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1  Executive Summary 

This report presents the findings of the non-statutory public consultation undertaken on the Emerging 

Preferred Route (EPR) for the Navan Railway. The Emerging Preferred Route consultation represented an 

important stage in the development of the Navan Railway, enabling stakeholder feedback to inform the project 

at an early stage. 

This report documents the consultation approach, including the consultation process, promotion and 

participation. 

The consultation generated a significant level of engagement from local residents, community groups, elected 

representatives, property owners, businesses and other stakeholders. A wide range of submissions, 

comments, suggestions and local insights were received. All feedback was reviewed and considered by the 

project team and has informed a programme of additional studies and technical assessments to support the 

development and selection of a Preferred Route. Where feasible, feedback will be taken forward as the project 

progresses. 

A total of 1,520 submissions were received during the first non-statutory public consultation. Submissions 

covered a broad range of themes and topics including on the need for the project, the delivery timeline, the 

emerging route, stations and parking, environmental considerations, and operational considerations.  

Almost two-thirds (65.1%) of respondents stated that they were satisfied, very satisfied or neutral with the 

Emerging Preferred Route. Some respondents provided feedback on route enhancements and proposed 

alternatives to the EPR. The feedback is reported by theme and location in Section 4 Feedback Received 

and Responses. 

This section also sets out Iarnród Éireann’s response to the issues raised and provides an overview of how 

the feedback has informed the ongoing design, assessment and consultation process. 

The consultation feedback, together with the findings of the additional technical and environmental studies, 

has informed the selection of the Preferred Route for the Navan Railway. The next stages of the project will 

include further design development, ongoing stakeholder engagement and the progression of the relevant 

statutory processes. 

Figure 1-1 overleaf provides a summary of the consultation activity, promotion and key themes and topics.  



Navan Railway Non-Statutory Public Consultation No. 1 

Navan Railway NSPC1 Consultation Findings | C789-P02-RN-X-XXX-RP-TTI-PM-000001 P01_A_C01 | 10 November 2026 
      Page | 2   

Tt-EU-TEM-006-03 

C1 – Public 

Figure 1-1 Consultation summary 
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Consultation Findings Summary 

Overall, the consultation demonstrated broad support for the Navan Railway and for the principle of improving 

public transport connectivity between Navan, County Meath and Dublin. Respondents identified potential 

benefits including reduced car dependency, improved access to employment and education, support for 

economic growth, enhanced regional connectivity and progress towards sustainable transport and climate 

objectives. 

There was also a strong interest in the timely delivery of the railway. Some respondents sought greater clarity 

regarding the project programme, funding, delivery certainty and the relationship between the railway and 

other planned transport and development projects. 

Feedback Received 

The qualitative feedback was extensive and covered the following principal themes: 

 

Support for the need for the railway and improved connectivity 

 

The urgency and delivery programme for the project 

 

The rationale of the option-selection process and suggestions for alternative routes and future 
extensions 

 

The detailed alignment of the Emerging Preferred Route and potential localised route changes 

 

The location, accessibility and functionality of the proposed stations, as well as parking capacity, 
traffic impacts and road-network constraints 

 

Walking, cycling and public transport connections to stations 

 

Property, agricultural and business impacts 

 

Environmental considerations, including biodiversity, cultural heritage, hydrology, landscape, noise, 
air quality and climate 

 

Construction impacts and the need for local engagement and mitigations 

 

Operational considerations including service frequency, journey time, fares and rolling stock 

 
The proposed stations were generally viewed positively or neutrally. Common station-related comments 

included sufficient Park & Ride capacity, safe and accessible pedestrian and cycling connections, accessible 

facilities, real-time passenger information, sheltered waiting areas, toilets, secure parking, traffic management 

and provision for future expansion. 

Localised concerns were raised regarding road capacity and construction or operational traffic, particularly 

around Kilmessan, Dunshaughlin and Navan. Property owners and occupiers sought early engagement, 

clarity regarding land requirements and appropriate measures to avoid or reduce impacts on homes, farms, 

businesses and landholdings. 
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Environmental feedback highlighted the need for robust assessment and mitigation, particularly in relation to 

biodiversity, watercourses, archaeology and cultural heritage, landscape and visual effects, noise and 

vibration, air quality, climate and human health. 

Main Feedback Points and Responses 

Main feedback 

point 

Summary of response 

Support for 

the Navan 

Railway 

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges the broad support for improved rail connectivity 

and the potential benefits for sustainable travel, economic development and 

reduced car dependency. The EPR was identified through a structured option-

selection process incorporating engineering, cost, demand, environmental, 

economic and transport appraisal. 

Need for 

timely delivery 

and 

programme 

certainty 

The project team acknowledges the importance placed on project delivery and 

will continue to progress design, assessment and the relevant statutory 

processes. Further programme information will be provided as the project 

develops and key milestones are reached. 

Option 

selection 

process and 

suggestions 

for alternative 

routes 

A wide range of options have been assessed through the structured option 

selection process incorporating engineering, cost, demand, environmental, 

economic and transport appraisal. The EPR represents the option carried 

forward at this stage, while potential future network improvements may be 

considered separately. 

Route 

alignment, 

station 

arrangements 

and localised 

impacts 

Comments on specific areas were reviewed. Additional studies and technical 

assessments were undertaken to examine localised issues and potential route 

refinements. The findings are reported in the Technical Review of Feedback on 

the EPR Report. 

Potential 

Navan South 

station 

In response to the feedback received, Iarnród Éireann undertook a further 

assessment of the potential demand for an additional station in south Navan. 

The findings are reported in the Technical Review of Feedback on the EPR 

Report. 

Parking, traffic 

and station 

access 

Station and parking proposals will be further developed with consideration of 

capacity, accessibility, traffic management, sustainable travel and future 

expansion, in consultation with relevant stakeholders and authorities. 

Property, 

agricultural, 

business and 

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges the concerns raised by property owners, 

residents, farmers and businesses. A Landowner Liaison Officer has been 

appointed, and continued one-to-one engagement will take place. Further 
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residential 

impacts 

design and environmental assessment will identify accommodation works and 

mitigation measures where required. 

Environmental 

impacts 

Environmental issues raised through the consultation will be considered 

through ongoing design and environmental assessment process. An 

Environmental Impact Assessment Report will be prepared for submission as 

part of the Railway Order application, with appropriate mitigation and 

environmental commitments identified and implemented subject to approval. 

Dunsany 

Estate 

Numerous submissions raised concerns about maintaining the Emerging 

Preferred Route along the original rail line through Dunsany Estate. In 

response, the Project Team considered alternative route options that move 

away from the original railway corridor between Leshemstown and Kilmessan 

which pull the alignment further outside the Dunsany Demesne and minimise 

loss of mature trees bordering the original railway corridor. The findings are 

reported in the Technical Review of Feedback on the EPR Report. 

Operational 

considerations 

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges feedback and suggestions in relation to the 

operation of Navan Railway. These matters will be considered as the 

operational planning and detailed design progress. 

 

Conclusion and Next Steps 

The consultation generated significant engagement and provided a substantial body of public, stakeholder and 

local knowledge to inform the development of the Navan Railway. While the overall response to the EPR and 

proposed station locations was positive, respondents also identified important, localised considerations 

requiring further investigation and design development. 

The consultation feedback, together with additional technical and environmental studies, will inform the 

selection of the Preferred Route. In particular, the consultation led to further work on: 

• the route in the Rathregan area; 

• the Dunshaughlin Station arrangement and active-travel connection; 

• the Leshemstown / Readsland area; 

• the Dunsany area; and 

• the potential for an additional station in south Navan. 

The findings of these assessments are detailed in the Technical Review of Feedback on EPR Report which is 

available on the project consultation webpage.  

The next stages will include further route and station design, preliminary design, environmental assessment, 

continued engagement with affected landowners and communities, and progression of the relevant statutory 

processes. Feedback received through NSPC1 will continue to be considered alongside technical, 

environmental, economic and transport evidence as the project progresses. 
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2  Introduction 

This consultation findings report presents the process, findings and outcomes of the Non-Statutory Public 

Consultation No. 1 (NSPC1) on the Emerging Preferred Route for Navan Railway. NSPC1 was delivered by 

Iarnród Éireann in collaboration with the National Transport Authority (NTA).  

NSPC1 was officially launched by Minister Darragh O’Brien TD on 20 May 2026. It was initially scheduled to 

run for just over six weeks to 3 July 2026. In direct response to feedback received from stakeholders 

requesting additional time to submit responses, the consultation was extended by two weeks and closed on 

17 July 2026.  

The consultation was undertaken to seek feedback, insights and local knowledge on the Emerging Preferred 

Route and station locations to help inform the Preferred Route and the project’s ongoing design and 

development.  

2.1 Project Overview 
The Navan Railway is a proposed extension of Iarnród Éireann’s network. This new rail line will deliver 

frequent, reliable and sustainable public transport between Navan and Dublin City Centre, via M3 Parkway. 

Delivering a new commuter railway to Navan is identified as a key measure in the NTA’s Greater Dublin Area 

Transport Strategy 2022 - 2042.  

A multi-disciplinary consultant (Tetra Tech) was appointed in 2024 to identify a Preferred Route for Navan 

Railway. The Navan Railway is currently in the option selection phase.  

An Emerging Preferred Route for the project was identified following a robust, step-by-step process, in line 

with the Department of Transport’s Transport Appraisal Framework (TAF) guidelines.  

The Emerging Preferred Route includes four stations, located at Dunshaughlin, Kilmessan, Navan Central and 

Navan North. The Emerging Preferred Route is presented as a wide corridor within which the proposed 

railway, stations and other associated infrastructure will be located. 

Figure 2-1 Consultation steps 

 

NSPC1 is an important step in the option selection process and is key to ensure the project is informed by 

stakeholders’ feedback, comments and local knowledge. Feedback from NSPC1 will inform the Preferred 

Route for Navan Railway, which will be subject to a second non-statutory public consultation. The Preferred 

Route for the Railway will then be progressed through the design and development phase so that a planning 

application (Railway Order application) can be prepared. 
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Figure 2-2 The Emerging Preferred Route 
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3  Approach to Consultation  

This section outlines the approach taken to the consultation under three headings - process, promotion and 

participation. It summarises how the consultation was defined, how it was publicised to support awareness 

and participation, and how people engaged with it.  

