support tourism development. 
It is appropriate that all sustainable opportunities for the provision of access and interpretation be pursued, including 
arrangements for permission to cross private lands, purchase of lands or rights of way, insurance, on-site guides where 
visitor numbers permit, etc. 
 
The opportunity exists to develop several networks / trails of heritage sites, each with particular academic and tourism 
interest value and geographic distribution, to improve dispersal of visitors around the area: 

- Ecclesiastical sites 
- Military fortifications 
- Tower houses 
- Big House estates 
- Navigation heritage 
- Industrial heritage 
- Thatched cottages 
- Emigration routes and sites of departure 
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5.11 Place-specific Issues 
 

Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.11.1 Meelick 
 
Consultees identified Meelick as a place of major cultural and natural 
historic significance, with substantial potential for visitor / interpretive 
development. 
 
A lack of mooring / waiting places at Victoria Lock and perceived 
problems in relation to lock opening times (specifically the closing of 
locks at lunch time), have been identified by users as the cause of 
navigation ‘bottlenecks’, which are a safety risk as well as an 
inconvenience. 
 
Concern has been expressed over the flooding of the callows area 
downstream of Meelick. Local land owners are concerned that the 
management of the weir / sluice gates has changed, with consequences 
for farmers downstream. 
 

  
 
 
Meelick’s substantial heritage-based amenity value is having positive socio-economic effect (e.g. the rise in 
popularity of the historic church for wedding ceremonies, and the recent reopening of a pub in the village). 
Further development of access to and interpretation of these resources is appropriate. 
 
The realisation of the Beira Breiffne walking route, which would follow the ESB embankment along the Galway 
shore of the Shannon between Portumna and Meelick, would further improve access to the area, and raise the 
profile of Meelick. 
 
As part of its 2006 Capital Works Programme Waterways Ireland replaced the existing jetties upstream of 
Victoria Lock with 100m of floating (waiting) moorings, and the existing jetties downstream of the lock with 60m 
of floating moorings. In light of the increasing number of vessels using the waterway and the numerous 
representations in this regard, it is appropriate that Waterways Ireland review the current operating hours of 
Victoria Lock. 
 
The ESB has indicated that management practices in relation to maintenance of the Shannon water level 
upstream of Parteen Weir have remained unchanged since the initiation of operation of the Shannon 
Hydroelectric Scheme. Given the increased awareness of the environmental and recreation value of the 
Shannon however, the management of the waterway with electricity generation as the main priority, requires re-
evaluation. 
 

  
 
 
6.3.3c, 6.4.17,  
 

5.11.2 Portumna 
 
Consultees identified the Portumna Bridge as a cause of congestion on 
the waterway. The inconvenient opening times and lack of mooring / 
waiting places are the cause of safety concerns and frustration amongst 
users. The bridge openings also cause of road traffic congestion. 
 
The refurbishment of the historic Portland Harbour on the North 
Tipperary shore upstream of the bridge has been suggested to provide 
much needed mooring place. 
 
The lack of opportunities for day-trip access to the waterway has been 
identified as an obstacle to the full realisation of Portumna’s potential as 
a waterway settlement. In addition, the provision of week-long options 
only for cruiser-hire from Emerald Star (based in Portumna) and Castle 
Line at Williamstown is of concern. It has been suggested that changes 
in the fleet and / or the hire options are required. 
 
Consultees requested support from the authorities in the realisation of 
the Portumna Workhouse project. 
 
Concern has been expressed that portions of the Forest Park might be 
lost to development, as was proposed by Coillte some years ago. It has 
been suggested that a new approach to the management of, and 
investment in, the park is required, considering its strategic regional 
location and function. 
 
 

  
 
As part of its 2006 Capital Works Programme Waterways Ireland installed 60m of floating (waiting) moorings 
upstream of Portumna Bridge and a further 60m downstream. In light of the increasing number of vessels using 
the waterway and the numerous representations regarding operating hours, it is appropriate that Waterways 
Ireland review the current bridge opening schedule. 
 
The refurbishment and reuse of the Portland Harbour is appropriate on condition that the integrity of the 
structure and setting is not compromised. 
 
Given that access to Lough Derg from South East Galway (and vice versa) is limited, and that Portumna 
functions as a service hub for a large hinterland (South-East Galway and North West Tipperary), it is appropriate 
that all possible development opportunities for waterway access in Portumna be investigated and supported by 
the authorities. 
 
In 2006 both cruiser hire companies operating in the corridor were offering weekend and short break options. 
 
It is appropriate that the community-driven project to redevelop the Portumna Workhouse receives recognition 
and support from the authorities. The project aims to contribute a new ‘village quarter’ to the town with the 
provision of private residential use, school and residence for the disabled, Health Board administrative space 
and opportunities for small enterprise development. This innovative use of an historic architectural asset could 
provide a model for community-driven rejuvenation of heritage features. 
 
Following representations/ objections by local interests the plans for development within Portumna Forest Park 
were halted. Coillte has a well established recreation policy (see http://www.coillte.ie/publications/ 
recreationpolicy.htm), in which it expresses a willingness to enter into partnerships to provide recreation 
infrastructure and services. It is appropriate that the local authority, Ireland West Tourism and other interested 
parties periodically reconsider the strategic role of the Park as a recreation facility in a regional context. 

  
 
6.3.5a, 6.4.6a, 
6.4.18, 6.7.1a-b 
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5.11.3 Williamstown Quay / Harbour 
 
The Drumaan East Development Agency has identified an opportunity 
for a ‘coordinated cluster development’ of all four harbours in the 
Drumaan area (Williamstown Harbour, now owned by Shannon Castle 
Line Cruisers, Dromaan public harbour and two historic mooring places 
located on private lands. The development area should extend from 
(locally named) Shannon Field to Nut Grove Harbour, with individual 
proposals for all four harbours. 
 
Consultees believe that such development would act as a gateway 
between the waterway and the nearby village of Whitegate, which 
despite its relative proximity to the lake, does not function as a waterway 
settlement. 
 
The lack of a sewage treatment facility at Williamstown / Whitegate is 
however identified as a restriction to development. 
 

  
 
 
With its historic steamboat quay and hotel (now partially derelict) built by the Inland Steam Company in the late 
1820s, there is precedent for development of the Williamstown / Drumaan cluster as suggested. 
 
The East Clare Local Area Plan (LAP) recognises the area’s development potential: “The Plan gives the 
opportunity to promote the harbour and the quay and encourage associated redevelopment of facilities in 
Williamstown in order that Whitegate can complement this with service such as accommodation. Identified 
essential improvements to the harbour include public toilets, signage provision,… and landscaping”. The LAP 
‘cluster map’ of Williamstown identifies a settlement boundary, and within that, a strategic development area. 
Both ‘Shannon Field’ and Nutgrove Harbour’ are however excluded from these areas. 
 
No specific proposals for the development of sewerage treatment are made in the LAP. However, the following 
objective is stated: “Proposals for development will be permitted in locations where the Council, in consultation 
with the appropriate authorities, considers that sewerage disposal facilities and surface water drainage of 
adequate capacity and design are available, or can be provided in time to serve the development”. It is clear that 
without specific sewerage development plans in place for the area, that the proposed development of 
Willamstown will not take place. 

  
 
 
6.4.6b 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.11.4 Scarriff 
 
The recent harbour development and regional office development by 
Waterways Ireland at Scarriff Harbour has caused concern amongst 
certain consultees. In relation to the harbour, it is argued that the 
concrete finger jetties beside the historic harbour wall have ‘undermined’ 
the structure. There is concern that no pump-out facilities have been 
provided, that no public toilet facilities are to be provided at the harbour 
or in the adjacent Waterways Ireland building and that no facility exists to 
flush the harbour. 
 
Consultees have identified that the local sewerage treatment system 
discharges directly into the Scarriff River. 
 

  
 
It is Waterways Ireland policy to provide pump-out facilities at all new and upgraded harbour / marina 
developments. Accordingly, a pump-out is to be installed. It was considered at the time of the harbour 
development that due to the proximity of the town centre, a service block was not required at the harbour. 
Waterways Ireland is however reconsidering this decision in light of stakeholders’ concerns. 
 
The harbour improvements went through the full planning process, including an appeal to an Bord Pleanala. The 
Board recommended adjustments to the design of the finger jetties to ensure that no damage was caused to the 
original harbour walls. The new jetties were constructed as per the Board’s recommendations. The visual impact 
of the harbour upgrade was not considered by the Board to be significant. Waterways Ireland reports that a 
’flushing pipe’ was installed from the river to the harbour as per a condition in the planning permission. 
 
In its report Water Quality in Ireland 2000-2003 the EPA identified serious pollution in the Scarriff River (referred 
to by the EPA as the Graney) downstream of Scarriff. The source of the pollution was identified as municipal. 
The Clare County Development Plan (2005-2011) lists a Scarriff Sewerage Scheme amongst its projects list for 
the plan period. 
 

  
 
6.5.2, 6.7.2 
 

5.11.5 Tuamgraney 
 
Consultees identified that “Towards a better Tuamgraney 2002-2005”, a 
three year plan produced by the Tuamgraney Development Association, 
has been extremely successful. The majority of proposals included in the 
plan have been carried out. An important exception is proposal Env7: “To 
create linear park / walkway along the River Graney between the two 
existing harbours [Reddans Quay, Tumagraney and Scarriff Harbour]… 
This proposal presents the opportunity for a loop walk and improved 
fishing access and would be of immense value not only to the residents 
of Tuamgraney but also to those of nearby Scarriff and indeed walkers 
and fishermen in general… the walk had, up until recent years, been 
open and accessible...”. 
 
 
 

  
 
The Association has been unsuccessful in developing this project due to difficulties in securing access 
agreements with the owners of the lands through which the walkway would pass. This problem is common 
throughout the waterway corridor (See 5.11.9 Dromineer, below) and indeed throughout Ireland. 
 
 

  
 
6.3.4 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.11.6 Killaloe – Ballina 
 
Consultees identified an opportunity for the provision of berthage in the 
form of finger jetties positioned against the Killaloe Canal wall. 
 
It was also suggested that the canal lock gates be restored, and that with 
the addition of another set of gates a permanent safe passage through 
the town could be provided as an alternative to the difficult (narrow, low) 
passage beneath the bridge. Consultees suggested that once the new 
road bridge (by-passing the town centre) is built, then the existing lifting 
bridge should once again become operational. 
 
There is concern that the visitor potential of the cathedral in Killaloe is 
restricted by the lack of a guide. Since current tourism numbers are not 
sufficient to pay for a guide, support from the authorities is needed. 
Consultees suggested that a jetty be developed to provide access from 
Lough Derg to Brian Boru’s Fort. 
 
The capacity of the sewerage system serving Killaloe-Ballina has been 
identified as a restriction to further development for the town/s. 
 

  
 
 
As part of its 2006 Capital Works Programme, Waterways Ireland has installed 100m of floating moorings 
downstream of the bridge, adjacent to the Ballina shoreline. The provision of additional public mooring place is 
appropriate considering the services capacity of the town/s (hotels, restaurants, bars, retail, etc) and the local 
tourism attractions. Such berthage provision should form part of a strategic development plan as discussed in 
Item 5.8.1 above. The reuse of the Killaloe Canal, for berthage or passage should be considered on condition 
that the integrity of the structure and setting is not compromised. Any means of facilitating waterway traffic south 
of Killaloe-Ballina should be considered, as this would encourage access to and from Limerick City. 
 
It is appropriate, should a comprehensive tourism development strategy be prepared for the waterway corridor, 
that visitor attractions with particular development potential be selected for access development and operational 
assistance (including funding) by the relevant authorities. The provision of access from the waterway to Beal 
Bóru is therefore appropriate, as is the provision of a guide to Killaloe Cathedral. 
 
The existing sewage treatment facility servicing Killaloe and Ballina has a capacity to serve a population of 
3,000. Census figures indicate that the capacity has been or will shortly be reached. The Western Area LAP 
indicates that an opportunity exists to double the capacity to 6,000; however no objective to this effect is 
included in the LAP. 
 

  
 
 
6.4.6d-e, 6.7.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.11.7 Terryglass 
 
Consultees have identified a requirement for the provision of finger jetties 
in the public harbour at Terryglass to increase capacity. 
 

  
 
See Item 5.8.1 above. 

  
 
6.4.6f 

5.11.8 Kilgarvan 
 
Consultees expressed concern that Kilgarvan Harbour has effectively 
been ‘annexed’ by local interests, at the exclusion of the public, who 
would benefit from its proximity to a restaurant and the village of 
Ballinderry. The jetties in the inner harbour are poorly maintained and 
dangerous as a result. Investment is required to improve the appearance 
of the harbour generally, and provide public mooring places. 
 

  
 
North Tipperary County Council does not claim ownership of the navigation facilities at Kilgarvan Quay. 
Although disputed by certain consultees it appears that the inner harbour, quays and quay-side buildings are in 
fact owned by the local angling club, which allows public mooring at the quay. It is also possible that the ESB 
has ownership of some or all of the area, following construction of the Shannon Hydroelectric Scheme. 
Whichever is the case, the owners of all facilities made available for public use have a ‘duty of care’ to ensure 
that they are maintained to a standard that ensures public safety. In relation to the development of the harbour 
mooring capacity, see Item 5.8.1 above. 
 

  
 
6.4.6g 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.11.9 Dromineer 
 
Consultees are concerned over the structural integrity of the Dromineer 
Castle due to a lack of architectural conservation measures. The historic 
steam boat quay in front of the castle has been identified as having 
potential for development as a recreation amenity. 
 
The historic canal store on the shoreline, now in ownership of Waterways 
Ireland, has been identified as having potential for refurbishment and re-
use, possibly as a base for the RNLI. 
 
A local association with assistance from Tipperary Leader has developed 
the Sli Eala walk in Dromineer and environs. The association’s aspiration 
for the route to follow the Nenagh River out of the village from the Lough 
Derg shoreline has been blocked due to resistance by a local land owner 
to public access to his lands. 
 

  
 
There is concern that the removal of ivy from Dromineer Castle would further undermine the remaining structure. 
While improvement and access works to the building itself may not therefore be carried out, the immediate 
setting of the castle can be improved, including the replacement of the visually inappropriate chain link fence 
and the removal of vegetation not in contact with the structure. Such improvements to the castle setting should 
extend to the steam boat quay, which provides good views of the castle, Lough Derg Yacht Club, the harbour 
and the lake itself. 
 
Waterways Ireland reports that refurbishment of the canal store has been completed, and that due to its 
strategic location and historic significance it will remain in their ownership and use. 
 
The issue of gaining access to privately owned lands for the development / improvement of public walkways 
requires a coordinated strategy by the local development associations affected (e.g. in Dromineer and 
Tuamgraney), the local authorities and particularly the regional tourism authority. 

  
 
6.3.4, 6.7.5 
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Consultee Views 
 

 Consultants’ Response  Policy / Action 
Response 

 
5.11.12 Limerick City 
 
Consultees identified that opportunities for access to the river from land, 
and vice versa, are limited in Limerick and that a major initiative is 
needed to reconnect the river to the city. This could make use of history / 
traditions such as the Curraghower Falls regatta, the fishing tradition, 
etc. 
 
It has been suggested that the city centre to Plassey (University of 
Limerick) route should be developed in full for walking and cycling, with 
proper surfacing, lighting, etc. and possibly further along the old canal or 
the Shannon. 
 
Arthur’s Quay and the old Limerick Harbour are identified as sites with 
potential for development, possibly maritime / waterway-themed to make 
optimal use of their location. 
 
It has been suggested that a boat repair centre and winter storage facility 
located in Limerick and serving the Shannon Navigation as a whole 
(particularly Lough Derg), would encourage use of the Limerick – Killaloe 
Navigation via Ardnacrusha. 
 
Consultees have expressed concern that various built heritage features 
in the city have been compromised by insensitive development / design, 
and that this is facilitated by the lack of a conservation architect in the 
City Council. For example: 

- The engineering / design solution for the wall at Clancy Strand, 
near the Treaty Stone, is considered poor. 

- The visitor centre in the castle is considered to have a detrimental 
visual impact and it is suggested that it be removed to restore the 
building to its original condition. 

- The roof refurbishment of the County Court House is considered 
inappropriate. 

 

  
 
 
Several projects are in progress under the umbrella of the Riverside City Initiative to integrate the Shannon and 
the city, including: 

- Redevelopment of the Park Canal to provide a pedestrian, cycling and waterway link between the city 
centre and the University of Limerick campus; 

- The Quayside, City Centre and City South Project, which aims to create a pedestrian-friendly, river-
focused city centre environment; 

- The Docklands Project, which envisages the withdrawal of the industrial port functions from the city centre 
to Foynes, allowing for a high intensity, high quality mixed use docklands quarter to be developed. 

 
The annual Limerick Riverfest is a cultural event designed to showcase the city and its association with the 
Shannon. The festival has grown rapidly since its inception in 2004 and will continue to develop the Riverside 
City brand. 
 
A number of river-side sites in the city centre have the potential for redevelopment to further integrate the river 
into the city structure. The redevelopment of Arthurs’ Quay in particular would benefit the navigation as, in its 
present condition it is a restraint to the optimal use of the mooring provided adjacent to the park. 
 
Any means of encouraging waterway traffic between Limerick and Killaloe should be considered / pursued. The 
provision of a navigation services centre in Limerick is appropriate considering its potential as a gateway to the 
navigation. 
 
Limerick City Council has indicated that the design of the visitor centre in King John’s Castle was dictated by the 
requirement to preserve subterranean archaeology, and that the recently installed Court House roof is closer in 
form to the original than the 1950s roof which it replaced. 
 

  
 
 
6.4.6c, 
6.4.17-18, 6.7.6 
 

 



SECTION SIX 
VISION,

PROPOSED POLICY
AND ACTIONS

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A Vision of the South Shannon Waterway 
Corridor: 
 
An area of distinct identity, recognised 
locally, nationally and internationally for 
the uncompromised quality of its land-
scape, natural and cultural heritage 
resources, and for the sustainable manner 
in which those resources are utilised to 
the benefit of a growing and prosperous 
waterway corridor community. 
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6.1 Introduction 
 
6.1.1 The following policies and actions are 
proposed by the consultants for consideration by the 
authorities and other affected parties. They have 
emerged from an extensive process of survey, 
research, analysis and consultation in which the 
steering committee led by the Heritage Council gave 
constant guidance. It is the consultants’ opinion that if 
implemented these policies will contribute to the 
realisation of the following vision of the South 
Shannon Waterway Corridor: 
 
An area of distinct identity, recognised locally, 
nationally and internationally for the 
uncompromised quality of its landscape, natural 
and cultural heritage resources, and for the 
sustainable manner in which those resources are 
utilised to the benefit of a growing and 
prosperous waterway corridor community. 
 
6.1.2 It is important to note that the proposals do 
not represent the present policy of the Heritage 
Council and the Project Partners (the local authorities, 
Waterways Ireland and Shannon Development). 
Many of the proposals would require further 
collaboration and consultation between these and 
other parties. It is hoped however that the proposed 
policies and actions will be considered and where 
possible adopted by those responsible for the 
management and development of the waterway 
corridor as it continues to evolve in the future. 
 
6.1.3 The policies and actions are grouped into the 
following aspects or areas of management.  
 
• Planning and Development (See Section 6.2) 
• Tourism and Recreation (Section 6.3) 
• Navigation (Section 6.4) 
• Natural Heritage (Section 6.5) 
• Cultural Heritage (Section 6.6) 
• Place-specific Issues (Section 6.7) 
 
 

6.1.4 The format of this section is as follows: At the 
start of each sub-section (e.g. 6.2, 6.3, etc.) a 
statement is made as to the overall motivation for the 
proposals outlined thereafter, i.e. a more specific 
vision for that area of management is explained. All of 
the policies and actions in that sub-section should 
contribute in some way to the realisation of that 
vision. 
 
6.1.5 Following the vision statement the individual 
policy and action proposals are outlined. For each 
policy or action (or set of related policies and actions) 
an objective is stated, the recommended action is 
outlined, and a timeframe suggested for its 
implementation. The parties which would be 
responsible for implementation are identified. 
Possible indicators of success are identified to assist 
in monitoring progress, should the proposal be 
implemented. An explanation of the motivation for 
each proposal is also provided. 
 
6.1.6 The policies are proposed to be carried out 
over the next 10 years. The timeframe suggested for 
each policy or action may be one of the following 
three, or simply ‘ongoing’: 
 

- Short term within three years. 
- Medium term four to six years. 
- Long term seven to ten years. 
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6.2 Planning and Development 
 
The corridor is undergoing a period of rapid but unbalanced socio-economic change. Land use change including physical development is necessary, to facilitate population and economic growth 
in areas, and to halt the decline in others. There is pressure for housing and services development particularly in the urban areas, and for tourism development particularly in rural areas where it 
is replacing agriculture as the dominant sector. 
 
