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REPORT

1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The second period of focused public consultation was held over five weeks from 25" January 2021 until 1st
March 2021. This report sets out the manner in which the consultation was promoted and undertaken; and
summarises the feedback received.

In-real-life (IRL) public consultation events were not possible due to COVID-19 health restrictions. Instead
the project team provided online virtual consultation platforms, along with virtual meetings and telephone
engagement.

The purpose of the second consultation was to present the five corridor options that were identified and to
gather feedback on these to inform the project team in proceeding to the next stage of the project, i.e.
selecting a preferred route corridor.

Route corridor options for the Cycleway were developed to utilise state-owned lands where possible; and to
connect these by exploring possible routes with private landowners / farmers.

There was a strong response to the public consultation with over 11,000 submissions received; 95% of
which were very supportive of the Cycleway. The project team thanks all who participated in this
consultation. Your feedback provides valuable local knowledge to inform our project team and your efforts
are greatly appreciated.

Community groups, local organisations, businesses and individuals alike have welcomed the project and
stated their support for the Cycleway to be routed alongside their towns and villages. This included many
local communities / organisations establishing social media pages and campaign groups to support the
project and promote particular route corridor options.

There is no doubt from the sentiments expressed in submissions received and meetings with the project
team that this Cycleway will be a welcome local amenity that will regenerate the consultation area,
regardless of which route corridor option is progressed.

It is important to note that the decision will not be based on popularity of a particular option. The purpose of
public consultation is to gather feedback from local people about particular issues that may warrant further
study and should be considered by the project team when progressing environmental and design work.

The project team will consider public consultation feedback along with landowner consultation feedback; the
Five S’ criteria, i.e. to be Scenic, Sustainable, Strategic, Segregated with lots to See and do; as well as
environmental, engineering and financial factors.

The following themes emerged in submissions:
e Communications and Consultation
e Community & Rural Development
e Connectivity and Accessibility
e Operation and Maintenance
e Environment including Bogs, Flora and Fauna, Flooding, Wildlife and Woodlands
e Health and Wellbeing
e History and Heritage

e Landowner Considerations including land acquisition, severance, insurance, future buildings and
landowner consultation

e Landscape and Scenery

e Local Business, Economy and Jobs
e Privacy

e Safety and Security

e Tourism

o Walkways.
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1.1 Next Steps

Notwithstanding the overwhelming positive feedback at public consultation, the project team recognises that
the co-operation of landowners and farmers is essential to delivering this Cycleway.

Following the conclusion of the second focused period of public consultation, the project team commenced
landowner consultation as soon as public health guidelines allowed, in May 2021.

Feedback from this public consultation and landowner engagement, along with engineering and
environmental assessments, will all feed into the design process to identify a preferred route corridor.

1.2 The Project

The Galway to Athlone Cycleway project will complete a 270km — 300km car-free corridor connecting
Galway and Dublin. It will form an attractive amenity to be enjoyed by local communities and visitors all year
round.

The new Cycleway will deliver a memorable experience for cyclists and pedestrians with impactful scenery
and points of interest along the way. In addition to public health benefits, it will support local businesses and
stimulate new enterprises and jobs by creating the opportunity for cycling holidays.

The project is being delivered by the Galway, Roscommon, and Westmeath local authorities in partnership
with Transport Infrastructure Ireland and the Department of Transport.

Route Corridor Options have been developed to connect likely tourism and leisure attractions, and use
publicly owned land where possible. The options use state owned lands such as flood defense
embankments, forestry tracks, bog roads and Bord na Mona railways. In order to connect the state owned
lands ‘Consultation Areas’ have been identified, where we would like to talk to the landowners and explore
possible routes. These routes would follow existing features and farm boundaries, minimising severance.
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LEGEND:
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Figure 1-1 Route Corridor Options
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1.3 First Public Consultation

The first Public Consultation for the Galway to Athlone Castle cycleway project was held in August 2020.

The purpose of the consultation was to present the study area to the public and invite them to give their
opinions on the cycleway.

The consultation was very well attended with a total 524 people attending the events. Members of the project
team were present to discuss the project with the public. There was a strong interest in the project expressed
at the events, with very good engagement and many useful discussions held during the events.

The project team emphasised that the project was starting again from a ‘clean slate’, with no routes
proposed at this point. It was also emphasized that there would be strong consultation with landowners
throughout the project development and that a key project aim would be to progress the project in
collaboration with affected landowners.