Figure 3-1 Approach to consultation 

 

3.1 Process  
The consultation process was designed to gather feedback on the Emerging Preferred Route from a wide 

range of stakeholders to inform the project’s ongoing design and development. It was intended to be 

accessible, clearly defined, proportionate and transparent, with sufficient opportunity for meaningful 

engagement and informed submissions. 

NSPC1 also aimed to raise awareness of the project and build understanding of what is being proposed, while 

capturing local, regional and sectoral knowledge to help shape the next stage of development. In doing so, it 

sought to engage a diverse range of stakeholders, build relationships and ensure that participants had access 

to accurate and understandable information. 

3.1.1 Consultation Questions 

The consultation invited participants to submit comments on: 

• The Emerging Preferred Route.  

• The proposed station and parking locations.  

• Any environmental considerations during design, construction, operation or maintenance of the 

project.  

• Any local knowledge stakeholders believed the Design Team should be aware of. 

Process

•How the 
consultation 
was defined, 
including its 
scope, terms 
of reference, 
and the 
documents 
and materials 
made available

Promotion

•How the 
consultation 
was publicised 
and promoted 
to encourage 
awareness and 
participation

Participation

•Who engaged 
with the 
consultation, 
when and how 
they engaged, 
and the 
number and 
nature of 
submissions 
received
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Participants were asked to indicate their level of satisfaction 

with the Emerging Preferred Route, including the sections 

between Navan and Kilmessan, and between Kilmessan and 

M3 Parkway, as well as their level of satisfaction with each of 

the proposed station locations. 

A consultation questionnaire was developed and was available 

online or in print format. See Appendix A  

The questionnaire also sought demographic information to 

enable more detailed analysis of the feedback received. These 

questions were optional - participants were not required to 

provide personal information if they did not wish to do so and 

anonymous feedback was accepted. 

 

 

3.1.2 Consultation Materials 

A range of documents and materials were published as part of the public consultation. This included both 

technical documentation and non-technical summary materials designed to present the consultation 

information in a clear and understandable format. The consultation documentation is outlined in the table 

below. 

Emerging 

Preferred Route 

Boundary 

Drawings 

Technical drawings showing the Emerging Preferred Route corridor, proposed station 

locations and road realignments were published, including the Meath County Council 

(MCC) Rail Reservation Corridor for reference. Boundary drawings were made 

available in both Irish and English online, at consultation events and in printed form on 

request. 

Interactive map An online map was published showing the Emerging Preferred Route corridor to 

enable participants to enter an address or Eircode to see the proposals in detail at that 

location. 

Preliminary 

Option Selection 

Report (pOSR) 

A pOSR documenting the process followed to identify the Emerging Preferred Route 

was available on the project website. Printed copies were made available upon 

request.  

NSPC1 

Consultation 

Brochure 

A plain language consultation brochure was published in English and Irish, providing 

an overview of the project and the Emerging Preferred Route, together with key 

information on the consultation. See Appendix B  

NSPC1 

Consultation 

Leaflet  

A dual-language consultation leaflet summarised the consultation and promoted 

participation, while also providing a high-level overview of the Emerging Preferred 

Route. See Appendix C . 

Figure 3-2 Feedback form 
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NSPC1 

Consultation 

Display Boards 

Large A0 display boards were developed for the consultation events, providing a visual 

overview of the project and key information. See Appendix D   

NSPC1 Project 

Website 

The project website included a plain language overview of the project, a detailed 

Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) section and links to download all consultation 

materials. 

The materials were provided in accessible, downloadable formats via the project webpage, with printed 

versions available at all in-person events.  

3.1.3 Methods of Engagement  

A range of engagement methods were made available during the consultation to enable participation 

including:  

 

Four public information events were held in local venues, where members of the public 

could view project display boards, drawings and interactive screens, and speak with 

members of the project team. Project team members from across a range of disciplines were 

available to listen to stakeholder’s feedback, answer queries and document attendee’s 

comments. 

 

An online webinar was held to present the Emerging Preferred Route, including the option 

selection process and consultation arrangements, followed by a facilitated question-and-

answer session. 

 

A dedicated project phone line, email and postal address were available throughout the 

consultation period to receive submissions and respond to queries. 

 

Stakeholder briefings and meetings were held with individual stakeholders to discuss 

localised or specific issues. 

 

All feedback received during the consultation, both formal and informal, was collected, analysed and reported 

on. The consultation accepted submissions through various channels such as:  

• Written submissions – email and postal submissions. 

• Verbal submissions – engagement on phones through the information service, notes and records from 

in-person events and meetings.  

• Feedback form – printed and digital submissions. 
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Figure 3-3 Photographs from in-person consultation events 

 

3.1.4 Data Protection 

All personal data collected during the consultation process was processed in line with GDPR requirements.  
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3.2 Promotion  
This section details the efforts undertaken to promote the public consultation, with the aim of raising 

awareness across a diverse range of stakeholder groups and encouraging participation in the process. 

3.2.1 Ministerial Launch  

The consultation was launched by the Minister for Transport, Darragh O’Brien TD, on 20 May 2026 at an open 

media event at the site of the proposed Navan Central station. The event was attended by representatives of 

local and national media, along with elected members. 

Figure 3-4 Photographs from the consultation launch 

 

The consultation was supported by a proactive media campaign to gain organic coverage in national and local 

publications. The public consultation launch received widespread coverage across online, print and broadcast 

media both locally and nationally, including in the Irish Times, RTÉ News, RTÉ Radio 1, Irish Independent, 

The Journal, Newstalk, Meath Live, the Meath Chronicle and LMFM, as well as in special-interest publications.  

A sample of media coverage is included in Appendix E  

3.2.2 Elected Representative Engagement 

A total of 88 letters were issued by certified post in advance of the consultation to the relevant elected 

representatives, including: 

• Cabinet Ministers. 

• Teachtaí Dála (TDs) from Meath-East, Meath-West and Dublin-West. 

• Meath-based Senators and Members of the European Parliament (MEP). 

• Councillors from Meath, Fingal-Ongar and Fingal-Castleknock. 

In addition, circa 300 emails were issued from the dedicated project email address to the elected 
representatives listed above, as well as all TDs, Ministers of State, Senators and MEPs. 
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An elected representatives’ briefing was held at the consultation launch on 20 May 2026 at 12pm. The briefing 

was attended by 20 elected representatives, or their delegate, comprising Councillors (12), TDs (3), Senators 

(2) and MEPs (3). A second briefing was held for another TD who was unable to attend.  

The briefing presentation is provided in Appendix F  

3.2.3 Property Owner and Occupier Letters 

Letters were issued to all property owners and occupiers whose property is located within the Emerging 

Preferred Route corridor. The letters were issued by certified post to the addresses associated with the land 

registry information (folios). Letters including a FAQ leaflet were issued on Monday 18 May 2026, in advance 

of the consultation announcement in an effort to ensure property owners and occupiers were aware of the 

potential impact on their property.  

As the consultation progressed, additional impacted landowners were identified (where information on land 

ownership/folios was not available) and further engagement was undertaken through phone calls, letters and 

private meetings with landowners and businesses located along the proposed route.   

A copy of the letter and leaflet is included in Appendix G   

3.2.4 Notification emails and Iarnród Éireann newsletter 

Approximately 450 emails were issued to key stakeholders during the week of the consultation launch to raise 

awareness of the project and the opportunity to provide feedback. Publicly available email addresses were 

identified through a research exercise to cover: 

• Community stakeholders including to MCC’s public participation network. 

• Voluntary and Action groups, including Disabled Persons Organisations. 

• Local industry stakeholders and representative bodies. 

• Local and national environmental organisations.  

• Technical stakeholders. 

The notification email is included in Appendix H  

3.2.5 Leaflet Distribution 

To build awareness of the consultation within local communities, an NSPC1 Information Leaflet was 

distributed to over 13,000 homes within 500m of the Emerging Preferred Route’s centre line, as well as all 

properties in the urban areas of Navan, Kilmessan and Dunshaughlin.            

3.2.6 Media and Social Media  

NSPC1 was promoted using paid and organic social media posts at the commencement of and throughout the 

consultation period, geographically targeted as appropriate. Another round of targeted social media 

advertisements was undertaken to inform stakeholders of the extension to the consultation deadline.  

Posts were promoted across Instagram, TikTok and LinkedIn. A summary of the key metrics for this activity is 

included in Table 3-1 below.  
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Table 3-1 Overview of social media statistics 

Platform  Metric  Amount 

Instagram 

2 promoted posts (3rd June & 

17th July) 

Total Views 36,262 

Total Accounts Reached  14,020 

Total Likes  666 

Facebook  

6 promoted posts from 20th May 

to 14th July 

Total Views 121,967 

Average Reach  13,665 

Total Reactions 571 

Total Link Clicks 414 

LinkedIn  

3 promoted posts (20th May, 3rd 

June and 17th July) 

Total Impressions  40,863 

Total Engagements 3,802 

Average Click-through rate  5.7% 

 
A sample of social media posts and press adverts are included in Appendix I   
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3.3 Participation 

This section of the report details participation in the consultation. There was significant public interest in and 

engagement with the consultation, with 1,520 submissions received.  

Table 3-2 Submissions breakdown by method 

Submission Format Number of Submissions 

Online Response Forms 1,276 

Response Forms completed at events 58 

Email submissions 164 

Submissions via post  19 (15 letters and 4 response forms) 

Phone call submissions 3 

Total 1,520 

In addition to the formal submissions received, extensive engagement was undertaken during the eight-week 

formal consultation period. This engagement included approximately: 

• 693 attendees at public consultation events 

• 50 meetings with potentially affected property owners and occupiers 

• 2 briefings for elected representatives 

• 60 attendees at the online webinar 

• 80 telephone calls 

• 600 incoming and outgoing emails 

• 21,393 total webpage views from 8,026 unique users 

During all engagement activities – including events, briefings, meetings and telephone calls - the project team 

noted consultees’ comments and views on the project. This feedback formed part of the material considered 

during the consultation feedback analysis, in addition to the formal submissions received.  

3.3.1 Consultation events  

Four open day information events were held as part of the consultation process. The locations of the events 

were chosen to support engagement across the proposed route and to maximise opportunities for 

participation. In-person engagement was strong, with approximately 690 attendees across the four days.  

