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Dear Mary O'Hara, " U ~ ~5 k ')- 

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 around 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 CO2 positive because the CO2  consumed by the 

oysters to produce the shell is more environmentally important than the effect CO2 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, 

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 22nd 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 131' 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 wastewater 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 I 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 Monadh, 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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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) 

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 49.68% 
(average) 

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. 

b) 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 1 km 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. 

c) 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. Ile d'Oleron, Ile de 

Re, Fouras, Bretagne, Arcachon and Normandy. Ile de Re, 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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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. 

d) 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. 

e) 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) 

ii. 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. It is 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 II). 

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. 

f) 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 III. 

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/aguacultureforeshoremanagement/aguaculturelicensi  

D-CO - 
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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. 

/ r - 

Mr Desmond Moore Mr Thierry Gillardeau 

Appendix I: Appeal to ALAB from Carrickfinn Trust Company Ltd. And Coiste Timpeallachta an 

Ghaoith c/o Aislann Rann na Feirste 

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 

Appendix III: Evidence of public notices 

Appendix IV: Complete list of references 
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Aquaculture Licences .Appeals Board 
An Bord Achomharc Um Chead6nais Dobharshaothrai.,he 
Kilminchy Court 
Dublin Road 
Rorfiaoise 
,-,o " aois 

Tel: 057 3631912 ~;~ail: ~ry1 ala:0 2 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 & Desmond 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 (ALAS) 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, 

Mary O'Hara 

Secretary to the Board 



MICHAEL GILLESPIE LLB NP 

A- il  = ~. ~ ~ s i 

I' 
JAN 201? 

The Aquaculture Licenses Appeals Board, 
Kilrninchy Court, 
Dublin Road, 
Port Laoise, 
Co Laois. R32 DTW5 

Our Ref: AQ/APP/1 

SOLICITOR 
Beachside. 

Braade. 
Kincassl agh. 

CO. DONEGAL 
IRELAND F94 PD7T 

Tel No 074 9548873 
Fax No: 074 9548095 

Mobile: 086 3226258 
Email:  
12 January 2017 

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

Dear Sirs. 

I enclose herewith Notice of Appeal and a cheque for 0228.55 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, KincassIagh and Geraldine Boyle, 
Braade, Kinca.5slagh, Maeve & John Joe Carson, Braade, Kincasslagh, Pat Sharkey, 
Braade, Kincasslagh, Anthony Sharkey, Braade, Kincasslagh, Anna Gallagher, Braade. 
Ivncasslagh, Mary T. O'Donnell, Braade, Kincasslagh, Dom Sharkey, Calhame, Annagr) 
and John McFadden, Calhame, Annagry, County Donegal. 

Telephone: 074 95 48873 Fax: 074 95 48095 
Nlobile Tel: 086 822 6258. E-mail address: braadeCeircom.net  

Subiect 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), T12410B (=1.8025 hectares) 

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 othcr 
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. 

Outline the grounds of appeal (and. if necessarv. 
on additional page(s) give full grounds of the 
appeal and the reasons, considerations and 
arguments on which thev are based):- 

1. The Minister exercised his discretion to arrant the said licenses in an arbitrary 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 



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

?.  The Minister erred in making an order on 22'd  August 2016. dispensing with the 
need for an environmental impact statement in relation to this application and 45 
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 obliiations 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 Iicenses 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 behalf 
of the Irish Government to determine that the development, either on its own or 
cumulatively. would not have an adverse negative effect 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. 

3.  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"d  August 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 17.4025 hectares and the magnitude and extent of the direct 
impacts arising therefrom. In this regard 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. 

c. 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 adj_oining_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 economy. The Braade strand. on which the 
proposed developments would be located, is highly 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 
packaming 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. 
a. The amount of feed inputs 
b. Annual or seasonal limits on stock inputs, outputs and standing stock on site 
c. Operational practices, including the fallowing of sites: 
d. The reporting of incidences of disease and the presence of parasites: 
e. The disposal of dead fish: 
L Measures for preventing escapes of fish, and arrangements for the reporting of 

esca es; 
g. Monitoring and inspection of the aquaculture carried on pursuant to the 

licence: 
h. The keening of records by the licensee: 
i. The protection of the environment (including the man-made environment of 

heritage valued and the control of discharges; 
j. Appropriate environmental. water quality and biological monitoring 

5. The reasons and considerations for the Minister's decision to Grant 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 consultation would 
have disclosed that the area is used substantiallv by walkers and that this 
project in conjunction with the proposed adjoining projects would serious)}-  
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. 

o 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 analysis having been carried out to 
weigh the perceived benefits of the aquaculture against the inevitable 
devaluation of adjoining properties and adverse impact on local tourism 
related income. 

o The Minister's reasons and considerations for granting the licenses disclosed 
that very general assumptions-have been made by the Minister that there 
would be no effects or no significant effects on the Iocal 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.E152.37 plus oral hearing fee of E76.18 —Total sum enclosed (228.55 
(payable to the Aquaculture Licences Appeals Board in accordance with the Aquaculture 
Licensing Appeals (Fees) Regulations, 1998 (S.I. No. ~9 of 1998))(See Note 2) 

Date: 13 JanuarT 2017 

Siened 
Michael`tillespie 
Solicitor for the AppeIIants, 
Beachside, Braade,l'n incasslagh, Co. Donegal 

Note I: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 specifics in Elie Notice. 
Note 2:The fees payable arc as follows: 
Appeal by licence applicant ......................................................Ea80.92 
Appeal by any other individual or organisation 1F1521.37 
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. 