There is concurrent growth in awareness of the significance and value of the landscape, natural and cultural heritage to Irish and European society, and the national economy. With this 
awareness comes a responsibility to preserve these resources from destruction and restore them where degradation has occurred. 
 
The impact of development on the heritage resources of the waterway corridor might be positive or negative and will be determined by the degree to which it is planned. The following policies and 
actions are recommended to ensure that potentially damaging development is arrested while development that is socially, economically and environmentally sustainable is promoted by the 
authorities. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
In the interest of balanced, 
sustainable development, 
ensure regional recognition 
and coordinated, strategic 
management of the 
waterway corridor by the 
planning authorities. 
 

  
6.2.1 Recognition of the South Shannon Waterway Corridor in the Regional 

Planning Guidelines 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The regional planning authorities identify the South Shannon Waterway Corridor in 
the text and maps of the West Region and Mid-West Region Planning Guidelines. 
 
By means of revision, the regional planning guidelines would commonly adopt (a) a 
statement of recognition, (b) a policy of sustainable development, and (c) a policy of 
collaborative management of the corridor landscape by the local authorities. 
 
6.2.2 Recognition of the South Shannon Waterway Corridor in local 

authorities’ statutory development plans 
 
It is proposed that, in accordance with the (proposed revised) Regional Planning 
Guidelines, the local authorities would designate the South Shannon Waterway 
Corridor as a Landscape Conservation Area in County Development Plans and 
Local Area Plans. 
 
By means of revision (in the natural six-year cycle of plans) or alteration, the 
affected statutory plans would commonly adopt (a) a statement of recognition, (b) a 
policy of sustainable development, and (c) a policy of collaborative management of 
the corridor landscape by the authorities. 
 

  
Medium term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Medium term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
- Mid-West Region 

Planning Authority 
- West Region Planning 

Authority 
- The local authorities 
 
 

  
Amendment / regularisation of 
the Regional Planning 
Guidelines. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Amendment / regularisation of 
the County Development Plans 
and Local Area Plans. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Explanation 
 
See overleaf... 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
In the interest of balanced, 
sustainable development, 
and in accordance with the 
principles of the European 
Landscape Convention, 
ensure regional recognition 
and coordinated, strategic 
management of the 
waterway corridor by the 
planning authorities. 
 

  
6.2.3 A mechanism for formal collaboration by the local authorities on 

planning and development issues concerning the waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The local authorities agree on a formal mechanism or forum for cooperation on a 
range of issues / development types requiring collaborative management, e.g. 
recreation and tourism facilities, natural and cultural heritage resources, etc. 
 
Other authorities and stakeholders with a role to play in informing the approach to 
these issues / development types would be identified and engaged, e.g. Shannon 
Development, Ireland West Tourism and Waterways Ireland, IWAI, etc. 
 
6.2.4 Recognition of the South Shannon Waterway Corridor in county 

Landscape Character Assessments 
 
It is proposed that the local authorities amend (if necessary) their county Landscape 
Character Assessments to identify the waterway corridor and commonly prescribe 
(making use of the proposed forum or mechanism for collaboration) appropriate 
policy for sustainable development, and collaborative management of the landscape 
by the authorities. 
 

  
Medium term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Medium term 

  
- Mid-West Region 

Planning Authority 
- West Region Planning 

Authority 
- The local authorities 
 
 

  
Establishment of a formal 
mechanism or forum for 
cooperation between the local 
authorities. 
 
Agreement on the range of 
planning and development 
issues affecting the combined 
corridor, which require 
collaborative management. 
 
 
 
Amendment / regularisation of 
the county Landscape 
Character Assessments. 
 
 

Explanation 
 
This study has found that based on the quantity and quality of natural and cultural heritage resources the South Shannon Waterway Corridor should be considered a landscape of international significance (See Section 
2.6). It is valued for its residential, recreational and scenic amenity, on which an important tourism economy is based. The Fáilte Ireland Tourism Development Strategy 2000-2006 (TDS) emphasises the need for 
consistent vigilance to protect the key assets of tourism and in particular the scenic landscape. The Shannon River including Lough Derg is the central, defining feature of this landscape but for the most part forms the 
political boundary between the ‘waterway counties’. As such the waterway corridor has been subject to the variable planning and development approaches/regimes of several local authorities. 
 
The waterway corridor is presently subject to unprecedented pressure for change, in the form of residential and resource-based recreation development, and the transformation (decline in some areas and intensification 
in others) of agriculture. In order to retain the distinct and valued character of the corridor while facilitating balanced, appropriate development of the landscape, a high level if conformity between the planning and 
development policies of the various local authorities is required. 
 
The Planning and Development Act 2000 (Part XIII, Article 204) allows for local authorities to designate ‘Landscape Conservation Areas’ within their functional areas. The Act specifically allows for two or more local 
authorities to jointly designate an area that is situated within their combined functional area. Landscape Conservation Areas are to be designated for the purpose of limiting the range of ‘exempted development’ in the 
designated area, and thereby ensure only appropriate landscape change that is in keeping with the character or the vision for evolution of the landscape. The Act would appear to have been written with landscapes such 
as the waterway corridor in mind. 
 
For some planning and development issues, a formal mechanism or forum for collaboration between the authorities would be appropriate. The recognition and promotion of the South Shannon Waterway Corridor 
concept by the regional planning authorities would make an important contribution to this coordinated, strategic approach to management of the corridor. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
In the interest of balanced, 
sustainable development, 
application of the plan-led 
approach to development 
throughout the waterway 
corridor. 
 

  
6.2.5 Pursuit of the ‘plan-led’ approach to certain development types in the 

waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The planning authorities, through the statutory development planning process and / 
or other structures, continue to broaden and refine the plan-led approach to 
development in the waterway corridor. 
 
The LAPs could be broadened in terms of issues addressed, for example the 
inclusion of recreation (land- and water-based) and tourism facilities provision (such 
as the quantity, location and quality of vessel berthing  - see 6.4.3 below), 
landscape, natural and cultural heritage management, etc. 
 
A mechanism could be identified to allow for planning of the process of rural land 
use diversification (e.g. based on land capability, the planning/facilitation of 
agricultural intensification, alternative crops, agri-tourism, etc.). 
 
As proposed in 6.2.3 above, there would be coordination of pre-agreed policy areas 
between the LAPs and CDPs of the various local authorities in the waterway 
corridor. 
 
6.2.6 Preparation of siting and design guidelines for development in the 

waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that as the plan-led approach is pursued through the broadening and 
revision of LAPs, a greater degree of prescription / guidance for various types of 
development would be provided. This would form part of the statutory development 
plans (CDPs and LAPs), or would take the form of stand-alone documents. Siting 
and design guidelines could be prepared by the local authorities (jointly or 
individually) to cover the entire waterway corridor for the following development 
types: 

- Rural housing, 
- Housing estates, 
- Navigation infrastructure (marinas, harbours, jetties, vessel maintenance 

facilities, etc), 
- On-land recreation facilities (building on the Lough Derg International 

Water Park Design Guide) 
- Forestry. 

 

  
Medium term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Medium term 
 

  
The local authorities 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The local authorities for 
housing 
 
The local authorities with 
advice from Coillte and the 
Forest Service for forestry 
 
The local authorities and 
Waterways Ireland for 
navigation infrastructure 
 
The local authorities and 
tourism authorities (Shannon 
Development and Ireland 
West Tourism) for on-land 
recreation 
 

  
Coverage of the waterway 
corridor area by LAPs. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Publication of siting and design 
guidelines. 

Explanation 
 
There is increasing demand for particularly housing and tourism development in the waterway corridor, resulting from a variety of factors including the rapid growth of the Limerick City population, changing household 
structures/sizes, the high amenity value of the landscape, the continuously growing value of residential property and the requirement for land use diversification in the less productive rural areas. This development 
demand has to be accommodated to ensure the socio-economic sustainability of the area. 
 
Continued overleaf… 
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‘Plan-led’ development allows for the quantity of development in an area over the plan period to be established in advance, allowing in turn for the adequate and timely provision of physical and social infrastructure, an 
essential requirement of sustainable development. Development is thereby located where there is physical and social infrastructural capacity to service it, and where valued aspects of the landscape will not be 
destroyed. For certain types of development, e.g. wind energy, the plan-led approach involves the identification of sites and areas of lesser sensitivity and greater resources (and consequently greater development 
capacity) and areas of greater sensitivity (requiring development restraint). As well as having obvious environmental benefits, the plan-led approach benefits potential developers in providing a higher degree of certainty 
and transparency in the planning process. In addition it provides the opportunity for advance input to the plan for all stakeholders through the formal consultation process integral to all statutory development plans. 
 
The plan-led approach is being applied in the area in the form of: 

- Local Area Plans (e.g. Portumna Local Area Plan 2005, East Clare Local Area Plan 2005 and North Tipperary’s Western Area Local Area Plan 2006). South East Galway outside Portumna, and the County 
Limerick portion of the study area outside of Castleconnell, Castletroy and Montpellier, are not as yet covered by LAPs. 

- Landscape Character Assessments (completed for Counties Galway, Clare and Limerick, and in preparation for North Tipperary) and 
- Wind energy development guidelines (Counties Clare and Limerick). 

 
Plan-led development need not be applied exclusively to urban areas. Rural areas too can benefit from forward planning and this is becoming increasingly relevant as policy and economic circumstances in the 
agricultural sector change. Large areas of marginal land in Ireland can be expected to become uneconomical to farm, resulting in large scale changes in rural land use. A mechanism of forward planning needs to be 
found to optimise the result of the impending change. Cork County Council is pioneering this approach. In the Cork CDP (2003) it is stated in the strategic principles for Local Area Development: 

a. “A fully integrated set of Local Area Plans, covering the entire county, should be prepared in order to bring forward the policies of the County Development Plan at a local level and at the appropriate level of 
detail; 

b. Local Area Plans should recognise the important interrelationships that exist at local level between towns and the surrounding rural areas (including villages and open countryside). Local Area Plans should 
address both urban and rural local issues…” (p21, own emphasis). 

 
The Cork CDP proposes a broadening of the approach in recognition of both the interrelationship of towns with their hinterlands and also the need for informed strategic management/development of the rural 
environment. Thus, by extending the plan-led approach to address the entire waterway corridor area (possibly employing the county landscape character assessments), the issues of agricultural intensification, rural land 
use diversification (e.g. private forestry, energy crops, agri-tourism, rural housing), recreation and tourism facilities development, etc. might be strategically and proactively planned. 
 
The provision of design guidance in combination with the plan-led approach can further contribute to development that is appropriate to the local landscape and/or settlement character. It can be a useful guide to the 
planning authority and potential developers, particularly for the more controversial development types (those perceived to have a disproportionate environmental impact), e.g. rural housing, wind energy installations, 
marinas, forestry. Such guidance exists for a portion of the corridor in the form of the County Clare Rural House Design Guide (2nd edition, 2005). It is appropriate that such guidance be prepared for the corridor as a 
whole (with inter county cooperation to ensure a common approach to the area) not only for housing, but also for developments particular to the waterway corridor, e.g. marinas. 
 



 91

 
Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure adequate 
understanding of, and 
preparation for the likely 
large scale changes in 
rural land use over the 
coming decades. 
 

  
6.2.7 A study to predict the proportion of rural land in the corridor to remain 

in agricultural use in the future 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A study be carried out on a real or hypothetical test area of varying land capability, 
to make a prediction or predictions as to the proportion of the waterway corridor 
likely to become uneconomical to farm in the future. The study should take account 
of: 

- the environmental attributes of the area, 
- the financial accounts of farming operations in the area, and 
- the possible changes in agricultural policy and economic circumstances over 

the coming decades. 
 
The study would attempt to predict the rate at which the farming operations will 
become uneconomical and the lands go fallow or be converted to alternative use. 
 
6.2.8 Identify a range of alternative rural land uses, and set in motion a 

programme of support for land use conversion 
 
It is proposed that following, or concurrent with Action 6.2.7, a study be undertaken 
to identify the viable alternative land use options for farmers/land owners in the 
area. The educational, financial and practical measures and supports required for 
farmers to make a land use conversion or apply an alternative management regime 
would be identified. 
 
The study could inform the provision of information and assistance to land owners in 
the following areas, to improve their capacity to undertake such projects: 

- appropriate options for diversification, informed by a comprehensive 
understanding of the local economy, markets, environment, etc., 

- the planning and development process, 
- funding options, 
- business (administrative/financial) operations, 
- marketing, etc. 

 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 
 
 

  
- The local authorities 
- The Heritage Council 
 
With assistance / advice 
from: 
- Department of 

Agriculture and Food 
- Irish Farmers Association 
- Shannon Development 
- Teagasc 
 

  
Establishment of an ‘Alternative 
Land Use’ working/steering 
group and the initiation of a 
study. 
 
A prediction of the area of the 
waterway corridor likely to go 
out of traditional agricultural 
use, and the rate at which this 
change will take place. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The identification of a range of 
alternative land uses for sub-
economic agricultural lands. 
 
The delivery of information/ 
assistance to land owners. 
 
 

Explanation 
 
It is widely held that as a result of changes to policy and economic circumstances in the agricultural sector large areas of marginal land in Ireland will become uneconomical to farm over the coming decades. A number of 
alternative land uses have been mooted such as forestry, agri-tourism, landscape stewardship, etc. but these may or may not be viable themselves. Whether the lands go fallow or are put to alternative use, the impact 
on rural communities and the landscape, and natural and cultural heritage will be immense. However it is not known how much of the currently farmed land will be affected, nor when. It is in the interest of the 
farmers/land owners and all other stakeholders in the rural environment to understand and prepare for the possible changes. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure that unauthorised 
development in the 
waterway corridor is 
identified and enforcement 
action taken to rectify the 
wrong-doing and 
discourage further 
unauthorised development. 
 

  
6.2.9 Pooling of resources in the identification of unauthorised development 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The local authorities and Waterways Ireland pool resources to conduct an annual 
survey of the South Shannon shoreline to identify unauthorised development 
affecting this particularly sensitive area. 
 
In addition the local authorities could formally request the assistance of stakeholders 
with good access to the waterway shoreline and an interest in its protection (e.g. 
IFA, residents, IWAI, angling clubs), in identifying unauthorised development. These 
and other stakeholders could be encouraged to take the initiative in acting on 
unauthorised development by making written submissions to the local authorities. 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 

  
Initiation of programme of 
annual shoreline surveys. 
 
The number of unauthorised 
developments identified, and 
enforcement actions taken. 

Explanation 
 
A wide variety of unauthorised developments were identified by consultees, including pontoons, marinas and jetties on the waterway, quarrying, dumping and waste processing, house alterations (and variations from 
approved plans) and even houses. There is a general perception among consultees that the local authorities are slow to respond, or are simply unresponsive, to unauthorised development. This lack of action is 
perceived by some to contribute to further unauthorised development, and to an undermining of confidence in the planning system. It is important, considering the environmental and socio-economic value of the 
waterway corridor landscape (particularly as viewed from the waterway), that appropriate actions are taken to prevent any significant impacts arising from unauthorised development. 
 
It is clear that a problem of unauthorised development exists in the corridor (particularly berthing of various types) and that the shoreline area is particularly sensitive to development. However, physical and visual access 
to the shoreline (to identify unauthorised development) is difficult and costly. It is therefore appropriate that the authorities act proactively and cooperatively in this regard, undertaking shoreline inspections on a regular 
basis. Section 244 of the Planning and Development Act 2000 provides for two or more planning authorities, specifically those whose functional areas are contiguous, to share the cost of performing any of their 
functions. The assistance / cooperation of other affected authorities, e.g. Waterways Ireland and the ESB (who owns some 90% of the Lough Derg shoreline) and various user groups should also be sought. 
 
The Planning and Development Act, 2000 obliges the local authorities to take action against unauthorised development in the event of being informed of it in writing by any party. Concerned stakeholders should be 
informed of their powers in this regard, and encouraged to be vigilant. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure appropriate, 
integrated protection, 
management and planning 
of the waterway corridor 
through implementation of 
the European Landscape 
Convention. 

  
6.2.10 Implementation of the European Landscape Convention, in Ireland and 

in the South Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
In accordance with the European Landscape Convention to which it is a signatory, 
the Irish Government in the form of the Department of Environment, Heritage and 
Local Government (DEHLG) set out in detail the measures and mechanisms by 
which the Landscape Convention is to be implemented in Ireland. 
 
The DEHLG would also set out in detail the extent to which each level of 
government (national, regional, local) is responsible for implementation of the 
Convention. The rules for inter-level co-ordination of the measures and mechanisms 
would also be established, in particular where local and regional planning 
instruments are concerned. 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
DEHLG 
 

  
Formal establishment of 
guidelines, mechanisms and 
responsibilities for 
implementation of the 
Convention. 
 

Explanation 
 
Ireland is a signatory to the European Landscape Convention of 2004. The purpose of the convention is to encourage public authorities to adopt policies and measures at local, regional, national and international level 
for protecting, managing and planning landscapes so as to maintain and improve landscape quality, and to bring the public, institutions and local and regional authorities to recognise the value and importance of 
landscape and take part in related public decisions. 
 
The Contracting Parties (signatory states) undertake to implement four general measures: 
 

1. To recognise landscapes in law as an essential component of people’s surroundings, an expression of the diversity of their shared cultural and natural heritage, and a foundation of their identity;  
2. To establish and implement landscape policies aimed at landscape protection, management and planning;  
3. To establish procedures for the participation of the general public, local and regional authorities, and other parties with an interest in the definition and implementation of landscape policies;  
4. To integrate landscape into its regional and town planning policies and in its cultural, environmental, agricultural, social and economic policies, as well as in any other policies with possible direct or indirect 

impact on landscape.  
 
Each state must implement the convention according to its own division of powers, in conformity with its constitutional principles and administrative arrangements. The convention must therefore be implemented at the 
most appropriate level of government for landscape action, e.g. by local and regional authorities, or groupings of such authorities. The national government of each state must set out in detail the tasks and measures for 
which each level – national, regional or local – is responsible and must lay down rules for inter-level co-ordination of such measures, in particular where town planning and regional planning instruments are concerned. 
However, there has been limited action on the part of national and local government in Ireland to implement the convention. Guidance is required from national government (DEHLG) on measures for landscape 
management, and the parties responsible for their implementation. 
 
 



 94

6.3 Recreation, Interpretation and Tourism 
 
The Shannon River, the attractive waterway settlements and a landscape rich in natural and cultural heritage constitute a major opportunity for (further) development of recreation and 
interpretation opportunities and a resource-based tourism industry. It is therefore in the interests of social and economic sustainability that the resources are optimally utilised, for the benefit of 
visitors/tourists and also the rapidly growing resident population. 
 
The following policies and actions are recommended to promote a strategic approach to the development of access to recreation and interpretation opportunities. This is required to ensure that 
the social and economic benefits of such development are widespread and that the landscape, natural and cultural heritage resources on which it is reliant are not compromised. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure integrated, 
strategic development 
of recreation 
opportunities in the 
waterway corridor, 
making optimal, 
sustainable use of the 
environmental 
resource. 
 

  
6.3.1 A recreation and interpretation development and management strategy for the South 

Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A comprehensive land- and water-based recreation and interpretation development strategy be 
prepared for the waterway corridor. The strategy would expand on the existing Lough Derg Study and 
Lough Derg International Water Park Design Guide. The strategy would identify all of the activities 
presently pursued in the corridor (natural and cultural heritage appreciation as well as active/sporting 
pursuits) and the facilities available, and identify opportunities/requirements for further sustainable 
development of resources. 
 
It is proposed that any development of recreation and interpretation facilities would have amongst its 
fundamental objectives: 

- the improvement of access and participation by local communities, particularly the youth; 
- the provision of disabled access to the resources (to complement Waterways Ireland’s 

existing ‘Access for All’ policy for navigation infrastructure). 
 
To complement and promote the implementation of the strategy it is proposed that the local authorities 
would adopt a common policy of maximising visitors’ and residents’ access to recreation and 
interpretation resources, and support for the implementation of the strategy. 
 
The proposed strategy would take account of: 

- The proposed Lower Shannon Multiple Use Management Plan for Water-based Activities 
(6.3.2 below), 

- the proposed environmental management plan for state-owned lands in the area (See 6.5.3 
below), 

- the proposed objective to establish a ‘South Shannon Heritage Corridor’ on the model of the 
IUCN Category V Protected Landscape (See 6.5.4 below). 

 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
- Coillte 
- Community and 

heritage organisations 
- Shannon Development 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- LEADER groups 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 

  
Production of a 
recreation and 
interpretation 
development and 
management strategy. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Explanation 
 
Significant potential exists for the development of land-based and water-based recreation and interpretation opportunities in the waterway corridor, for the growing resident population and in support of the tourism 
industry. The resource is such, in terms of diversity, quality and geographic identity, that a comprehensive recreation development plan for the waterway corridor is justified. 
 