Table 3-3 Consultation event attendance 

Date Location No. of Attendees 

27 May 2026 Navan Solstice Arts Centre 167 

4 June 2026 Dunshaughlin Pastoral Centre 288 

9 June 2026 Navan Education Centre 74 

16 June 2026 Kilmessan Station House Hotel 164 

18 June 2026 Online Webinar – Microsoft Teams Over 200 registrations and approx. 60 

attendees 
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3.3.2 Overview of Participants 

Submissions were received from a wide range of stakeholders, including elected representatives, local 
communities and businesses, property owners and occupiers, and special-interest groups and organisations. 
Of the 1,520 submissions received, 45 (3%) were from organisations and 10 (1%) were from elected 
representatives.  

Organisations who made submissions included national representative bodies, local and national 
environmental organisations, as well as local tidy towns committees, resident groups, schools, sports clubs, 
businesses and history, heritage or other interest groups.  

Questions 8 and 9 in the consultation response form asked questions on respondents’ connection to the 
project area. These were optional questions and respondents were not obligated to provide a response. 

Figure 3-5 Respondent responses to Questions 8 and 9 
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4  Feedback Received and Responses 

All submissions received during the public consultation were logged by the project team and recorded in a 

dedicated consultation database. Each submission was reviewed individually, with comments categorised and 

tagged according to theme. Feedback on each topic was then analysed in detail by the relevant members of 

the project team. 

The feedback received is summarised in the following sections by theme and, where relevant, by location. As 

many submissions addressed more than one theme, individual comments may be reported under multiple 

relevant themes. A summary of the key themes and topics raised is presented in Figure 4-1 below. 

Figure 4-1 Overview of submissions by theme 

 

Iarnród Éireann’s responses to the feedback received are also provided by theme at the end of each section, 

presented in orange boxes. 

4.1 Support for Navan Railway 

The Navan Railway project is strongly supported in the feedback and the overarching sentiment across all 

submissions was that this is a much-needed project which will bring considerable benefit to the project area. 

While many participants in the consultation had comments or suggestions in relation to the Emerging 

Preferred Route, the majority of submissions expressed support for the project in principle.  

Respondents described Navan Railway as “absolutely essential”, “welcome” and “long overdue”, and 

highlighted the need to improve public transport in the project area and to reduce car dependency. The social, 

environmental and economic benefits of Navan Railway were also widely recognised in the feedback.  
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4.2 Project Need  
The need for Navan Railway is emphasised across the submissions with 316 respondents (approx. 21% of all 

submissions) referencing the importance of the project. This feedback is presented below by theme. Iarnród 

Éireann’s response to the feedback is included at the end of this section.  

Figure 4-2 Project need mentions by sub-theme 

 

Respondents consistently described the project as a much-needed response to the transport challenges 

facing Navan and the wider project area, while also highlighting its potential to deliver broader benefits for the 

region. The submissions point to the railway’s role in improving connectivity, supporting sustainable travel and 

contributing to economic, social and environmental objectives.  

4.2.1 Urgency 

A total of 133 respondents referred to how urgent delivering Navan Railway is, with repeated calls to expedite 

project delivery. Stakeholders emphasised the current transport challenges and the impact this is having on 

local communities, as well as the local environment and economy.  

Some stakeholders expressed concern that the proposed project delivery timeline is too long, suggesting that 

the project should be operational before 2030 or sooner if possible.  

There is a sense of fear that the project may be delayed in the planning system. Concern was expressed that 

people opposed to the Emerging Preferred Route will cause Navan Railway to be delayed or stopped 

completely, and respondents emphasised that this would be unfair to the local populations who support and 

need the project. It was suggested that this project should be classified as Critical Infrastructure under the 

Critical Infrastructure Act with respondents putting forward that “this designation is vital to shield the project 

from frivolous judicial reviews, streamline planning permissions, and fast-track the Railway Order”.  

Other submissions referenced previous proposals to deliver a Dublin-Navan railway and expressed scepticism 

about the project coming to fruition. Respondents argue that the project’s long history underscores the need 

for its delivery to be expedited and protected. Respondents requested that funding for this project be 

ringfenced to ensure its delivery to completion. 

“The sooner the better”  
“This is long awaited and well overdue, but very 

much needed!” 
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“Get it done as soon as possible”  “We need this line as soon as possible!” 

-- 

4.2.2 Enhanced Connectivity 

The project’s role in enhancing connectivity in the project area is referenced in 96 submissions. Navan 

Railway is described in the submissions as a major investment in the region’s future, with the potential to 

support an integrated public transport network and deliver significant economic benefits locally and regionally. 

Feedback highlights the role the railway could play in improving access to education, employment, healthcare 

and other key destinations for communities in Navan and the surrounding area. Submissions also emphasise 

the project’s wider economic value, including support for local businesses, improved access to labour 

markets, and enhanced attractiveness for enterprise, investment and long-term regional development across 

County Meath, the Eastern and Midlands Region and the wider Greater Dublin Area. 

There was support for a railway that would strengthen connectivity beyond Navan, with respondents asking 

that links to surrounding towns, employment centres and other trip generators be considered as part of the 

project planning. The potential benefits for tourism were also noted, with the railway seen as having the 

capacity to improve access to visitor destinations and support the wider visitor economy. Additionally, some 

submissions referred to the potential for future extensions of Navan Railway. 

“We strongly support the Emerging Preferred 

Route for the Navan Railway and considers the 

project to be a transformative investment that will 

enhance regional competitiveness, improve 

connectivity, strengthen investment attractiveness 

and support sustainable economic development” 

 

 

“It will greatly improve public transport, reduce 

traffic congestion, support local businesses, and 

provide better connections for workers, students, 

and families.” 

 

“The provision of a new rail line will allow tourists 

to more easily and visibly access cultural and 

historical sites in Meath that previously would not 

have been considered” 

   

“Make it happen, Ireland needs more 

connectivity.” 
 

“We envisage our 3 children using rail transport to 

attend third level education and or work in Dublin 

in the coming years. The benefits of this train line 

are immense and crucial for the people of Meath.” 

 

4.2.3 Current commuting, traffic and car dependency 

A total of 62 submissions emphasised the need for Navan Railway based on current traffic and commuting in 

the project area with respondents frequently referring to heavy congestion, tailbacks, bottlenecks and peak-

hour queues both locally and along the M3/N3 corridor and M50 to Dublin. 

Stakeholders referenced current congestion and the impact it is having on commuters’ livelihoods with 

respondents describing the current commute to and from Dublin as slow. Respondents explained how, at 

present, they spend hours each day commuting by car or by bus. The mental, physical and financial impacts 

of long and unpredictable commutes are highlighted in the submissions.  
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Car dependency is highlighted as an issue in the project area. Respondents also described current bus 

services as unreliable and frequently delayed noting that buses are also affected by congested roads.   

Respondents felt that this project would provide a reliable and attractive alternative to travelling by road and 

would alleviate current “gridlocked” conditions by significantly reducing the number of cars on the road and 

supporting modal shift away from private vehicles. 

“We desperately need more rail infrastructure 

(ideally electrified), nobody wants to spend their 

lifetime in a static car. The existing bus route is 

wildly oversubscribed, slow and just as affected 

by congestion as a private car” 

 “As a Navan native it would greatly improve the work 

life balance of commuters, gone are the days of only 

40 minutes from Dublin but the rail line would be 

fantastic” 

 

   

“The daily misery caused by three, four and 

even five-hour commutes for tens of thousands 

of families cannot be overstated. People across 

Meath are living with unacceptable levels of 

congestion, spending hours every week sitting in 

traffic” 

 “The towns on the line are all growing. Traffic is 

getting worse.” 

 

“Peak-time traffic into Dublin is so significant that 

many commuters must leave before 6:00am to reach 

the city for a 9:00am start.” 

- 

4.2.4 Climate Change  

Climate change is mentioned in 25 submissions which referenced the importance of Navan Railway in 

achieving national, regional and local climate goals, and supporting the transition to a low-carbon society. It is 

recognised by respondents that Navan Railway will reduce the number of cars on the road, which will in turn 

reduce greenhouse gas emissions and improve air quality. Respondents welcome that Navan Railway will be 

an electrified railway and see this project as critical to delivering sustainable transport in Meath. 

 

“As Ireland's largest town currently without a 

passenger rail network, this project is a vital step 

forward for sustainable transport, climate action, 

and regional development in County Meath.” 

 

 “The urgency is paramount for the greater good of 

the environment by getting cars off the road.” 

 

“Connecting our town to a sustainable, electrified rail 

network will … significantly lower transit carbon 

footprint in line with national climate targets.” 

___ 

Response to feedback  

Iarnród Éireann welcomes the strong level of support received for the project during public consultation. 

The feedback demonstrates broad recognition of the need for the Navan Railway and of the benefits it is 

intended to deliver in line with the project’s stated objectives, including improved connectivity, better access 

to work, education and healthcare, and support for sustainable transport and climate action.  
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Iarnród Éireann acknowledges comments received on current commuting and traffic conditions and the 

associated personal, social, environmental and economic impacts, and notes the strong views expressed 

regarding the urgency of the project. This feedback is acknowledged and Iarnród Éireann is committed to 

progressing the project as efficiently as possible in line with the necessary statutory, planning and project 

approval processes. 
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4.3 Project Delivery 
Comments relating to the delivery of Navan Railway were raised in 183 submissions (approx. 12% of all 

submissions). This feedback is presented below by theme. Iarnród Éireann’s response to the feedback is 

included at the end of this section.  

Respondents submitted comments on the need for a clear and timely project programme, effective 

consultation and engagement with stakeholders and potentially affected property owners, the robustness of 

the option selection process, and the proposed construction approach and sequencing. 

Figure 4-3 Project delivery mentions by sub-theme 

 

4.3.1 Timeline and Programme  

A total of 105 submissions raised the programme and delivery timeline for Navan Railway. Some respondents 

asked for a clear and credible delivery programme, with requests that planned dates for various project 

milestones are published. This project’s history, as well as the typical timelines to deliver public infrastructure 

in Ireland were mentioned, with stakeholders citing concern that the project will take too long to deliver.    

It was asked whether Iarnród Éireann could publish regular progress reports to make the project’s progress 

transparent. Consultees also emphasised the need to consider lessons learned from other major projects both 

nationally and internationally that have been subjected to delay.  