Following the consultations, a large number of submissions were received. Most were individual
submissions, with submissions also received from community groups and businesses.

Most respondents were in support of a cycleway through the study area. Many were opposed to a route
through private lands and would only support a route through public lands or on-road facilities. Many also
suggested a route along the existing railway line and/or through Ballinasloe.

Submissions were received from all over the study area. There was significant support for a route paralleling
the existing Galway to Athlone railway which is now represented by Route Corridor Option No. 2 for
consideration.
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2 CONSULTATION OPPORTUNITIES PROVIDED BY THE
PROJECT TEAM

The second period of focused public consultation was held over five weeks from 25" January 2021 until 1st
March 2021. In-real-life (IRL) public consultation events were not possible due to COVID-19 health
restrictions. Instead the project team provided online virtual consultation platforms, along with virtual
meetings and telephone engagement.

The purpose of the second consultation was to present the five corridor options that were identified and to
gather feedback on these to inform the project team in proceeding to the next stage of the project, i.e.
preferred route corridor. The five route corridor options presented at the second public consultation were
developed to utilise state-owned lands where possible; and to connect these by exploring possible routes
with private landowners / farmers.

2.1 Virtual Consultation Room

The consultation was held online and could be accessed through the virtual consultation room on a computer,
tablet or smart phone, at any time throughout the focused period of public consultation.

The  virtual consultation room could be accessed through the project website,
www.galwaytoathlonecycleway.com.

2.2 Feedback Forms

Online feedback forms were available through the virtual consultation room or on the project website.

Feedback forms were also posted to everyone in the study area, along with the brochure. Feedback forms
could be returned by freepost to the project office or uploaded online. See Appendix B.

2.3 Virtual and Telephone Engagement

Project Liaison Officers (PLOs) were available to discuss the project through virtual meetings (on MS Teams)
or by telephone. Appointments could be booked either through the online booking facility available on the
website / virtual consultation room or by calling the dedicated project information line 091 509267.

2.4 Project Website

The Project website, www.galwaytoathlonecycleway.com, was updated in advance of the second public
consultation with new information in relation to the project, including the proposed route corridor options,
project progress, latest news, consultations, publications and FAQ section which has been developed based
on the some of the main topics that have arisen during the consultation. The FAQs can be seen in Appendix
C.

The virtual public consultation room was available on the website and contained the following information.

e A welcome video from project manager Cian McGuiness for RPS consulting engineers on the scheme
and a tutorial on how to navigate the virtual room.

e Layout and detailed maps of the five corridor options available to view or download.

e An interactive map of the five route corridor options which allows people to view locations throughout
the study area and enter their postcodes.

e Public Consultation Number 2 Brochure.
e Online Feedback Form.
e Booking facility for people to book a virtual meeting or call back with a Project Liaison Officer.

e Display boards which has detailed information regarding the project.
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Consultation documents can be viewed in Appendix D.
Maps of the route corridor options are displayed in Appendix E.
The following Figures (2-1 — 2-4) show the Virtual Consultation Room.

scem

Online Feedback Form

<y

o~ W

5 10km

Figure 2-2 Screenshot from www.galwaytoathlonecycleway.com — Interactive Map
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‘ GALWAY TO ATHLONE

-

Figure 2-3 Screenshot from www.galwaytoathlonecycleway.com — Booking Facility

ROUTE CORRIDO
OPTIONS o B

CYCLEWAY

Figure 2-4 Screenshot from www.galwaytoathlonecycleway.com — Information Displays

2.5 Meetings

The project team undertook dozens of virtual meetings with individuals, elected public representatives and
community groups to outline the proposed route corridor options, encourage submissions and respond to
guestions.
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3 PROMOTION

The second consultation was promoted extensively, both across the study area and nationally, by the project
team.

Promotional activities included direct mail to all addresses within the study area; paid media advertisements;
issuing press releases to generate and local national newspaper reports and local radio interviews; website
updates; social media promotion; and proactive stakeholder engagement to community groups and elected
public representatives.

3.1 Advertising

The second public consultation was advertised by the project team in local newspapers one week prior to the
virtual consultation events commencing; and again, as a reminder on the final week of the consultation, as
shown in Table 2-1 below. See examples of advertising in Appendix A.