The existing Lough Derg Study focussed on the lake and particularly shoreline (land-based) activities. It is proposed that this study be revised and expanded laterally to include the upland areas in the corridor, and along 
the length of the waterway to Meelick and Limerick. This would be of benefit to the waterway corridor communities in that those presently outside of the Lough Derg Study area would benefit from focussed planning of 
recreation and interpretation facilities for their use. It would also be of benefit to the regional tourism industry in that a comprehensive suite of recreation and interpretation options would be identified, allowing for the 
development of a more comprehensive tourism product. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure maximum socio-economic 
benefit from water-based 
recreation into the future, through 
active management of multiple 
activities to minimise user conflict, 
heighten the quality of experience 
of each and protect the 
environmental resource from over-
use. 
 

  
6.3.2 Lower Shannon Multiple Use Management Plan for Water-

based Activities 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A water-based activities management plan be initiated and constantly 
re-assessed, with measures including spatial and temporal zoning if 
necessary, coupled with strategic facilities provision. 
 
The plan would be developed cooperatively by the authorities, with 
one party in a lead role, in consultation with a forum of representative 
user groups, community and environmental groups. 
 
The proposed plan would take account of: 

- The proposed recreation and interpretation strategy (6.3.1 
above), 

- The proposed study of environmental impacts of water-
based activities (See 6.4.3 below), 

- The proposed shoreline sensitivity classification of the 
South Shannon (See 6.4.4 below), 

- The proposed economic impact study of tourism on the 
waterway corridor (See 6.3.11 below), 

- the proposed environmental management plan for state-
owned lands in the area (See 6.5.3 below), 

- the proposed objective to establish a ‘South Shannon 
Heritage Corridor’ on the model of the IUCN Category V 
Protected Landscape (See 6.5.4 below). 

 

  
Short term 
and ongoing 

  
Authorities: 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- National Inland Fisheries Authority 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with: 
- Angling Council of Ireland 
- Community and heritage 

organisations 
- Dept. of Communications, Marine 

and Natural Resources 
- Dept. of Transport 
- Inland Waterways Association of 

Ireland 
- Irish Amateur Rowing Union 
- Irish Water Safety Association 
- Irish WaterSki Federation 
- Maritime Safety Directorate 
- Marine Institute 
- Personal Watercraft Ireland 
- RNLI 
 

  
Development and 
implementation of a first Plan. 
 
Number and variety of water-
based activities and 
participants. 
 
Users’ perceptions of conflicts 
and experiential conditions. 
 
Environmental (ecological) 
conditions. 
 

Explanation 
 
The fleet of recreational vessels using the waterway is growing dramatically as a result of demographic and societal changes as well as access and technological developments. Not only are the traditional vessel types 
(e.g. cruisers and sailing boats) increasing in number, but these have been joined on the waterway by a variety of new vessels including power boats and personal watercraft (pwc). Since the waterway remains the same 
in spatial extent, the result of more users and more intensive use is congestion and occasionally, conflict. The amenity value of water-side residential properties and passive recreational facilities is also affected. As well 
as the social implications of intensifying use of the resource, there are environmental concerns. More intensive use leads, potentially, to more impact, e.g. water pollution (fuel spillages, etc.), wave wash, noise, 
introduction of alien invasive species, etc. which could lead to degradation of the waterway habitats and species. 
 
The changing circumstances require a changing approach to management of the resource. The Maritime Safety Act, 2005 (Part II, Section 5) provides for both local authorities and Waterways Ireland to impose spatial 
and temporal activity restrictions (i.e. zoning) on waters in their jurisdiction by means of bye-laws. According to the Act the authorities may do so in the interest of user safety, prevention of nuisance and protection of 
natural and cultural heritage among other motivations. 
 
A multiple use planning exercise should be carried out cooperatively by a number of authorities and user groups. The plan should be based on well-defined management objectives, desired future conditions, quality 
standards, current resource and experiential conditions, trends, foreseeable events or changes, management capability, best available science, public preference, the regional supply of same or similar opportunities, the 
expected quality of the future monitoring programme, etc. An understanding of local variations in ecological sensitivity, and the ecological impacts of the various activities and vessels, is fundamental to such a plan. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure integrated, 
strategic development of 
recreation opportunities in 
the waterway corridor, 
making optimal, 
sustainable use of the 
environmental resource. 
 

  
6.3.3 Investigation of the feasibility of specific recreation development 

proposals – Land-based activities 
 
It is proposed that the feasibility of these recreation and interpretation facilities 
development opportunities be actively investigated: 
 

6.3.3a A network of walking and cycling ‘home bases’ 
The installation of signage in every settlement, public mooring place and 
recreation site in the waterway corridor, providing information on the local 
walking and cycling routes and support services (as previously proposed in 
the Lough Derg Study). Cycle stands to be provided at every home base. 

 
6.3.3b Completion of the Lough Derg Way 
The extension of the Lough Derg Way around the north east and western 
shore (through Counties Galway, Clare and North Tipperary) to effectively 
circumnavigate the lake (as previously proposed in the Lough Derg Study). 
The Way presently terminates at Dromineer. 

 
6.3.3c Meelick and Keelogue Cultural Heritage Trail 
In Counties Galway and North Tipperary, the development of a low-impact 
walking and wheelchair trail connecting the variety of cultural heritage sites 
at Meelick and Keelogue. 

 
6.3.3d Birr – Portumna Greenway 
In Counties Galway and North Tipperary, the development of a walking and 
cycling route (possibly a Greenway) along the route of the old Birr-Portumna 
railway line. 

 
6.3.3e Lough Derg – Slieve Aughty Circular Route 
In County Galway, the development of a route or routes linking the Lough 
Derg shoreline (e.g. Rossmore Quay) and the Slieve Aughty Mountains. 

 
These investigations would all consider the potential for linking up with the Beara 
Breifne Way. 
 

  
Short term and 
ongoing 

  
Authorities: 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
 
In consultation with: 
- Community and heritage 

organisations 
- Irish Sports Council 
- Waymarked Ways of 

Ireland 

  
Determination of feasibility of 
suggested developments. 

Explanation 
 
See 6.3.1 and 6.3.2 above. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Overcome the concerns of 
land owners with respect to 
provision of access to their 
lands for walkers, thus 
ensuring optimal utilisation 
of the resource. 
 

  
6.3.4 A coordinated strategy to address land owners’ concerns over 

provision of access to their lands for walkers 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The authorities monitor closely the proceedings of Comhairle na Tuaithe and act in 
accordance with the council’s recommendations, to overcome the obstacles in the 
waterway corridor as soon as possible. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Community and heritage 

organisations 
- Farming organisations 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
 
 

  
The extension / opening of 
additional walking routes in the 
waterway corridor. 

Explanation 
 
Walking is by far the most popular recreation/sporting activity in Ireland, appealing to virtually the entire demographic spectrum. It is accessible to all sectors of society and requires relatively little access and other 
infrastructural development. The waterway corridor has a number of assets that contribute to a resource of significant development potential: 

- The presence of water, 
- Variable topography, from flat river- and lakeside plains to hilly areas and dramatic uplands (providing elevated, scenic views and variable degrees of difficulty), 
- Extensive areas of scenic, agricultural and semi-natural landscape including designated areas, 
- A high density of cultural heritage features, 
- A network of quiet, local roads, 
- A network of attractive river- and lakeside villages and towns, etc. 

 
Walking is one of the key recreation activities on which any recreation and tourism strategies for the waterway corridor will be based (along with angling and cruising). A variety of long-distance (some waymarked) and 
shorter walks have been developed in the area by a number of agencies. The full potential of the resource has not yet been realised however and would benefit from a strategic approach as proposed in 6.3.1 above. 
 
The development of walking routes in the area has been hampered in places by the issue of public access to privately owned lands, notably at Dromineer and Scarriff/Tuamgraney. This is a nationwide problem. A 
countryside council, Comhairle na Tuaithe, has been established to address the issues, with the following aims: 

- to ensure that all those with an interest and concern in the sustainable development and proper management of the recreational amenities of the countryside are fully consulted on their future management; 
- to develop and update, as necessary, a national countryside recreation strategy; 
- to ensure that all means necessary are used to resolve conflicts that arise in relation to access issues and responsible enjoyment of the countryside; 
- to raise awareness of the benefits to and responsibilities of recreational use of the countryside and to carry out research and training on related issues; 
- to ensure that adequate funding is made available to allow the organisation to achieve these aims; 
- to examine the benefits and management of increased leisure use. 

 
Comhairle na Tuaithe consists of representatives from the farming organisations, recreational users of the countryside and State bodies with an interest in the countryside. It has approached its work in the spirit of co-
operation and through working groups which progress components of these aims. 



 98

 
Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure integrated, 
strategic development of 
recreation opportunities in 
the waterway corridor, 
making optimal, 
sustainable use of the 
environmental resource. 
 

  
6.3.5 Investigation of the feasibility of specific recreation development 

proposals – Water-based activities 
 
It is proposed that the feasibility of these recreation and interpretation facilities 
development opportunities be actively investigated: 
 

6.3.5a Portumna Water Park 
The development of a water-based activities centre in Portumna to address 
the current absence of opportunities for residents (of the town and its broad 
hinterland in South East Galway and North Tipperary) and tourists alike to 
gain access to the waterway. This would be in keeping with the 
recommendations of the Lough Derg Study. 
 
6.3.5b O’Briensbridge Boathouse 
The development of a boathouse at O’Briensbridge, to complement the 
rowing stretch between O’Briensbridge and Castleconnell, recognised as 
one of the best rowing resources in Ireland. 

 
6.3.6 Investigation of the feasibility of specific recreation development 

proposals – Integrated activities 
 
6.3.6a North West Lough Derg Public Mooring Place 
In Co. Galway, the development of a public mooring place on the north west 
shore of Lough Derg (Cloondavaun or Coose Bay), and a circular walking 
route linking the lake shore to the Slieve Aughty Mountains. Should a 
suitable site not be found, the development of Rossmore Quay should be 
considered as a waterway access point for south east Galway. 
 
6.3.6b Scheduled Water Bus 
To encourage integration of land- and water-based activities and provide 
opportunities for non-boat-owners and land-based visitors, the provision of a 
water bus (or buses), e.g: 
- Limerick – Killaloe water bus, 
- Lough Derg water bus. 
This would be in keeping with the recommendations of the Lough Derg 
Study. The bus or buses could serve a commuting function or could be 
themed for particular markets or to serve particular clusters of heritage 
attractions (e.g. a ‘Brian Boru Boat’ or a ‘Viking Boat’). 

 

  
Short term 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with: 
- Community and heritage 

organisations 
- Inland Waterways 

Association of Ireland 
- Irish Amateur Rowing 

Union 
- Irish Water Safety 

Association 
- Maritime Safety 

Directorate 
- Marine Institute 
- RNLI 

  
Determination of feasibility of 
suggested developments. 

Explanation 
 
See 6.3.1-2 above. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Greater local recognition 
and usage of the 
recreational and 
educational resources of 
the waterway corridor. 

  
6.3.7 A programme of land- and water-based activities participation in local 

schools and community groups 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A funded initiative be developed whereby local school children and community groups 
are introduced to the various recreation activities pursued in the waterway corridor, e.g. 
angling, sailing, kayaking, (guided) walks, etc., free of charge. 
 
Partnerships would be sought with local recreation product operators (e.g. University of 
Limerick Activity Centre, Lough Derg Yacht Club, etc.) and local sports partnerships to 
support the initiative if possible, 
 
6.3.8 A programme of waterway corridor natural and cultural heritage education 

for local schools and community groups 
 
It is proposed that a funded initiative be developed whereby natural and cultural heritage 
sites with educational and interpretation potential are identified, and excursions provided 
for local school children and community groups. 
 
Partnerships would be sought with local educational/interpretive product operators to 
support of the initiative if possible, e.g. the Centre for Environmental Living and Training 
(CELT), Irish Seed Saver Association, the Killaloe Heritage Centre, East Clare Heritage 
Centre, Redwood Castle, etc. 
 
6.3.9 A schools waterway adoption programme 
 
It is proposed that a funded initiative be developed whereby local schools ‘adopt’ a 
portion of the waterway for recreational and educational purposes. The initiative could be 
extended by forging relationships between local schools and schools outside of the area 
to increase the profile and usage of the resources. 
 
6.3.10 A Shannon Waterway Classroom 
 
It is proposed that a Shannon Waterway Classroom project be developed to operate in 
the South Shannon and the Shannon corridor as a whole. An historic vessel could be 
converted for use as a classroom bringing school children (and community groups and 
tourists) to the natural and cultural heritage sites in the corridor. This would complement 
The Enterprise ‘floating theatre’ and the Emily ‘floating museum’ already in operation on 
the waterway. 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Medium term 
 

  
- Community and 

heritage organisations 
- Department of 

Education and Science 
- The local authorities 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
Partnerships to be sought 
with bodies such as the 
Limerick Chamber of 
Commerce, etc. 
 

  
Development and implementation 
of schools and community groups 
participation programme. 
 
Increase in number of local 
participants in recreation 
activities. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Initiation of natural and cultural 
heritage excursions for local 
schools and community groups. 
 
Increase in number of local 
participants in natural and cultural 
heritage-based activities. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Development and implementation 
of schools waterway adoption 
programme. 
 
 
 
 
Preparation of a Shannon 
Waterway Classroom project 
proposal, and application for 
funding. 
 
Development and operation of a 
Shannon Waterway Classroom. 
 

Explanation 
 
There is concern over the lack of recognition of the waterway corridor as a recreational and educational resource in the resident community. It is seen by sections of the local community to be a resource for a wealthy 
minority and for visitors to the area. As well as making local access and participation a fundamental objective of any development of recreation facilities in the corridor, dedicated initiatives are required to re-establish a 
relationship between the resident community and the heritage. This is essential to improve local appreciation of the resource, thereby ensuring its conservation and sustainable utilisation, and developing local 
entrepreneurial capacity (for tourism). 
 
The Shannon Waterway Classroom project could be developed using the River Classroom which operates in the Blackstone River Valley National Heritage Corridor (an IUCN Category V Protected Landscape) in 
Massachusetts, USA, as a model. The Blackstone River Classroom has been developed by the Corridor authority in partnership with local planning, business and tourism authorities. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
To understand the trends 
in visitor/tourist numbers 
and spend in the area, to 
inform the development of 
an industry that derives 
maximum socio-economic 
benefit from sustainable 
use of the resources. 
 

  
6.3.11 An economic impact study of tourism in the waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
An economic impact assessment be undertaken to investigate the relative 
contributions of various types of visitors to the area, and trends in their numbers. 
The visitor types assessed could include: 

- Local residents, 
- Domestic visitors, 
- Overseas visitors, 
- Registered boat owners, 
- Hire cruisers, 
- Water based visitors, 
- Land based visitors, 
- Second home owners, 
- Visitors staying in self catering, hotels, B&Bs and camping/caravan, 
- Visitors staying with friends and relatives. 

 
The results of the study could inform the preparation of a tourism development 
strategy for the waterway corridor (See 6.3.12 below). 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Fáilte Ireland 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with tourism 
services providers and 
associations. 
 

  
Development of a profile of 
visitors and visitor spend in the 
waterway corridor. 
 
Employment of the information 
in the preparation of a tourism 
development strategy. 

Explanation 
 
The profile of visitors to the waterway corridor has been changing in recent years. There is increasing evidence to suggest that local (Irish) visitors are outstripping international visitors in terms of numbers and 
contribution to the local economy. This has implications for the development and marketing of the industry, which is presently focussed on the international market. There is a requirement for empirical data regarding the 
origins, preferences and spending patterns of visitors to the area to ensure that the industry develops in a way that derives maximum socio-economic benefit from the market. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Development of a 
sustainable, spatially 
balanced tourism 
industry in the 
waterway corridor, 
deriving optimal socio-
economic benefit from 
the resource. 
 

  
6.3.12 A tourism development strategy for the South Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A tourism development strategy be prepared for the waterway corridor, identifying a range of 
products that make optimal, sustainable use of the environmental resource. The 
identification of products could include: 

- Facilities in support of the water- and land-based activity opportunities (taking 
account of the proposed ‘Recreation Development and Management Strategy’ 
(See 6.3.2 above), 

- Superstructure, e.g. accommodation, restaurants and entertainment, services 
(retail, banking, etc.), information (including signage) and interpretation, 

- Infrastructure, for access to the resource. 
 
The strategy would seek to establish for the combined area a ‘unique selling point’ (USP) 
based on the proximity and juxtaposition of a vibrant riverside metropolitan area and a rural 
waterway landscape. 
 
It is proposed that the strategy seek the broadest possible distribution of facilities, 
superstructure and access infrastructure, to ensure that benefits accrue to the presently 
disadvantaged areas of the corridor. The strategy could seek to take advantage, for the rural 
portion of the corridor, of the established tourism area status of Limerick/Ennis and Galway 
by forging access and image links between the areas. 
 
It is proposed that the strategy seek to identify opportunities for the development of products 
in the Fáilte Ireland-defined ‘health and fitness’, ‘ecology and nature’ and ‘adventure’ niche 
markets to complement the established ‘waterway’ and ‘angling’ products. The strategy 
could include, if found to be appropriate, the identification of an area/site and concept for 
development of a major attraction / flagship project for the corridor as well as projects of a 
lesser scale. 
 
The proposed plan would take account of: 

- The Lough Derg Study and Design Guide, 
- The proposed recreation and interpretation strategy (6.3.1 above), 
- The proposed economic impact study of tourism on the waterway corridor (See 

6.3.11 above), 
- The proposed objective to establish a ‘South Shannon Heritage Corridor’ on the 

model of the IUCN Category V Protected Landscape (See 6.5.3-4 below). 
 

  
Medium term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Tourism service 

providers and 
associations 

- Waterways Ireland 

  
Production of a tourism 
development strategy for the 
South Shannon Waterway 
Corridor. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Explanation 
 
The dominant economic activity in the rural portion of the area, agriculture, is in decline and there is an urgent requirement for development of an alternative industry. The environmental resource including the waterway 
itself (and water-based activities), numerous attractive lake- and riverside settlements and a landscape rich in natural and cultural heritage, constitutes a major opportunity for development of a successful tourism 
industry. Elements of this, notably cruising and angling, are well established (but are themselves suffering a recent downturn in business). There is widespread consensus that the corridor has significant untapped 
potential. 
 
The Fáilte Ireland Tourism Development Strategy 2000-2006 (TDS) classified Limerick/Ennis as an established tourism area and the Shannon Corridor from Meelick to Killaloe as a developing tourism area. Tourism is 
thus at different stages of development in different locations in the corridor, requiring tailored strategies and programmes to achieve balanced, complementary development. There is an opportunity for an integrated 
approach to development and marketing for their mutual benefit. The TDS identifies the Lower Shannon as having particular potential as a waterway-based tourism centre and suggests the clustering of Special Interest 
Activities in the corridor to stimulate growth. ‘Health and fitness’ and ‘ecology and nature’ are identified as niche markets, both of which have obvious potential for development in the corridor. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Development of a 
sustainable, spatially 
balanced tourism 
industry in the waterway 
corridor, deriving optimal 
socio-economic benefit 
from the resource. 
 

  
6.3.13 Support for tourism development complementary to the tourism development 

strategy 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
Shannon Development and Ireland West Tourism jointly provide a service in the waterway corridor 
similar to that performed by Shannon Development’s Tourism Product Development Section. 
Where facilities or superstructure are identified in the proposed tourism development strategy and 
found to have commercial viability, the opportunities would be made known to potential developers, 
and expertise and funding support made available to facilitate their realisation. 
 

  
Medium term 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 

  
Establishment of a 
South Shannon 
Recreation, 
Interpretation and 
Tourism Development 
Office. 
 
 
 
 
 

Explanation 
 
It may be that without a strategic overview land owners and existing tourism operators in the area will not recognise where development potential exists. In these cases the tourism authorities have a role to play in 
assisting in the conception and development of projects to realise their own ends as well as the land owner / operator’s. Shannon Development’s Tourism Product Development Section fulfils this purpose presently. Part 
of its role is to identify investment opportunities for investors and provide advice to the industry on likely sources of grant support and on tax incentives. The proposed tourism development strategy for the waterway 
corridor would provide an opportunity for Shannon Development and Ireland West Tourism to intensify this activity and thus increase investment and ultimately visitor numbers and tourism revenues the region. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Establish a unique tourism 
profile for the waterway 
corridor based on the 
sustainable utilisation of its 
landscape, natural and 
cultural heritage resources. 
 

  
6.3.14 Pursuit of sustainability in the development of the tourism industry in 

the South Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A sustainability ethos be adopted in the development of recreation facilities, 
superstructure (accommodation, restaurants, retail, etc.) and access infrastructure 
developments in support of the tourism industry. 
 