There was particular interest in the next steps for the project and stakeholders asked when the proposed route 

for Navan Railway will be confirmed.  

"Please expedite the delivery of this vital 
infrastructure” 

 
“The people of Meath now need delivery, not 

further delay.” 

   

“I request that we do not use a linear or 
sequential development process but that steps 

that are needed are carried out concurrently 
where possible” 

 
“Ireland has made planning mistakes in the past 
by prioritising short-term convenience over long-

term vision” 
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Response to feedback 

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges comments received regarding the need for a clear and timely delivery 

programme for the Navan Railway Project. Iarnród Éireann is committed to progressing the project as 

efficiently as possible, noting that delivery remains subject to the completion of the necessary statutory, 

planning and approval processes, as well as securing funding. Key project milestones and target dates will 

continue to be reviewed and updated as the project progresses.  

Iarnród Éireann is committed to working with the relevant stakeholders to progress the project in a timely 

manner, and stakeholders will be kept informed. 

The feedback regarding lessons learned from other major infrastructure projects is also acknowledged. 

These considerations form part of standard project development, risk management and delivery planning, 

and will continue to inform the progression of the Navan Railway Project. 

4.3.2 Public Consultation and Engagement  

Comments relating to public consultation and engagement were raised in 52 submissions. These comments 

related to the public consultation itself, as well as engagement with potentially impacted property owners and 

occupiers as part of the consultation. 

4.3.2.1 Public Consultation 

Respondents welcomed the opportunity to provide feedback on the project and thanked the project team for 

the public information events and for facilitating one-to-one meetings throughout the consultation process. 

“We welcome the launch by Iarnród Éireann of 

the public consultation on the Emerging 

Preferred Option for the Navan Railway.” 

 “We welcome the opportunity to participate in the 

non-statutory public consultation regarding the 

Emerging Preferred Route for the Navan Railway 

Line.” 

Some respondents were critical of the promotion of the public consultation, stating that greater effort should 

have been made to directly consult with residents who are particularly impacted by the Emerging Preferred 

Route, for example where there are road realignments or new access routes proposed, and in locations where 

the Emerging Preferred Route runs close to people’s property.  

Feedback was received in relation to the consultation materials, with views that the information available was 

too vague. Some respondents sought more detailed information on the option selection process, the 

alternatives considered, the proposed alignment, the proposed stations and Park & Ride locations, permanent 

and temporary land take requirements, locations of construction compounds and access routes, and the 

project’s proximity to sensitive receptors.  

There is also a view expressed by some stakeholders that consultation should have sought feedback on the 

alternative routes considered so respondents could make fully informed submissions.   

Respondents requested close collaboration and ongoing engagement with local communities, impacted 

property owners and occupiers, as well as collaboration between Iarnród Éireann, MCC, the NTA and other 

key stakeholders throughout the design process. 

4.3.2.2 Engagement with potentially impacted property owners and occupiers  

There was feedback from potentially affected property owners and occupiers regarding the engagement 

process. Some respondents felt that insufficient effort had been made to engage with, and directly notify, 

potentially affected property owners and occupiers. Others expressed the view that advanced consultation 
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and engagement should have taken place at an earlier stage of the project, ahead of the public 

announcement of the Emerging Preferred Route. 

Concerns were expressed around the level of detail provided in the proposals and that property owners and 

occupiers had not been given sufficient time to consider and respond to the consultation. 

Stakeholders requested that potentially affected property owners and occupiers be meaningfully engaged with 

and kept fully informed throughout the development of the project. 

“I strongly encourage the project team to engage 

meaningfully with affected landowners and 

farming families before any final decisions are 

made.” 

 “We believe affected landowners should be kept 

fully informed throughout the process.” 

 

Response to feedback 

Iarnród Éireann welcomes the feedback received on the public consultation and engagement process and 

thanks all stakeholders for their participation. Public consultation is a key stage in the overall project 

development, and the level of engagement received reflects strong public interest in the project. 

Significant efforts were made to ensure that stakeholders, and in particular potentially affected nearby 

residents, were made aware of the consultation and given the opportunity to participate. The promotion of 

the consultation is outlined in Section 3.2 Promotion of this report. While every effort is made to reach all 

stakeholders, Iarnród Éireann recognises the feedback received regarding the need for direct engagement 

with those most likely to be affected and is committed to ongoing engagement as the project progresses. 

The public consultation events were well attended, and the project team discussed the project with 

attendees and answered queries. Where more detailed technical input was required, follow-up responses 

were provided by email and phone, and additional one-to-one meetings were arranged with members of the 

project team where required. 

It is acknowledged that some respondents considered the consultation materials to be too high-level or 

lacking in detail. However, at this stage of the project, the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor and potential 

station locations represent an initial project corridor rather than a detailed design. Further development and 

design work will be informed by feedback received at the public consultation, ongoing surveys, 

assessments, and consultations as the project progresses. Information on the alternatives considered, and 

the criteria used to assess them, was included in the pOSR published as part of the consultation 

documentation. 

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges the feedback received from potentially impacted property owners and 

occupiers regarding notification and engagement. Direct notification by letter was issued to registered 

property owners, of lands that fell within the Emerging Preferred Route Corridor, in accordance with 

standard practice. This correspondence included contact details for the project team and an invitation to 

arrange a one-to-one meeting with the project team.  

The consultation deadline was extended by two weeks in response to feedback received at the early stages 

of the consultation.  

Consultation with those directly impacted by the developing project will continue throughout the project 

development phases to ensure ongoing meaningful engagement and successful delivery of the project. 
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4.3.3 Option Selection Process  

A total of 45 consultees shared their views on the process followed to identify the Emerging Preferred Route. 

While some respondents recognised the “extensive evaluation” and assessment undertaken, others 

questioned the robustness of the assessment and appraisal process and sought further clarity on the criteria 

used to evaluate the alternative options, particularly in relation to cost and environmental considerations.  

Views were expressed regarding the fact that the route does not follow the railway reservation corridor 

identified in the Meath County Development Plan and that planning in Meath has proceeded on the basis that 

it would form the route corridor. It was argued that any departure from the reserved corridor requires strong 

justification. 

Conversely, other respondents suggested that the Emerging Preferred Route relies too heavily on the 

reserved corridor, and the existence of a historic railway line, and suggested that this was used to justify the 

selected route. 

“I believe the proposal places too much emphasis on following the historic railway corridor rather than on 

where the greatest transport demand exists today.” 

 

Feedback relating to alternative routes is discussed in Section 4.5 Route Alternatives and Extensions  

Response to feedback  

Navan Railway is a new project, and its planning and development has been undertaken in accordance 

with current Irish and European Union (EU) legislation, as well as relevant government policies. The 

project's delivery is in line with the NTA’s Project Approval Guidelines 2024 which includes undertaking an 

option selection process to identify the proposal that is progressed to preliminary design and statutory 

phases of the project. The option selection process considered many possible options using a robust and 

methodological process, aligned to the Department of Transport’s TAF guidelines. Further detail on the 

alternatives considered, the assessment criteria applied, and the outcome of the option selection process is 

set out in the pOSR, which was published as part of the public consultation documentation. 

4.3.4 Construction  

Consultees were interested in the construction of Navan Railway with mentions in 38 submissions. 

Respondents were particularly interested in when construction could commence and how long construction 

would take.  

Respondents asked about the construction programme and requested that a clear timeline setting out the 

duration of works be made available. Suggestions were made that the railway could be constructed section by 

section and become operational in stages. Respondents put forward that this would facilitate earlier benefits 

and revenue generation.  

Procedures for managing delays and cost overruns during construction were queried in submissions, as well 

as the importance of supporting local employment and suppliers during construction.  

Response to feedback 

Iarnród Éireann welcomes feedback received in relation to the construction stage of the project. Navan 

Railway is at an early stage of the project’s development, and it is too early to confirm how the construction 

will be procured, sequenced, programmed and managed. These matters will be considered as the design 
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and project advances. Iarnród Éireann is committed to progressing the project as efficiently as possible in 

line with the necessary statutory, planning and project approval processes. 
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4.4 Emerging Preferred Route, Stations & Parking  

The Emerging Preferred Route and proposed station locations for Navan Railway is broadly welcomed in 

submissions as an important opportunity to improve connectivity between Meath and Dublin, support 

sustainable travel and provide a reliable alternative to private car use.  

Respondents to the questionnaire were asked to rate their level of satisfaction with the Emerging Preferred 

Route, including two distinct sections, as well as their satisfaction with the proposed stations. The responses 

to these questions are illustrated in Figure 4-4 below. 

Figure 4-4 Level of satisfaction with the Emerging Preferred Route 
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4.4.1 Stations and Parking  

Feedback on the four proposed stations was generally positive or neutral, with respondents recognising their 

potential to improve public transport connectivity and support sustainable travel. Station-specific feedback was 

provided for Dunshaughlin, Kilmessan, Navan Central and Navan North in the submissions.  

Figure 4-5 Stations and parking mentions by sub theme 

 

4.4.1.1 Navan North  

Navan North is viewed as an important addition to the Emerging Preferred Route. Respondents recognised 

the station’s potential to improve transport connectivity, reduce commuting times and support the local 

economy, growth and development. The station’s importance for regional connectivity with the ability to 

support the wider catchment is acknowledged.  

The need for sufficient parking to meet regional demand is highlighted in the submissions. Some respondents 

expressed concern that the proposed location will not effectively intercept regional traffic before it enters 

Navan, and others cautioned that the location could draw traffic into Navan, worsening congestion. Alternative 

locations were suggested in the submissions. 

Respondents emphasised the importance of safeguarding the former Great Northern Railway/Kells alignment 

so that potential future extensions remain feasible. 

4.4.1.2 Navan Central  

Respondents welcomed a direct rail connection from Navan to Dublin emphasising the station’s value to 

improving commuting conditions, enhancing access to employment and supporting growth and development 

in Navan.  

The importance of delivering Navan Central as part of an integrated transport network was highlighted in 

submissions. Some respondents referenced existing parking constraints in Navan and expressed a view that 
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parking should be provided in Navan Central. The need for accessible walking and cycling routes, and 

integration with local bus services was highlighted.   

