AP1/1-2/2017
T12/410

Licencee
submission

Desmond Moore &
Thierry Gillardeau






Aquaculture License Appeals Board
An Bord Achomharc Um Cheadunais Dobharshaothraithe -

T

plsiviain

Kilminchy Court
Portlaoise
Co. Laois

rd
ALAB Ref.: AP/1/1-2/2017 3™ March 2017
Site Ref.: T12/410 Aand B

Applicants: Mr Desmond Moore
Ballymagroarty, Ballintra

Co. Donegal AQUACULTURE T
EN

IRELAND APPEAI = rr p gy b CES
-9 M

Mr Thierry Gillardeau AR 2017

Baie de Sinche, BP 70-17560 R .

Bourcefranc ECH VE o

FRANCE o

Aquaculture Licence Appeal

Cover letter

W
Dear Mary O'Hara, \/N 3\3\"*

Please find attached to this letter our response to the Third Party Appeal against the decision of
the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine to grant an Aquaculture and Foreshore Licence
to the cultivation of Pacific Oysters using bags and trestles on Site T12/410 A and B in Braade
Strand, Gweedore Bay. This cover letter aims to introduce ourselves, Mr Desmond Moore and
Mr Thierry Gillardeau, in order to provide insight into the circumstances of the initial licence
application.

We are the directors of 25 oyster farming companies which supply some of the highest quality of
oysters in the world to most of Europe. Global brand recognition of our oysters stems from our
ability to supply high quality oysters from our companies around Europe, most of which are in
Ireland with companies based in Donegal, Wesport, Dungarvan, Kinsale, Oysterhaven,
Caherciveen, Cromane, Killala and Kilkeel in Northern Ireland. Aside from producing oysters, we
also purchase oysters from other Irish partners. In total, we produce and purchase a[ound 2 000
tonnes of marketable oysters per year which represents more than 22% of the total Irish oyster






production market. Our activities generates around 170 full-time employment of oyster farmers
in Ireland. Our companies generate profit which allows us to actively contribute to the Irish
economy via taxes. As almost all the oysters are exported, our companies help to generate a
positive export balance for Ireland.

Even though these aforementioned figures are an important part of our business, we would like
to emphasise that a family-centered philosophy is engrained in our company doctrine
accompanied by more than 120 years of experience.

For every new company we establish, our goal has always been to integrate and adapt to the
local community and environment as much as possible by employing local people and choosing
local companies to supply the goods and services we need, including accommodation, food, fuel
and steel suppliers, electricians, plumbers, builders, etc. We are also very respectful of the local
community and environment by sponsoring local sport clubs and being parts of oyster farmer
associations. Each time we installed on new site we adapt to the specific requests of locals such
as allowing boat access, tracks for horse riders, tracks to access a specific place on a beach,
etc. Furthermore, all our managers are required to take responsibility of cleaning and maintaining
the sites and the surrounding beaches free of all wastes and detritus coming from our farm as
well as other sources. We are always proud to show our customers and partners our pristine
sites which is reflected in the high quality of our products.

Oyster farming is highly laborious relying on human labour and the local environment, and we
cannot be successful in our business without respecting them both. The production of oysters is
the only aquaculture production system that is CO; positive because the CO, consumed by the
oysters to produce the shell is more environmentally important than the effect CO; used to
produce and ship the oysters has on the environment.

Each new installation of our sites has generated fears and reluctance from the local communities
which is completely understandable but a look at all our existing sites is a testament to how
successful we are at integrating and participating to the local community.

We understand all the points given by the appellants but believe that they are not based on the
reality of the oyster farming industry nor does it reflect the respectful philosophy of our company.

Best regards,

G ool e

Mr Desmond Moore Mr Thierry Gillardeau
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Aquaculture Licence Appeal

First Party Response to Third Party Appeals

RE: Appeal against the decision of the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine to
grant an Aquaculture and Foreshore Licence to Thierry Gillardeau and Desmond
Moore for the cultivation of Pacific Oysters using bags and trestles on Site T12/410
A and B in Braade Strand, Gweedore Bay

Dear Sir/Madam,

The following is our first party response to the third party appeal lodged in relation to the above
development for which the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine has approved the
granting of a 10-year Aquaculture Licence and accompanying Foreshore Licence to the
applicant. The ministerial approval was granted by the Department of Agriculture, Food and
the Marine on 22™ August 2016.
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A third party appeal was lodged by Mr Michael Gillespie on behalf of The Carrickfin Trust
Limited, Braade, Kincassslagh, Co. Donegal, Coiste Timpeallachta an Ghaoith c/o Aislann
Rann na Feirste, Letterkenny, Co. Donegal, and Colaiste Bhride Rann na Feirste, Rannafast,
Annagry, Co. Donegal. We note that Mr Gillespie submitted an objection to the aquaculture
licence application to the Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine on the 13" of
January 2017 on the following grounds:

1. The licenses were granted in an arbitrary and autocratic manner by the Minister,
particularly the lack of a professional Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), as the
sites in question are in a Special Area of Conservation (SAC), and the grounds for
foregoing the need of an EIA were based on incorrect assumptions and facts

2. Negative impact on local marine environment and aquatic/marine birdlife

3. New licences were granted without any community consultation and without any
appropriate public notice or public participation in the application process

4. Lack of proper industrial scale facilities for packaging or storing shellfish prior to
transportation

5. Concerns with the vastly increasing scale of aquaculture activities in relation to:

a. dramatic visual impact on the foreshore detracting from an area of outstanding
natural beauty which will have a negative impact on tourism in Donegal

b. aquaculture activities will affect the success of Gaeltacht summer schools

c. lack of evidence of any benefit/positive impact of the proposed aquaculture
activities on the economy of the local area

d. claim that seaweed harvesting is the only historical aquaculture activity of the
area and that fisheries are not

6. Insufficient level of treatment of waste water by Annagry Waste Water Treatment Plant

suggesting low water quality in the bay unconducive to successful oyster farming
The complete objection can be found in Appendix | of this letter.

The rationale of the appellant regarding their appeal is based on the following:

Subject manner of the appeal:

“Determination by the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine to grant aquaculture
and Foreshore Licences for the cultivation of pacific oysters using bags and trestles on two
sites at Braade Strand, Gweedore Bay, County Donegal.”
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Appellant’s particular interest in the outcome of the appeal:

“The Carrickfin Trust Limited is a Company Limited by Guarantee which has charitable
status and the Company was set up in the year 2000 by local environmentalists and
property owners to protect and enhance the local environment and to seek to preserve and
improve the local Gweedore Bay and Islands special area of conservation and the
company owns approximately 100 acres of land along the western shoreline of the
Braade/Carrickfin peninsula, which is maintained as conservation land. All of the other
Appellants named above are owner occupiers of dwelling houses and land in Braade with
lands immediately adjoining the foreshore at Braade Strand or in very close proximity
thereto.”

“Appellants live in the Rann na Feirste, Rann Ménadh, Carriag Fhinn and Braid townlands
on each side of the Braade-Gweedore Bay. All appellants interested in this issue live in
the area, east west and the north of the bay which is reflected in the membership of out
committee. The overwhelmingly majority of us have lived here all our lives. We recognize
that Foreshore is a very beautiful and important element of our everyday life. A significant
recreational resource and a cultural and natural heritage repository.”

Submission to Appeals Board and Applicants’ Responses:

The appellant has structured their appeal based on the reasons and considerations provided
by the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine with regards to his decision to dispense
with the need for an EIA. Furthermore, the appellant refers to the proposed development “in
conjunction with adjoining proposed additional developments” and the impact of all proposed
developments as one entity. The applicant cannot comment on the cumulative effect of all
licences granted by the Minister on the same general area of foreshore nor on the reasons
given for foregoing the need for an EIA. We suggest that the appellants approach the Minister
directly with regards to the other licences granted in the same area in question and the
departmental procedure implemented. We respond to the other items raised by the appellants
under the following headings:

a) Magnitude and scale, and locality of the development:
The appellant states:

“An understatement of the nature and scale of the proposed development of two sites
covering 17.4025 hectares .... the Minister failed to take account of the magnitude and
scale of the development...”
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b)

The applicant can confirm that although the size of the two sites equates to a total of
17.4025 hectares, only 10 to 12 hectares will be utilised at any given time. This will
allow for spacing of the oyster bags and trestles and will ensure all areas of the sites
will be rested during the period it is used as an oyster farm.