6.3.15 Promotion of ecotourism 
 
It is proposed that the authorities actively seek to achieve for the area an 
internationally recognised ecotourism market position, through encouragement of 
appropriate development and marketing. 
 
This could include information and assistance in the achievement of Ecoflower (an 
EU-wide ecotourism brand administered in Ireland by Failte Ireland) labelling for 
accommodation and other tourism product providers. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Failte Ireland 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Tourism Services 

providers and 
associations 

- Waterways Ireland 

  
Development of eco-orientated 
recreation, interpretation and 
tourism ‘products’. 
 
Number of visitors to the area 
participating in eco-orientated 
activities. 

Explanation 
 
Environmental awareness and the ethos of sustainability are firmly established in the culture of the markets that the Irish tourism industry seeks to tap into. The Fáilte Ireland Tourism Development Strategy 2000-2006 
emphasises the issue of sustainability and acknowledges the need for consistent vigilance to protect the key assets of tourism and in particular the scenic landscape. 
 
There is a drop in visitors to rural areas in Ireland and a concurrent growth in the international market for ecotourism and nature appreciation. According to the Western Development Commission, more should be done 
to capitalise on the potential of ecotourism in rural Ireland. The corridor already has elements of a successful, international ecotourism destination in place to attract this niche market: 
- Substantial areas and sites of internationally recognised ecological value (through designations), within a highly scenic landscape (a combination of water, dramatic topography, woodlands and historic farming 

practices). 
- Several layers/networks of cultural heritage features, well distributed throughout the area and some (e.g. ecclesiastical sites and Napoleonic fortifications) with an international dimension. 
- A variety of sustainable mobility options in the form of walking routes, cycling routes, pony trekking, canoeing, kayaking, sailing, etc. 
- Traditional primary productive industries (dairy farming, fishing, timber production, turbary) and artisan companies (pottery, hand weaving, silk studios and food industries), with a requirement for value-adding and 

clear potential for visitor participation and consumption. 
- Ireland’s first and largest renewable energy project in the Shannon Hydroelectric Scheme. 
 
With these assets, its particular geographic identity (the Shannon River) as well as proximity and access to other ‘green’ destinations such as the Burren (for which application has been made for European Geo Park 
designation), the ‘Green Box’ area in Counties Leitrim, Fermanagh, etc. the corridor has significant potential for eco-oriented branding and market repositioning. This objective would be given enormous impetus by the 
designation of the area an IUCN Category V Protected Landscape (See 6.5.3-4 below). 
 
Ecotourism need not be developed at the exclusion of other tourism products catering for other markets. The corridor is of a scale that provides opportunities for a variety of experiences and developments, so long as its 
fundamental selling point, the landscape, natural and cultural heritage, is not compromised. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Establish a unique tourism 
profile for the waterway 
corridor based on the 
sustainable utilisation of its 
landscape, natural and 
cultural heritage resources. 
 

  
6.3.16 South Shannon Waterway Corridor tourism marketing initiatives 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The tourism authorities recognise, develop and promote the South Shannon 
Waterway Corridor as a distinct geographic and tourism product unit. 
 
The marketing initiatives of the Ireland West Super Region*, Shannon Development 
and Ireland West Tourism could seek to establish for the combined area a ‘unique 
selling point’ (USP) based on the proximity and juxtaposition of a vibrant riverside 
metropolitan area (with international airport) and a rural waterway landscape. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- Tourism services 

providers and 
associations 

- Waterways Ireland 
 
 

  
Recognition by the tourism 
authorities of the waterway 
corridor as a geographic and 
tourism product unit. 
 
Appearance of the South 
Shannon Waterway Corridor in 
promotional material produced 
by the tourism authorities. 

Explanation 
 
The increasingly discerning and higher–spending tourist is seeking the highest standards of facilities and services coupled with a unique visitor experience. In recent years, there has been a growing recognition in the 
Irish tourism industry that each tourism destination has a number of tangible assets representing the essential appeal of that destination for the tourist. This tourism capital has to be recognised and exploited to the full to 
establish a profile for the area in the market and derive maximum socio-economic benefit from it. 
 
*On the 1st of July 2006, the Irish tourism industry witnessed the launch of the new Super Regions Tourism Marketing Initiative. This programme, which is supplementary to Tourism Ireland’s destination marketing 
campaigns and Fáilte Ireland’s regional allocations and activities, is based on new strategic marketing alliances between Tourism Regions, positioning them to more fully exploit international market opportunities. The 
proposed three Super Regions include: 
 

1. Ireland West, incorporating Shannon Development, Ireland West and North West Tourism areas 
2. Ireland South, comprising South East Regional Tourism Authority and Cork – Kerry Regional authority 
3. Ireland East, comprising Midlands – East Tourism and Dublin Tourism areas, together with Cavan and Monaghan. 

 
An opportunity exists for the Ireland West Super Region to adopt and promote the South Shannon Waterway Corridor concept. 
 
Shannon Development’s Product Marketing Unit has established a Shannon Region Tourism Forum, which brings together members of the golfing, angling, hotel, walking, equestrian, restaurant and vintners industries 
with members of the local authorities and Shannon Airport in order to co-ordinate marketing activities within the region. An opportunity exists for the Tourism Forum to adopt and promote the waterway corridor concept. 
 
Shannon Development with the support of the Mid West Regional Authority, the County Councils of Tipperary, Clare, Limerick, Galway, and Limerick City Council is developing a marketing plan for Lough Derg for the 
period 2006-2009. The plan will aim to stimulate new business for the Lough Derg corridor over that period. An opportunity exists for this initiative to adopt and promote the waterway corridor concept. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Improved information 
provision for residents 
and visitors to the 
waterway corridor, to 
promote appreciation 
and sustainable 
utilisation of the 
resources and the 
development of the 
tourism industry. 
 

  
6.3.17 A network of signage/information points in the waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
Information signage be installed in every settlement, public mooring place and recreation site in the 
waterway corridor, providing appropriate information on: 

- Local natural heritage, its identification, significance and sensitivities (e.g. for motorised vessels, 
distance to keep from the shoreline, birds, etc.); 

- Alien invasive species, their identification and measures to prevent their introduction and spread; 
- Local cultural heritage, and options for access to sites; 
- Local recreation activities and facilities including walking and cycling routes; 
- Safety guidelines (e.g. in relation to algae blooms); 
- Regulations and codes of conduct (and possibly activity restrictions) for recreational activities; 
- Contact details for emergency services (an Garda Siochana, RNLI, Waterways Ireland, etc.); 
- Local visitor attractions including accommodation, restaurants and pubs, etc. 

 
In order to provide up-to-date information, the information would be subject to regular review of 
content and the condition of the display. 
 
It is proposed that the information to be provided on a common template to contribute to the 
development of area identity, as per the recommendations of the Lough Derg International Water 
Park Design Guide. 
 
The signage would accommodate and/or complement that to be installed by Waterways Ireland in the 
near future (following implementation of Waterways Ireland’s new signage design manual). 
 
The signage structures need not be identical in appearance, but may be designed to suit the 
particular locations (e.g. by means of a signage design competition or commissions). The principles of 
visibility and durability should apply, and common motifs (structural and / or graphic) may be used to 
identify the information/signage as components of a network. 
 
It is proposed that as part of the signage/information network development process, all available 
technologies be investigated for complementary development, e.g. a website feeder system 
(downloadable tours, information, interpretation, etc.), pod-casting, text message information, etc. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Shannon Development 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
Partnerships with local 
business, etc. should be 
sought. 
 

  
Commission of an 
information display 
template design for the 
waterway corridor. 
 
An information display 
structure design 
competition, or 
commissions. 
 
Installation of 
information and 
interpretation points. 

Explanation 
 
The provision of information as proposed would: 

- Encourage the appreciation and sustainable utilisation of natural and cultural heritage assets by local residents and visitors to the area. 
- Contribute to the conservation of natural and cultural heritage resources. 
- Contribute to the efforts to stop the introduction and spread of alien invasive species. 
- Contribute to the minimisation of conflicts arising between different users and activities in the waterway corridor. 
- Contribute to the establishment and promotion of a unique tourism profile for the area, 
- Contribute to the success of tourism product operators in the corridor. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Improved information 
provision for waterway 
users, to broaden the 
benefits derived by the 
corridor from this 
established tourism 
industry. 
 

  
6.3.18 Revision of the Shannon Navigation Charts and information 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
In future editions of the Shannon Navigation charts, the mapping and information be enhanced for 
two distinct purposes: 
 
Navigation. The revised charts / information could include (for more accurate / simplified 
navigation): 

- features / hazards, 
- adjacent (on-land) topography, 
- indication of navigation marker numbering (as the current pilot project on Lough Ree is 

extended along the rest of the Shannon); 
 
Access, to cultural and natural heritage features of interest and on-land activities such as walking 
and cycling routes, etc. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Office of Public Works 
- Shannon Development 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
Partnerships with local 
business, etc. should be 
sought. 
 
In consultation with: 
- Community and 

heritage organisations 
- Inland Waterways 

Association of Ireland 
- Tourism services 

providers and 
associations 

 

  
Publication of a new set 
of Shannon Navigation 
Charts. 

Explanation 
 
The consultation process revealed that while providing appropriate information for novice pilots, the current Navigation Charts provide insufficient detail (of depth and obstacles) to allow experienced pilots to fully explore 
the waterway. In contrast, the information on the surrounding environment including on-land recreation, interpretation and entertainment options, etc. is limited from a boat-hirer’s perspective. There is an opportunity to 
better integrate the navigation with the surrounding corridor both in terms of the users’ experience and the requirement to spread the benefits derived from existing visitors, by enhancing the information provided on the 
navigation charts. 
 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Protection of vulnerable 
heritage sites from over-
use, vandalism and theft 
while encouraging visitor 
access. 

  
6.3.19 Development of a Code of Conduct for visitors to natural and cultural heritage sites 
 
It is proposed that a Code of Conduct be developed for visitors to natural and cultural heritage sites 
in the corridor, and displayed / distributed along with all information and interpretation material. The 
Code of Conduct could be informed by the Environmental Protection of the Burren through Visitor 
Management Initiative. 

  
Short term 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 

  
Production of a heritage 
sites visitors’ Code of 
Conduct 
 
 
 
 

Explanation 
 
The encouragement of visitor access to heritage sites could result in over-use, vandalism and even theft of cultural artefacts or natural specimens. It is appropriate that steps be taken to prevent such damage of 
vulnerable sites while maximising visitor access and thereby the benefits derived locally from the tourism industry. 
 
Burrenbeo, in conjunction with Clare County Council, Shannon Development and the National Parks and Wildlife Service has recently received funding for the Environmental Protection of the Burren through Visitor 
Management Initiative (see www.burrenbeo.com, accessed September 2006). The Initiative’s goals include: 

- To demonstrate best practice associated with the integration of environmental protection, rural development and tourism development in the protection of the heritage and landscape of the Burren region. 
- To advance and integrate several existing community, nature conservation, archaeological and tourism initiatives that are operating in the Burren and combine these efforts with infrastructural improvements to 

be undertaken by the Local Authority. 
 
The experience to be gained in this initiative, including the intended production of a proposed ‘Burren Code’, could inform a similar initiative for the waterway corridor’s heritage sites. 
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6.4 Navigation 
 
The number of vessels registered on the Shannon (and Erne) Navigation continues to increase. So too do the variety of vessels and activities sharing use of the resource. Larger, more powerful 
and faster vessels including personal watercraft (pwc) are now a common sight on the navigation, along with the traditional cruisers, sailing boats and fishermen’s dinghies. There is increasing 
demand for the development of navigation infrastructure and facilities to keep pace with the growing and diversifying demand, by both the public and private sector. It is in the interest of social 
and economic sustainability that the navigation be developed to accommodate the greatest possible number of uses and users, without undue detriment to the existing users and corridor 
residents, or damage to the internationally significant heritage resource. 
 
The following policies and actions are recommended to promote a strategic approach to the development of navigation infrastructure and the management of activities to minimise the consequent 
impacts on existing users and residents, and the landscape, natural and cultural heritage resources. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure a comprehensive 
knowledge of the extent of 
navigation facilities available and 
their usage, to inform ongoing 
decisions on facilities 
development. 

  
6.4.1 Quantification of berthing and other navigation facilities 

presently provided on the Lower Shannon 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
Waterways Ireland make and maintain a data base of all privately and 
publicly provided berthage and associated facilities (e.g. pump-outs, dry and 
wet docks, chandleries, etc.) on the Lower Shannon Navigation. The data 
base would record the location and the number of all berths provided. A 
Geographic Information System could be established to record and display 
the data. 
 
Waterways Ireland could make available the data base to all interested 
parties to inform decisions regarding the provision of facilities, e.g. the local 
authorities, tourism authorities and private developers. 
 
6.4.2 Recording of vessels’ permanent berthing place in the 

Waterways Ireland Register of Vessels on the Shannon and 
Shannon-Erne Navigations 

 
It is proposed that Waterways Ireland amend the vessel registration process, 
to include a record of the permanent berthing place of the vessels to inform 
the strategic planning of associated infrastructure / facilities. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with: 
- Inland Waterways 

Association of Ireland 
 

  
Availability of a comprehensive 
data base of berthage and other 
navigation infrastructure / 
facilities. 
 

Explanation 
 
There is no record of the berthing places and other navigation facilities provided privately on the Shannon Navigation. Nor is there a record of where vessels are stored on the navigation. Local authorities, whose 
responsibility it is to grant or refuse planning permission for berthing and other navigation facilities developments, have no idea how much berthing exists in their functional areas, where it is or how much is needed. If this 
situation is allowed to continue it may lead to over-supply, under-supply or unbalanced distribution of berthing facilities, with environmental, social and economic consequences. 
 
Just as a housing strategy requires reliable information on current supply and future demand, so too will any form of strategic planning of navigation facilities provision. The existence of a data base of berthage and other 
facilities presently available, and the level of use of these facilities, would be of assistance to all of the authorities with a responsibility for management and balanced, sustainable development of the navigation. 
 
Under the Planning and Development Act 2000, Waterways Ireland is a Statutory Consultee for all planning applications affecting the waterway. This requires that the local authorities inform Waterways Ireland of all 
development proposals for berthage and other navigation facilities. Waterways Ireland is thus in a unique position to collate and evaluate navigation-wide facilities data. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure that the natural heritage 
resource is protected from damage 
which might arise from more 
intensive recreational use of the 
waterway. 

  
6.4.3 Study of environmental impacts of water-based activities 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A study be conducted of the environmental impacts of the various vessel 
types (in terms of power, displacement, speed, wave wash, noise, etc.) and 
activities now present on the waterway. This would allow for the 
development of a classification system of vessels and activities/uses 
according to their potential environmental impact. 
 
It is proposed that the results of the study be employed in the development 
and/or adaptation of the proposed Lower Shannon Multiple Use 
Management Plan for Water-based Activities (See 6.3.2 above). 
 
6.4.4 Shoreline sensitivity classification of the South Shannon 
 
It is proposed that a research and survey study be conducted to classify the 
South Shannon shoreline according to sensitivity to various vessel types and 
activities (the study would complement the Heritage Council’s Literature 
Study on the Effects of Wave Wash). The classification could take account 
of: 

- bank gradient, 
- substrate (sandy, stony, etc.) 
- vegetation, 
- fauna, 
- etc. 

 
The results of the study could be employed in the development and / or 
adaptation of the proposed Lower Shannon Multiple Use Management Plan 
for Water-based Activities (See 6.3.2 above). 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 

  
- Environmental Protection 

Agency 
- National Parks and 

Wildlife Service 
- The Heritage Council 
- The local authorities 
- SRBMP 
- Waterways Ireland 

 
 
 
 
 
The above in consultation 
with Birdwatch Ireland 

  
Initiation of a study. 
 
Classification of vessels and 
activities present on the 
waterway in terms of 
environmental impact 
(impact profile of all activities). 
 
Employment of results to inform 
water-based activity 
management. 
 
 
 
Initiation of study. 
 
Classification of South Shannon 
shorelines according to 
sensitivity to recreational uses. 
 
Employment of results to inform 
water-based activity 
management. 

Explanation  
 
The intensity of use of the waterway is increasing, in terms of numbers and types of vessels and activities. As the intensity of resource use increases, so too does the potential for impact on the physical and biological 
environment of the corridor. A recent literature review on the impacts of boat wash on the Heritage of Ireland’s inland waterways (Murphy et al., 2006) identified a number of key recommendations relating to research 
and prevention of impacts. The study suggests that further research should initially focus on waterways that have the highest recorded densities of usage, and prioritise areas of known sensitivity. The South Shannon 
complies with both of these criteria. Lough Derg is recognised as Ireland’s premier cruising destination and has recently seen a rapid increase in the number of larger, more powerful and faster vessels. The South 
Shannon is designated cSAC, SPA and/or pNHA for almost its entire length and includes a variety of habitats including highly sensitive callows. 
 
Research into the impacts of the various waterway activities, and the sensitivity of the waterway to those activities is vital to allow for informed protection of resources and management of use. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
In the interest of balanced, 
sustainable development of the 
navigation, adoption of a shared 
vision and a framework for the 
realisation of its optimal 
utilisation. 

  
6.4.5 Preparation of a strategic navigation facilities development plan for the 

South Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The authorities adopt a plan-led approach to the development of berthage and other 
navigation facilities in the waterway corridor. This would entail the preparation of a 
comprehensive navigation facilities development plan, cooperatively developed and 
adopted by the authorities to guide the provision of facilities by the public and private 
sectors. 
 
The plan would identify the number and type of berthing facilities to be provided on the 
waterway, and the appropriate location for new developments, taking account of  
- Market demand (identified by analysis of planning applications, consultation with user 

groups, existing service providers, etc); 
- The proposed Lower Shannon Multiple Use Management Plan for Water-based 

Activities (See 6.3.2 above); 
- Information regarding the environmental impact of different vessels and activities, and 

the sensitivities of the environment to these (See 6.4.3 and 6.4.4 above)  
- Assessment of the available and planned services infrastructure required to support 

any berthing and associated facilities; 
- Identification of cultural heritage and other on-land activity sites with existing or 

potential visitor facilities, as well as potential waterway access. 
 
The plan could include standards for the provision of support facilities such as toilets and 
showers, pump-outs, dustbins (including recycling), water points, fuel points, electricity 
points, etc. at all berthing places on the navigation. (This would complement the Lough 
Derg Study and Design Guide, which prescribe facilities provision for a hierarchy of 
recreation areas around Lough Derg.) 
 
It is proposed that the local authority statutory plans (CDPs and LAPs) be adapted by 
revision or alteration, to incorporate shoreline zoning objectives to encourage facilities 
development according to the plan. 
 

  
Medium term 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with: 
- Angling Council of 

Ireland 
- Community and 

heritage organisations 
- Dept. of 

Communications, 
Marine and Natural 
Resources 

- Dept. of Transport 
- Inland Waterways 

Association of Ireland 
- Irish Amateur Rowing 

Union 
- Irish Water Safety 

Association 
- Irish WaterSki 

Federation 
- Maritime Safety 

Directorate 
- Marine Institute 
- Personal Watercraft 

Ireland 
- RNLI 
 

  
Adoption of a strategic 
navigation facilities 
development plan. 

Explanation 
 
There is insufficient berthing (both temporary/short term and long term) provided on the waterway for the ever-growing number and variety of vessels. Consultees also identified a lack of associated facilities, e.g. ‘lift-
outs’, chandleries/workshops, boatyards, etc. This is restrictive of the socio-economic benefits derived from the resource. There is thus intense pressure from the private sector for facilities development. At present the 
local authorities are deciding independently on planning applications for private berthing development without a guiding vision as to what numbers and types of vessels should be catered for in their jurisdictions, what 
associated facilities are required, and where. A plan-led approach to navigation facilities, i.e. a strategic navigation facilities development plan as proposed, would provide all stakeholders (the local authorities, private 
developers, boat owners) with a well considered, justifiable framework to achieve optimal resource use. 
 
It is generally accepted that substantial carrying capacity (the quantity of vessels that can be accommodated without detriment to the resource) exists on the Shannon Navigation. The facilities development plan should 
thus not be conceived as a means of restricting development, but rather of facilitating sustainable development in the appropriate place and time. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
In the interest of balanced, 
sustainable development 
of the navigation, adoption 
of a shared vision and a 
framework for the 
realisation of its optimal 
utilisation. 

  
6.4.6 Investigation of the feasibility of specific navigation facilities development 

proposals 
 

It is proposed that the feasibility of these suggested development opportunities be actively 
investigated, in the context of a strategic navigation facilities development plan: 

 
6.4.6a Commercial / private marina development at the Portland Harbour, 
Portumna Bridge, North Tipperary 
The ownership, condition and development potential of the presently unused historic 
harbour would be investigated. 
 
6.4.6b Commercial / private marina and related development in the townland of 
Drumaan East, Whitegate, Co. Clare 
The development potential of the historic Williamstown Harbour and hotel (presently 
the base of Shannon Castle Line Cruisers), Dromaan public harbour and two historic 
mooring places in the vicinity would be investigated. 
 