4.4.1.3 Kilmessan  

Feedback was varied in relation to Kilmessan Station. While the station was welcomed in the feedback, some 

consultees sought clarity on the rationale for including a Kilmessan station in the EPR.  

Kilmessan is described in the submissions as a small and rural village, and respondents questioned whether 

there would be sufficient demand for a station, with suggestions that other larger settlements in the area may 

offer greater passenger demand.  

Consultees expressed concern that station-led development could alter Kilmessan’s rural identity, heritage 

and landscape and contribute to its transformation into a commuter town. Respondents questioned the ability 

of local services and infrastructure to support growth and the need for supporting investment was 

emphasised.  

The capacity of the existing road network to support increased traffic both during construction and operation 

was raised, with a view expressed that the parking facilities will attract commuters from the wider area into 

Kilmessan.  

4.4.1.4 Dunshaughlin 

Respondents welcomed Dunshaughlin station, viewing it as having the potential to support transport 

orientated development. A station within walking distance and integrated with planned and sustainable growth 

was supported in submissions. The importance of aligning the station’s development with local and county 

planning objectives, as well as planned developments in the area, was emphasised. 

While station’s proximity to Dunshaughlin town was welcomed by most, some respondents expressed concern 

that it will draw traffic and footfall through the town and nearby residential areas. The need and cost of 

crossing the M3 was questioned in some submissions. Others suggested a location east of Dunshaughlin to 

better serve the wider catchment, including Ratoath. 

Existing parking constraints in Dunshaughlin were highlighted, with respondents reiterating the importance of 

sufficient parking to meet demand.  

4.4.1.5 Proposal for a Navan South Station  

Respondents called for Johnstown, Athlumney and the wider Navan South area to be considered in the 

development of the project, including the potential provision of a third station to serve the area’s growing 

population, commuter catchment and planned development. 

Respondents considered that the proposed stations may not adequately serve the population in these areas, 

and that a station in the south of Navan would improve accessibility and encourage greater use of public 

transport. 

4.4.1.6 Station & Parking Facilities  

Respondents made a wide range of suggestions regarding the facilities to be provided at the stations and 

associated car parks. These are summarised under the thematic headings in Error! Reference source not 

found. below. 
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Table 4-1 Summary of feedback on station and parking facilities 

 
Passenger Facilities  

 
Accessibility and Inclusive Design 

• Sheltered and comfortable waiting areas 

• Bins, public toilets and general station 

maintenance 

• Clear and real-time passenger information  

• Cafés, shops or other facilities  

 

• Facilities for older people, people with 

disabilities and families with buggies 

• Step-free access with lifts and ramps 

• Suitable lighting and clear signage 

• Easy-to-follow access between parking areas, 

platforms and station facilities 

 
Safety and Security  

 
Interchange and Passenger Movement 

• Appropriate station lighting, CCTV and other 

security measures 

• Staffed or supervised stations  

• Safe waiting and interchange areas, and 

routes through stations and parking 

• Measures to reduce anti-social behaviours 

 

• Set-down / pick-up areas, taxi ranks, bus bays 

and passenger shelters 

• Integration with local and regional bus services 

with coordinated timetables 

• Safe and convenient movement between 

different transport modes 

 
Cycling Facilities  

 
Car Park Facilities 

• Adequate, secure and covered cycle parking 

• Capacity for bicycles, trailers and other 

mobility equipment 

• Electric bike charging facilities 

• Connections with local cycling routes 

 

• Provision for future expansion and changing 

passenger demand 

• Electric-vehicle charging points 

• Clear signage, markings and information  

• Accessible and Blue Badge spaces 

 

4.4.1.7 Station Accessibility  

Access to the four proposed stations was a route-wide theme viewed as an important element of transport-

oriented development.  

Consultees sought clarity on the proposed station access routes and provided feedback on the need for road 

and active travel network improvements to support the railway, stations and parking.  

Consultees emphasised the importance of safe, direct and accessible pedestrian and cycling connections to 

each station with links to nearby residential areas, schools, employment areas and community facilities. 

Active-travel infrastructure was viewed as important to support wider efforts to encourage modal shift. 

Suggestions for local routes and connections at each of the four stations were included in submissions.  

The capacity, condition and safety of existing roads was highlighted in the submissions with a view expressed 

that the proposed stations and parking are going to increase traffic through Navan, Kilmessan and 

Dunshaughlin. Submissions describe the project area as congested and prone to delays, bottlenecks and 

road-safety incidents. The need for coordination between the railway and planned road improvements was 

highlighted. Many specific local roads experiencing congestion were referenced in the submissions.  
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Response to feedback  

Iarnród Éireann welcomes support for the four proposed station locations and acknowledges the stations’ 

potential to improve connectivity, support sustainable travel, reduce commuting times and complement 

local growth and development.  

The proposed station and parking locations were identified following a robust and structured option-

selection process, which included consideration of alternative routes and locations. Further information on 

this process is provided in the pOSR, which was published as part of NSPC1 and is available on the project 

consultation webpage. 

The need for the stations to be delivered as part of an integrated transport network is recognised, as well as 

wider infrastructural needs to support station-led growth in Navan, Kilmessan and Dunshaughlin. Iarnród 

Éireann will continue to engage with MCC, the NTA, TII and other relevant stakeholders regarding 

supporting infrastructure. 

The design of the proposed stations for Navan Railway is progressing and the feedback and suggestions 

submitted as part of this consultation will be considered by the project team as part of the design process. 

All new stations and associated facilities will be designed and developed in accordance with applicable 

national and EU standards, Iarnród Éireann requirements and relevant regulations. Parking provision will be 

developed to meet projected demand to 2050. The proposed parking locations are considered to have 

sufficient capacity to provide parking to meet the anticipated demand, including provision for future growth 

where required. 

Further information on stations and parking will be available at Non-Statutory Public Consultation No. 2 

(NSPC2) and as the project moves to preliminary design. 

The feedback received on each of the four proposed stations, as well as suggestions to include a fifth 

station in south Navan is also acknowledged.  

Navan Central  

Land availability at Navan Central is limited, preventing the provision of significant on-site parking. The 

station forms part of the wider urban planning for Navan town centre, including MCC's Master Plans and is 

intended to function as an urban station that prioritises walking, cycling and public transport. 

 

Navan North  

The proposed location of Navan North station was selected to balance provision for the northern urban area 

of Navan with a rural catchment. Further information is provided in the pOSR. The Emerging Preferred 

Route including the positioning and layout of Navan North Station will not preclude any future possible 

extension to Kells in the future. 

 

Kilmessan  

Kilmessan is the largest settlement along the Emerging Preferred Route between Navan and 

Dunshaughlin, and the proposed station is aligned with relevant national, regional and local transport and 

planning policy, including the NTA’s Greater Dublin Area Transport Strategy 2022 – 2042. Iarnród Éireann 

acknowledges that the delivery of a station and Park & Ride facility would represent a significant 

development for the Kilmessan and recognises the importance of protecting Kilmessan’s rural character, 

heritage features and landscape setting. The next stage of the project will include environmental 

assessments of the entire route including Kilmessan.  

 

Dunshaughlin  

The need to align Dunshaughlin station’s development with local planning policy and objectives is 

recognised. Iarnród Éireann acknowledges feedback from some respondents regarding the location of 

proposed Dunshaughlin station. Following feedback received as part of this public consultation, an 
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additional technical assessment of the proposed location of Dunshaughlin Station was undertaken. The 

findings of this assessment are detailed in the Technical Review of Feedback on the EPR Report which is 

available on the project consultation webpage.   

 

Navan South Proposal  

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges feedback received regarding the potential inclusion of a third Navan station 

in south Navan. In response to the feedback received, a further assessment was undertaken to consider 

the level of demand for such a station. The findings of this assessment are detailed in the Technical Review 

of Feedback on the EPR Report which is available on the project consultation webpage.  

4.4.2 Emerging Preferred Route  

While the Emerging Preferred Route was broadly welcomed in the feedback received, submissions included 

comments, suggestions, concerns and local insights in relation to the proposed route. This feedback is 

presented below thematically and by location where relevant. 

Figure 4-6 Emerging Preferred Route mentions by sub theme 

 

4.4.2.1 Impacts to property and local residential areas 

Residents, landowners, farmers and local business owners submitted their feedback to the consultation about 

both direct impacts and indirect impacts on properties located close to the proposed railway and associated 

infrastructure. 

Table 4-2 Themes and feedback on property and local resident impacts 

Theme Feedback 

Property and 

land 

acquisition 

Feedback was received from potentially impacted property owners and occupiers along 

the route in relation to potential permanent and temporary land acquisition, demolition or 

substantial alteration of homes and other buildings. The need to minimise impacts on 

properties as much as possible was emphasised in the submissions. 
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Land 

severance 

and changes 

to access 

arrangements 

Farmers and rural businesses highlighted the potential loss, fragmentation or severance 

of agricultural land and the risk of holdings becoming landlocked, less accessible or 

commercially unviable. Submissions drew attention to difficulty of moving livestock, 

machinery and equipment, as well as implications for farm safety, animal welfare, 

biosecurity and succession. Some property owners highlighted how their lands were 

previously severed by the M3 motorway and expressed concern about further severance. 

Changes to private, residential and agricultural access were raised, particularly in 

locations where cul-de-sac arrangements and road realignments are proposed. 

Impacts for 

near-by 

residents and 

communities  

Residents and businesses located close to the proposed alignment raised concerns in 

relation to both the construction and operation of Navan Railway, including:  

• Environmental concerns including noise, vibration, visual intrusion, loss of privacy, 

changes to landscape, loss of vegetation, loss of community space and reduced 

enjoyment of properties and communities.  

• Concerns regarding changes to ground conditions including impacts to properties 

structural integrity, and potential flooding and drainage impacts.  

• Security, anti-social behaviour, parking overspill and increased footfall in near-by 

areas.  

• Some respondents queried whether there is potential exposure to electromagnetic 

fields associated with railway electrification.   

Mitigations  Respondents requested several mitigations including:  

• Property-specific assessments such as surveys of structural condition, ground 

conditions, drainage, groundwater, noise, vibration, ecology and construction 

impacts.  

• Early engagement with affected property owners, residents and businesses. 

• Other measures including acoustic barriers, privacy screening, fencing, structural 

protection schemes, replacement access roads, bridges, underpasses and other 

accommodation works. 