The appellant has implied that the Minister was incorrect in stating that the population
density in the surrounding area of the prosed site is low. Table 1 presents the total
population from the Census results from 2011 for all adjacent areas indicating that,
indeed, the population density is low. The census results from 2016 have not yet been
confirmed, however, preliminary results show that a decrease of about 5% in the
population size is a general trend in this area of Donegal. All figures have been
retrieved from the Central Statistics Office.

Table 1: Population and households of Townlands adjacent to proposed site
(based on 2011 census)

Townland Popultion peupied  Veeart  Yacansy
Annagry 374 157 131 44.7%
Braade 88 37 36 48.6%
Carrickfinn 16 7 21 75.0%
Rann na Feirste 320 116 51 30.4%
TOTAL 798 317 239 (:3£:;/';)

The applicants have also vetted a perimeter of approximately 750m from the proposed
site and found that no more than 40 houses directly overlook the bay. Thus, based on
the census results of 2011, only 12.62% of all households in the townlands in the
vicinity of the proposed site overlook the bay.

Visual impact and recreational use of the beach

The locality of the proposed sites is said to be in “pristine condition” and of
“exceptionally high scenic value”. The appellants also state that they recognize the
foreshore as “a very beautiful and important element of our everyday life“. The
applicant does not deny that the Braade/Carrickfin peninsula is a beautiful are of
natural beauty, however, the close proximity of the proposed site to Donegal Airport
(less than 1km away) means that the location of the proposed site cannot qualify as in
“pristine condition” or an area of “exceptionally high scenic value”. Furthermore, the
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fundamentals of oyster farming relies on the natural tides. The bags and trestles are
fixed in the intertidal zone and exposed during low tide and thus remain covered by
seawater for approximately 16 hours per day. They will only be visible during low tide
which occurs twice a day for a maximum of 8 hours per day, based on a daily average
of normal as well as neap and spring tides. Of the 8 hours that the bags and trestles
are not completely submerged under seawater, half of these occur during nightfall,
thus, in total, they will be visible to persons on the adjacent beach for approximately 4
hours out of the total average of 12 hours of daylight per day.

Currently, there is an oyster farm on the northern side of the Braade whose
management implements an exceptional standard of production which is evident by
photographs available in Appendix Il. The photographs show that bags and trestles fit
nicely into the area and do not interfere with any potential beach walking and other
recreational activities. They are placed in a manner that does not affect the aesthetics
of the natural environment.

The appellants show concern for walkers who would use the beach. However, the
oyster trestles will be placed approximately 200m from the top of the beach, leaving
adequate room for walking and other recreational activities.

Economic impact

The appellants claim that the presence of the aquaculture activities could potentially
lead to the “devaluation of lands and houses in the neighbourhood and loss of potential
tourist revenue to the local economy”. Even though the area in question is a beautiful
part of Donegal, tourism in the area is currently still quite low. This is evident in the
sheer lack of non-residential accommodation in the area. Moreover, there is no
evidence that oyster farms, in general, lead to a decrease in tourism or devaluation of
lands and houses. Using France as an international example, areas of high oyster
production in France are also very popular tourist destinations e.g. lle d'Oléron, lle de
Ré, Fouras, Bretagne, Arcachon and Normandy. lle de Ré, in particular, attracts an
upper-class tourist clientele yet this 25km by 4km island produces between 6 000 and
8 000 tonnes of oysters a year. Looking at national examples, Caherciveen, Kinsale,
Killala and Westport are also areas where oyster farming is rife but tourism is also high.
As mentioned above, there will be adequate room for walking and other recreational
activities for the tourists that do visit the beach in any case.
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d)

e)

The oyster farming could play on the curiosity factor of tourists by attracting tourists to
witness where the oysters they consume come from. Furthermore, the local economy
cannot rely on tourism to benefit them throughout the year, whereas the oyster farm
will provide a consistent and reliable source of income for the local economy.

The proposed farm will employ a minimum of three full-time staff as well as 3 to 5 part-
time staff who will become residents of the immediate area bringing with them their
spending power to purchase fuel, food, and other household items locally. The
applicants currently employ over 60 full-time staff in rural Ireland who collectively have
an income of about €1.4m.

As indicated in Table 1, a total of 239 dwellings are vacant. Therefore, the influx of
persons with an income would greatly benefit the economic and social aspects of the
area.

Local heritage

The appellants show concern for the loss of the local heritage with regards to the
historical aquaculture activities that take place in the area. They state that seaweed
harvesting is the traditional industry of the area. By embracing the potential new oyster
farming activities, the area will benefit from a new aquaculture activity that will not only
benefit the local economy, but enrich local skillsets and expand the range of activities
that benefit from the beach. Moreover, the area in question currently does not have
any industries in the food production sector and oyster farming could be a way to make
an impact on the production potential of rural Donegal.

The applicant would also like to emphasise that oyster farms do not implement
permanent structures, and when the trestles are removed, the beach will return to its
original state prior to the installation of the proposed oyster farm.

There is also no evidence of the presence of the proposed aquaculture activities
affecting the Gaeltacht heritage and the speaking of Gaeilge in the area, nor the influx
of students wanting to learn and/or improve their Gaeilge.

Production procedures and protocols

Several concerns were noted by the appellants in view of the production procedures
and protocols of the proposed oyster farm. To ensure that the proposed production
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activities do not breach any regulations in the Fisheries (Amendment) Act of 1997, the
applicants can confirm the following:

i.  Proposing a maximum of 4 000 bags per hectare, which is substantially lower
than the maximum suggested for oyster farm (6 000 bags is the suggested
maximum)

i. The applicants have over 50 years of combined experience and knowledge of
oyster farming ensuring that the farm in monitored and managed correctly

iii. Oysters cannot escape the bags
iv. Itis in the interest of the applicants to protect and maintain the beach and bay
in general to ensure the longevity of the aquaculture activities

The appellants also make a mention of the by Annagry Waste Water Treatment Plant
suggesting low water quality in the bay unconducive to successful oyster farming,
which is false. The evident success of the oyster farm on the northern side of the bay,
who currently produce and sell oysters from the same bay, suggests that the presence
of the waste water treatment plant has no effect on the potential of oyster farming in
the bay. Monitoring, management and inspection of the oyster farming protocols will
ensure that the oysters produced are of a high quality and remain unaffected by the
presence of the wastewater treatment plant. The applicants will also implement an
oyster purification step in their processing protocol prior to the placement of the product
on the market. One of the philosophies of the applicant is to ensure clean sites by
employing a high level of trestle husbandry, leaving no debris on the beach. Other sites
owned by the applicant are proof of their immaculate production procedures (see
Appendix ).

The applicants can confirm that only minimal tractor activity will be present in and
around the proposed sites, and mostly in the months of October to March. The tractors
will not cause any road obstructions in the area nor will it damage the beach in any
way.

Environmental impact

Eutrophication of coastal waters, which causes increased primary production and often
leads to hypoxia, is a serious environmental problem in many places worldwide (Diaz
and Rosenberg, 1995). Oysters are filter-feeders that act as biological filters playing
an important role in the top-down control of primary symptoms of eutrophication which
improves the oxygenation of bottom water and the restoration of submerged aquatic
vegetation (Ferreira and Bricker, 2016). The oysters concentrate suspended
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particulate matter from the water column as it flows through the oyster farm, producing
waste particles in the form of faeces and pseudofaeces generally referred to as
‘biodeposits’. Biodeposits are heavier than their constituent particles, and readily settle
on the seabed beneath the farm (Haven and Morales-Alamo, 1966; Kusuki, 1981;
Mitchell, 2006). Since biodeposits are organic-rich and consist of a substantial
proportion of fine particles (i.e. silt and clay), seabed sediments beneath oyster
cultures can become organically enriched and fine-textured relative to surrounding
areas (Forrest et al., 2009).