Table 3-1 Event Advertisements

Newspaper Advertisement Date Reminder Date

Tuam Herald 20/01/21 24/02/21
Galway Advertiser 21/01/21 25/02/21
Connacht Tribune 21/01/21 25/02/21
Roscommon Herald 19/01/21 23/02/21
Westmeath Independent 23/01/21 27/02/21

3.2 Social Media and Online Promotion

The advertisements were also circulated to local radio stations; sent to the Public Participation Network
(PPN) and Heritage Groups; published on the project and Council websites; and promoted via the Council
social media accounts.

3.3 Direct Mail

Consultation brochures to promote the second public consultation and present the route corridor options,
were sent by the project team, via An Post, to all postal addresses in Galway County and to all addresses
within the study areas in Counties Roscommon and Westmeath.

3.4 Press Releases

The project team issued a number of releases to promote the public consultation.

The first press release was sent to all local media on Friday 22" January 2021 follows:
e Connacht Tribune,
e Tuam Herald,
e Galway Advertiser,
e Roscommon People,
e Westmeath Independent,
e Farmers Journal
e Galway Bay FM

e Shannonside Radio.
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A further press release was issued to Local media as well as to Agricultural Media (Irish Farmers Journal,
Farming Independent, RTE, Agriland) on 12t February 2021 to remind people that the consultation was still
underway; and encourage them to view the options and make submissions before the deadline.

Extensive media coverage was generated across national, agricultural and local media to promote the public
consultation — see Table 3-2 below. Appendix F contains the press releases issued to promote the second
consultation and the media coverage generated including print and online newspaper articles, as well as
radio interviews with the Project Manager.

Local elected public representatives also discussed the project on local radio to promote the public
consultation.

Table 3-2 Galway to Athlone Cycleway Articles

Source ‘ Date ‘ Date Date Date DE(] ‘
Agriland 20/01/21 09/02/21

Athlone Topic 28/01/21

Connacht Tribune 25/02/21 25/02/21 25/02/21

(Local News) (Loughrea) (Oranmore) | (North East Galway) 25/02/21 | 25/03/21
Farmers Journal 22/01/21 30/01/21 17/04/21

Galway Advertiser 21/01/21 21/01/21

Galway Bay FM 23/04/21

Irish Times 25/01/21 26/01/21 05/03/21

Midland Tribune 04/03/21

Tuam Herald 20/01/21 02/02/21

Westmeath Independent 21/01/21 10/02/21 23/02/21

3.4.1 Media Engagement Following Close of Public Consultation

A further press release was issued to all media following the close of the focused period of public
consultation. The purpose of this press release was to thank people for their participation and reiterate the
project team’s intention to undertaken landowner engagement and consultation over the following weeks and
months. Articles were published in Agriland and the Irish Farmers Journal, as well as in local media across
the study area.

3.5 Stakeholder Engagement

Notices were sent by the project team to the Public Participation Network (PPN) and Heritage Groups, as
well as to elected public representatives and community groups to promote the second public consultation.

3.5.1 Community Promotion of the Second Public Consultation

Community groups advocating for routes established websites and Facebook pages to develop awareness
in each community and encourage people to provide feedback on different route corridor options. Some of
these pages had links to the virtual consultation room and / or the online feedback form.
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3.6 Project Information Service

The project contact information was widely promoted across media, on advertisements, in all correspondence,
online and on brochures posted to all addresses within the study area, as follows:

Project Telephone 091-509 267
Project Email info@galwaytoathlonecycleway.com
Project Website www.galwaytoathlonecycleway.com

Virtual Consultation Room  www.galwaytoathlonecycleway.com

Project Postal Address Galway to Athlone Cycleway Project Office, Society Street, Ballinasloe, Co
Galway. H53 T320
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4 PARTICIPATION

There is a high level of interest in the project, as reflected in participation in the second focused period of
public consultation.

4.1 Over 11,600 Submissions Received

Over 11,600 submissions were received by the project team. Submissions were made through the online
feedback form, email, post, telephone and virtual consultation meetings. Figure 4-1 below shows the method
by which responses were submitted.

4.1.1 Petitions and Group Submissions

This public consultation also received a number of petitions and group submissions.

e The Athlone to Ballinasloe Greenway Campaign handed in a submission containing 2,179
signatures.

e A group of landowners from Stoneyisland, Portumna handed in a submission containing 37
signatures.