NOTICE OF APPEAL UNDER SECTION' 40(1) 0~:,.-  
FISIH[ERIES (AMENDM ENT) ACT -- 

Name and address of appellant: Coiste Timpeallachta an Ghaoith. f'ch Aislann Rann na 
Feirste. Rann na Feirste. Leitir Ceanainn. Co. Dhun na nGall. 
Telephone: 074 95 62222 Fax: 

E-mail address: aislannrnaf ccymail 

A11 correspondence to the Manager of Local Development Body: 
Aodh Nlac Ruairi. Bainisteoir Aislann na Feirste 

Subject matter of the appeal: Fisheries (Amendment) Act 1997. (No. 23) Foreshore 
.Act_ 1933. (No.] 2) Notice of decision to grant Aquaculture and Foreshore Licences to 
ThieM-  GiI lardeau and Desmond Moore. Braade Strand — G,  veedore Bay. as published in 
the Public Notices in the Donegal Democrat 15 December 2016. 

Site Reference Number:- 
TI 2/410 A & B. (as allocated by the Department of Agriculture. Food and the tilarine) 

Appellant's particular interest 
in the outcome of the appeal: 
Appellant's live in the Rann na Feirste. Rann 11116nadh, Carraig Fhinn and Braid 
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 v.-hich 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 
even.-day life. A significant recreational resource and a cultural & natural heritage 
repository. 
At a Public Meetin-a 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 bav, 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: Tl? 41OA and T1 /410B areamonL7 
these licenses. Following the meeting`, residents from Carrickfinn and Braid joined the 
committee. The committee was called C'oime Timpealluchtu an Ghaoith. 
Nobody from the Rann na Feirste. Rann na M1 6nadh or the members of our committee 
from southern Carriekfinn side of the bav are involved in shellfish farmine but it was 
quite clearly stated at the meeting that the Development Committee and the community at 
large supported the existing Aquaculture. ovenvilelmingly 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 Done yal Democrat 15 December 2016. Our 
concern alas 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. ?gone of 



these developments would be in sympathy with the natural landscape or the inherited 
cultural landscape of Rann na Feirste, Rann na Manadh. Southern Carriekfinn and the 
neighbouring vicinity. 

`\'e knm« all the local people involved in shellfish farming currently. both owners and 
employees. They all are tine 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. 

Outline the grounds of appeal (and, if necessary. 
on additional page(s) give full grounds of the 
appeal and the reasons, considerations and 
arguments on which they 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 ag-areed by the majority. This agreement was reached on 
the basis that the operation .%as 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 `ranted. which include 
nine 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 b,,• those sites. Prior to 
the granting of these licenses. four shellfish sites operated in Braade —Gwcedore Bay. 
The current licenses allows for a triplin-  ofsites. 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 ne\\ licenses  were ,ranted ~\ ithuut an,, cummuiiit~ 
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 ba". There %tas 
disquiet %\ith the lack ul•cquitable consultation and chain` 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. Its importance is clearly recorded in its literature and song and 
in many of the customary traditions associated with this foreshore. 

A revie,,N of the scale of the proposed licenses is necessary if we are to retain this 
important natural resource. _ ~T  

~...i  
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The increase in scale: will necessitate a move from linear narrow stripes of trestles along 
the tidal stream between Braade/ Carrickftnn and Rann na Feirste/ Rann na M6nadh to far 
larger blocks of steel trestles, which will have to be situated further away from the 
depression and to"-  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 Me area. 

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 tier work on the Congested Districts Board (2005) the 

... seaweed industry in the North `Vest teas much more significant than fisheries." 

From the l Sth Century onwards. each family in the Rann na Feirste townland. and in 
neighbouring townlands, had family plots on the foreshore from which thev 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 «ith 
the width of a cart. These " Inan-made " features are known as a Srathog orrS7-ath6gtti. 

- The fact that no English exists for these terms is testament to their uniqueness. although 
references to their existence and use, are to be found in the literature and oral culture of 
the area (X itair a bhi ine Og. Seamus n Grianna, (1942:154): Srathvg Feaninai agzls 
&6alta eile. Padraig 6 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 destroyed to make room for steel trestles.(Pic 1. Srath6g. 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 content of the 

` European union, there are very strong directives regarding heritage and shared cultural 
areas"(EC2005). These features are monuments to our past and desen,-e to be preserved 
and protected for future ~,enerations. This can be imestic̀lated in the review. 

Appropriateness of determinations 
These determinations and assessments are not-appropriate for this community. none give 
any credence to these Irish 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. an%where. 