Natural oyster reefs are an important ecosystem and sadly form one of the most
degraded habitats in the world; roughly 85% of oyster reef habitat has been lost
globally over the past 130 years (Lotze et al. 2006, Beck et al, 2011). As a
consequence, there is much interest in the restoration of degraded oyster reefs as a
means of top-down control of phytoplankton densities in eutrophic estuaries and
coastal waters (Newell, 2004; Cerco and Noel, 2007; Newell et al., 2002, 2007).
Research has suggested that increased oyster farming activities can have a
comparable function to restored oyster reefs (Lin et al., 2009).

Moreover, marine farm structures and artificial structures in general, provide a three-
dimensional reef habitat for colonisation by fouling organisms and associated biota
(Costa-Pierce and Bridger, 2002). Elevated aquaculture structures such as trestles
provide a novel habitat that can support a considerably greater biomass, richness and
density of organisms than adjacent natural habitats (Dealteris et al., 2004). Research
has shown that the biota fouling on artificial structures such as trestles can comprise
a diverse assemblage of macroalgae and filter-feeding invertebrates (Hughes et al.,
2005). Hence, the role played by the trestles plays an important role within the
ecosystem, such as increasing local biodiversity, enhancing coastal productivity, and
compensating for habitat loss from human activities (Ambrose, 1994; Costa-Pierce and
Bridger, 2002; Hughes et al., 2005).

The trestles will also provide a refuge from predation, a settlement surface, food, and
protection from physical (e.g. water movement) and physiological (e.g. dessication)
stress for other marine fauna (Forrest et al., 2009), leading to the aggregation of
various fish species around the elevated aquaculture activities (Relini et al., 2000;
Gibbs, 2004; Einbinder et al., 2006; Morrisey et al., 2006).
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The habitat created by the oyster farm will also be an attraction for many seabird
species foraging on fish and fouling organisms (Ross et al., 2001; Roycroft et al., 2004;
Kirk et al., 2007). Furthermore, a study conducted in Ireland found that oyster farm
structures did not affect the feeding behaviour of birds (Hilgerloh et al., 2001).

One of the applicants, Mr Desmond Moore, has a Bachelor of Science (BSc) as well
as a Masters of Science (MSc) in Environmental Science from Trinity College Dublin
and therefore possesses the necessary knowledge to understand how the oyster farm
could potentially harm the environment. It is in his interest, and his top priority, as a
scientist to remain as environmentally-friendly as possible.

g) Adequate and appropriate public notices

The appellants refer to “the lack of public notice and the lack of public participation in
the application process...” and that they are “not appropriate for this community”.
Contrary to this statement, the applicants did provide adequate public notice of their
intent to apply for an aquaculture licence at the site in question. They advertised it in
the local newspaper, the Donegal Democrat, twice and left signs up in in the Garda
Stations in Milford and Bunbeg for six weeks as required by the Department of
Agriculture, Food and the Marine. Evidence of the newspaper notices have been
provided in Appendix IlI.

Conclusion:

This submission has been prepared by Mr Desmond Moore and Mr Thierry Gillardeau, in
conjunction with Bantry Marine Research Station Ltd., Gearhies, Bantry, Co. Cork, in response
to a third party appeal made to ALAB in relation to the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the
Marine granting the approval for a 10-year Aquaculture Licence and accompanying Foreshore
Licence to the applicants for the cultivation of Pacific Oysters using bags and trestles on Site
T12/410 A and B in Braade Strand, Gweedore Bay.

The appeal was reviewed and we are of the opinion that no additional information has been
submitted which would alter any aspects of the proposed oyster farm location, layout or
design. The appellants argues against the decision not to request an Environmental Impact
Assessment, despite the fact that it is only necessary in the case where advice to the Minister
indicates  that there  will be negative  environmental impacts  (see

https://www.agriculture.gov.ie/seafood/aquacultureforeshoremanagement/aquaculturelicensi

na/).
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In the opinion of the applicant, the responses to the various items above further justify the
rationale of the Minister in not requesting an EIA. All available literature and statistics indicate
that the presence of the oyster farm will have a beneficial impact on the local economy as well
as on the immediate environment. It will also have no impact on local tourism levels in the
area. A full list of references cited in this letter are available in Appendix IV.

The applicants have worked closely with the Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine
for over 25 years and have always complied with all relevant national and European guidelines
and policies in relation to all their aquaculture activities.

If ALAB require clarification in relation to any issue or require additional information, please
contact the undersigned.

Z2crmid s

| —
Mr Desmond Moore / Mr Thierry Gillardeau

Appendix |:  Appeal to ALAB from Carrickfinn Trust Company Ltd. And Coiste Timpeallachta an
Ghaoith c/o Aislann Rann na Feirste

Appendix lIl:  Photos of existing oyster farm on Braade Strand and an existing oyster farm managed
by Mr Moore and Mr Gillardeau in Clew Bay

Appendix 1ll: Evidence of public notices

Appendix IV: Complete list of references
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Aquaculture Licences Appeals Board
An Bord Achomharc Um Cheadunais Dobharshaothraithe

Kilminchy Court dile
Dublin Road

Portlacise , T D
Co Laois i e~

Tel: 057 8631912 Email: info@azlab.ie Web: www.alab.ie

Mr Desmond Moore
Ballymagroarty

Ballintra

Co Donegal

13 February 2017

Our Ref: AP/1/1-2/2017
Site Ref: T12/410 A&B

Appellants Carrickfinn Trust Company Ltd by Guarantee & Others,
Coiste Timpeallachta an Ghaoith f/c Aislann Rann na Feirste.

Re: Appeal against the decision of the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine to grant an
Aquaculture and Foreshore Licence to Thierry Gillardeau & Desmand Moore for the cultivation of
Pacific Oysters using bags and trestles on Site T12/410 A&B in Braade Strand, Gweedore Bay

Dear Mr Moore,

Please see attached Notice of Appeal received by the Aquaculture Licences Appeals Board (ALAB) in
relation to the above. The Notice is served in accordance with the provisions of Section 44(1) of the
Fisheries (Amendment) Act, 1997 (No 23).

In accordance with the provisions of Section 44(2), you may make submissions or observations in writing
to the Board in relation to the appeal within a period of one month, beginning on the day on which a copy
of the Notice of Appeal is sent to you. Any submissions or observations received by the Board after the
expiration of that period shall not be taken into consideration.

In this instance your reply, if any, should reach the Board at the above address not later than 13 March
2017. As part of the decision-making process, the Board may also authorise an inspection of the site(s)

under appeal.

Yours sincerely,

Moy Z' Has

Mary O'Hara
Secretary to the Board
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- Mobile: 086 8226258
Email: brapde(@circom.net
12 January 2017

The Aquaculture Licenses Appeals Board,
Kilminchy Court,

Dublin Road,

Port Laoise,

Co Laois. R32 DTW3

Our Ref: AQ/APP/1

RE: APPEAL AGAINST AQUACULTURE LICENSES GRANTED TO THIERRY
GILLARDEAU AND DESMOND MOORE
SITE REFERENCE NUMBERS: T12/410A & T12/410B8
MY CLIENT: THE CARRICKFIN TRUST COMPANY LIMITED BY
GUARANTEE AND OTHERS

Dear Sirs.

I enclose herewith Notice of Appeal and a cheque for €228.55 in respect of the Appeal fee
and Oral Hearing fee payable. Please acknowledge receipt and let me have confirmation of
the procedure which the Board would wish to adopt in relation to this appeal, having regard
to the fact that there are a number of other appeals for the same form of development. all on
the Braade Strand Area of the Gweedore Bay and Island special area of conservation. It is
submitted that an oral hearing would be appropriate in this case.