• Continued consideration of alternatives, route refinements and engineering solutions 

to reduce impacts. 

Property 

value and 

compensation 

Respondents sought clarity on compulsory acquisition and compensation arrangements, 

including compensation for land, loss of amenity and potential property damage arising 

during construction or operation. Businesses queried how commercial impacts and risks 

to future operation will be compensated.  

Potential impacts on property value, saleability, future development, extensions and 

renovations were highlighted.  

 

Response to feedback  

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges the feedback received from property owners and residents across the route. 

The project team welcomes the level of engagement with the public consultation and will give full 

consideration to the issues raised. 

A significant number of submissions related to localised property-specific circumstances. These matters will 

be addressed through continued engagement with affected landowners, residents and businesses, together 
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with further design development, technical assessment and consultation as the project progresses. A 

Landowner Liaison Officer has been appointed to support ongoing engagement with affected landowners. 

Feedback received as part of this consultation has informed a programme of additional technical studies 

and assessments. The findings of these assessments will be considered in the identification of a Preferred 

Route and will feed into the next stage of the project which involves preliminary design and environmental 

assessments. 

As the project progresses through the design stages, accommodation works and mitigation measures 

required to reduce potential impacts on properties, landholdings, agricultural activities and businesses will 

be developed. 

Potential environmental impacts, including noise, vibration, air quality, biodiversity, and landscape and 

visual impacts, will be assessed through the environmental assessment process. Where significant effects 

are identified, appropriate mitigation measures will be developed and included in the EIAR, which will form 

part of the Railway Order application submitted to An Coimisiún Pleanála. 

4.4.2.2 Road realignments, crossings and bridges 

Respondents highlighted the importance of ensuring that proposed road realignments, crossings, bridges and 

embankments are appropriately designed and integrated with existing communities and infrastructure.  

Table 4-3 Themes and feedback on road realignments, crossings and bridges 

Theme Feedback 

Access 

changes 

Feedback was received regarding the potential closure or alteration of established routes 

in areas where road realignments are proposed to accommodate the railway. 

Submissions highlighted the potential impacts of these changes, including the loss of, or 

alterations to, access to existing walking, cycling and equestrian routes, as well as 

sensitive and historic sites and community facilities. 

Concern was expressed about locations where cul-de-sac arrangements may be 

introduced. It was noted that these arrangements could reduce community connectivity 

and limit access to local services. Submissions also raised concerns about the potential 

implications of cul-de-sacs for security and safety. 

Landscape 

and setting 

changes  

The scale, height and visual impact of proposed bridges, embankments and other 

elevated structures were raised, particularly where these would be close to homes or 

prominent in the landscape, with concern that these structures may affect visual amenity, 

privacy and noise. 

Respondents sought further information on the design, levels, purpose and visual 

relationship of these structures with surrounding homes, land and landscape.  

Concern was also expressed about the potential effects of the railway and associated 

road changes on the setting and tranquillity of the area, particularly in locations close to 

areas of cultural significance.  

Historic 

Bridges 

Respondents highlighted the heritage value of the existing stone bridges and other 

structures and emphasised the importance of protecting these structures. Some 

submissions questioned how suitable historic bridges are to support modern railway 

requirements. 
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Level 

crossings in 

Navan 

Feedback on the proposed level crossings suggested that they may be a potential source 

of congestion or delay on already busy roads in Navan. Respondents suggested bridges, 

underpasses or a viaduct to reduce conflicts between rail and road traffic. The need to 

maintain reliable emergency access to the fire station, hospital and Boyne River rescue 

services was specifically highlighted. 

 

Response to feedback  

The proposed road realignments, crossings and bridges are key infrastructural elements of the Navan 

Railway project and Iarnród Éireann recognises the feedback associated with these structures regarding 

the scale, height, visual impact, effects on traffic and road safety, and potential changes to existing routes. 

Many of these matters raised are location-specific, and Iarnród Éireann will continue to directly engage with 

affected residents, landowners, community groups and other stakeholders as the design develops. 

Feedback received as part of this consultation has informed a programme of additional technical studies 

and assessments. The findings of these assessments have informed the selection of a Preferred Route and 

will feed into the next stage of the project which involves preliminary design and environmental 

assessments. 

The potential effects of the proposed structures and road changes, including impacts on landscape and 

visual amenity, traffic, road safety, access, noise, biodiversity, cultural heritage and construction, will be 

assessed through the ongoing technical and environmental assessment process. Where significant effects 

are identified, appropriate mitigation measures will be developed and included in the EIAR, which will form 

part of the Railway Order application submitted to An Coimisiún Pleanála. 

The project is at an early stage of the design process and further information on the proposed road 

realignments, crossings and structures will be provided as the design progresses, including through the 

NSPC2 consultation materials where available. Further engagement will also take place with those most 

directly affected by the proposals. 

 

4.4.2.3 Other Technical Feedback  

Feedback addressed the proposed railway’s capacity, resilience, electrification, flood-risk considerations and 

interaction with existing infrastructure and services. 

Table 4-4 Themes and feedback on technical matters 

Theme Feedback 

System 

characteristics 

Submissions highlighted the importance of ensuring future resilience and capacity when 

designing the proposed railway and stations.  

The proposal for Navan Railway to be electrified was widely supported. Some 

respondents sought clarity on the electrification system that will be used.  

Respondents asked for more information on the railway and train heights and overhead 

clearances.  

Flood risk 

data   

Respondents in Rathregan questioned the flood-risk evidence used to move the route 

away from the reserved corridor and explained their local experience of flooding. 

Reassessment of the decision to deviate from the reserved corridor in that location was 

requested. 
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Interaction 

with utilities 

Submissions included information on the proposal’s interaction with public and private 

utility infrastructure along the route including sewerage schemes, private water schemes, 

private wells and pipelines associated with commercial activity. 

Capacity on 

existing 

railway 

Respondents questioned whether the existing rail network and fleet have sufficient 

capacity to accommodate additional services from Navan Railway. Capacity constraints 

at Connolly Station and on the approaches to Dublin were identified as potential 

constraints to the attractiveness of Navan Railway. 

 

Response to feedback  

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges the feedback received in relation to the technical characteristics of the 

railway and welcomes the local insights submitted as part of the consultation. 

Design of the railway, stations and associated infrastructure will be developed further during the next 

stages of the project. This work will be undertaken in accordance with applicable technical and safety 

standards, current transport policy and relevant operational requirements.  

Following feedback received as part of this public consultation, an additional technical assessment of 

flooding, drainage and land severance at Rathregan was undertaken. The findings of this assessment are 

detailed in the Technical Review of Feedback on the EPR Report which is available on the project 

consultation webpage. 

The Navan Railway is being developed as an extension of the DART+ network and will form part of the 

DART+ West route. DART+ West is a separate project that includes significant capacity and frequency 

improvements to the existing railway network, including planned capacity improvements at Connolly 

Station. 

The matters raised through the consultation will be considered as part of the preliminary design and 

supporting technical assessments. 
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4.5 Route Alternatives and Extensions 

A total of 342 respondents (approx. 22% of all submissions) suggested alternative routes and extensions, with 

calls for the project to consider alternative routes that serve growing towns such as Ratoath, Ashbourne, Trim, 

as well as extensions to Drogheda, Kells and Cavan. 

Respondents argued that the route should better reflect current and future demand, improve regional 

connectivity and where possible avoid further fragmentation of the countryside. 

Figure 4-7 Route extensions and alternatives mentions by sub-theme 

 

Table 4-5 Themes and feedback on alternatives and extensions  

Theme Feedback 

Alternative 

route serving 

Ratoath or 

Ashbourne 

Submissions called for an alternative route serving Ratoath, Ashbourne, or both. 

Respondents reference current traffic and commuting pressures in Ratoath and 

Ashbourne. Submissions put forward that Ratoath and / or Ashbourne would be more 

appropriate intermediary stops than what’s proposed in the EPR and that stations here 

would support economic and population growth in the towns. Fairyhouse Racecourse 

and Emerald Park are cited as demand generators that further strengthen the case for 

this corridor.   

Alternative 

route serving 

Trim  

Submissions called for an alternative route or extension to the EPR that serves Trim to 

be progressed. Respondents referenced the existing commuter pressures, car 

dependency and congestion along the Trim to Dublin corridor. Trim’s capacity to support 

a railway station and its planned population growth are also highlighted in responses, as 

well as Trim’s role as a tourist destination.  

Alternative alignments were suggested including the proposal to locate a station in 

between Trim and Kilmessan. 
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Extension 

north / 

northwest 

Respondents suggested that the line should be extended beyond Navan to locations 

such as Kells, Oldcastle, Virginia and Cavan to enhance regional connectivity, support 

balanced economic development, provide sustainable transport options for rural 

communities and contribute to reduced dependence on private vehicles. 

The importance of the railway being compatible with a future extension further north / 

northwest was emphasised. It was suggested that a proposed extension could be 

planned now so that the corridor can be safeguarded and reserved for the future. 

Extension to 

Drogheda 

Submissions called for an extension of the proposed railway to Drogheda and argued 

that the scheme should be planned as part of a wider regional rail network within the 

Dublin-Belfast economic corridor. Respondents referred to the existing Navan to 

Drogheda alignment as a strategic asset that could be reinstated for passenger use.  

Respondents stated that Navan Railway should be future proofed by protecting the 

corridor between Navan and Drogheda to enable an extension in the future.  

_____ 

Response to feedback 

The overarching objective of the Navan Railway project is to provide a public transport option that is 

frequent, reliable, integrated, sustainable and attractive. The project also aims to deliver a public transport 

option that offers safe, high-capacity connectivity between Navan, the Greater Dublin Metropolitan Area 

and intermediate urban areas. 

The Emerging Preferred Route for Navan Railway has been identified through a structured, evidence-based 

process, in line with the Department of Transport’s TAF. This process involved a methodical and step-by-

step assessment of many route options. 

Ashbourne 

Options serving Ashbourne were largely discounted prior to or at longlist stage. Options that crossed the 

M2/N2 to access Ashbourne were discounted due to technical and environmental constraints. Options 

remaining west of the motorway would have a station too distant from the town centre to provide convenient 

pedestrian access. A shuttle bus was considered; however, this was not considered likely to provide a 

sufficiently attractive overall journey time compared with existing bus services to/from Dublin. 