The first Public Consultation had a large number of submissions from a Greenway Action Group, stating that
the cycleway should run parallel to the Galway to Athlone railway. This is now represented by Route Corridor
Option No. 2 for consideration. The submissions from the first consultation are not represented in the graphs
produced in this report for findings of the second public consultation. They will still be considered for the
preferred corridor selection.

Consultation Response Methods

Phone or Virual Posted, 649, (6%)
Meeting, 144, (1%)

Email, 1042, {9%)

Online Form, 97986,
(B4%)

Figure 4-1 Public Consultation Response Methods

The level of feedback regarding each of the proposed route corridor options, along with comments on
locations where there was more than one route corridor option, is summarised in Figure 4-2 below.
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Comments on Corridor Options
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Figure 4-2 Comments received on route corridor options for PC2

4.2 Virtual Meetings

4.2.1 Engagement with Individuals

A total of 144 telephone calls and virtual meetings on MS Teams / Zoom were held with individuals and
families.

4.2.2 Elected Public Representatives

In advance of the second public consultation commencing, the project team presented the route corridor
options at virtual meetings with the elected public representatives from the consultation area, including
Oireachtas Members and the Elected Members of Galway, Roscommon and Westmeath County Councils.

e 22/01/21 Presentation to Roscommon County Councillors — 12 attendees
e 22/01/21 Presentation to Westmeath County Councillors - 11 attendees
e 22/01/21 Presentation to Galway County Councillors — 28 attendees

e 22/01/21 Presentation to members of the Oireachtas — 21 attendees.

Many elected public representatives made submissions to the public consultation:

In addition, a number of meetings with community groups were subsequently organised by some of the local
Oireachtas Members at which the project team was invited to present the route corridor options and
responded to questions.

Just under 200 people attended two meetings held on Zoom, organised and hosted by Senator Aisling Dolan.
The first meeting on 16™ February 2021 focused on route corridor option 1; and the second meeting on 7t
February 2021 focused on route corridor option 3.
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A Zoom meeting focusing on Route Corridor Options 4 and 5, hosted by Minister Anne Rabbitte on 18t
February attracted 100 attendees, which was the capacity of that online meeting.

4.3

Community Organisations and Local Interest Groups

Supportive submissions from Community and Development groups — see Table 3 — highlighted the positive
impact the Cycleway would have on the local economy, jobs and tourism, as well as on the wellbeing of local

communities.

Table 3: Submissions from Local Groups

Community Organisation

Summary

Abbey Community Development Association

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Abhainn D4 Loilioch Woodland Group

Supports Route 5

Accessibility Ballinasloe

Supports Routes 1 or 3

Ahascragh Development Association

Supports Route 1

Athenry Area Development Company

Supports Routes 1 or 4

Athenry Association Football Club

Supports route through Athenry

Athenry Community Council

Supports route through Athenry

Athenry Community First responders

Supports route through Athenry

Athenry Greenway Group

Supports route through Athenry. Proposes
slogan "Cycle through fields the fields of
Athenry"

Athenry Heritage Network

Supports route through Athenry

Athenry Playground Community Group

Supports Route 3

Athenry Tidy Towns

Supports Route 3

Athenry Traders Group

Supports route through Athenry

Athlone to Ballinasloe Greenway Campaign

Supports Routes 1 or 3

Attymon Development Group

Supports Route 3

Aughrim Community Development Company

Supports Route 3

Ballinasloe Active Retired

Supports Routes 1 or 3

Ballinasloe Area Community Development
(BACD)

Supports Routes 1 or 3 and highlighted
business need for support

Ballinasloe Cycling Club

Supports Routes 1 or 3

Ballinasloe Social Services

Supports Routes 1 or 3 and highlighted
physical and mental health/wellbeing
benefits

Ballinasloe Town Team

Supports Routes 1 or 4

Ballyforan Area Transition Team (BATT)

Supports Route 1 (Ballyforan)

Ballygar Tidy Towns

Supports Route 1

Ballygurrane Residents Association

Supports route through Athenry

Brothers of Charity Athenry

Supports route through Athenry

Brpthers of Charty Ballinasloe

Supports Routes 1 or 3

Burren Lowlands Group

Supports Route 5

Cuan Beo

Supports Route 5

Cyclist.ie

Welcome the proposed advancement of
the project. Not supportive of route 2
along the railway.