Yours faithfully,

MICHAEL GILLESPIE



NOTICE OF APPEAL UNDER SECTION 40(1) OF
FISHERIES (AMENDMENT) ACT 1997 (NO. 23)

Name and address of appellant: The Carrickfin Trust Limited by Guarantee. Carrickfin
Road, Braade, Kincasslagh, County Donegal, Rose & Charles Boyle, Braade,
Kincasslagh, County Donegal, Rose & Joanna Burke, Braade, Kincasslagh, Bernadette
Boyle, Braade, Kincasslagh, Kathleen McFadden, Braade, Kincasslagh, John Gillespie,
Braade, Kincasslagh, Eileen & Hugo Duffy, Braade, Kincasslagh and Geraldine Boyle,
Braade, Kincasslagh, Maeve & John Joe Carson, Braade, Kincasslagh, Pat Sharkey,
Braade, Kincasslagh, Anthony Sharkey, Braade, Kincasslagh, Anna Gallagher, Braade.
Kincasslagh, Mary T. O"Donnell, Braade, Kincasslagh, Dom Sharkey, Calhame, Annagry
and John McFadden, Calhame, Annagry, County Donegal.

Telephone: 074 95 48873 Fax: 074 95 48095
Mobile Tel: 086 822 6258. E-mail address: braade@eircom.net

Subject matter of the appeal:

Determination by the Minister for Agriculture, Food and Marine to grant Aquaculture
and Foreshore Licenses for the cultivation of pacific oysters using bags and trestles on
two sites at Braade Strand, Gweedore Bay, County Donegal

Site Reference Number:-
T12/410A (12.6 Hectares), T12/410B (4.8025 hectares)

Appellant’s particular interest

in the outcome of the appeal:

The Carrickfin Trust Limited is a Company Limited bv Guarantee which has charitable
status and the Company was set up in the vear 2000 bv local environmentalists and
property owners to protect and enhance the local environment and to seek to preserve and
improve the local Gweedore Bav and Islands special area of conservation and the
company owns approximatelv 100 acres of land alone the western shoreline of the

Braade/Carrickfin peninsula, which is maintained as conservation land. All of the other

Appellants named above are owner occupiers of dwelling houses and land in Braade with
lands immediately adjoining the foreshore at Braade Strand or in very close proximity
thereto.

QOutline the grounds of appeal (and. if necessary,
on additional page(s) give full grounds of the
appeal and the reasons, considerations and
arcuments on which they are based):-

1. _The Minister exercised his discretion to grant the said licenses in an arbitrarv and

autocratic manner without proper enquiry into the impacts of the proposed
aquaculture in the local area. having regard to the massive scale of not only this




!\J

proposed application but also the cumulative effect of the several other licenses
oranted by the Minister on the same general area of foreshore in December 2016.

The Minister erred in making an order on 22™ Aucust 2016. dispensine with the
need for an environmental impact statement in relation to this application and 43
similar applications in County Donegal at the same time. In this regard the
minister acted arbitrarily and failed to comply with the requirements of the
habitats directive and the established obligations on Ireland as an EU state in
relation to the conservation and improvement of European sites such as the
Gweedore Bay and Islands special area of conservation. within which Braade
Strand is situated. The Minister knew, or ought to have known. that this
development on its own or the cumulative effect of this development. taken in
conjunction with other adjoining developments for which licenses were granted.
would have a serious negative impact on the conservation value of the special
area of conservation. The Minister could not discharge his obligations on behal{
of the Irish Government to determine that the development. either on its own or
cumulativelv. would not have an adverse negative cffect on the SAC without a
professional Environmental Impact Assessment. with the necessary input from
independent ecologists. biologists and/or environmental scientists, planners and
economists and/or other appropriate professional.

The Minister dispensed with the need for an EIS and accordingly no proper
assessment was carried out with the necessary factual and scientific information
in relation to the development. The reasons given by the Minster for dispensing
with the need for an EIS in his Order of 22™ Aucust 2016 were based on the
following incorrect assumptions and incorrect material facts —

a. An understatement of the nature and scale of the proposed development of
two sites covering 17.4023 hectares and the magnitude and extent of the direct
impacts arising therefrom. In this recard the Minister failed to take account of
the magnitude and scale of the development in conjunction with adjoining
proposed additional developments.

b. The Minster incorrectly stated that the surrounded area was not densely
populated when it is particularly densely populated for a rural Gaeltacht
region.

¢. The Minister wrongly stated that the impact on visual amenity would be
acceptable. In fact the impact on visual amenity of this development in
conjunction with other adjoining developments will be unacceptable in an
environment which is currently in a pristine condition in close proximity to a
blue flag beach of exceptionally high scenic value.

d. The Minister failed to take account of the consequence of the immediate
devaluation of lands and houses in the neighbourhood and loss of potential
tourist revenue to the local economyv. The Braade strand. on which the
proposed developments would be located. is highlv visible from adjoining
roads and also persons travelling by air into the local International Airport
which adjoins Braade strand would find the view of Braade Strand adversely




affected if the proposed developments go ahead. Donegal Airport was
recently categorised as one of the ten most scenic airports in the world and a

development of aquaculture on the industrial scale proposed would detract
from the exceptional scenic value of the area.

4. No consideration appears to have been given to the lack of proper facilities for
packaging or storing shellfish prior to transportation on an industrial scale and the
minister improperly neglected to impose conditions regulating the following
matters as provided for in the Fisheries (Amendment) Act. 1997.

fhin ftnp o

o

h.

-

The amount of feed inputs

Annual or seasonal limits on stock inputs. outputs and standing stock on site
Operational practices. including the fallowing of sites:

The reporting of incidences of disease and the presence of parasites:

The disposal of dead fish:

Measures for preventing escapes of fish. and arrancements for the reporting of
€SCApES:

Monitoring and inspection of the aquaculture carried on pursuant to the
licence:

The keeping of records by the licensee:

The protection of the environment (including the man-made environment of
heritage value) and the control of discharoes:

Appropriate environmental. water qualitv and biological monitoring.

5. The reasons and considerations for the Minister’s decision to erant the licenses in

this case in December 2016 are further flawed in the following respects:-

The Minister wrongly assumes that public access to recreational and other
activities can be accommodated by this project and use of the beach area for
amenity/walking is considered low. No proper consultation with the public
has taken place in relation to this development and public consuitation would
have disclosed that the area is used substantially bv walkers and that this
project in conjunction with the proposed adjoining projects would seriously
inconvenience walkers. Local people in the area of Braade Strand were
unaware of these license applications due to the lack of any local site notices
and little and no advertising of the proposed applications.

There is no factual basis for the Minister’s statement that the proposed
aquaculture should have a positive effect on the economy of the local area.
There is no evidence of anv cost/benefit analvsis havine been carried out to
weigh the perceived benefits of the aquaculture against the inevitable
devaluation of adjoining properties and adverse impact on local tourism
rclated income.

The Minister’s reasons and considerations for granting the licenses disclosed
that verv eeneral assumptions have been made bv the Minister that there
would be no effects or no significant effects on the local environments and
these assumptions cannot be relied upon without a full site-specific
environmental impact assessment.




6. In view of the lack of public notice and the lack of public participation in the
application process todate and the absence of an environment impact assessment.
the Appeals Board should requisition an Environmental Impact Assessment and
allow an oral hearing of this Appeal in conjunction with other adjoining appeals.
having regard to the cumulative effect of the proposed aquaculture in the
Gweedore Bav and Islands special area of conservation and an oral hearing should
be allowed. which would allow proper public participation in the decision making
process.

Fee enclosed.€152.57 plus oral hearing fee of €76.18 — Total sum enclosed €228.55
(payable to the Aquaculture Licences Appeals Board in accordance with the Aquaculture
Licensing Appeals (Fees) Regulations, 1998 (S.1. No. 449 of 1998))(See Note 2)

Date: 13 January 2017

Sicned

Michael Gillespie
Solicitor for the Appellants,
Beachside, Braade, Kincasslagh, Co. Donegal

Note 1:This notice should be completed under cach heading and duly signed by the appellant and be
accompanied by such documents. particulars or information relating to the appeal as the appellant considers
necessary or appropriate and specifies in the Notice.