Ratoath 

Many options serving Ratoath were discounted at longlist stage due to the environmental impact associated 

with routing through the Tara-Skryne Valley, a highly significant and culturally important landscape between 

the Hill of Tara and the Hill of Skryne. One potential option serving Ratoath was refined to reduce impacts 

in this sensitive area and was included in the shortlist. However, demand modelling indicated lower demand 

for this station compared with the proposed Dunshaughlin station. Taken together with other engineering 

and environmental considerations, this meant the Ratoath-serving option was less preferable than the 

Emerging Preferred Route. 

Trim 

A route between Navan and Dublin via Trim would substantially increase overall project cost, 

disproportionate to the likely benefits to accessibility within the study area. Longer journey times would also 

make the service less attractive to some passengers using Navan stations, further weakening the case for 

this option. 

Extension North / Northwest  
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Extension of the Navan Railway to Kells and beyond is not within the scope of this project, however the 

Emerging Preferred Route, including the positioning and layout of Navan North station, will not preclude 

any possible extension to Kells in the future subject to relevant funding and planning permission. 

Extension to Drogheda  

Use of the existing Navan-Drogheda freight line would not be consistent with this objective or relevant 

policy and would not deliver on improving transport accessibility within the study area. A route via Drogheda 

would not offer attractive journey times between Navan and Dublin, which, at commuter rail speeds, would 

be markedly longer than the Emerging Preferred Route. The Navan Railway proposals will not preclude a 

future extension of the network to Drogheda subject to relevant funding and planning permission. 
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4.6 Environmental Considerations 
This section presents the feedback received in relation to the environmental considerations associated with 

the Emerging Preferred Route, proposed stations and associated infrastructure.  

A total of 451 respondents (approx. 30% of submissions received) raised environmental considerations. The 

feedback is organised below thematically. Environmental considerations are also addressed throughout this 

report in the sections relating to the Emerging Preferred Route, stations and parking, and associated 

infrastructure. Iarnród Éireann’s response to the environmental feedback received is provided at the end of 

this section. 

Figure 4-8 Environmental considerations mentions by sub-theme 

 

4.6.1 Dunsany Estate  

A significant number of submissions (357 respondents) raised concerns about maintaining the Emerging 

Preferred Route along the original rail line through Dunsany Estate. These respondents predominantly 

expressed concern that the proposals will impact the private rewilding project within the estate, which is 

described as being of substantial ecological value comprising ancient woodlands, mature trees, mature 

hedgerows, protected species, wetlands and the River Skane and has connections to the River Boyne and 

River Blackwater Special Areas of Conservation. These submissions also referenced the cultural and 

architectural value of the Dunsany Castle Demesne ACA and emphasised the need to protect and conserve 

its history.  

Response to feedback 

The Emerging Preferred Route for Navan Railway has been identified through a structured, evidence-based 

process, in line with the Department of Transport’s TAF. This process involved a methodical and step-by-

step assessment of many route options. 

In response to the volume of feedback received about maintaining the Emerging Preferred Route along the 

original rail line through Dunsany Estate, the Project Team considered alternative route options that move 

away from the original railway corridor between Leshemstown and Kilmessan which pull the alignment 
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further outside the Dunsany Demesne and minimise the loss of mature trees bordering the original railway 

corridor. Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA) was undertaken to assess alternative route options in the Dunsany 

area. The assessment considered a range of factors, including engineering, environmental and cost criteria. 

The findings of this assessment are detailed in the Technical Review of Feedback on the EPR Report 

which is available on the project consultation webpage. 

4.6.2 Environmental Considerations  

Theme Feedback 

Biodiversity Biodiversity was a recurring theme in the submissions received.  

Respondents emphasised the need to protect habitats, vegetation, wildlife and ecological 

corridors along the route. The rural setting of the project area, together with its rivers, 

wetlands, woodlands, mature trees, hedgerows and protected species, was highlighted 

as an important environmental consideration. 

Submissions highlighted the need to protect habitats and wildlife from potential effects 

including vegetation removal, habitat fragmentation, disturbance and pollution. The 

importance of safeguarding rivers and connected protected areas was emphasised, 

alongside balancing the railway’s transport and climate benefits with biodiversity 

protection. 

Local biodiversity initiatives and ecological features were identified in the submissions. 

Respondents emphasised the importance of compliance with relevant legislation and 

policies, supported by up to date, multi-season ecological, hydrological and arboricultural 

assessments. Suggested mitigations included wildlife crossings, green corridors, careful 

management of vegetation removal and consideration of alternative routes where 

significant impacts cannot be adequately addressed. 

Cultural 

heritage, 

archaeological 

and 

architectural 

features 

Respondents highlighted County Meath’s historical context and emphasised that the 

railway should be designed to protect historic sites, heritage landscapes, archaeological 

remains and culturally important places. 

Concerns were expressed that construction of a modern railway through the project area 

has the potential to affect both known and unknown heritage sites, historic landscapes, 

buildings, and other features that contribute to the character of the area. Respondents 

supported an approach that avoids or minimises disturbance to sensitive archaeological 

and historic areas, protected structures, ACAs and heritage landscapes. 

A number of specific archaeological and architectural areas and features near the 

proposed railway, stations and other associated infrastructure were raised in the 

submissions. These include Parsonstown Manor; the old Rathregan Cemetery; 

Rathregan Church; the Rathregan ring fort / rath; an abandoned medieval village in 

Rathregan; Kileen Castle; Dunsany Castle Demesne ACA; Kilmessan ACA; Cannistown 

Church; and the former railway good shed at Carriage Road. 

Respondents called for comprehensive archaeological and heritage assessments, 

including testing, geophysical surveys and mapping, before finalising the route. The 

importance of protecting cultural heritage and sharing findings through continued 

engagement with local heritage groups was emphasised. 
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Hydrology and 

hydrogeology 

Respondents sought further assessment of the potential effects of the proposed railway 

and associated infrastructure on drainage, surface water, groundwater and flood risk, 

with concern that earthworks, cuttings, embankments and drainage infrastructure could 

alter existing water movement, increase waterlogging or flooding and affect agricultural 

productivity. 

Feedback was also received regarding potential impacts on water quality, river ecology, 

feeder streams, tributaries and wetlands. Submissions referred specifically to the River 

Tolka, River Skane, River Blackwater and River Boyne, with emphasis placed on the 

need to protect these watercourses and their associated environments. 

The need for hydrological and hydrogeological assessments, together with long-term 

monitoring and protection of retained lands from adverse drainage effects, was 

emphasised. 

Landscape 

and visual 

Residents and local communities raised concerns regarding the potential landscape and 

visual effects of the railway, stations and associated infrastructure including the 

infrastructure itself, lighting and removal of existing vegetation. Concerns were 

expressed that the railway may be visually intrusive, affect privacy, reduce residential 

amenity and impact property value. Changes to the peaceful, rural character and visual 

setting of areas along the route was also raised as a concern. 

The provision of appropriate visual screening was requested in the submissions. 

Noise and 

vibration 

Respondents queried potential noise and vibration impacts during both construction and 

operation on homes, schools, recreational areas, businesses, agricultural and equestrian 

activities, wildlife, structures and the character of quiet rural communities. 

Concerns were expressed about the potential effects of noise on residential amenity, 

sleep, health and quality of life, with some respondents stating that the railway would 

represent a significant change for communities that have historically experienced a quiet 

rural environment. 

Farmers and equestrian businesses raised concerns about the potential effects of noise 

and vibration on livestock, horses, breeding activities and the operation of their 

businesses. 

Concerns were raised that construction- or operation- related vibrations could cause 

ground movement and impact the structural integrity of homes and other buildings.  

Clarity on the management of construction related noise was sought, as well as 

information on the expected level of operational noise. Compliance with noise guidelines 

was requested, as well as mitigations such as screening and acoustic barriers. Some 

respondents requested pre- and post-condition surveys to monitor any construction-

related property damage.  

Climate and 

air quality 

Respondents recognised the potential for the Navan Railway to deliver long-term 

benefits for air quality by reducing reliance on private cars and helping to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions.  

Residents living along the proposed route raised concerns regarding potential dust 

impacts during construction. Farmers and agricultural stakeholders highlighted the 

potential for construction-generated dust to affect grazing land and forage crops. 
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The existing carbon-sequestration benefits of the Dunsany rewilding project were 

highlighted, and it was questioned whether vegetation removal associated with 

construction of the Navan Railway could reduce those benefits. 

 

Response to feedback  

Iarnród Éireann welcomes the feedback and local insights provided as part of the consultation. All 

submissions have been reviewed and considered by the project team and will inform the next stage of the 

project. 

Specifically, this will include a detailed programme of field survey along the length of the preferred route 

and in areas identified for ancillary infrastructure such as car parks and stations. The scope of the survey 

programme will be informed by the detailed information which has been received during this consultation 

and, in addition it will be informed by Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping which will be 

undertaken with prescribed bodies and other stakeholders including but not limited to: An Coimisiún 

Pleanála; MCC; Inland Fisheries Ireland; Office of Public Works; the Environmental Protection Agency; 

NPWS; and the National Monuments Service among others. These stakeholders will be asked to advise 

and comment on project specific survey and assessment. 

The EIA Scoping will detail the nature and extent of surveys, monitoring and modelling needed to inform the 

impact assessment of the Preferred Route in accordance with the EIA Directive and other inter-related EU 

and national legislation. It will also set out the EU and national standards and guidelines that will be applied 

and adhered to in the assessments and identify the interactions between different legislative requirements 

to ensure a full suite of supporting documents are prepared to inform the assessment.  

As a basis, an EIAR, which is based on the preliminary design of the Preferred Route, will be prepared as 

part of the Railway Order application. This will identify, describe and assess environmental factors including 

human beings, fauna and flora, soil, water, air, climate and the landscape, material assets and the cultural 

heritage and the interaction between these factors. These will be supplemented by additional supporting 

documents and information including: 

• Traffic and Transport Assessment 

• Project Specific Flood Risk Assessment 

• Water Framework Assessment 

• Appropriate Assessment 

• Whole Carbon Life Cycle Assessment 

• Water quality monitoring data 

• Geotechnical / Ground Investigation Reporting 

• Noise and vibration modelling 

• Photomontage and other visualisations 

Preliminary surveys have already been undertaken at targeted locations as part of the options selection 

phase and surveys will continue throughout the next phases of the project as the preliminary design 

evolves.  