6.4.6c Commercial / private marina development opportunities in the Limerick 
Metropolitan area 
Opportunities would be sought for development of berthing and chandleries, etc. in the 
city, to provide for the demand upstream of Parteen Weir and encourage navigation 
traffic between Limerick and Killaloe. 
 
6.4.6d Public or private berthing in the form of finger jetties positioned against 
the canal wall in Killaloe 
 
6.4.6e Formalised access from the waterway to cultural heritage sites 
The potential for development of formalised access to the following locations would be 
investigated, taking account of land ownership, site vulnerability and the potential / 
requirement for site access management: 
- Meelick (Martello Tower, Napoleonic fortifications, etc.), 
- Redwood Castle (the point at which the ‘Togher of Redwood’ meets the 

shoreline), 
- Holy Island, 
- Béal Boru. 
 
6.4.6f Public berthing in the form of finger jetties in the harbour at Terryglass 
 
6.4.6g Public or private berthing at Kilgarvan Quay 
The ownership, condition and development potential of the harbour presently occupied 
by the local angling club would be investigated. 
 

  
Medium term 

  
- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with: 
- Community and 

heritage organisations 
- Inland Waterways 

Association of Ireland 
- Tourism services 

providers and 
associations 

 

  
Determination of feasibility 
of suggested 
developments. 

Explanation 
 
See 6.4.5 above. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Retention of existing rights 
and patterns of usage of 
the Shannon shoreline. 

  
6.4.7 A policy of maintenance and enhancement of public access along the shoreline 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
In carrying out their forward planning and development control functions, the local authorities 
ensure the retention (and enhancement if possible) of public access along the Shannon 
shoreline despite the development of berthing and other navigation facilities. By means of 
revision or alteration of their statutory development plans, the local authorities could adopt a 
complementary policy of maximising public access to the waterway (See 6.3.2 above). 
 
It is proposed that the ESB would ensure that access along the Shannon shoreline in its 
ownership is not compromised as a result of development, by refusing license to any 
development proposals that would obstruct access. 
 

  
Ongoing 

  
- ESB 
- The local authorities 

  
Extent of shoreline 
accessible to the public. 

Explanation 
 
There is increasing private sector demand for the development of berthing and other navigation facilities in the corridor and the local authorities are generally positively predisposed to such development. There is 
concern that access along the shoreline for other water-based activities such as angling, swimming, etc. will be incrementally lost as a result of navigation facilities development. All efforts should be made by the 
authorities to ensure that no one activity is compromised by the development of another. 
 
Since the construction of the Shannon hydroelectric Scheme in the 1920s the ESB has had ownership of a strip of land some 30m in width (on average) around 90% of the Lough Derg shoreline. The ESB leases these 
lands to adjacent land owners/farmers for their own use. Should an adjacent land owner wish to develop access from their lands through the ESB strip to the waterway, they require: (a) a letter of consent from the ESB 
to apply for planning permission, and (b) a license from the ESB based on receipt of planning permission. The ESB thus has the power to control the use of and access to some 90% of the Lough Derg shoreline. 
 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Minimisation of the 
environmental impact of 
navigation. 

  
6.4.8 Preparation of siting, design and management guidelines for 

berthing and other navigation facilities 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The authorities prepare siting and design guidelines for berthing and 
associated infrastructure, to ensure the highest quality of design and 
minimise the biological, landscape and visual impacts resulting from 
navigation development. Once published, the local authorities could insist 
that all development proposals comply with the guidelines. 
 
The guidelines would also address the management / operation of 
navigation infrastructure, for example fuel storage, maintenance of pump-
outs, dealing with waste, etc. An associated set of planning conditions 
(relating to environmental management of the facilities) could be attached 
to planning permissions for navigation infrastructure throughout the 
waterway corridor. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- The local authorities 
- NPWS 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with: 
- Dept. of Communications, Marine and 

Natural Resources 
- Dept. of Transport 
- EPA 
- Inland Waterways Association of Ireland 
- Irish Water Safety Association 
- Maritime Safety Directorate 
- Marine Institute 
- Personal Watercraft Ireland 
- RNLI 
 

  
Preparation of guidelines. 
 
Improvement/regularisation 
of the quality of navigation 
infrastructure development 
proposals. 
 
A regular programme of 
water quality monitoring at 
berthing places. 

Explanation 
 
Due to their location at the edge of land and water the construction of marinas and other navigation facilities inevitably causes biological, landscape and visual impacts. The siting, design and management/operation of 
these facilities can determine the extent of the impact, whether or not it is disproportionate considering the socio-economic benefit derived from the development. In combination with a strategic, plan-led approach to the 
location of berthage, the preparation of siting, design and management guidelines would ensure the sustainability of navigation development. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Minimisation of the 
environmental impact of 
navigation. 

  
6.4.9 Maintenance of an adequate and operational network of pump-out facilities, 

managed by a single authority 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A network of pump-out facilities be maintained on the waterway, sufficient in number, 
conveniently located, easily operated and regularly maintained to facilitate habitual use by all 
vessel owners / operators. 
 
The maintenance of the pump-outs would be facilitated by a single authority assuming 
responsibility (if not ownership) of the entire network. Pump-outs could then be regularly 
serviced and an emergency number displayed for users to call in the case of equipment 
failure. 
 
6.4.10 Vessel registration and licensing contingent on compliance with the bye-laws 
 
It is proposed that Waterways Ireland amend the vessel registration and licensing process 
over two stages to ensure compliance with the 1994 amendment of the Shannon Navigation 
(Construction of Vessels) Bye-laws: 

- Stage One: Registration to record whether or not a vessel is equipped with an 
operational holding tank (or other means of compliance with the by-law). The 
owners of all vessels that are not could be given a period of time in which to comply. 

- Stage Two: After a reasonable period, vessel registration and licensing (and 
therefore legal use of the waterway) could be made contingent on compliance with 
the bye-law. 

 
6.4.11 A programme of user education regarding compliance with the bye-laws 
 
It is proposed that the authorities formally engage navigation users in the effort to reduce 
sewage discharge into the waterway by displaying information regarding the bye-laws, water 
quality measurements, etc. at berthing places. This would complement, and hopefully negate 
the requirement for, the proposed vessel inspection programme. 
 
6.4.12 Enforcement of the bye-laws by means of regular vessel inspections 
 
It is proposed that the Waterways Ireland Inspectorate initiate a programme of regular vessel 
inspections to monitor and enforce compliance with the by-laws. Sanctions could be imposed 
on the owners of vessels without holding tanks (or other means), to encourage compliance. 
 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Medium term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 

  
- SRBMP 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
In consultation with: 
- EPA 
- Inland Waterways 

Association of 
Ireland 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
Maintenance of the required 
number of pump-out 
facilities. 
 
Assumption of responsibility 
for pump-out maintenance 
by a single authority (or a 
mechanism of cooperative 
management by a 
combination of authorities). 
 
Level of usage of pump-outs. 
 
 
Amendment of Waterways 
Ireland’s vessel registration 
and licensing procedures. 
 
Update of the register of 
vessels to include 
compliance or not of all 
vessels with the bye-laws. 
 
Numbers of vessels 
compliant with the bye-laws. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Number of inspections 
carried out by the 
Waterways Ireland 
Inspectorate. 
 
Number of sanctions 
imposed by the Inspectorate. 
 

Explanation 
 
A 1994 amendment of the Shannon Navigation (Construction of Vessels) Bye-laws, made mandatory the fitting of all vessels with a toilet “so constructed and fitted as to prevent polluting matter from being discharged or 
passing into the navigation”. It is therefore necessary for vessels to be equipped with a holding tank (or other means of containment of sewage), which is emptied by means of a ‘pump-out’. 
 
The registration form for vessels on the Shannon Navigation presently requires owners to sign off on their “opinion that the… vessel substantially complies” with the bye-laws of 1992, but not the amendment of 1994. 
This should be rectified in the attempt to put an end to the routine discharge of sewage into the waterway. The listing of the main items of the bye-laws (both 1992 and 1994) on the registration form, thereby requiring 
vessel owners to sign off on each item individually (as opposed to the bye-laws generally), would encourage compliance and provide improved information of the Shannon fleet’s present level of compliance. 
 
A SRBMP study has found the contribution of sewage from vessels to the overall level of pollution in the Shannon to be minimal. However, consultees identified that during summer months in busy harbours the impact 
can be significant. It is in the power of the authorities and navigation users to completely eradicate this one source of pollution from the Shannon. In order to do so, all vessels must be compliant with the bye-laws and a 
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fully operational network of pump-out facilities has to be provided. The maintenance of an appropriate standard of facilities will be more easily achieved by a single authority than by a number of authorities as is presently 
the case. 
 
Once an adequate pump-out network is in place the compliance of all vessels registered on the Shannon and Erne Navigations should be encouraged by a combination of user education and enforcement by the 
authorities. The present Waterways Ireland Inspectorate is insufficient in number to inspect the growing fleet. It may therefore be appropriate that the Inspectorate be enlarged, at least for the period required for the 
Shannon-Erne fleet to be modernised/properly equipped. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Minimisation of the 
environmental impact of 
navigation. 

  
6.4.13 A programme of water quality testing to monitor the localised impact of sewage 

(and other) discharge from boats into the waterway and the effects of mitigation 
measures 

 
It is proposed that… 
 
A programme of water quality testing at harbours be implemented to quantify the impact of the 
sewage discharge from boats into the waterway. The tests would be repeated at regular 
intervals to measure the progress of measures to implement the bye-laws and inform 
additional measures if necessary. 
 
It is proposed that the contribution of antifoulants to water pollution be investigated, particularly 
in poorly flushed marinas, harbours or bays where a localised impact may occur. 
 

  
Short term 
 

  
- EPA 
- SRBMP 
- The local authorities 
 
 

  
Initiation of regular 
programme of water quality 
monitoring at harbours. 
 
Measurement of water 
quality in harbours and 
marinas. 
 
 
 
 
Determination of the 
contribution of antifoulants to 
pollution of the waterway. 
 

Explanation 
 
The European Communities (Water Policy) Regulations, 2003, which translates the WFD into Irish national policy, states that operational and investigative monitoring programmes should be established where initial 
assessments have identified that a water body is at risk of failing to meet its environmental objectives, or where it is known that ‘priority list’ (WFD, Annex X) substances are being discharged to the water body. In these 
cases, the monitoring network (monitoring point locations) should be designed so as to assess the magnitude and impact of the point sources of pollution, either individually or on the water body as a whole. 
 
A programme of water quality monitoring to quantify the local impact of sewage discharge into the waterway at harbours and marinas would provide the evidence required to encourage appropriate action by the 
authorities and users. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Improved management of 
the navigation and 
navigation users to 
facilitate more intensive, 
safer and sustainable use 
of the resource. 

  
6.4.14 Increase in the Waterways Ireland Inspectorate resources 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The Waterways Ireland Inspectorate resources (staff and equipment) be increased, 
in line with the increasing requirement for enforcement of bye-laws relating to 
sewage disposal from boats, speeding, harbour hogging, etc. 
 
 
6.4.15 Display and distribution of regulations, codes of conduct and 

information in respect of safe, sustainable use of the navigation 
 
It is proposed that signage be erected at all launching points, harbours, etc. 
displaying regulations/bye-laws (see 6.4.11 above), codes of conduct and 
information on how to use, protect and enjoy the waterway. The same information 
could to be distributed to users through clubs, associations, equipment retailers, etc. 
annually. 
 
Information on measures to be taken to avoid the introduction and spread of alien 
invasive species could be included in all displays. 
 
6.4.16 Registration and licensing of all vessels / craft exceeding certain 

power or speed parameters 
 
It is proposed that the situation whereby personal watercraft (PWC) need not 
register or obtain a license for operation on the waterway be amended. All craft 
equipped with an engine of 15hp or more, or capable of travelling in excess of a 
certain speed (to be determined) could be required to register and obtain a license 
for legal operation on the waterway. 
 
The information derived from the registration process could be used to inform the 
proposed multiple use management plan for water-based activities (see 6.3.2 
above) and/or any other management measures required to ensure the safety and 
enjoyment of the navigation and the protection of the natural heritage. 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
Waterways Ireland 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
Waterways Ireland Inspectorate 
resources (staff and equipment) 
allocated to the (Lower) 
Shannon Navigation. 
 
 
 
 
 
Interviews with users to 
establish knowledge of 
regulations, codes of conduct, 
etc. 
 
Number of sanctions imposed 
by the Inspectorate for 
contraventions of the 
regulations. 
 
 
 
Update of the Waterways 
Ireland Register of Vessels to 
include PWC. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Explanation 
 
There are presently two Waterways Ireland inspectors and two boat people assigned to the Shannon Navigation. There is provision in the staffing structure of the body for four more wardens. The number of users and 
the variety of activities and vessels on the waterway is constantly increasing. This has given rise to an increase in user conflicts and environmental impact (noise, wave wash etc.). The increase in use demands a degree 
of navigation management for which the Waterways Ireland Inspectorate is not adequately resourced. If Inspectorate resources were increased, in conjunction with implementation of the proposed multiple use 
management plan for water-based activities (See 6.3.2 above), then more intensive, safer and sustainable use of the navigation would be facilitated. 
 
The alternative or complementary approach to the ‘spatial and temporal multiple use management’ is one of ‘education and self-regulation’. This can take the form of user information on how to use, protect and enjoy the 
waterway, and/or by formal education, certification and licensing. User information is recommended as a matter of course, through on-site (access point) display of regulations and codes of conduct, and distribution 
through clubs, associations, equipment retailers, etc. Certification and licensing are more difficult and controversial to implement since they automatically exclude potential users from the waterway and could have a 
negative economic impact on the tourism industry. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
The realisation of 
Limerick’s full potential as 
a gateway to, and a 
destination on the 
Shannon Navigation. 

  
6.4.17 Support for any projects aimed at improving the navigability of the 

Limerick – Ardnacrusha stretch 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The authorities continue in their efforts to overcome the tidal and flow velocity 
problems which restrict navigation between Limerick and Ardnacrusha. 
 
6.4.18 Limerick City Harbour Master and Navigation Guide 
 
It is proposed that, in conjunction with any infrastructural improvements made to the 
Limerick Navigation, management measures be put in place to promote its use, 
such as: 

- A seasonal harbour master for the Limerick City moorings, 
- A seasonal navigation guide/pilot, to provide assistance to navigation 

users (e.g. leading daily ‘flotillas’ between Limerick and Ardnacrusha), 
thereby encouraging use of the Limerick City moorings. 

 

  
Ongoing 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 

  
- ESB 
- Limerick City Council 
- Shannon Development 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
 

  
Improvement in the navigability 
of the Limerick Navigation. 
 
Increase in the number of 
vessels navigating the Limerick 
– Ardnacrusha stretch. 
 
 
Increase in the number of 
vessels making use of the 
Limerick City moorings. 

Explanation 
 
Despite the significant improvements made to the Limerick Navigation with works undertaken in conjunction with the Main Drainage Scheme between 1999 and 2001, navigational difficulties/inconveniences remain: (a) 
When more than one of the four turbines in the Ardnacrusha hydroelectric power station are in operation, the current in the tailrace and the Abbey River is too strong for navigation. (b) When the tide in the Shannon 
estuary is in, the distance between the water surface and the underside of certain bridges is too little to allow vessels to pass beneath the bridges. These have prevented the city from achieving its full potential as a 
gateway to, and a destination on the Navigation. A study has been undertaken to identify ways to ameliorate the flow velocity in the Abbey River to overcome the problems. Any possible measures to improve access to 
the waterway between Limerick and Lough Derg should be pursued. 
 
The Limerick moorings developed at the time of the navigation improvements have been variably successful. The Custom House Quay and George’s Quay moorings are secure and relatively well-used. The Arthur’s 
Quay moorings suffer from a lack of passive surveillance (e.g. buildings, streets, etc. overlooking the area) due to the local land use pattern. A harbour master during the summer months would improve security and 
thereby encourage use of the facilities. 
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6.5 Natural Heritage 
 
Almost the entire length of the South Shannon including the shoreline and islands is covered by either international (cSAC and SPA) or national (pNHA) designation based on criteria relating to habitat 
quality, species complement and ecological processes. The Natura 2000 Directive states that “Member States shall endeavour… in their land-use planning and development policies and, in particular, 
with a view to improving the ecological coherence of the Natura 2000 network, to encourage the management of features of the landscape which are of major importance for wild fauna and flora… Such 
features are those which, by virtue of their linear and continuous structure (such as rivers with their banks or the traditional systems for marking field boundaries) or their function as stepping stones (such 
as ponds or small woods), are essential for the migration, dispersal and genetic exchange of wild species”. The Shannon River, along with all connected landscape features such as feeder streams, 
shoreline vegetation, woodlands and fields is such a feature, recognised and required by EU legislation to be protected through land use, planning and development policy. Furthermore, the WFD has 
established the principle of river basin/catchment management, in recognition of the importance of the ecosystem-based management approach to biodiversity. 
 
The following policies and actions are recommended to ensure the protection of natural heritage resources in a period of dramatic land use change, and to promote the sustainable utilisation of 
the resources for education, recreation and the tourism industry. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure that natural 
heritage is adequately 
recognised and 
protected. 

  
6.5.1 Identify and protect all habitats and species of conservation value in the South 

Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The existing data on designated areas in the corridor be updated through resurvey of cSAC, SPA 
and pNHA sites. The information would be employed in the ongoing preparation of Site 
Conservation Plans for designated areas and agreement of management programmes with land 
owners. Updated site synopses and Site Conservation Plans could be used by planning and other 
authorities to inform: 

- their statutory functions such as implementation of the European Communities (Natural Habitats) 
Regulations, 1997, which require that all SAC and SPA designated areas be protected from 
development or activities which threaten the integrity of the sites; 

- an ecosystem-based management approach to the waterway corridor (see 6.5.2 below). 
 
It is proposed that supplementary studies be carried out to: 

- define the ecological functions of the waterway, specifically Lough Derg, in the context of the 
regional landscape/ecosystem; 

- identify sites, habitats and species that qualify for designation according to the selection criteria for 
NHA, SAC or SPA but which have been overlooked, or which do not qualify for designation but 
are nonetheless significant in terms of regional or local biodiversity, for example (as identified by 
consultees, in the corridor between Lough Derg and Limerick City): 
- a wide range of aquatic and emergent plants including the rare Potamogeton friesii, 
- characteristic swamp vegetation, 
- the many islets and larger vegetated islands, 
- an area of unimproved wet grassland at World’s End with a rich variety of plant species 

including Sisyrinchium bermudiana and Carex pallescens (both locally rare), and Bromus 
commutatus (nationally rare), 

- areas of marsh west of Lisnagry, with the rare Equisetum hyemale present, 
- riparian woodland between UL and the mouth of the Mulcear river where the alien species 

Heracleum mantegazzianum and Impatiens glandulifera have been identified. 
- establish the status and trends in biodiversity in the callows, where farmers have reported a 

reduction in wildlife numbers (this requires scientific assessment); 
- determine the biodiversity value of islands in the waterway, many of which remain un-surveyed 

and un-recorded. 

  
Ongoing 
 

  
- NPWS 
- The Local Authorities 
- The Heritage Council 
 
In consultation with 
community and heritage 
associations. 
 

  
Monitoring of the 
conservation status of 
designated sites carried 
out by, or on behalf of, the 
NPWS. 
 
Number of Site 
Conservation Plans 
produced. 
 
Continued development of 
Local Biodiversity 
Inventory. 
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Explanation 
 
International and national legislation (the European Communities (Natural Habitats) Regulations, 1997) requires that designated areas are maintained at favourable conservation status and are protected from damaging 
activities. Surveys carried out in the 1990s of cSACs and pNHAs may be outdated due to the many changes that have occurred in these areas in the intervening period. Further studies are required of these sites to 
monitor the extent of change and to determine their current conservation status. While many sites of international and national value have been recognised and surveyed, sites of local value remain less well known. 
Areas of high biodiversity value, which may not qualify for designation, occur within the corridor. These should be targeted for survey and added to the inventory of local biodiversity resources on an ongoing basis. 
 
The ongoing development of knowledge of the functioning and value of our natural heritage resources, particularly the waterways, should be employed in the management of the landscape, to ensure that socio-
economic development in the corridor is consistent with the principles of sustainability. 
 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure the protection 
and enhancement of 
water quality in the 
corridor. Ensure 
sampling methods 
that adequately reflect 
the nutrient status of 
the water bodies. 

  
6.5.2 Protect and enhance water quality throughout the waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
Artificial enrichment of water resources is reduced through implementation of the measures set out 
in the Shannon River Basin Management Plan so as to maintain ‘high status’ where it exists and 
achieve ‘good status’ in all waters by 2015, as required by the WFD. 
 