Note 2:The fees payable are as follows:

Appeal by licenceapplicalt....cinmmmasnnanssvinsssiosrs i €380.92

Appeal by any other individual or organisation €152.37

Request for an Oral Hearing (fee payable in addition to appeal [ee) €76.18

In the event that the Board decides not 1o hold an Oral Hearing the fee will not be refunded.
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FISHERIES (AMENDMENT) ACT 1997-4N8: 339::.:'.:;: §el ___(

Name and address of appellant: Coiste Timpeallachta an Ghaoith. fich Aislann Rann na
Feirste. Rann na Feirste. Leitir Ceanainn. Co. Dhiin na nGall.

Telephone: 074 95 62222 Fax:

E-mail address: aislannrnaf@gmail

All correspondence to the Manager of Local Development Body:
Aodh Mac Ruairi. Bainisteoir Aislann na Feirste

Subject matter of the appeal: Fisheries (Amendment) Act. 1997. (No. 23) Foreshore
Act. 1933. (No.12) Notice of decision to grant Aquaculture and Foreshore Licences to
Thierry Gillardeau and Desmond Moore. Braade Strand — Gweedore Bav. as published in
the Public Notices in the Donegal Democrat 15 December 2016.

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

Site Reference Number:-
T12/410 A & B. (as allocated by the Department of Agriculture. Food and the Marine)

Appeliant’s particular interest

in_the outcome of the appeal:

Appellant’s live in the Rann na Feirste. Rann Ménadh. Carraig Fhinn and Briid
townlands on each side of the Braade -Gweedore Bay. All appellants interested in this
issue live in this area. east west and the north of the bay which is reflected in the
membership of our committee. The overwhelmingly majority of us have lived here all our
lives. We recognize that Foreshore is a very beautiful and important element of our
evervday life. A significant recreational resource and a cultural & natural heritage
repository.

At a Public Meeting held in Aislann Rann na Feirste.(Ranafast Community Centre) on
the 12 December 2016. concerns were raised over the issue of further Aquaculture and
Foreshore Licences for the bay. as in the site references above. Areas in the bay where
there was no previous shellfish farming. Coiste Forbartha Rann na Feirste(Rann na
Feirste Development) agreed that a sub-committee would be formed to appeal the
Aquaculture and Foreshore Licences for four sites: T12 410A and T12/410B are among
these licenses. Following the meeting. residents from Carrickfinn and Braid joined the
committee, The committee was called Coiste Timpeallachra an Ghaoith.

Nobody from the Rann na Feirste. Rann na Moénadh or the members of our committee
from southern Carrickfinn side of the bay are involved in shellfish farming but it was
quite clearly stated at the meeting that the Development Committee and the community at
large supported the existing Aquaculture. overwhelmingly concentrated in the central
Eastern part of the Braade —Gweedore Bay and was at a far smaller scale than the latest
Licences in the bay as published in The Donegal Democrat |5 December 2016. Our
concern was with the new areas being developed for shellfish. the vastly increasing scale
of these operations in comparison to what existed. the lack of consultation by the
shellfish farmers with the community about the scale and number of new sites. None of
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these developments would be in sympathy with the natural landscape or the inherited
cultural landscape of Rann na Feirste, Rann na Monadh. Southem Carrickfinn and the
neighbouring vicinity.

We know all the local people involved in shellfish farming currently. both owners and
employees. They all are fine people from our community. We have no personal grievance
with them or their current shellfish farming projects. Our concern is with the alarming
cumulative expansion in scale of the four new licenses and nine new sites.

QOutline the grounds of appeal (and. if necessary.
on additional page(s) cive full grounds of the
appeal and the reasons. considerations and
arguments on which thev are based):

Scale and Visual Impact:

The Rann na Feirste Development Committee organised a public meeting in Aislann
Rann na Feirste on the 12th of December 2016. At that meeting. support for the existing
Aquaculture was confirmed and agreed by the majority. This agreement was reached on
the basis that the operation was concentrated in the central eastern part of the Braade —
Gweedore Bay. an area which is much smaller in scale than the areas identified in the
licences that were published in The Donegal Democrat. 15 December 2016.

According to the published information. four new licenses were granted. which include
ninc separate sites that cover almost 99 acres. This represents a dramatic increase in
scale. both in the number of sites licensed and the area covered by those sites. Prior to
the granting of these licenses. four shellfish sites operated in Braade —Gweedore Bay.
The current licenses allows for a tripling of sites. from 4 to 13 and staggering increase in
area. which is seven times larger previous developments.

It is a matter of concern that all the new licenses were granted without any community
consultation. despite that fact that the Braade Strand Map produced by the Department
Agriculture. Food and the Marine clearly indicates that the shellfish developments
outlined in red/pink will become the prominent physical feature in our bay. There was
disquict with the lack of equitable consulration and shaing of information with other
legitimate stakeholders in the community.

In a Special Area of Conservation this represents a significant expansion of the previous
shellfish licenses awarded. a growth which is almost on an industrial scale for such a
narrow channel. It will have a dramatic visual impact on the foreshore and detract from
an area of outstanding natural beauty. which has been a natural resource for this
community for centuries. [ts importance is clearly recorded in its literature and song and
in many of the customary traditions associated with this foreshore.

A review of the scale of the proposed licenses is necessary if we are to retain this
important natural resource.
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The increase in scale will necessitate a move from linear narrow stripes of trestles along
the tidal stream between Braade/ Carrickfinn and Rann na Feirste/ Rann na Mdnadh to far
larger blocks of steel trestles, which will have to be situated further away from the
depression and low line of the tidal stream. to higher ground which will make the trestles
far more visible to the communities living on both sides.

J) No effects anticipated on the man-made environment heritage of value in the arec.

In the case of license for Site T12/410A&B. we strongly disagree with the assertion that
no effects are anticipated on the man-made environment heritage of value in the area and
would question the criteria used to make this assessment. Proper engagement with local
communities would have revealed quite a different story. The importance of the area to
our own communities and the nation’s cultural and maritime heritage is well attested. As
noted by Ciara Breathnach in her work on the Congested Districts Board (2005) the

* ... seaweed industry in the North West was much more significant than fisheries.”

From the 18th Century onwards. each family in the Rann na Feirste townland. and in
neighbouring townlands. had family plots on the foreshore from which they harvested
seaweed as a soil improver. The plots are either square or rectangular and contain grids of
rock in a variety of patterns. Each plot is separated by a path which roughly equates with
the width of a cart. These “man-made " features are known as a Srarhég or Srathogual.
The fact that no English exists for these terms is testament to their uniqueness. although
references to their existence and use. are 1o be found in the literature and oral culture of
the area (Nuair a bhi mé Og. Séamus O Grianna, (1942:154): Srathég Feamnai agus
Scéalta eile. Padraig O Baoighill. (2001). They are an important aspect of our material
heritage and have existed practically undisturbed for over two hundred years. They are
currently being destroved to make room for steel trestles.(Pic 1. Srathog. man-made
envireonment).

For our communities. the communal seaweed plots are defining feature of our foreshore.
they speak to a history of communal activity and to the value of the natural resources that
have been available from time immemorial to coastal communities. In the context of the
European Union. there are very strong directives regarding heritage and “shared cultural
areas”(EC2003). These features are monuments to our past and deserve to be preserved
and protected for future generations. This can be investigated in the review.

Appropriateness of determinations

These determinations and assessments are not appropriate for this community. none give
any credence to these [rish Speaking communities and their unique coastal culture. not
even the public notice in Irish or at least bilingual. They are generic determinations and
that there has been no analysis or grasp that this a unique coastal community. Not a single
mention of Gaeltacht or its unique culture. anywhere.