The findings of these surveys and assessments will inform the design of the railway and associated 

infrastructure and will be used to avoid, minimise and / or mitigate potential significant environmental 

effects. Specialist experts will be appointed to support this work. 
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An EIAR will be prepared and submitted to An Coimisiún Pleanála as part of the Railway Order application. 

If the Railway Order is approved, the environmental commitments and mitigation measures identified in the 

EIAR, and associated documentation will be required to be implemented in accordance with the terms and 

conditions of the approval. 
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4.7 Operational Considerations 
In total, 148 individual submissions (approx. 10% of all submissions) made comments in relation to the 

operation of the proposed railway. This includes comments on Interconnectivity (91), Journey Time (17), 

Rolling Stock / Fleet (9), Service Frequency / Timetabling (31) and Fares (9) with some respondents including 

more than one of these topics in their responses.  

Feedback focused on delivering a reliable, affordable and well-integrated service, with a particular emphasis 

on journey time, service frequency, rolling stock, multi-modal integration and fares. 

Figure 4-9 Operational Considerations mentions by sub-theme 

 

4.7.1 Interconnectivity 

Approximately 91 respondents shared their views on the importance of delivering a railway that supports 

modal interchange both locally in the project area, and with the wider regional transport network.  

Respondents felt that a joined-up approach to bus and active travel provision would encourage rail use, 

reduce private car dependency and support wider climate ambitions. Some submissions also referred to how 

integrated public transport networks will support local planning objectives including compact growth and 

climate resilience. 

Respondents commented on the need for coordination with local bus services to enhance accessibility and 

maximise demand, including suggestions to:  

• Align timetables to support seamless interchange, in particular late-evening services to avoid 

passengers having no option for onward travel. 

• Consider existing routes, stop locations and station access arrangements.  

• Develop new or additional local bus routes, with respondents stating that the existing bus network 

is currently overwhelmed and unreliable. 

• Develop bus hubs and interchange facilities at proposed stations. 
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Feedback was also received in relation to integrating the proposed railway with the wider national rail, tram 

and bus network. 

 

 

The need for safe and direct active travel routes including greenways, cycleways and pedestrian routes to 

stations is also emphasised in the feedback received.  

 

Response to feedback 

Iarnród Éireann recognises the importance of an integrated public transport network and is committed to 

working with relevant stakeholders, in particular MCC and with the NTA, to ensure Navan Railway supports 

multi-modal transport connectivity. 

4.7.2 Service Frequency / Timetabling 

Feedback from 31 respondents commented on the frequency of services on the proposed railway once 

operational.  

Participants highlighted the need to provide frequent and reliable train services throughout the day, with a 

minimum 15-minute service frequency repeatedly suggested in the submissions.  

Respondents were also interested in the operating hours of the proposed railway, with some submissions 

calling for late-night or 24-hour train services and extended operating hours at weekends or bank-holidays. 

One respondent highlighted the benefits this would bring to the night-time economy.  

Response to feedback 

Navan Railway will be able to facilitate up to a maximum of four services per hour, per direction at peak 

times. The exact number of trains throughout the day will be an operational decision that is determined 

when passenger services commence. Timetabling will be incorporated with DART+ West and wider 

network scheduling, and will be confirmed in collaboration the NTA and subject to public consultation prior 

to introduction.  

Navan Railway is intended to be a seven-day service. 24-hour services are not intended as trains and 

tracks are typically maintained during the night. 

“Work needs to be undertaken to investigate 

integration of bus services, bus stop placement 

and provision to minimise journey time and 

maximise the catchment area.” 

 

“Regular bus services to and from train stations 

and concurring with timetables need to be 

prioritised.” 

“The project should include a high-quality 

network of greenways, cycleways and 

pedestrian routes alongside, and connecting to, 

the rail corridor” 

 

“Safe pedestrian routes, secure bicycle parking, 

and convenient bus connections should be 

integrated into all stations to encourage 

multimodal travel” 

“Make sure trains go at least every 15 minutes 

and from 5:30am to midnight”  

“The proposed routes would be beneficial, but it is 

not beneficial if they aren't frequent enough” 
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4.7.3 Journey Time 

A total of 17 respondents commented on the journey times. The dominant view was that direct and quick 

services are needed, particularly at peak times, and that additional stops or indirect routing should be avoided 

to reduce unnecessary travel time.  

Respondents felt that the proposed 60-minute journey time from Navan to Dublin City Centre is too long, with 

some submissions suggesting that the journey should be a maximum of 45 minutes. Some stakeholders felt 

that fewer stops would improve efficiency while others suggested increased train speeds to improve journey 

times.  

Response to feedback  

Iarnród Éireann welcomes feedback from respondents on the proposed journey times. An objective of the 

Navan Railway project is to provide a service that is attractive to passengers and supports modal shift. 

At this early stage of the project, exact journey times have not yet been confirmed. These will be refined as 

the project progresses through the development stages. 

Navan Railway is intended to operate as a commuter service, with trains serving all stations to Dublin City 

Centre. Direct trains with no requirement to change at M3 Parkway or Clonsilla to access the City Centre 

are anticipated. At this stage, express or limited-stop services are not envisaged. 

Iarnród Éireann acknowledges feedback on operational matters which may slow or delay trains. The 

proposal for single track to Navan North is based around the constrained land available along the existing 

rail corridor through Navan town. Other considerations such as the speed of the Navan Railway and how 

the Railway will be fenced off will be considered and developed through ongoing design.  

At present, commuters in the project area are largely dependent on the road and bus network for travel to 

and from Dublin City Centre, both of which can be subject to variable journey times. Once operational, 

Navan Railway is expected to offer a journey time of approximately one hour from Navan to Dublin 

Connolly, which would be quicker than current bus journey times and provide greater journey time reliability. 

4.7.4 Rolling Stock / Fleet 

A total of 9 submissions shared views on the trains and carriages that will be used on the railway once 

operational. Some respondents stressed the importance of having sufficient train capacity. Some submissions 

queried the number of trains that would be required to achieve 15-minute service frequency and highlighted 

the potential for delays or unreliable services without enough trains available. Respondents were also 

interested in the type of trains that will be used on the railway 

 

 

“Passenger demand is highly sensitive to 

journey time. All effort should be made to reduce 

journey time” 

 “There should be an express train straight from 

Navan to Dublin at peak hours” 

“We need a guarantee that the number of carriages will be adequate from the get-go” 
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Response to feedback 

Navan Railway will be an extension of the DART+ network and the new DART carriages are intended to be 

used on this service. Carriages will be ordered as required to augment Iarnród Éireann’s fleet to meet 

capacity demands.  

The DART+ carriages are spacious, with a high number of grab handles, to support passengers who are 

standing while the train is in motion.  Low-level flooring and entrance doors, each fitted with an 

automatically deployed retractable step, will reduce the height difference between the platform and train. 

This will improve boarding and alighting for passengers, including persons with reduced mobility.  

Each carriage will also include inductive hearing loops and passenger information displays. These will 

provide real-time service updates, including information on other public transport systems in the Transport 

for Ireland network. 

4.7.5 Fares 

A total of 9 submissions commented on the price of fares, with the overarching feedback being that rail tickets 

should remain affordable to encourage modal shift from private cars and to ensure that the railway is 

financially accessible. One respondent commented that the railway should be included in the Transport For 

Ireland (TFI) fare zone structure.    

Response to feedback 

Fare prices will be determined by the NTA closer to the commencement of services on Navan Railway. It is 

likely that fares will be in line with the current TFI commuter zone fares. 
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4.8 Feedback outside of project scope  
Each submission received has been individually considered and independently analysed. Additional feedback 

not directly focused on Navan Railway or the Emerging Preferred Route was provided both in submissions 

and responses to surveys. This included:   

• Feedback relating to wider active travel measures including requests to construct a greenway 

alongside the proposed railway.   

• Suggestions regarding railway development / enhancements across the wider national rail 

network outside of the project area.  

• Comments regarding the naming of existing stations within Irish Rail’s network.  

• Suggestions regarding proposed water, energy and telecommunications infrastructure projects. 
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5  Conclusion and Next Steps 

All submissions received as part of this first round of public consultation will feed into the selection of the 

Preferred Route.  

The project team have analysed the submissions and considered all relevant information which will inform the 

next stage of the project. This will include the further refinement of the design and additional elements which 

will be brought forward in the selection of the Preferred Route.  

This public consultation has informed a programme of additional assessments and technical activity to inform 

the selection of the Preferred Route, including:  

- A study of the proposed route in the Rathregan area; 

- A review of the Dunshaughlin Station arrangement; 

- A review of the Dunshaughlin Station active travel link; 

- A study of the proposed route in the Leshemstown / Readsland area; 

- A study of the proposed route in the Dunsany area; and 

- A review of a potential additional station in Navan South. 

The findings and outcomes of these assessments is presented in the Technical Review of Feedback on the 

EPR Report, which is available to view and download on the project consultation webpage. 

Feedback from this consultation has also informed a programme of additional technical studies. These are 

underway and will feed into the next stage of the process which includes preliminary design. 

All of the submissions relating to environmental matters have been fed back to the project team including 

environmental specialists and will input into the EIA process including the EIA scoping that will be undertaken 

during the next stage of the project, and the EIAR that will be submitted to ACP as part of the Railway Order 

Application.  

The Preferred Route will be presented at NSPC2 at which time there will be a further opportunity for 

stakeholders to provide feedback on the proposals to the project team. The feedback received as part of 

NSPC2 will inform the preliminary design, environmental assessments and preparation of a Railway Order 

application for lodgement.  
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Appendix A  NSPC1 Consultation Questionnaire 
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Appendix B  NSPC1 Consultation Brochure 
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Appendix C  NSPC1 Consultation Leaflet 
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Appendix D  NSPC1 Consultation Display Boards
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Appendix E  Sample Media Coverage 
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Appendix F  Elected Representative Briefing Presentation Slides 
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Appendix G  Property Owner and Occupier Letter and Leaflet 
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Appendix H  NSPC1 notification email to stakeholders  
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Appendix I  Sample of Social Media and Advertisements 
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