The priorities should be the targeting of diffuse run-off form agricultural sources and point source 
pollution from municipal wastewater treatment facilities (the waterway in the vicinity of Scarriff and 
Whitegate, Co. Clare, and Eyrecourt, Co. Galway has been identified as severely and continuously 
affected by such discharges). It is proposed that the operational and investigative monitoring 
programmes prescribed under the WFD be employed to identify the remaining sources of pollution. 
(See 6.4.13 above for proposals in relation to localised water pollution caused by sewage and other 
discharge from boats into the waterway.) 
 
It is proposed that appropriate water quality measurement methods, that take into consideration the 
effects of zebra mussel in masking trophic status, be developed. 
 

  
Short –
medium term 
 

  
- EPA 
- Shannon River Basin 

District Management 
Project 

- The local authorities 
 
 
 
 

  
Quality of the water and 
test results from 
surveillance monitoring. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Explanation 
 
Good water quality is central to the conservation of natural resources and to the recreation and tourism industry in the corridor. Recent EPA monitoring (2003-2005) has shown the water quality in the Shannon River 
Basin District (SRBD) to be improving, and the quality of Lough Derg is classified as satisfactory. In fact Lough Derg has shown consistent improvement in recent decades, specifically in relation to the key symptoms of 
eutrophication (nutrient enrichment), i.e. high chlorophyll concentration and reduced transparency. The EPA notes however that these improvements have coincided with and are largely attributed to the introduction of 
the zebra mussel. Nonetheless, it is anticipated that the improvement is set to continue with the implementation of the measures set out in the Shannon River Basin Management Plan and the Nitrates and Phosphates 
Directives. 
 
The EPA has identified agriculture as the main contributor to water pollution. Agriculture is the most widespread land use in the area and the sources of pollution are frequently diffuse, making them difficult to identify. More 
targeted sampling of probable sites of contamination may be required to identify and eliminate sources using the operational and investigative monitoring programmes prescribed under the WFD. 
 
The contribution of municipal wastewater treatment facilities to pollution is more easily identified and a number of settlements have been recognised in this study as requiring a new facility or the upgrading of an existing 
one. These are point source pollution incidents, which can be targeted and eliminated more easily. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
In accordance with the 
European Natura 2000 
Directive, Biodiversity 
Strategy and Landscape 
Convention, ensure 
appropriate, integrated 
protection, management 
and planning of the 
waterway corridor, and 
optimal socio-economic 
benefit from sustainable 
resource use. 
 

  
6.5.3 Integrated environmental management of State-owned lands in the 

South Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The various state and semi-state bodies with ownership / responsibility for 
substantial, connected, designated areas of the waterway corridor initiate a 
combined environmental management plan for their properties, possibly to be based 
on the Management Guidelines for Category V Protected Areas produced by the 
IUCN. 
 
6.5.4 Towards integrated environmental management of the South Shannon 

Waterway Corridor through application of the IUCN Category V 
Protected Landscape approach 

 
It is proposed that, following initial recognition of the South Shannon Waterway 
Corridor in regional and local development plans (See 6.2.2 and 6.2.3 above) and 
establishment of a the proposed environmental management plan for state-owned 
lands, a management plan for the entire waterway corridor be prepared, including 
for agricultural lands and forestry. 
 
The management plan could be based on the IUCN Management Guidelines for 
Category V Protected Areas and would focus on the stimulation of resource-based 
enterprise (specifically tourism) within a framework of landscape protection. It could 
incorporate strategic recreation and tourism development plans (See 6.3.1-2 and 
6.3.12 above) for the corridor. 
 
This would allow for the designation of the first IUCN Category V ‘Protected 
Landscape’ in Ireland, possibly named the ‘South Shannon Heritage Corridor’. 
Management of the Corridor would require dedicated staff and funding, to promote 
the dual objectives of heritage conservation and sustainable resource utilisation. 
The Corridor Management’s functions would include: 

- Strategic natural and cultural heritage conservation planning, 
- Strategic recreation, interpretation and tourism development planning, 
- Improvement of the capacity of land owners to undertake sustainable 

development / diversification projects by acting as an agency providing 
information and assistance concerning: 

- appropriate options for diversification, informed by a comprehensive 
understanding of the local economy, markets, environment, etc, 

- the planning and development process, 
- funding options, 
- business (administrative / financial) operations, 
- marketing, etc. 

 
It is proposed that by means of clearly defined incentives, private land owners and 
enterprise would be encouraged to voluntarily adopt the principles of the 
management plan for their lands, development or activities and thereby benefit from 
the Protected Landscape designation. 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Long term 

  
- Coillte 
- ESB 
- National Inland Fisheries 

Authority 
- NPWS 
- The local authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
 
 
 
The above, and… 
- Dept of Agriculture and 

Food  
- Dept. Environment, 

Heritage and Local 
Government 

- Ireland West Tourism 
- Shannon Development 
- The Local Authorities 
- The Heritage Council 
- The Regional Planning 

Authorities 

  
Development of a combined 
environmental management 
plan for the designated state 
and semi-state owned lands. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Preparation of an environmental 
management plan for the 
waterway corridor. 
 
Designation of an IUCN 
Category V Protected 
Landscape (possibly named the 
South Shannon Heritage 
Corridor) and establishment of a 
management office. 
 
Number of land owners and 
businesses adopting the 
principles of the environmental 
management plan for their lands 
and operations. 
 

 



 119

Explanation 
 
This study has found that the South Shannon Waterway Corridor should be considered a landscape of international significance (See Section 2.6, page 34). A wide range of parties including the local authorities, state 
and semi-state bodies, institutions and private land owners share ownership of this landscape. These parties individually manage and develop that portion of the landscape under their control according to their own 
needs and objectives, irrespective of the cumulative impact on the landscape, natural and cultural heritage. At a time of dramatic socio-economic change with implications for the landscape, the waterway corridor would 
benefit from some form of integrated management, a framework for its socio-economic evolution and development which ensures conservation of the valued natural, cultural (including farming practices) and scenic 
landscape elements. 
 
As a signatory to the European Biodiversity Strategy, the Landscape Convention and in respect of the Natura 2000 Directive, the Irish government (including local authorities) has a responsibility to maintain and improve 
the quality of the landscape and biodiversity. An opportunity exists for the state and semi-state bodies with ownership of, or responsibility for portions of the corridor (e.g. the ESB, Coillte, Waterways Ireland, NIFA, the 
local authorities) to prepare and implement an environmental management plan for their combined area. Since such a management plan would have both environmental and socio-economic objectives, it is 
recommended that the management plan be prepared in accordance with the Management Guidelines for Category V Protected Areas produced by the IUCN (the international conservation union).  
 
The IUCN defines Category V areas as follows: “An area of land, with coast and sea as appropriate, where the interaction of people and nature over time has produced an area of distinct character with significant 
aesthetic, ecological and/or cultural value, and often with high biological diversity. Safeguarding the integrity of this traditional interaction is vital to the protection, maintenance and evolution of such an area”. The 
distinctive waterway corridor landscape, moulded by the residential, agricultural, industrial and recreational utilisation of its unique combination of terrestrial and aquatic natural resources, is such an area. In a period of 
rapid socio-economic change these ‘interactions of people and nature’ must be encouraged to evolve appropriately to ensure the continued integrity of the landscape. IUCN Category V management has been used 
successfully in Europe, North America and globally to stimulate economic growth through resource-based economic activity, within a framework of integrated natural and cultural resource management. It would make a 
major contribution to the establishment of a Unique Selling Point for tourism in the area, i.e. the development of a market profile. 
 
It is proposed that the establishment of a ‘core area’ of Category V Protected Landscape in the waterway corridor, by the cooperation of the various state and semi-state bodies, would act as a catalyst for growth of a 
wider ‘Heritage Corridor’ incorporating privately owned lands. Incentives for private land owners and enterprise in the area should be provided, such as an associated additional REPS or Farm Plan Scheme payment to 
farmers, an enterprise support scheme for sustainable rural diversification (possibly using Enterprise Ireland's new Community Enterprise Centre Scheme), membership of a tourism marketing cooperative, etc. 
 
A ‘South Shannon Heritage Corridor’ could provide the much needed vehicle for cooperation and coordination between the local authorities, tourism authorities, residents’, users’ and environmental groups in planning for 
the evolution of the corridor landscape and economy. Tourism and value-added food and craft production in particular could benefit from the ‘Park’ status acquired in recognition of a Category V management regime. 
 
See Appendix 4 for further information on Category V Protected Landscapes. 
 
The Protected Landscape designation has been employed to good effect in Europe. It is reported in the IUCNs Parks journal, Volume 13, no.2, 2003: “the Peneda Gêres National Park [Portugal] covers 71,422 ha of 
which 7.2% is State owned, the remainder of the land being private or owned by local communities. Although the Park has suffered severe depopulation, agriculture and tourism still remain important. The implementation 
of a European Union funded project has enabled an integrated approach to the management of agriculture across the whole Park to be achieved. Products with quality labels recognised by the EU (honey, meat from 
local breeds of cows and goats) and other products such as aromatic plants are all grown and harvested in a manner which links farming to the conservation of the Park. The creation of new markets for these products 
has provided new sources of income for farmers. In addition and as part of the sustainable management of the area, a species recovery programme has been introduced along with measures to eliminate invasive 
species… Despite initial resistance, local farmers now view the Protected Landscape as an asset rather than a threat to their interests. By working together, the Park Authority and local farming communities have 
developed effective communication networks, improved their working relations and most importantly increased their levels of mutual trust”. 
 
The following description of the Blackstone River Valley Corridor (Massachusetts, USA), a Category V Protected Landscape, is taken from the same journal: “The Blackstone River Valley Corridor’s natural areas… 
provide habitat for indigenous and migrating wildlife species and recreational opportunities for residents and visitors… Typical of areas with this designation, the Blackstone River Valley National Heritage Corridor is an 
affiliated area of the National Park System; however the federal government does not own or manage any of the land or resources in the corridor. Instead the National Park Service, the state governments of 
Massachusetts and Rhode Island, dozens of local municipalities, businesses, non-profit historical and environmental organisations, educational institutions and many private citizens, all work together in partnerships to 
protect the Valley’s special identity and prepare for its future”. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure that natural 
heritage is adequately 
protected by land owners. 

  
6.5.5 Encouragement of REPS and NPWS Farm Plan Scheme take-up by land 

owners 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The authorities encourage greater uptake of REPS and the NPWS Farm Plan Scheme 
in the corridor in order to protect and enhance the biodiversity-rich agricultural 
landscape. 
 
It is proposed that the ESB consider amending its lease agreements with farmers to 
encourage the application of REPS or the Farm Plan Scheme on the lands. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Farmers’ / land owners’ 

organisations 
- NPWS 
- Teagasc 
- The Heritage Council 
- The local authorities 
 
 
- ESB 
 

  
Uptake of agri-environmental 
schemes by land owners in the 
corridor. 

Explanation 
 
Agriculture is the dominant land use in the corridor and many of the ecologically important habitats such as the callows owe their existence to the continuation of traditional management practices. The management 
practices required may constitute a financial burden for land owners. Farmers have identified a drop in wildlife numbers in the callows area upstream of Portumna. They are concerned that the Rural Environmental 
Protection Scheme (REPS) does not make sufficient allowance for the burden to farmers of managing the callows in the required historic tradition. They are of the opinion that, considering the particularly high value and 
vulnerability of the callows, an additional measure of some form is required to ensure the proper management of these areas. The NPWS Farm Plan Scheme (see below), announced in February 2006, appears to be an 
attempt to address these concerns. It is appropriate that the owners/managers of designated lands in the corridor should be encouraged to take up the Scheme. 
 
The Minister for the Environment, Heritage and Local Government announced the launch of a new 5 year Farm Plan Scheme for designated areas and commonage in February 2006. For the farmer the benefits of 
joining are that (a) s/he gets paid for costs/losses incurred because of designations or commonage framework plans, (b) the responsibilities/tasks of the farmer in relation to management of the designated lands are 
clearly set out (e.g. in relation to fertilizer usage, stocking rates, etc.), (c) the planning team can be selected by the farmer from a list of NPWS-approved professionals, and (d) the preparation of the plan is paid for by the 
DEHLG once it is put into place. Landowners that enter the Scheme will have substantial input into their plan, so that the needs of farming and wildlife are addressed together. The scheme is administered by the NPWS. 
 
The NPWS scheme differs from REPS in that it is intended to cover lands designated for nature value only, whereas REPS is a whole farm scheme. REPS includes an incentive element whereas by law the NPWS 
payment covers costs and losses only. 
 
The ESB owns some 1,417ha of land surrounding Lough Derg, which it leases to farmers for agricultural use. The almost continuous strip of foreshore is some of the most ecologically valuable land in the corridor. 
Despite its single ownership it is subject to the management regimes of any number of farmers, with no consideration of the overall effect on the landscape. The ESB, as the land owner, has an opportunity to ensure 
appropriate management of these lands by insisting that REPS or the NPWS Farm Plan Scheme be applied to the lands. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure adequate research 
and conservation 
measures are undertaken 
to preserve fish stocks. 

  
6.5.6 A research programme to ascertain the status of fish stocks in the 

waterway and inform appropriate conservation measures 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The National Research Programme (a CFB-developed programme to assess the status 
of inland fisheries resources), be implemented, in keeping with the requirements of the 
WFD. This could incorporate targeted research on species known to be in decline (eel 
and salmon) and rare or threatened species (such as pollan, lamprey and brown trout 
diversity). 
 
The findings of the research programme could be used to underpin future habitat/ 
conservation management, and fisheries / angling management (including restocking 
programmes, enforcement actions in relation to bye-laws, etc.). 
 
6.5.7 Production of a fisheries conservation guide and associated measures 

for land owners, managers and developers 
 
It is proposed that a fisheries conservation guide be prepared by the authorities to 
educate land owners, managers and developers in the measures required to prevent 
damage to aquatic habitats and fish stocks. The guide could include generic measures 
as well as specific information to inform sustainable agriculture, forestry, housing, 
navigation infrastructure and other development types which occur in close proximity to 
the waterways. 
 
6.5.8 Production of a stream health monitoring and assessment kit for use 

by the Irish public to assist in fisheries / aquatic biodiversity 
conservation 

 
It is proposed that a kit be developed for use by the public to encourage participation in 
fisheries/aquatic biodiversity conservation. The kit could be modelled on the New 
Zealand Stream Health Monitoring and Assessment Kit (SHMAK) and could be made 
available to farmers, forest managers, angling clubs, schools, community and 
environmental groups, etc. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- Marine Institute 
- NIFA 
- NPWS 
- SRBMP 
 
In consultation with angling 
clubs and associations 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CFB / NIFA 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
EPA 

  
Initiation of National Research 
Programme. 
 
Establishment of baseline stock 
data on fish species present in 
the waterway. 
 
Regular update and trend 
analysis of fish stocks. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Production of developers’ 
fisheries conservation guide/s. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Development of a stream health 
monitoring and assessment kit. 
 
 

Explanation 
 
The maintenance of stable fish stocks is vital for the biodiversity of the waterway corridor and for one of its key recreation/tourism activities, angling. At present there is no formal programme of stock monitoring or 
assessment and anecdotal evidence on the status of fish species is conflicting. Scientific data are required to clearly establish the status of fish populations and whether any fluctuations occurring can be attributed to 
natural or other causes (such as pollution, over-fishing and invasive species). This would inform biodiversity and fisheries conservation and development of the angling industry. The CFB has devised a programme of 
annual fish stock assessment known as the ‘National Research Programme’, but in an ongoing restructuring of fisheries management in Ireland, the CFB research function has been moved to the Marine Institute. It is 
essential that the Marine Institute implement the programme as planned. Such scientific analysis of fish stocks is in fact required by the WFD. Article 10 of the European Communities (Water Policy) Regulations, 2003, 
which translates the WFD into Irish national policy, states a programme of monitoring of water status should be implemented in all river basin districts to record and assess (amongst other parameters) the ‘abundance 
and age structure of fish fauna’. 
 
Development including agriculture, forestry, housing and navigation infrastructure, etc. in the catchment can have a detrimental impact on aquatic habitats and thus the fisheries. The CFB has reported some degree of 
success in mitigating such impacts by engaging the responsible parties (specifically forest managers) and providing guidance on appropriate design and management practices to minimise impacts. The formalisation/ 
publication of such guidance would contribute to fisheries protection not only in the waterway corridor but potentially island-wide. 
 
The New Zealand Stream Health Monitoring and Assessment Kit (SHMAK) has been designed specifically for farm families to monitor the ‘health’ of the streams that flow across their land. It allows farmers to keep a 
record of long-term trends (whether streams are improving, degrading or staying the same) and also of short-term impacts. It assists in the assessment of the effects of land use practices on local waterways, and has 
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also been used effectively by community groups, conservation officers, local authorities and anyone wishing to obtain a general indication of the health and ecology of rural streams. The kit includes some simple 
instruments, instruction manual and identification guides. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure continued 
management of the Lower 
Shannon fisheries 
resource in line with 
fisheries management 
elsewhere on the Shannon 
and in Ireland as a whole. 
 

  
6.5.9 Continued management of the fisheries by the National Inland 

Fisheries Authority (NIFA) as opposed to the ESB 
 
It is proposed that the current eight year lease agreement whereby the CFB 
(through the Shannon RFB) manages the Lower Shannon fisheries on behalf of the 
ESB should be renewed as the national fisheries management regime is 
restructured. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- CFB / NIFA 
- ESB 
 
In consultation with angling 
clubs and associations. 

  
Extension of lease agreement 
for the fisheries authority to 
manage ESB’s fisheries. 

Explanation 
 
Following construction of the Shannon Hydroelectric Scheme the 1935 Shannon Fisheries Act gave responsibility for the management of the Lower Shannon fisheries to the ESB. In the course of consultation for this 
study members of the angling community expressed the view that since the ESB’s primary function is electricity generation and distribution, its management of the fisheries is inappropriate. They are of the opinion that 
the resources allocated by the ESB to fisheries management were inadequate and that as a result vital management functions such as stream rehabilitation, protection and predator control were not carried out. 
 
However, in 2000 the ESB delegated responsibility for management of the Lower Shannon fisheries to the CFB by means of an eight year lease. The CFB in turn passed on responsibility to the Shannon RFB. The 
Lower Shannon fisheries are therefore subject to the same management regime as the remainder of the Shannon River. It is appropriate that this arrangement be renewed as the NIFA assumes the responsibilities of the 
CFB and RFBs. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure recognition 
and an adequate 
response to the threat 
of invasive alien 
species to the 
waterway 
environment. 

  
6.5.10 Establishment of an all Ireland Alien Invasive Species Task Force and an Anti-

Invasives Strategy 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A task force be established to coordinate the efforts of statutory authorities, institutions, voluntary 
organisations and affected user groups in assessing the risk and responding to the threat of alien 
invasive species. The task force would be supported by dedicated staff, equipment and financial 
resources. This would be in keeping with the requirements of the WFD. 
 
A coordinated all-Ireland anti-invasives strategy would be developed by the task force, detailing 
measures for: 
- Detection through monitoring (including the establishment of a regularly updated national GIS 

data base); 
- Research into the interactions of invasive species with native species and the biodiversity and 

environmental services (including recreation); 
- Rapid response procedure and an agreed range of containment and eradication methods; 
- A programme of pilot containment and eradication schemes (testing of methods under local 

conditions); 
- A programme of education and awareness campaigns including: 

- Signage / display of information at access points throughout the waterway corridor, 
- Pamphlet distribution via user groups, clubs and equipment retailers, 
- Newspaper, internet and E-mail advertisements, 
- Radio and television broadcasts, 
- Educational talks at schools, user group and community meetings, etc. 
- Engagement of the public to address the issue, e.g. by encouraging waterway users to 

commit to codes of conduct for equipment (vessels and angling gear) use, cleaning and 
transport, etc. 

 
It is proposed that the recommendations contained in Invasive Species in Ireland*, be implemented 
in the corridor and throughout the island. 
 
It is proposed that to counteract the threat posed by Limerick Harbour to the Shannon waterway 
(aquatic species are transported via ballast water in ships), the authorities should participate in 
trans-global projects that work towards preventing the spread of aquatic species by shipping. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- EPA 
- DEHLG 
- NPWS 
- Marine Institute 
- NIFA 
- SRBMP 
- The Heritage Council 
- The Local Authorities 
- Waterways Ireland 
- Western Region Zebra 

Mussel Control 
Initiative 

- Zebra Mussel 
Management Strategy 
for Northern Ireland 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dept. of Communications, 
Marine and Natural 
Resources 
 

  
Establishment of an all 
Ireland Alien invasive 
Species Task Force 
 
Production and 
implementation of an Anti-
invasives Strategy 
 
Monitoring of sitings and 
spread (or decline) of 
invasive species 
populations. 