Scale and effects on water quality




Although the current Gaoth Dobhair Bay is™ Classification B" as in the Determination of
Aquaculture for these sites. There is also the very important issue of water quality in the
bay. Will the present water quality be able to support the dramatically increased scale and
should this effect the sanctioning of increased licenses for food producers or oyster
farming. Oyster farmers have several interest groups whose demands must be satisfied
and customers require high quality produce and increasingly consider environmental and
ethical values when choosing a product. Environmental concern. sound environmental
practices and image will reflect on the marketing of such products. The Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) in 2013. have already concluded that the Annagry Waste Water
Treatment Plant was at an insufficient level of treatment. algal blooms are very evident
on calm days in the tidal stream between these oyster farming sites. The EPA’s report
stated:

Existing Treatment Plant

The plant is located 1o the west of the village beside the seashore. The town
treatment plant comprises a horizonral flow-settling rank.

The purpose of uny settlement tanks is o reduce the velocin: of the incoming
wastewater stream thereby allowing the setwtleable solids to fall to the bottom of the
tank. Typically 30-"0% of suspended solids are removed in these runks. The
efficiency of the tank is dependent on a number of factors ie: Tvpe of solids present.
design criteria and sludge withdrawal from the tank.

After primary treatment in the tank the treated effluent is discharged via a long sea
outfull to Gweedore Estuary.......

Proposals for future upgrade

Annagary is not listed on any development programme at present. The septic tank has a
design capacity of 300 p.e. The present day PE equates to 473.

The treated effluent from the septic tank discharges to Gweedore Bay and Islands SAC
and Gweedore Bay and Islands NHA. The existing septic tank serving Annagary provides
an insufficient level of reatment to the waste water generared in the catchment. A new
Haste Water treatment plant is required to provide, as a mininnum, Secondary Treatment
1o the wastewater to cater for future development of the area and to comply with all
European and local government direcrives.

Article 34 of the Common Fisheries Policy Regulation requires Member States to
prepare multi-annual national strategic plans for aquaculture. The National Strategic
Plun for Sustainable Aquaculture Development (2013). states:

The industry, supported by BIM and MI, should continue 1o develop
emvironmentally sustainable fishing and aquaculture production merhods to
secure a sustainuble resource base and to underpin the development of a smart,
green and clean image which contribures to the overall strategy for the food
industry. i
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“The proposed aquaculture should have a positive effect on the economy of the local
area”, according to clause C) of each Determination of Aquaculture/ Foreshore
Licensing concerning the four licenses that are the subject marter of this appeal. But
consideration must be given to the negative impact which such a development may have
on the local economy.

Donegal is widely regarded as an area of outstanding natural beauty and is renowned for
its long picturesque coastline. and unspoilt natural habitats. ‘The Beautiful Scenery” was
the main reason cited by tourists for choosing to holiday in the county according to
tourism studies. In one such study. 80% of respondents credited the ‘Beautiful Scenery’
as their primary reason for recommending the area. These figures therefore serve to
highlight the significance of protecting and promoting the topography of the county in
order to sustain and further develop the tourism sector here (Failte Ireland. (2013)
Holidaymaker Stuch 2013 — Donegal).

Therefore it is important to note that scale of expansion on this narrow picturesque
channel( as illustrated in diagram below). arising from four new licenses and nine new
sites will make the dramatic expansion of these shellfish trestles. the prominent physical
feature of this bay.

We conclude that the Minister may not have been appraised of the full
facts and that the outcome of his determinations in relation to EIS
requirements, for the license T12/410A and T12/410B

by John Boyle, Braade Strand — Gweedore Bay, Co. Donegal, are not
based on a full and accurate assessments with regard to:

a) the nature and scale of the proposed aquaculture activity, (oysters in bags and
trestles on 2 sites covering 17.4ha) relative to the body of coastal water in which
it is located

b) the limited magnitude 2nd extent of the direct impacts arising from the proposed
aquaculture activity

due to the cumulative effect of approving of this license and the three
other licenses on the nature, scale and expansion of proposed
aquaculture activity in Braade Strand — Gweedore Bay.
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(Source:An Roinn Talmhaiochta. Bia agus Mara(2016) Scale 1:24.000: new licenses in
bold by Coiste Timpeallachta an Ghaoith).

Aquaculture management can impact negatively on lucrative recreational activities and
amenitics such as fishing. water sports and ecotourism to name a few. This favourable
marine environment facilitates the use of the bay for any great number of leisure

purposes. many of which have traditionally been enjoyed by locals and visitors to the
area alike.

The tourism industry supports in excess of 29.000 jobs in the region and is responsible
for attracting approximately 174.000 overseas visitors each year. while a further 500.000
domestic visitors come to Donegal to enjoy — amongst other things - our clean beaches

and waterways (Donegal County Council. (2014). “DONEGAL.’S TOURISM
PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT.” Accessed October 03. 2016.

http://www.donegalcoco.ie/business/developingourtourismsector. )

The Donegal Gaeltacht is one of the largest of the Gaeltacht’s in Ireland. boasting a

vibrant young population. It remains a vital repository for one of the most distinguishing
features of our culture. the Irish language.

This area has played a key role in the Irish language revival for well over a century.
having attracted hundreds of thousands of Irish language learners over the years. The
Summer College in Rann na Feirste is one of the largest in the county attracting 750 - 850
students annually to the townland and neighboring coastline vicinity. They colleges



contribute an estimated €3million to the Donegal Gaeltacht economy. attracting students.
parents and the wider family circle.

In Rann na Feirste in 2014, 719 students stayed in the townland. €103.569 was paid by
Roinn na Gaeltachta and another estimated €210,000 was spent by students and parents
(Source Roinn na Gaeltachta 2014). These students access the foreshore for guided walks
in Irish and traditionally crossed the tidal ford at Braid Fearsaid, at low tide. to access
Carrickfinn Beach.

(Ref: Lerter 34 — Letter of support from Coldiste Bhride).

St. Many’s College. Belfast. the Irish Language Teacher training college. run three
different week long courses in Rann na Feirste each vear and guided walks to the
foreshore are regular features of these courses. Queen’s University and the University of
Ulster. Jordanstown. also send Irish language students to Rann na Feirste.

The story of the foreshore has always played a significant part in delivery of these
courses due to its centrality to local communities as evidenced in the numerous
references to the area in literature. song and oral tradition. Much has been written about
this local in the Irish language. it is estimated that just under a hundred books has been
published since the 1940’s about this local vicinity( Source: Qidhreacht Rann na Feirste
1, Scéalaiochr, Filiocht agus Amhranaiochr:1-2. le Péadraig O Baoighill(2011).

Indeed. students from the University of New Mexico. Las Cruces. are to visit this coastal
community in August 2017. to study this unique culture and landscape and a number
other universities have made enquiries. We realise we have something special and
Aislann Rann na Feirste and the local community know that their niche market is the
language. We are passionate about the language and we will make these ventures thrive.

In the presentation we give our American guests we often quote. the great American
Novel. Moby Dick by Hermann Melville(1851):

It’s not down on map: true places never are.

The knowledge we have as a community. highly contrasts the knowledge that has been
put together to make determinations about these licenses. Our knowledge of our coastline
has been passed on orally and by tradition from generation to generation. There is often
little documentary evidence of this process. it is embodied in our culture. The Irish
language describes depth and shallowness of water different to English(more like
Russian): it tells us about the weather from the colour of the seaweed: it describes the
track the dorsal fin of the salmon makes when travelling up our channel: it describes how
the seatrout waits for the incoming tide and what we call that first movement they make:
therc is a name for the imprint the flatfish make in the sand: it tells us about the
weaverfish and its deadly poison from its Irish name: it tells the mythology about the

Great Northern Diver and the prophetic lonely cry of the curlew. There is a story about
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every headland. every lagoon and current in the channel. Every stone that is a marker for
depth or that summons danger in their name and navigates people around the coast.

The foreshore is central to our historical cultural narrative. This is why university
students visit our area. This is why the University of New Mexico’s Geography and
Linguistics Departments are interested in coming to visit us. They realise that much like
the native peoples of New Mexico. that can read the desert. we can read the foreshore and
tell its tales. We have something here that is not found anywhere else in the world.
Culwral tourism will develop further with the hugely successful I¥ild Atlantic Way. This
program has attracted large numbers of tourists to the natural scenery in areas such as
County Donegal. Aquaculture is a comparatively small contributor to Ireland's economy.
in comparison to the more than EURG.5 billion generated by tourism in 2014.