Drum Heritage Centre

List of Heritage sites in Drum

East Galway Family History Society

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Epic Yellow Route 4 Advocacy Group

Cross-community submission in support of
Route 4

Eyrecourt Vintage Club

Supports Route 4

Friends of Portumna Forest Park

Supports Routes 4 or 5
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Galway Green Party

Supports Routes 3 or 5

Galway Rail User Group

Supports Routes 3 or 5

Galway Visually Impaired Cycling Club

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Gort River Walk Development Group

Supports Route 5

Gort Tidy Towns

Supports Route 5

HRC Mountbellew

Supports Route 1

Irish Workhouse Centre

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Kelly Clan Association

Supports Route 3

Kilchreest/castledaly Community Development

Group

Supports Route 4

Kinvara Heritage Group

Supports Route 5

Lawrencetown Community Development and
Lawrencetown Let's Get Active Group

Supports Routes 1 or 3 through
Ballinasloe and adjacent to
Lawrencetown

Looscaun/Shannonside Rural Development

Supports Routes 4 or 5 - project would help
revitalise rural Ireland

Loughrea Chamber of Commerce

Supports Route 4 and highlighted all
things to see and do in Loughrea as well
as businesses and accommodation

Meelick Eyrecourt Active Retired

Supports Route 4. Safe place to walk for
older people and families

Moanbawn sports development project group

Supports route through Athenry

Monivea Heritage Association

Supports Route 1

MOR Action Group

Supports Route 5

Mountbellew Active Retired

Supports Route 1

Mountbellew Community Alert

Supports Route 1

Mountbellew Heritage and tourism Network

Supports Route 1

Moylough Heritage Society

Submission highlighting historic sites in
support of Route 1

New Inn Community Development

Supports Route 3

Omna Singers

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Oranmore Tidy Towns

Supports Route 5

Park Run

Supporting the cycleway as a venue for
regular exercise

Pieta Wren Run

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portiuncula University Hospital

Supports Routes 1 or 3

Portumna & District Angling Association

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna & District Development

Supports Routes 4 or 5 and says project
would be a great economic boost for local
businesses

Portumna Active Retired

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna Camera Club

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna Chamber of Commerce

Supports Routes 4 or 5 and highlighted
courthouse, forest park, townscape and
Harbour as well as biodiversity

Portumna Comogie Club

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna Cycling Club

Supports Route 4

Portumna GAA

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna Lawn Tennis Club

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna Lyons Club

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna Players Drama Group

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Portumna Tidy Towns

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Red Route 5 Cycleway Group

Supports Route 5
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Renville Sports Community Grounds

Supports Route 5

Routes for Riders

Supports the Inclusion of Equestrians

Seven Springs Cycling Club

Supports Route 4

Shannonbridge Action Group

Supports route through Shannonbridge

Shorelines Arts Festival Portumna

Supports Route 5

Skehana Heritage Society

Submission highlighting historic sites in
support of Route 1

South East Galway Integrated Rural
Development Clg

Supports Routes 4 or 5

South Galway Comhaltas Ceoltoiri Eireann

Supports Routes 4 or 5

St Aidans GAA Club

Supports Route 1

Sustainable Energy West

Supports Route 4

Terryglass Tidy Towns

Supports Route 4

The Wild Geese Taskforce

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Tommy Larkins GAA Club

Supports Routes 4 or 5

Wheels of Athenry

Supports route through Athenry

Woodford-Looscaun Christmas Lights

Supports Routes 4 or 5
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5 FEEDBACK RECEIVED

Each and every submission received by the Galway to Athlone Cycleway project team has been registered
and reviewed in its entirety. In reviewing each submission, members of the project team identified the key
themes raised in relation to the project.

This section of the report presents the feedback received during the focused period of public consultation,
i.e. from 25% January to 1st March 2021.

Everything included in the following sections is taken directly from stakeholder feedback which has been
grouped into themes. All themes are reported alphabetically and / or in numerical order (1-5) by Route
Corridor Option. It is important to note that no bias is implied by the order in which feedback is presented
whatsoever.

Feedback presented anonymously, i.e. it is not attributed to any organisation or individual. It is either
presented as an amalgamation of feedback from a number of submissions or quoted directly.

Some submissions / feedback covered more than one issue, and for that reason may appear in more than
one of the following sections.

This report, together with the individual submissions, will be reviewed by the full Project Team.

Responses to issues raised in this consultation will be assessed and addressed appropriately in the Route
Selection Report.