Explanation 
 
The threat posed by invasive species to the waterway corridor, both as an environmental resource and a socio-economic resource, is immense. As well as competing with, and possibly decimating indigenous species 
populations, invasive species have the potential to cause irreparable damage to the navigation and angling resource. The corridor by its nature is vulnerable to the spread of aquatic invasive species, and has already 
been severely affected. The zebra mussel, first identified in Ireland in Lough Derg and now firmly established in the system, is known to have altered the ecological balance of the river but the full extent of its impact and 
interactions with other species are not yet fully understood. 
 
It is stated in a paper by the WFD Working Group on Characterisation and Risk Assessment entitled WFD Alien Species Risk Assessment Methodology: “Whilst the text of the Water Framework Directive (WFD) does not 
explicitly mention alien species, it has been considered, that, what is listed in [WFD] Annex II (1.4) under Identification of Pressures, as, ‘...estimation and identification of other significant anthropogenic impacts on the 
status of surface waters’, includes alien species. CIS Guidance document “Guidance for the analysis of Pressures and Impacts in accordance with the Water Framework Directive (2003)” lists the introduction of alien 
species, along with fisheries, under the heading of ‘biological pressures’. 
 
Continued overleaf… 
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Preventing the introduction of an invasive is the most effective method of limiting the threat. However, given the high level of international, national and inter-catchment waterway traffic, other strategies are likely to be 
required. To date there is no national anti-invasive strategy, nor a single responsible body identified. A high level of cooperation is required between the following bodies to generate an appropriate response to the threat: 

- Bodies linked to statutory authorities (e.g. the River Basin Management Projects, NPWS, Waterways Ireland, NIFA, Western Region Zebra Mussel Control Initiative, the Zebra Mussel Management Strategy for 
Northern Ireland); 

- Voluntary organisations (e.g. the Lough Derg Science Group, Save Our Lough Derg); 
- User groups (Inland Waterways Association of Ireland and angling groups) and individuals. 

 
* An All-Ireland review of the status of invasive species has recently been published: Stokes, K., O'Neill, K. & McDonald, R.A. (2004) Invasive species in Ireland. Unpublished Report to Environment & Heritage Service 
and National Parks & Wildlife Service. Quercus, Queens University Belfast. The report outlines a number of key recommendations to prevent the introduction and spread of species. 
 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Ensure that there is 
no adverse effect on 
human health or on 
the recreational use of 
the Lower Shannon 
as a result of blue 
green algae or other 
algal blooms. 

  
6.5.11 Establishment of a Blue Green Algae Authority and an Algae Bloom Strategy 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A single authority be established or identified to have responsibility for coordinating a response to 
the phenomenon of blue green algae blooms based on a comprehensive understanding of the 
issues. This authority would have responsibility for : 

- Researching and monitoring the phenomenon to determine whether or not the algae 
blooms are increasing in frequency or geographic extent; 

- Determining the degree of danger caused by blue-green algae to humans and animals; 
- Displaying permanent information displays at bathing and water sports areas to educate 

the public on the issue; 
- Displaying and removing additional temporary information / warnings as necessary; 
- Issuing considered press statements as necessary. 

 
The authority could utilise the substantial knowledge and expertise of voluntary organisations such 
as the Lough Derg Science Group in devising a research and response strategy. 
 

  
Short term 

  
- The Local Authorities 
- Waterways Ireland  
- EPA 
- Shannon Development 
- Ireland West Tourism 
 
In consultation with the 
Lough Derg Science 
Group. 

  
Establishment of a Blue 
Green Algae Authority 
 
 
Production and 
implementation of an Algae 
Bloom Research and 
Response Strategy 

Explanation 
 
Incidents of blue-green algae and other algal blooms pose a threat to public health and create a nuisance in areas used for recreational activity. While the incidents of algal blooms are likely to decrease as water quality 
improves, their occurrence is part of the natural functioning of the aquatic system and will therefore require long-term management to ensure that the recreational capacity of the waterway is not adversely affected. The 
variable response of the local authorities to the issue in the past has been identified as a problem. Aspects of the authorities’ response have also been seen by some as an over-reaction. A single authority with 
responsibility for clarifying any misconceptions that may exist about the phenomenon, and responding to the issue in a timely manner, would be more effective than the existing situation of multiple authorities. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties   Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Protection of the black 
poplar (Populus nigra) 
from extinction, and 
careful nurturing of 
the species 
population back to 
health.  

  
6.5.12 A strategy for the conservation of black poplar (Populus nigra) 
 
It is proposed that the authorities cooperatively develop a strategy for the conservation of black 
poplar in the waterway corridor, including the following measures: 

- Tree Preservation Orders on all known specimens; 
- Provision of information to land owners regarding the status of the species and the 

importance of the individual specimens; 
- Encouragement of restoration / planting in appropriate locations in the waterway corridor; 
- Support for the completion of a national survey of black poplar to ascertain the exact 

status of the species; 
- Cooperation with the EUFORGEN (European Forest Genetic Resources Programme) 

Populus Nigra Network, for which cuttings from the trees have been collected to 
contribute to the European genetic stock. 

 

  
Short term 
 
 
 

  
- EPA 
- NPWS 
- The Forestry Service 
- The Heritage Council 
- The local authorities 

  
Number of black poplar 
species protected by tree 
preservation order. 
 
Number of black poplar 
identified in the area. 
 
Status of the species 
nationally. 
 

Explanation 
 
A relatively large collection of the globally threatened black poplar (Populus nigra) occurs in Counties Galway and North Tipperary close to the northern shores of Lough Derg. One group of 15 trees exists in Ballinderry, 
North Tipperary, and another important group in the townland of Sawnagh on the banks of the Killcrowe River west of Portumna. Nowhere else on the island does black poplar occur in such numbers. However, the 
population may be unsustainable because of the small number of trees and in particular the lack of female trees. A strategy for the protection of these trees, and the species as a whole in Ireland, is urgently required. 
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6.6 Cultural Heritage 
 
As both a corridor and an obstruction for transport and communication, the Shannon River was (and remains) a determining factor in the social, economic and political development of Ireland. A 
high density of archaeological monuments and artefacts indicates the presence of humans in the area from prehistory through the medieval periods to modern times. A recently discovered site 
near Castleconnell has revealed settlement dating back to the Mesolithic period (c. 7000BC to 4000BC). The Shannon itself has been a repository for artefacts from the Neolithic period (c. 
4000BC to 2300BC), the bronze age (from c. 2500BC onwards) and the iron age (c. 500BC to 500AD). The most dramatic concentration of Neolithic materials ever found in Ireland was recovered 
from the channel at Killaloe. There are networks of sites representing prehistoric, secular, ecclesiastical, military and industrial activities. Some elements of the cultural landscape have an 
international dimension, e.g. the monastic settlements (as centres of learning and pilgrimage and as targets for international raiders), Viking and Anglo-Norman sites and Napoleonic fortifications. 
Some, such as the Shannon Hydroelectric Scheme and the Navigation itself, are of major national significance. As such the waterway corridor can be considered a landscape of international 
cultural heritage significance. 
 
The following policies and actions are recommended to ensure the protection of cultural heritage resources in a period of dramatic land use change, and to promote the sustainable utilisation of 
the resources for education, recreation and the tourism industry. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Enhance access to 
cultural heritage sites in 
the waterway corridor. 

  
6.6.1 Provision of access to and interpretation of cultural heritage sites from mooring 

places and settlements in the waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The authorities develop access to and interpretation of heritage sites with visitor potential in the 
waterway corridor, to encourage wider appreciation. The visitor potential of sites would be 
determined by: 

- Visual characteristics of upstanding remains, 
- Proximity (walking distance) to public mooring places, settlements or established walking 

routes, 
- Vulnerability of site (e.g. to footfall, vandalism, theft), 
- Safety of site, 
- Ownership of site and access route. 

 

  
Short term 

   
Increased number of sites 
with access and 
interpretation provision. 
 
Increased visitor numbers 
at heritage sites in the 
waterway corridor. 
 

Enhance linkages 
between associated 
heritage sites in the 
waterway corridor, 
providing interpretation 
products for the 
recreation and tourism 
sectors. 

 6.6.2 Development of cultural heritage site networks 
 
It is proposed that a series of cultural heritage trails or networks (access routes and 
interpretation) be developed linking sites of common academic or other visitor interest. Potential 
exists for the development of the following networks (linkage should be ensured with existing 
products in the area, e.g. the Killaloe Heritage Centre and the Galway East Ecclesiastical Trail): 
- Ecclesiastical sites: 

- Fransiscan Friary and church at Meelick; 
- St. Peter and St. Paul 13th Century Cistercian chapel at Portumna; 
- Friar’s and Abbey Islands off the South East Galway shore of Lough Derg; 
- St. Cronan’s 10th Century church at Tuamgraney (built on the site of the monastery, it is 

amongst the oldest churches in continuous use in Ireland and the British Isles); 
- St. Columb’s 7th Century monastery at Terryglass; 
- Medieval church at Dromineer; 
- Holy Island/Inis Cealtra, founded by St. Columb in the 7th Century; 
- St. Flannán’s Cathedral at Killaloe; 
- St. Mary’s 12th Century Cathedral in Limerick. 

 
Continued overleaf… 

 Medium term  

 
- Shannon Development 
- Ireland West Tourism 
- The local authorities 
- Tourism service 

providers 
 
In consultation with 
community and heritage 
associations. 

 Development of cultural 
heritage trails. 
 
Increased visitor numbers 
at individual ecclesiastical, 
military, and industrial 
heritage sites in the 
waterway corridor. 
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- Military fortifications: 
- The Napoleonic Keelogue Battery and the Martello Tower at Meelick, with associated 

fortifications at fording points at Banagher and Shannonbridge upstream. 
- Tower houses: 

- Redwood Castle nearby Long Island between Meelick and Portumna (now a privately 
owned cultural education/tourism centre); 

- Anglo-Norman castle of Old Court at Terryglass; 
- Later medieval tower houses erected by wealthy landowning Anglo-Norman and Gaelic 

families, e.g. at Cloondadauv, Castle Bawn, Drominagh Demesne, Annagh Castle, 
Garrykennedy Castle, Castlelough and Derry Castle; 

- Portumna Castle (reflecting a period of architectural transition between the defensive 
tower house and the more domestic character of later Jacobean houses). 

- Big House estates, e.g. Prospect House and Eyrecourt in East Galway. 
- Navigation heritage: 

- Clonaheenogue Canal, Hamilton Lock and Victoria Lock at Meelick; 
- Steam navigation including remaining steamer quays at Williamstown, Mountshannon, 

Scarriff, Kilgarvan, Mota, Dromineer, Derry Castle and Garrykennedy; 
- The Limerick–Killaloe Navigation, including the Park Canal, Errina Canal, Killaloe Canal 

and associated locks, bridges, milestones and buildings (e.g. the Guinness Store in 
Limerick). 

- Industrial heritage: 
- Iron working, including the sites of extraction of bog iron from the eastern slopes of the 

Sliabh Aughty Mountains near Feakle, Tuamgraney, Tulla and Whitegate; 
- Slate quarrying, including the 18th century quarries at Tomlough, Corbally and Garrybeg 

near Killaloe, and early 20th century sites such as Tountinna to the northeast of Ballina; 
- Railways, including the Portumna – Birr Line and the Limerick – Killaloe Line; 
- Manufacturing industries including flour and clothing in Limerick City, and building sand 

extracted from the Shannon downstream of Plassey; 
- Limerick Docks, including Merchant’s Quay, Long Dock and the confluence of the Abbey 

and Shannon Rivers from the period prior to the 1760s, late 18th century developments 
including Customs House Quay, Arthur’s Quay and several private quays, the ‘Wet’ or 
‘Floating Dock’ and the 19th century graving dock for ship repair and maintenance. 

- Thatched cottages (a thatched cottage identification study is being undertaken in South 
East Galway, where numerous examples exist). 

- Emigration routes and sites of departure. 
 

Enhance the profile of 
cultural heritage among 
visitors to / users of the 
waterway corridor. 
 

 6.6.3 Provision of information on cultural heritage for waterway corridor visitors 
 
It is proposed that information on the cultural heritage of the waterways be produced and made 
available to users of the waterway through tourist information centres, boat hire companies and 
other relevant bodies. 
 
This would form part of the proposed programme of improvement of information and 
interpretation material and the proposed revision of the Shannon Navigation Charts (see 6.3.17-
18 above for further detail). 
 

 Short term   Increased amount of 
information available to 
users of the waterway. 

Explanation 
 
The waterway corridor is characterised by a high density of sites and artefacts of cultural heritage value. However there is a lack of recognition and appreciation of this substantial and varied resource. Due to a lack of 
access, interpretation and information provision many of the sites are seldom visited, and some of major significance attract only a fraction of their visitor potential. This as yet untapped resource provides potential for the 
enhancement of the profile, educational value and the tourism product range of the waterway corridor. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Enhance the protection of 
archaeological and industrial 
heritage sites throughout the 
waterway corridor. 

  
6.6.4 Review of Record of Protected Structures and Record of 

Monuments and Places for improved industrial heritage 
protection 

 
It is proposed that… 
 
The responsible parties review the list of industrial heritage sites and add 
relevant sites to the Record of Protected Structure or Record of Monuments 
and Places where appropriate. 
 
A number of sites and items of industrial heritage which were found in the 
course of the study to be excluded from any formal / legislated mechanism 
of protection, would be investigated for this purpose, including:. 

- the Ardnacrusha hydroelectric power station and its associated 
infrastructure; 

- the 18th century locks and bridges on the Shannon Navigation 
between Killaloe and Limerick, 

- the pierhead and dry-dock at Killaloe, 
- historic piers and jetties, 
- navigation markers and milestones, etc. 

 
6.6.5 Promotion of the uptake of REPS among land owners as a 

means to improve cultural heritage protection 
 
It is proposed that the authorities encourage land owners and managers to 
take up the REPS Scheme where it is known or expected that 
archaeological monuments exist. 
 
6.6.6 Development of the Monuments Advisor Scheme throughout 

the South Shannon Waterway Corridor 
 
It is proposed that the Monument Advisor Scheme successfully piloted in 
Co. Clare and in development in Co. Galway be extended to cover the entire 
waterway corridor. 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ongoing 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 

  
- Department of the 

Environment, Heritage 
and Local Government 

- The local authorities 
 
In consultation with 
community and heritage 
associations, local historical 
groups and societies. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
- Dept. Agriculture and 

Food 
- The local authorities 
 
 
 
- Department of the 

Environment, Heritage 
and Local Government 

- The Heritage Council 
- The local authorities 
 

  
Increase in the numbers of 
industrial heritage sites included 
in the Record of Protected 
Structures and Record of 
Monuments and Places. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Decrease in numbers of 
monuments detrimentally 
affected by agricultural 
practices. 
 
 
 
Increase in number of 
monuments in private ownership 
being actively managed. 
 

Explanation 
 
A number of sites and items of industrial heritage were found in the course of the study to be excluded from any formal/legislated mechanism of protection. These features are at risk of degradation through neglect, or 
alteration or removal in the course of development, etc. Such features are valuable components of the cultural landscape, the integrity of which would be compromised by their loss. It is important that they be recognised 
and legally protected. 
 
The Rural Environmental Protection Scheme (REPS) includes measures for the protection of archaeological monuments. The impact of REPS has been beneficial in terms of increasing farmer awareness of historical 
and archaeological features on their land and should be supported as a means of enhancing the preservation and protection of the archaeological resources in the corridor. The Pilot Monument Advisor Scheme was run 
successfully in Co. Clare and the scheme is currently being developed in Co. Galway. The aims of the scheme are to monitor the condition of ancient monuments and to advise landowners and occupiers on how to 
identify and manage monuments on their property, thus raising awareness and improving the protection of cultural heritage resources. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Employment of the architectural 
heritage in the waterway corridor 
as a driver of rural, village and 
urban regeneration. 

  
6.6.7 Use of architectural conservation grants schemes as a means 

of rural, village and urban renewal 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
The local authorities identify structures requiring and qualifying for 
refurbishment under the available grants schemes. The owners of the 
structures could be made aware of the opportunities, assisted in making 
applications for grants and undertaking the conservation works. 
 
6.6.8 Implementation of Heritage Council recommendations with 

regards to financial support for architectural conservation in 
Ireland 

 
It is proposed that the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local 
Government revisit the recommendations of the Heritage Council report 
Financial Support for Architectural Conservation in Ireland and seek to 
implement the 15 recommendations. 
 

  
Short term 

  
The local authorities 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dept. of Environment, 
Heritage and Local 
Government 

  
Numbers of applications for 
grant funding. 
 
Numbers of structures 
refurbished. 
 
 
 
 
 
Implementation of Heritage 
Council recommendations. 

Explanation 
 
The waterway corridor is characterised by a wealth of architectural heritage including domestic, ecclesiastical, military, industrial and commercial features. Some of these are in a state of disrepair and would benefit from 
conservation works. Architectural conservation would not only avoid the loss of features of cultural and scenic value, but would contribute to the rejuvenation of the broader landscape in which they exist, particularly 
those in village or urban situations. 
 
The report Financial Support for Architectural Conservation in Ireland published by the Heritage Council in 2003 identified 27 sources of support for projects in Ireland at that time. It is likely that owners of structures that 
qualify for these supports may not be aware of them, or may not have the capacity to make the applications and carry out the works on their own. 
 
The Heritage Council report identified 15 recommendations to provide greater efficiency and quality as well as cost effective support for architectural conservation. These should be revisited by the DEHLG to ensure that 
architectural conservation support is operating effectively in Ireland. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Enhancement of knowledge and 
protection, and interpretation of, 
the underwater archaeological 
heritage of the waterway corridor,  

  
6.6.9 A programme of research of underwater archaeology in the 

waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that… 
 
A programme of research be formulated to identify and survey all sites of 
underwater archaeological potential in the waterway. 
 
It is proposed that this be complemented by a programme of research into 
all records of previous underwater archaeological surveys, to consolidate the 
body of information on the subject. 
 
The findings of the research could be made available to the public for 
educational purposes. 
 
6.6.10 Systematic assessment of the potential impact of development 

and activities on underwater archaeology 
 
It is proposed that all planning applications for development (including 
projects to improve/provide access to cultural heritage sites from the 
waterway) with potential implications for underwater archaeology be referred 
to the Underwater Archaeology Unit of the DEHLG for comment, and 
investigation if necessary. 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ongoing 
 
 

  
- DEHLG Underwater 

Archaeology Unit 
- National Museum 
- The local authorities 
 
 
 

  
Information and interpretation 
material available of underwater 
archaeological heritage. 
 
Number of sites of underwater 
archaeology included on the 
Records of Recorded 
Monuments and Places. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Number of planning applications 
and EIA referred to the DEHLG 
Underwater Archaeology Unit. 
 

Explanation 
 
The waterway corridor includes a number of areas of high underwater archaeological potential including the fording points at Killaloe, Meelick, O’Briensbridge and Limerick. A programme of research formulated by or in 
conjunction with the Underwater Archaeological Unit to identify all areas of underwater archaeological potential in the corridor would improve knowledge and legal protection of the resource. It is believed that extensive 
records and artefacts of previous underwater archaeological surveys/explorations exist in the archives of the National Museum and possibly other locations. This information should be consolidated/assimilated to build a 
comprehensive data base of this important heritage asset. The systematic referral of planning applications with potential impact on the underwater archaeology to the appropriate authority would further improve 
protection of the resource. 
 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Development of a centralised 
record of folklore and waterway-
related tradition. 

  
6.6.11 A programme of research and collection of folklore, traditions 

and artefacts of the waterway corridor 
 
It is proposed that a programme of research be undertaken to identify and 
centralise sources of information on artefacts and collections, folklore and 
traditions of the waterway corridor. Research could focus on subjects such 
as angling (e.g. the invention of the ‘gaudy salmon fly’), steam boat 
transport, rowing, sailing, lake and canal boats, mining/quarrying, etc. to 
contribute to the retention and appreciation of the distinct cultural identity of 
the waterway corridor. 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
- Local historical groups 

and societies 
- National Museum 
- The Heritage Council 
- The local authorities 
 
 
 

  
Increased availability/awareness 
of information on waterway 
folklore and tradition. 
 
 

Explanation 
 
Few published sources are available on the local traditions and folklore associated with the waterway corridor, and there is no central database of artefacts and collections. A scheme to centralise available information 
and research to collect information from local sources would create increased awareness through improved access to cultural resources. 
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6.7 Place-specific Issues 
 
The following policies and actions are recommended to contribute to localised environmental improvement in the waterway corridor. 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Environmental improvement of 
Portumna. 

  
6.7.1a Authority support for the Portumna Workhouse Project as a 

means of urban regeneration through architectural 
conservation and re-use 

 
6.7.1b Improvement/development of the pedestrian connection 

between Portumna town centre and Portumna Bridge 
 
It is proposed that following installation of new waiting moorings up- and 
downstream of Portumna Bridge, the pedestrian connection between the 
bridge (and adjacent harbour and mooring places) and the town centre be 
improved (e.g. by surfacing, lighting, signage, etc.). 
 