All our tours and guided walks have to be given at low tide so we can access the
foreshore with students and adults alike. This is when the steel trestles of the oyster farms
are most visible. We already encounter poor trestle husbandry. debris form ropes and
fixtures, as shown in the pictures enclosed and items forwarded. Especially since we are
east and north of these developments. due the prevailing winds from the west and
southwest.

[f these four new licenses and 9 new sites proceed this will be totally out of harmony with
our cultural tourism projects.

Feda O Donnell Coaches. a travel company from Rann na Feirste. is the town’s largest
employer. They are contracted to bring 8.000 tourists from cruisers from Killybegs to
various cultural locations in the county. Aislann Rann na Feirste are in advanced
discussions with the operators to offer cultural tours and shows because they believe that
we have a unique product and fantastic story to tell. Walking tours along the coast are a
part of the itinerary planned for these tourists.

As a small village.of 325 people. struggling with emigration and employment. we are on
the cusp of change. We are benefitting from cultural tourism. We realise our people and

our unique story and our landscape and especially our unspoilt foreshore are our greatest
assets.

It may reasonably be argued. that the scale of expansion and the migration of some these
new licenses to previously unspoilt foreshore will undoubtedly have a detrimental effect
on or cultural tourism. [f the licenses in question be allowed to go ahead. then such a
situation would have profound implications on the locality’s ability to sustain and to
develop its existing Summer College/Third Level Education trade on which much
employment and local businesses depend and that ultimately, this would irrevocably
damage the arcas wider tourism brand.

Accordingly. and notwithstanding the very small number of full and piart-time jobs which
the applicant intends to create as a direct result of their application. the resulting job
losses which would arise in both the (G frﬁST‘fi'arm hmglmiﬂ\-mdustnmvould
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subsequently negate any potential job creation which the project may yield. and would
ultimately result in significant employment loss to the area.

Environmental Impact:

Considering that the nature of the activities pertaining to the application are primarily
marine based. the negative influences often associated with aqua-farming on the marine
environment must not be overlooked in this instance.

The area in which this proposal is planned is a Special Area of Conservation (SAC). and
any potential aquaculture or mari-culture activity must incorporate specific conditions as

to accommodate Natura 2000 requirements.

It is widely documented that oyster farming can have a detrimental effect on the marine

. environment including through the accumulation of waste from feed and faecal pellets.

while aquaculture in general may result in changes to the benthic macro-fauna.
Aquaculture stock may pose a threat to wild populations through a reduction in gene pool
strength caused when escaping farm stock mate with wild species. something which can
result in the transmission of diseases 1o wild stocks. Furthermore. in areas where
aquaculture activity is prolific. this is likely to result in environmental degradation and
may lead to poor aquaculture growth rates. Therefore. in bays where aquaculture is
abundant. the marine environment is likely to suffer from *over stocking’.

Furthermore. the potential impact of intertidal oyster culture on water birds and the
distribution of any birds which inhabit or depend on water bodies has become the subject
of much study in recent years. Research carried out by the Marine Institute into the
cftects of oyster farming on marine and aquatic birds. has found that the assemblage
variation and flocking behaviour of certain bird species is heavily affected by the
presence of oyster trestles.

The study found that the species which tend to feed in large highly concentrated
[locks. such as the Knot (Calidris canurus): Sanderling (Calidris alba): Dunlin (Calidris
alpina). Blacktailed Godwit (Limosa limosa); and the Ringed Plover (Charadrius
hiaticula), all demonstrated a negative response to the structures. The presence of trestles
in the samples taken from the studied ordination space. directly interfered with the
flocking and territorial behaviour of the speCtes. forcing individual birds to become
dISerSCd across several lines of trestles.'

[t’s notable that the species which displayed the strongest negative response to oyster
trestles generally favour open mudflats/sandflats. such as those present at the proposed
development site. Consequently. mixed sediment and rocky shore sites are often cited as
the preferred locations for littoral zone oyster culture as such sites can minimise the
potential harmful impact of oyster culture on birds inhabiting the marine environment. In
this context. it can reasonably be argued that the area for which this licence is being
sought would be most unsuitable for the installation of oyster trestles and harvesting
equipment given the repercussions which such ‘ac,m.‘lnes-have‘an aufauna. .
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In 2014. BirdWarch Ireland and the Royval Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB)
worked to compile a updated list of bird species on the island of Ireland with each species
classified into three separate headings (i.e.. Red. Amber and Green). based on the
conservation status of the bird and hence where conservation priority lies with respect to
each.

This publication. entitled ‘Birds of Conservation Concern in Ireland’ (BoCCI) found that.
of the above named species. the Dunlin (Calidris alpina) qualified for Red listing due to
its extreme declining breeding and wintering populations. while both the Knot (Calidris
canutas) and the Bar-tailed Godwit (Limosa lapponica) were given Amber status. owing
to the birds® moderate declines in range and or abundance.” In the casc of the Dunlin and
Knot. coastal estuarine sites of muddy sands. such as those found at the proposed
development. are recognised as important wintering sites for both species.

! Gittings. T. & O'Donoghue. P.D. (2012). The effects of intertidal oyster culture on the
spatial distribution of waterbirds. Report prepared for the Marine Institute. Atkins. Cork.

? Colhoun. K. and Cummins. S. (2014) Birds of Conservation Concern in Ireland 2014
2019.

We wish to applv for an oral hearing.

Feeenclosets. ..o soininsnnsasasssassass g
(pavable to the Aquaculture Licences Appeals Board in accordance with the Aquaculture
Licensing Appeals (Fees) Regulations, 1993 (S.II.. No. 449 of 1998))(See Note 2)

S WY SN

Siened by appellant:....... B R 50 -, S Date:

Note 1: This notice should be completed under each heading and duly signed by the
appellant and be accompanied by such documents. particulars or information relating to
the appeal as the appellant considers necessary or appropriate and specifies in the Notice.
Note 2: The fees payable are as follows:

Appeal by Beehee APPHOARTL. .. vvsvvevc v sssessinn oncommanvsanensvinsoysssssant €380.92

Appeal by any other individual or organisation €152.37

Request for an Oral Hearing (fee payable in addition to appeal fee) €76.18

In the event that the Board decides not to hold an Oral Hearing the fee will not be
refunded. Environmental Issues
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Coldiste Bhride Rann na Feirste

Rannafast.
Annagry.

Co. Donegal.
10", Jan. 2017

To whom it may concern.

I write to vou on behalf of the committee of Coldiste Bhride . Rann na Feirste the Irish
language summer college based in Rannafast. [ wish to express our deepest reservations to
the proposed large ovster farming development in the areas around Rannafast namely
Rannnamona. Braad Strand and Rannafast. In spite of the fact that Coldiste Bhride has been
promoting badly needed cultural tourism to North West Donegal since 1926 no one saw fit to
contact the college to ascertain our views on the proposed development .

Parents and relatives of our students visit this areas every summer to visit the students and to
holiday in this area of outstanding natural beauty. It is the view of our college that the
proposed large development will have a highly detrimental effect on our local shores.

The development of the Wild Atlantic Way has seen a welcome rise in the profile of the
North West and it would be a shame if this progress were to be reversed by such a visually
obtrusive development.

Yours Sincerely.