Please note, this feedback does not reflect landowner engagement and consultation undertaken since the
focused period of public consultation concluded, as engagement with individual landowners / farmers is still
underway.

5.1 Emerging Themes

The details provided in submissions and feedback will inform the project team in undertaking further
technical studies. Specific feedback is reported in the following sections under several themes as it applies
to the project and / or to all route corridor options. In addition, feedback on specific sites or features
regarding individual route corridor options or geographic areas is also detailed in the following sections.

The following is a summary of the themes that emerged in submissions:
e Communications and Consultation
e Community & Rural Development
e Connectivity and Accessibility
e Operation and Maintenance
e Environment including Bogs, Flora and Fauna, Flooding, Wildlife and Woodlands
e Health and Wellbeing
e History and Heritage
e Landowner Considerations
e Landscape and Scenery
e Local Business, Economy and Jobs
e Privacy
e Safety and Security
e Tourism

o Walkways.
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5.2 Sentiment Expressed in Submissions

The need for the project was widely supported as outlined below in Section 5.2.1 and detailed in terms of its
contribution to local communities, business, jobs and tourism in Sections 5.4 and 5.13.

Feedback cited concerns about the impact of the project on sensitive species, hedgerows and woodlands;
and that these should be protected in developing the project — see Section 5.6.

Submissions asked that the Cycleway be routed close to the bogs, both in terms of their scenic, heritage and
biodiversity value for tourism, as well as to boost local jobs in light of recent Bérd na Ména bog closures and
cessation of peat harvesting in the area — see Sections 5.6, 5.8 and 5.10.

Issues regarding the operation and management of the Cycleway were expressed including litter, privacy,
security and the need for CCTV cameras — see Section 5.11.

Feedback from impacted landowners cited reservations regarding how the project would impact their lands.
While appreciating the consultation process could only be undertaken virtually in line with Government
restrictions to protect public health, landowners said they want to meet the project team to study the corridor
options maps on paper, find out more about the project and ask questions. In response to this feedback, a
concerted effort to engage with landowners is nhow underway — see Section 6.

5.2.1 Support for the Project

The overwhelming majority of businesses, community groups and individuals alike have welcomed the
project and stated their support for the Cycleway to be routed alongside their towns and villages.

There was a strong desire for the Cycleway amongst the communities of East Galway and South
Roscommon in particular. Specific villages, towns and tourism sites were highlighted in submissions as
being places that the Cycleway should pass through / alongside.

The very positive response to the project overall resulted in 95% of submissions supporting the entire
project; and / or a particular corridor; and / or a particular stop along the route corridor. Table 5-1 below
summarises the overall tone expressed in the feedback during the second public consultation.

Table 5-1 Total Response from Public Consultation No. 2

Total Responses ‘

Total Submissions Received 11,631
Positive 95.0%
i 0,
Sentiment Expressed Neg.anve _ 1.9%
Neutral / Didn’t Indicate 3.1%
Preference

5.2.2 Responses to Feedback Form

Respondents were asked a number of questions on the feedback form (online and printed), including
regarding their interest in using the Cycleway; whether or not they own property within / near the route
corridor options; and if they would like to receive further information about the project. The following
summarises the responses these questions to provide an overview of people’s reactions.
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Figure 5-1: Responses to ‘Do you live or own property within or adjacent to one of the proposed route corridor options?’
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Figure 5-2: Responses to ‘Would you use the Cycleway?’
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Figure 5-3: Responses to ‘Do you want to be contacted regarding project news and updates?’

53 Communications and Consultation

There was feedback about how the project team communicates and the type of information being provided.
Submissions stated that more information is required regarding each of the route corridor options.

It was said that there is a need for more public consultation; especially for in-real-life engagement and
consultation with the project team particularly with landowners.

Respondents said there is a need for information to be made available specifically for landowners, such as
Frequently Asked Questions (FAQS) to clarify issues and address concerns such as regarding insurance,
land acquisition and severance, maintenance of the project, etc.

Some feedback from stakeholders noted that the leaflets with the corridor options were ‘very confusing’. It
was stated that information should be circulated in other formats, apart from social media.

There was concern expressed about the final decision ‘coming down to a popularity contest’.

54 Community, Economy and Tourism

There was widespread welcome for the project in terms of the positive impact on jobs, local economy and
overall benefits for communities with the increased footfall and tourism that the Greenway will bring.