  
Short term 

  
Galway County Council 

  
Progress of the Portumna 
Workhouse Project. 
 
 
Impropved pedestrian Access 
between Portumna Bridge and 
the town centre. 

 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Provision of a fully serviced 
amenity area at Scarriff Harbour. 
 
Reinstatement of the damaged 
landscape beside the Scarriff 
River. 
 

  
6.7.2 Construction of a toilet and shower block at Scarriff Harbour to 

complement the existing recreation facilities 
 
6.7.3 Reinstatement of the abandoned off-channel marina cutting off 

the Scarriff River 
 

  
Short term 
 
 
Short term 

  
- Clare County Council 
- Waterways Ireland 
 

  
Provision of toilet and shower 
facilities. 
 
Reinstatement of the 
abandoned marina site. 
 

 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Maximise the environmental and 
socio-economic benefits to arise 
from the construction of a road 
bridge by-passing Killaloe-Ballina 
town centre. 
 

  
6.7.4 An environmental improvement plan to take full advantage of 

the construction of the proposed Killaloe-Ballina town centre 
by-pass 

 
It is proposed that a comprehensive environmental improvement plan be 
prepared for Killaloe-Ballina town centre, focussing on improved pedestrian, 
vehicular and navigation access. 
 
The ‘after-use’ of the historic bridge could be driven by the plan, which would 
include streetscape improvements / pedestrian linkages tying together the 
waterway access points, (improved/expanded) parking areas, hotels and 
cultural heritage features. 
 

  
Medium term 

  
- Clare County Council 
- North Tipperary County 

Council 
- Shannon Development 
 

  
Preparation of a Killaloe-Ballina 
town centre environmental 
improvement plan. 
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Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Environmental improvement of 
Dromineer through optimal 
conservation and use of the 
cultural and industrial heritage 
features. 

  
6.7.5a Conservation plan for Dromineer Castle, and associated 

environmental improvement plan for the castle site and 
adjacent steamer quay 

 
It is proposed that an architectural conservation plan be prepared for 
Dromineer castle. 
 
An associated environmental improvement plan could be prepared to 
address the removal of the vegetation growth surrounding the structure (but 
not necessarily the vegetation clinging to the structure) and the unsightly 
fence surrounding the site. Alternative safety/security barriers could to be 
proposed to maximise visibility of the castle. 
 
The environmental improvement plan would also consider the adjacent 
steamer quay in terms of its development for recreation and interpretation. 
 
6.7.5b Identification of appropriate after use of the Dromineer Canal 

Store by Waterways Ireland, and completion of refurbishment 
 
It is proposed that a suitable after-use be identified for the Canal Store (if 
possible in keeping with the principle of continuity of use) by Waterways 
Ireland, leading to the completion of the refurbishment project.  
 

  
Short term 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Short term 
 

  
North Tipperary County 
Council 
 
In consultation with local 
community and heritage 
associations. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Waterways Ireland 

  
Preparation of conservation and 
environmental improvement 
plan for Dromineer Castle. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Identification of after-use. 
 
Completion of canal store 
refurbishment. 
 

 
 

Objective 
 

 Recommended Action  Timeframe  Responsible Parties  Indicators / Monitoring 

 
Continued re-imaging of Limerick 
as a riverside city through 
redevelopment of prominent 
riverside sites. 

  
6.7.6 Redevelopment of quay-side sites in Limerick City 
 
It is proposed that Limerick City Council encourage and facilitate the 
redevelopment of key riverside sites in the city centre, including Arthur’s 
Quay, the Dunne’s and Roche’s Store sites, and the Golden Vale site. 

  
Medium term 

  
- Limerick City Council 
- Shannon Development 
 
 
 
 

  
Redevelopment of riverside city 
centre sites. 
 

 
 



STRATEGIC 
ENVIRONMENTAL 

ASSESSMENT 
SECTION SEVEN 
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7.1 Introduction 
 
7.1.1 The Strategic Environmental Assessment 
(SEA) Guidelines prepared by the DEHLG for 
planning authorities in 2004, describes SEA as “the 
formal, systematic evaluation of the likely significant 
environmental effects of implementing a plan or 
programme before a decision is made to adopt the 
plan or programme”. The Guidelines refer to the EU 
Directive 2001/42/EC, which requires that an 
environmental assessment be carried out on “certain 
plans and programmes which are likely to have 
significant effects on the environment”. This includes 
plans or programmes which: 
 
(a) are prepared for agriculture, forestry, fisheries, 

energy, industry, transport, waste management, 
water management, telecommunications, tourism, 
town and country planning or land use, and which 
set the framework for future development consent 
of projects listed in Annex I or Annex II of the EIA 
Directive (85/337/EEC); 

(b) in view of the likely effect on protected sites, have 
been determined to require an assessment under 
the Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC). 

 
7.1.2 The Guidelines identify a variety of plans and 
programmes for which SEA is mandatory. These 
include Regional Planning Guidelines, statutory 
development plans (County and City Development 
Plans and LAPs for areas with population exceeding 
10,000) and planning schemes for Strategic 
Development Zones. All other plans prepared by 
planning authorities must be ‘screened’ to determine 
whether the plan would be ‘likely to have significant 
effects on the environment’. 
 
7.2 Screening 
 
7.2.1 As set out in the Heritage Council brief for the 
Waterway Corridor Study, its overall aims are: 
 
• To identify ways to manage the waterway corridor 

environment to the benefit of all; 

• To improve the understanding of the area, and by 
this understanding, ensure the retention of the 
distinctiveness of the place, while allowing for 
sustainable development and evolution of use for 
the future. 

 
7.2.2 In line with the Heritage Council’s statutory 
role, the study proposes policies and priorities for the 
identification, protection, preservation and enhance-
ment of the national heritage, in this case the South 
Shannon Waterway Corridor. The Study is not a 
development plan and does not represent the official 
policy of the project partners/authorities involved in 
the study (see 1.3.8 above). Rather, the policies and 
action proposals contained in Section Six are 
recommended for consideration by these parties. The 
Study will not therefore have a direct effect on the 
environment as it does not set a framework for future 
development consent of projects. 
 
7.2.3 This was the finding of the screening process 
undertaken in the preparation of the Waterways 
Corridor Study 2005, in which it is stated: “a detailed 
look at the non-statutory significance of the study 
confirmed that the study will not identify measures or 
circumstances under which development will be 
allowed. It would be necessary to transpose elements 
of the study into a statutory local authority/regional 
authority plan for the document to give guidance for 
the consent of development projects”. The views of 
the EPA, DEHLG, DCMNR and the affected local 
authorities were sought in this regard by the authors 
of the 2005 Study (Colin Buchanan and Partners). 
The EPA confirmed that no SEA is required in the 
preparation of waterway corridor studies. 
 
7.3 Strategic Environmental Assessment 
 
7.3.1 However, since it is intended that this and 
previous waterway corridor studies influence the 
future plans and management of the waterway 
corridor environment, it is considered good practice to 
include in the studies an assessment of the likely 
significant environmental effects of the policy and 

action proposals. The 2005 Study established a 
methodology for the compilation of such a statement, 
based on the approach developed for Heritage 
Appraisals but expanded to include social, economic 
and environmental aims. The same approach has 
been applied in this study. 
 
7.3.2 In the table below, each of the proposed 
policies and actions is evaluated in terms of its 
potential effects on the following key aspects of the 
environment: 
 
Natural and Built Environment 

- Air quality / climate 
- Water quality 
- Biodiversity / natural heritage 
- Landscape and visual environment 
- Material assets: cultural and built heritage 

 
Human Beings 

- Economic activity 
- Employment opportunities 
- Community based facilities and social patterns 
- Open space, recreation and amenity 

 
7.3.3 A prediction is made as to the effects of 
implementation of the proposals on each of the 
environmental aspects listed above. The 
classifications are as follows: 
 
 P Positive 
 = Neutral 
 N Negative 
 P/N Positive and Negative 
 ? Uncertain 
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Natural & Built Environment Human Beings Proposed Policy / Action 

Air Quality / 
Climate 

Water 
Quality 

Biodiversity 
/ Natural 
Heritage 

Landscape 
& Visual 
Environ-
ment 

Material 
Assets: 
Cultural & 
Built 
Heritage 

Economic 
Activity 

Employment 
Opportunit-
ies 

Community 
based 
Facilities & 
Social 
Patterns 

Open 
Space, 
Recreation 
& Amenity 

Planning and Development Proposals 

6.2.1 Recognition of the South Shannon Waterway Corridor in 
the Regional Planning Guidelines = P P P P P P P P 

6.2.2 Recognition of the South Shannon Waterway Corridor in 
local authorities’ statutory development plans = P P P P P P P P 

6.2.3 A mechanism for formal collaboration by the local 
authorities on planning issues concerning the waterway 
corridor 

= P P P P P P P P 

6.2.4 Recognition of the South Shannon Waterway Corridor in 
county Landscape Character Assessments = P P P P = = = P 

6.2.5 Pursuit of the 'plan-led' approach to certain development 
types in the waterway corridor = P P P P P P P P 

6.2.6 Preparation of siting and design guidelines for development 
in the waterway corridor = P P P P = = P P 

6.2.7 A study to predict the proportion of rural land in the corridor 
to remain in agricultural use in the future = P P P P P P = = 

6.2.8 Identify a range of alternative rural land uses, and set in 
motion a programme of support for land use conversion = P P P P P P P P 

6.2.9 Pooling of resources in the identification of unauthorised 
development = P P P P P = = P 

6.2.10 Implementation of the European Landscape Convention, 
in Ireland and in the South Shannon Waterway Corridor P P P P P = = == P 

Recreation, Interpretation and Tourism Proposals 

6.3.1 A recreation and interpretation development and 
management strategy for the South Shannon Waterway 
Corridor 

= P P P P P P P P 

6.3.2 Lower Shannon Multiple Use Management Plan for Water-
based Activities P P P P P P P P P 

6.3.3 Investigation of the feasibility of specific recreation 
development proposals for land-based activities = = = = = P P P P 

6.3.4 A coordinated strategy to address land owners concerns 
over provision of access to their lands for walkers = = = = = P P P P 

6.3.5 Investigation of the feasibility of specific recreation 
development proposals for water-based activities = ? ? ? ? P P P P 

P Positive           N Negative          = Neutral          P/N Positive and Negative          ? Uncertain
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Natural & Built Environment Human Beings Proposed Policy / Action 

Air Quality / 
Climate 

Water 
Quality 

Biodiversity 
/ Natural 
Heritage 

Landscape 
& Visual 
Environ-
ment 

Material 
Assets: 
Cultural & 
Built 
Heritage 

Economic 
Activity 

Employment 
Opportunit-
ies 

Community 
based 
Facilities & 
Social 
Patterns 

Open 
Space, 
Recreation 
& Amenity 

Recreation, Interpretation and Tourism Proposals Continued… 

6.3.6 Investigation of the feasibility of specific recreation 
development proposals for integrated activities = ? ? ? ? P P P P 

6.3.7 A programme of land- and water-based activities 
participation in local schools and community groups = P P P = = = P P 

6.3.8 A programme of waterway corridor natural and cultural 
heritage education for local schools and community groups = P P P P = = P P 

6.3.9 A schools waterway adoption programme = P P P P = = P P 

6.3.10 A Shannon Waterway classroom = P P P P P P P P 

6.3.11 An economic impact study of tourism in the waterway 
corridor = = = = = P P P P 

6.3.12 A tourism development strategy for the South Shannon 
Waterway Corridor = P P P P P P P P 

6.3.13 Support for tourism development complementary to the 
tourism development strategy = P P P P P P P P 

6.3.14 Pursuit of sustainability in the development of the tourism 
industry in the South Shannon Waterway Corridor P P P P P P P P P 

6.3.15 Promotion of ecotourism P P P P P P P P P 

6.3.16 South Shannon Waterway Corridor tourism marketing 
initiatives = = = = = P P P P 

6.3.17 A network of signage / information points in the waterway 
corridor = = = = = P P P P 

6.3.18 Revision of the Shannon Navigation Charts and 
information = = = = = P P P P 

6.3.19 Development of a Code of Conduct for visitors to natural 
and cultural heritage sites = P P P P P P P P 

P Positive           N Negative          = Neutral          P/N Positive and Negative          ? Uncertain 
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Natural & Built Environment Human Beings Proposed Policy / Action 

Air Quality / 
Climate 

Water 
Quality 

Biodiversity 
/ Natural 
Heritage 

Landscape 
& Visual 
Environ-
ment 

Material 
Assets: 
Cultural & 
Built 
Heritage 

Economic 
Activity 

Employment 
Opportunit-
ies 

Community 
based 
Facilities & 
Social 
Patterns 

Open 
Space, 
Recreation 
& Amenity 

Navigation Proposals 

6.4.1 Quantification of berthing and other navigation facilities 
presently provided on the Lower Shannon = = = = = P P P P 

6.4.2 Recording of vessels’ permanent berthing places in the 
Waterways Ireland Register of Vessels on the Shannon 
and Shannon-Erne Navigations 

= = = = = P P P P 

6.4.3 Study of environmental impacts of water-based activities P P P P P = = = P 

6.4.4 Shoreline sensitivity classification of the South Shannon = P P P P = = = P 

6.4.5 Preparation of a strategic navigation facilities development 
plan for the South Shannon Waterway Corridor = P P P P P P P P 

6.4.6 Investigation of the feasibility of specific navigation facilities 
development proposals = ? ? ? P P P P P 

6.4.7 A policy of maintenance and enhancement of public access 
along the shoreline = = = = = P P P P 

6.4.8 Preparation of siting, design and management guidelines 
for berthing and other navigation facilities P P P P P P P = P 

6.4.9 Maintenance of an adequate and operational network of 
pump-out facilities, managed by a single authority P P P P = P P = P 

6.4.10 Vessel registration and licensing contingent on compliance 
with the bye-laws P P P P = P P = P 

6.4.11 A programme of user education regarding compliance with 
the bye-laws P P P P = P P = P 

6.4.12 Enforcement of the bye-laws by means of regular vessel 
inspections P P P P = P P = P 

6.4.13 A programme of water quality testing to monitor the 
localised impact of sewage (and other) discharge from 
boats into the waterway and the effects of mitigation 
measures 

P P P P = P P = P 

6.4.14 Increase in the Waterways Ireland Inspectorate resources = P P P P P P P P 

6.4.15 Display and distribution of regulations, codes of conduct 
and information in respect of safe, sustainable use of the 
navigation 

P P P P P P P P P 

6.4.16 Registration and licensing of all vessels / craft exceeding 
certain power or speed parameters P P P P = = = = P 

P Positive           N Negative          = Neutral          P/N Positive and Negative          ? Uncertain
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Natural & Built Environment Human Beings Proposed Policy / Action 

Air Quality / 
Climate 

Water 
Quality 

Biodiversity 
/ Natural 
Heritage 

Landscape 
& Visual 
Environ-
ment 

Material 
Assets: 
Cultural & 
Built 
Heritage 

Economic 
Activity 

Employment 
Opportunit-
ies 

Community 
based 
Facilities & 
Social 
Patterns 

Open 
Space, 
Recreation 
& Amenity 

Navigation Proposals Continued… 

6.4.17 Support for any projects aimed at improving the 
navigability of the Limerick - Ardnacrusha stretch = = = = P P P P P 

6.4.18 Limerick City Harbour Master and Navigation Guide = = = = P P P P P 

Natural Heritage Proposals 

6.5.1 Identify and protect all habitats and species of conservation 
value in the South Shannon Waterway Corridor P P P P = P = P P 

6.5.2 Protect and enhance water quality throughout the 
waterway corridor P P P P = P = P P 

6.5.3 Integrated environmental management of State-owned 
lands in the South Shannon Waterway Corridor P P P P P P = P P 

6.5.4 Towards integrated environmental management of the 
South Shannon Waterway Corridor through application of 
the IUCN Category V Protected Landscape approach 

P P P P P P P P P 

6.5.5 Encouragement of REPS and NPWS Farm Plan Scheme 
take-up by land owners P P P P P P P P P 

6.5.6 A research programme to ascertain the status of fish 
stocks in the waterway and inform appropriate 
conservation measures 

= P P = = = = = P 

6.5.7 Production of a fisheries conservation guide and 
associated measures for land owners, managers and 
developers 

= P P P = = = = P 

6.5.8 Production of a stream health monitoring and assessment 
kit for use by the Irish public to assist in fisheries / aquatic 
biodiversity conservation 

P P P P = = = = P 

6.5.9 Continued management of the fisheries by the National 
Inland Fisheries Authority (NIFA) as opposed to the ESB = P P = = P P P P 

6.5.10 Establishment of an all Ireland Invasive Species Task 
Force and an Anti-Invasives Strategy P P P P = P P = P 

6.5.11 Establishment of a Blue Green Algae Authority and an 
Algae Bloom Strategy P P P P = P P = P 

6.5.12 A strategy for the conservation of the black poplar 
(Populus nigra) P P P P = P = = P 

P Positive           N Negative          = Neutral          P/N Positive and Negative          ? Uncertain 
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Natural & Built Environment Human Beings Proposed Policy / Action 

Air Quality / 
Climate 

Water 
Quality 

Biodiversity 
/ Natural 
Heritage 

Landscape 
& Visual 
Environ-
ment 

Material 
Assets: 
Cultural & 
Built 
Heritage 

Economic 
Activity 

Employment 
Opportunit-
ies 

Community 
based 
Facilities & 
Social 
Patterns 

Open 
Space, 
Recreation 
& Amenity 

Cultural Heritage Proposals 

6.6.1 Provision of access to and interpretation of cultural heritage 
sites from mooring places and settlements in the waterway 
corridor 

= = = = P P P P P 

6.6.2 Development of cultural heritage site networks, e.g. 
ecclesiastical sites, military fortifications, tower houses, big 
house estates, navigation heritage, industrial heritage, 
thatched cottages and emigration routes and sites of 
departure 

= = = = P P P P P 

6.6.3 Provision of information on cultural heritage for waterway 
corridor visitors = = = = P P P P P 

6.6.4 Review of Record of Protected Structures and Record of 
Monuments and Places for improved industrial heritage 
protection 

= = = P P = = = P 

6.6.5 Promotion of the uptake of REPS among land owners as a 
means to improve cultural heritage protection P P P P P P = P P 

6.6.6 Development of the Monuments Advisor Scheme 
throughout the South Shannon Waterway Corridor = = = P P P = P P 

6.6.7 Use of architectural conservation grants schemes as a 
means of rural, village and urban renewal = = = P P P P P P 

6.6.8 Implementation of Heritage Council recommendations with 
regards to financial support for architectural conservation in 
Ireland 

= = = P P P = P P 

6.6.9 A programme of research of underwater archaeology in the 
waterway corridor = = = = P P = P P 

6.6.10 Systematic assessment of the potential impact of 
development and activities on underwater archaeology = = = = P = = = P 

6.6.11 A programme of research and collection of folklore, 
traditions and cultural artefacts of the waterway corridor = = = = P P = P P 

P Positive           N Negative          = Neutral          P/N Positive and Negative          ? Uncertain 
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Natural & Built Environment Human Beings Proposed Policy / Action 

Air Quality / 
Climate 

Water 
Quality 

Biodiversity 
/ Natural 
Heritage 

Landscape 
& Visual 
Environ-
ment 

Material 
Assets: 
Cultural & 
Built 
Heritage 

Economic 
Activity 

Employment 
Opportunit-
ies 

Community 
based 
Facilities & 
Social 
Patterns 

Open 
Space, 
Recreation 
& Amenity 

Place-specific Proposals 

6.7.1a Authority support for the Portumna Workhouse Project as 
a means of urban regeneration through architectural 
conservation and re-use 

= = = P P P P P P 

6.7.1b Improvement / development of the pedestrian connection 
between Portumna town centre and Portumna Bridge = = = P P P = P P 

6.7.2 Construction of a toilet and shower block at Scarriff 
Harbour to complement the existing recreation facilities = = = = = P = P P 

6.7.3 Reinstatement of the abandoned off-channel marina cutting 
off the Scarriff River P P P P = = = = P 

6.7.4 An environmental improvement plan to take full advantage 
of the construction of the proposed Killaloe-Ballina town 
centre by-pass 

= = = P P P P P P 

6.7.5a Conservation plan for Dromineer Castle, and associated 
environmental improvement plan for the castle site and 
adjacent steamer quay 

= = P P P P P P P 

6.7.5b Identification of appropriate after use of the Dromineer 
Canal Store by Waterways Ireland, and completion of 
refurbishment 

= = = P P = = = P 

6.7.6 Redevelopment of quay-side sites in Limerick City = = = P P P P P P 

P Positive           N Negative          = Neutral          P/N Positive and Negative          ? Uncertain 
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