( S ) B f
P R
gy =
._f b;dé( _-'J’,; -—4;@- J . | | \
/ 2 + )
/ Gl \ - :
Niall O Sludin ( S,

College Secretary \,






APPENDIX II: Photos of existing oyster farm
on Braade Strand and an existing oyster farm
managed by Mr Moore and Mr Gillardeau in
Clew Bay

Figure 1. Braade Strand looking south
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Figure 3. Braade Strand looking

o« it s

north; mostly holiday homes on the hill
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Figure 4. Braade Strand looking south

T e

Figure 5. Existing oyster farm; trestles arranged in neat rows and site is clean
and tidy
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Figure 6. Braade Strand looking south; proposed Moore and Gillardeau sites

Figure 7. Looking south; proposed site is beyond the trestles which is the
most suitable and utilisable site in the area
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Figure 8. Clew Bay oyster farm managed by Mr Moore and Mr Gillardeau;
trestles are in neat rows and site is kept clean and tidy
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Figure 1: Public notice in the

PUBLIC NOTICE

APPLICATION FOR AQUACULTURE
LICENCE UNDER THE FISHERIES
(AMENDMENT) ACT, 1977 (NO.23)
APPLICATION _ FOR __FORESHORE
LICENCE UNDER THE FORESHORE
ACT, 1833 (NO.12}

NOTICE IS HERBY GIVEN that the Thierry Gillardeau
& Desmons Mooro have applied to the Minister for
Agriculture Food and the Marine for an Aquaculture
Licence to cultivate pacific oysters using bags and
tresties on an area of foreshore in Gweedore Eay,
Co. Donegal.

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that the same applicants
have applied to the Minister for Agricullure, Food
and the Marine for Foreshore licence for the area of
foreshore to be used for these aquaculture activities.

Any person may, during the period of 4 weeks
from the date of publication of this notice, make
written submissions or observations to the Minister
for Agriculture, Food and the Marine, (queting the
Ref. T12/410A & B to a) the Aquaculture Licence
application and b) the Foreshore Licance aprlication
Any such submissions or observations-should be
furnished to the Department of Agriculture, Food and
the Marine (Aquaculture and Foreshore Management
Division), Nalional Seafood Centre, Cilonakilly,
Co.Cork, within that period

All submissions or observations recalved on foot of
public notice procedures may be made avallable to
the applicants for comment

The following decumentation may be Inspected at
Bunbeg and Milford {open 24 hours) Garda Station.
These documenis may also be viewed on the
Aquaculture/Foreshore Licence Applications Section
of the Departments Website. These documents
may also ba viewed on the Aquaculture/Foreshore
Liconce Applications seclion of the Depariment
Website.

* Applications detalls
= Individual site maps
» Overall site plan for Gwesdore Bay
* Drawings of the proposed structures
» Ministerial decislon on EiS requirements
= Appropriate Assessment of aguacutturo in
Gweedore Bay and Islands SAC
Date of Publication - 12/09/2016

September 2016

Donegal Demo

Make your
advert work!
Whenplacing any adver,

by loindude as much
informaion as possbie,
there are afew helpful hints -
Styte, colour, make or
prica when new, the reason
forsale, the size, fabric or
material, any extias and
aocessories, delivery or
coliection. Don't forget the
price and telephone
number(s) you coud even
add on email address.

muy be inspected or pur-
chased a1 a fee not
excceding the reasonable
cost of making u copy, al the
offices of 1he planning
authority during its public
opening hours. A submiss
sion or observation in rela-
tion 1o the application may
be made in  writing to the
planning authority on pay-
ment of the prescribed fee,
20.00, within the period of
5 weeks bheginning on the
date of receipt by the author-
ity of the application, and
such subnnssions or obser-
vations will be considered
by the planning authority in
making a decision on the
application. The planning
Authority may grant permis-
sion subject to or without
conditions, or may refuse to
grunt permission

What'happens it you
don't advertise...
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Figure 2: Public notice in the Donegal Democrat, Thursday 15t
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PUBLIC NOTICE
APPLICATION _FOR _AQUACULTURE
LICENCE _UNDER THE_ FISHERIES
{AMENDMENT) ACT, 1977 (NO.23)
APPLICATION _FOR _ _FORESHORE
LICENCE UNDER THE FORESHORE
ACT, 1933 (NO.12)

NOTICE 13 HERBY GIVEN that the Thierry Gillardeau
& Desmond Mcore have eppliod to the Minister for

COMHAIRLE CHONTAE DHUN NA nOALL
{DONEGAL COUNTY COUNCIL)

ROADS ACT 1993, SECTION 75
ROADS REQULATIONS 1004, ARTICLE 12

TEMPORARY CLOSING OF ROADS
Saturday, Bth October 2016

Notico i3 hereby grven 1hat Donegal County Council infends to rmaka an Order Lo Rave
1ha fatigwing radds closed to tratfic on tha dates and tamas indicatod 10 {acilitate the
Danegal Moter Club Harvest Stsges Rally 2016:

Agriculture Focd and tha Marine far an Aquacultun ' stage Yines, . | Tosds o be Alternative Route
Licence ta cullivate pactfia oysters using bags and - L] e —
tresties on an nroa of foreshars in Gweedore Bay, Co. ":_2:‘57;? | For ke to Cuskary
Denegal; Roadciosed | L1t | Vi Bavin Ledtar
Drumnafinagle, Kilcar,
NQOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that the same applicants Kilcar 85143 | from08.201t0 L-51951 Cashelcarn ind
hava applied 1o tha Minister for Agriculture, Food 1340 LIS | o sntngs take R263
and the Murine for Foreshore liconce for the area of L1115 :
foreshor to be used for Ihess aguacufture sctivities. L-1025-1 103 For C'm:h Wmh
Any porson may, during the pericd of 4 woeks R-283-14 road take RZ63.
from the data of pubication of tnis notice. make ff | o f_‘f‘;"o;’g;"" ;og 4 | ForSiava, Meanadun
writlen submissiona or obasrvations to tha Minister [f] | =52 | 53¢ e L-l.'::nss-l-a. »| toCamckva
for Agriculture, Food and the Marine, (quoting tha E L-5075-1 Meonacross
Ref, T12/410A & B to a) the Aquacubture Licence R230-2ta5 | okel1125va
application and b) the Foreshors Licence applk F“;“;“%—m
Any such gubmiga [ should be L-1385-1 :
furnished ta the Do of Agri Food and L-5615-1 D“"mmz:’:‘:’“
the Marine (Aquacuiture and Foreshore Managament L-1415-2 Castloogary via
Divislon), Natona! Geafood Gentr, Ctonakiiity, Roadclosed | L-1395-2 Artaghay.
Co.Cork, within that pariod), Croagh SS55A7 | frm125010 L-1375-2 Tha N56 10 r‘\r;lam
19.20 L-1365-344 .
All subimissions or observations received on fool of L-2983-1 the L2683-1 1o
public nolics procedures may he made available to L-2083-142 W{:‘nm&ngi:gd taking
the opplicanta for comment, L2971 |\ onianaden Sehool,
Tha follewing documentation may bo inspected at L-1265-1
Bunbeg and Mitlord {open 24 hours) Garda Station. Rond closed | L-1275-283 ) For Ardama, Dump
These documenta may aled be viewed on the Lough Aderry | SS648 | from 132510 | L-1315-1482 road, Stmgar o
Agquactfture/Foreshors Licenca Apptiostinns Section 1940 |L-1285-1103] Kilybegs take N36.
of the Departments Website. Thesa doguments 1-2053.)

may als0 D8 vigwed on the Agquacultura/Forsshora
Licance Appicalions section of the Depariment
Webana,

* Applications detais

 Inclividual gt maps

* Overall gl plan for Gweedore Bay

* Drawings of the proposed stnuchires

* Minisierial dectston on EIS requirements

* Approprists Assassment of aquacultur in
Gweadors Ray and lslands SAQ

Diata of Publication = 12/03/2018

The above is a list of tha Roads that will ba closed on the times and dates
specified. All public roads connecting to the Roads listed above shall be closad fer
a distance of 300m from thelr junciion.

Persons wishing to object to the closuro should subrmit objections in witing to the Roads

& Housing Capltal Section, Denegal County Council, County Housa, Lifford betone
4.00pm on 20 Septambor 2010,

1 the event of being mate to the granting of proposed road closures, tha
Council rosarves the right to make Lha details of the cljections avalable to the oence
apphcant whore 1 coneidera it necessary in order Lo fully consder U veidiay of eny of
tha cbjections received,

John G,

Director of Sorvico

Roads and Housing Capital Servico

September 2016
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