The Covid-19 Pandemic was cited to have negatively impacted on small business and communities
throughout the consultation area and across all route corridor options. The consultation area was cited to be
one with a history of under investment, leading to joblessness, low opportunities and few amenities.
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It was noted that submissions called for the Greenway to go through towns that ‘needed the extra business’.

Submissions were made by national organisations, larnréd Eireann and Failte Ireland in support of the
project.

The Loughrea Chamber of Commerce made a submission that supported corridor option 4; while Portumna
Chamber of Commerce’s submission was in support of corridor options 4 and 5.

The project is being developed by Galway, Roscommon and Westmeath County Councils to enhance the
local economies, tourism and local amenities.

Neighbouring local authority, Offaly County Council, made a submission in support of corridor options 3 and
4, that included the following:

‘Offaly County Council fully supports the advancement of the Galway to Athlone Greenway as
part of the Galway to Dublin Greenway and Euro Velo 1 Route and believes that the
Greenway Development in Offaly will embellish and complement the experience of future
patrons of the Greenways offer in Ireland.’

‘Additionally, it would certainly have a positive impact in terms of rural development in south
Roscommon, east Galway and west Offaly. It is already noticeable that since the advent of the
Grand Canal Greenway in Offaly, that there has been an economic upturn in some of the rural
areas along the Grand Canal, notably Ballycommon and Pollagh. What is even more striking
is the public appetite for more and more kilometres of greenway.’

5.4.1 Community and Rural Development

There was overwhelming support for the Greenway from towns and communities across all the route corridor
options and positive impacts for local communities were cited.

Comments focused on the positive boost the project would offer for local communities with active cycling
communities, as well as for families.

Submissions cited the importance of ‘careful consideration to be given to all the corridor options with the
consequential potential for developments in towns and villages on the route.’

Respondents said smaller towns / villages / communities in the consultation area had suffered hugely
because of Covid-19 restrictions; and previously from outwards migration. Some said that people had
returned to the area because of / during Covid-19 lockdowns.

It was said that a Greenway would be an incentive for more people to stay living in the consultation area.

The project was cited as being of benefit to communities, families, schools, active retired people as well as
being ‘good for the parish’ for social and economic regeneration.

Strong community fabric and Community Development Associations were also highlighted in towns
throughout the consultation area.

Schools throughout the consultation area made submissions. Their feedback focused primarily on how the
Cycleway would serve their communities:

‘benefit so many especially people who have an intellectual or physical disability’
‘promote health and encourage activity in a safe and scenic walkway / cycleway’
‘boost the local economy and make the area a better place to work, visit and live’

‘extremely positive for families, clubs, schools and businesses...health, fithess and well-being
promotion; social and economic regeneration; rejuvenate areas with multiple links and loops;
suitability for all ages and all abilities with zero exclusion; excellent safe leisure experience for
locals and visitors.’

Stakeholders cited route corridor option 1 as an area with ‘many tight knit communities’ who would benefit
from the extra footfall from both international and domestic tourists. Stakeholders also described the area
around corridor option 1 as the ‘Forgotten East Galway’ with a low densely populated area. The young
growing population in Athenry along corridor option 1 was also cited as likely to benefit from the project ‘for
years to come.” Respondents stated the need to develop and enhance the potential of the cluster of small
villages around the Mountbellew area where towns have lost their post office, Garda Station, village shop
and pubs and have been ‘overlooked for many years’. Stakeholders cited that corridor option 1 is ‘badly
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needed in the countryside’ where there are no amenities in the area for local communities.

Stakeholders said some communities within the consultation have benefited greatly from access to the
motorway and a higher volume of tourism due to their proximity to the Shannon and lakes. Further
submissions stated that communities along corridor option 1 and 3 did not get tourism from the Wild Atlantic
Way or the Ancient East.

Submissions cited Blackwater Bog on corridor option 3 as a potential opportunity to educate school children
on local flora and fauna if included in the Cycleway.

Stakeholders cited areas of Route 4 to have ‘a very active Community Development Association which
focuses on developing the village’s heritage and natural amenities and on upgrading facilities in the village,
such as our Multi-Use Games Arena and Co-Working Hub’. Submissions noted that Abbey was nominated
as the Republic of Ireland’s village representative in the 2020 ‘Ireland’s Best Kept Town’ Competition and
was a silver medal winner in Tidy Towns 2019.

5.4.2 Local Jobs 