Scale and effects on water quality +L j~~~~ 



Although the current Gaoth Dobhair Bav is' Classification B" as in the Determination of 
Aquaculture for these sites. There is also the very important issue of water quality in the 
ba`-. Will the present water quality.  be  able to support the dramatically increased scale and 

.;, should this effect the sanetioninq of increased licenses for food producers or oyster 
farming. Oyster farmers have several interest groups «hose demands must be satisfied 
and customers require high quality produce and increasingly consider environmental and 
ethical values %vhen choosing a product. Environmental concern. sound environmental 
practices and image will reflect on the marketing of such products. The Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) in 20I3. have already concluded that the Annagry Waste Water 
Treatment Plant ~\as at an insufficient level of treatment, algal blooms are very evident 
on calm days in the tidal stream bet\\eon  these ouster farming sites. The EPA's report 
stated: 

Existing Treatment Plant 
The plant is located to the crest of the village beside the seashol•e. The town 
treatment plant comprises u hori:7017tal floe•-settling tank. 
The purpose of any settle-inent tank-Y is to rechic•e the velocity of the iIIConzing 
wastewater stream thereby allowhi g the settleable solicly to full to the button of the 
tank. Ttpically 50- 0% of su pended solids are reillovecl in these ranks. The 
qffie'lency Uf 1he tank is depe11de11t Oil U 111tinher of factor s le: Ttpe of Sullen' present. 
design criteria and slttd,e lrrthclrali•al from the tank. 
=lfter primary treatment in the tank the treated effluent is dischurgecl via a long sea 
otttfull to Gweeclore Estuul1•....... 

Proposals for future upgrade 
Annckguiy is not listed on ally development programme at presew. The Septic tU11k has a 
design capacity of 500 p. e. The present dal' PE equates to 4~3. 
The treated ef%htellt fl•om the septic tank discharges to Gweedore Ben• and Islands .S.-1 C' 
and G1t•eedore Bav and Minds `H.4. The erisihl q septic tailk sel't•ing:innagart• provides 
an insi_Cfficient level of treatment to the waste crater generated in the cutchinent.:1 nell.  

Waste 11 atei-  treatment plant Is required to pl•O1'ide. as a i111ninnim..Secondary Tre'U1n1el1t 
to the wasteirater to cuter.forfitture development of the area and to colnph• with all 
EuMPCU11 Ulld 1OCC11 gOVC1'11111e111 dil-eCtiVeS. 

Article 34 of the Common Fisheries Police Regulation requires Member States to 
prepare multi-annual national strategic plans for aquaculture. The Aatiol7al Strategic 
P1u11, fur Sttstuinuhle ~gtruc'tilftir e Development (2015). states: 

Thu illdltstn% supported by BLV and _VI. should colltillue to cluvelop 
em-ironniewully sttstednahle• fishin,~,r and aquewulture production Methods to 
.secure a sustainuble resource base and to untlerpin the det'f-110pIllunt of a smart, 

green and clean image which contributes to the overall strate.T-  for the food 
industrt•.  

Economic Impact: 

i 



"The proposed aquaculture should have u positive effect on the economy of the local 
urea ", according to clause Q of each Determination of Aquaculture/ Foreshore 
Licensing concernine the four licenses that are the subject matter 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 beaurv.  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 count-v. according to 
tourism studies. In one such study. 800.0 of respondents creditedthe `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 (Fc ilte Ireland. (2013) 
Hvlidcn-ntuker Stucly 2013 — Do17e,c;u11. 

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 baN. 

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 and 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. 

ter. V 
E 

-•= - •- -- -~a~.-:v.-• : ~v. -qtr s-i~~.~~ 



Z 
i 

~ 

f 
r 

.ter. 

~ a 

Ǹ 
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(Source:An Roinn Talmhaiochta. Bia agus Mara(201 E) Scale: 1.24.000: nc%% licenses in 
bold by Coiste Timpeallachta an Ghaoith). 

Aquaculture management can impact negatively on lucrative: recreational activities and 
amenities such as Fishing. «rater sports and ecotourism to name a f6%. This favourable 
marine environment facilitates the use of the bav for any Lyreat number of leisure 
purposes. manti_• of vyhich have traditionally been enjo\ed b} locals and visitors to the 
area alike. 

The tourism industry supports in excess of 29.000 jobs in the region and is responsible 
for attractina approximately 174.000 overseas visitors each year_ while a further 500.000 
domestic visitors come to Donepal to enjoy — amongst other thing's  - our clean beaches 
and waterways (Donegal County Council. (201 •), "DONEGAL'S TOURISM 
PRODUC'I' DEVELOPN NT. 'Accessed October 03. 2016. 
http://~\1y«.d one gal coco.icibusiness-'develop in gourtourismsector. ) 

The Donegal Gaeltacht is one of the laruest of the Gaeltacht's in Ireland, boasting a 
vibrant young population. It remains a vital repositor%-  for one of the most distin``uishinu 
features of our culture, the Irish lanLTuaue. 

This area has played a key role in the Irish language revival for well over a centurN . 
havin;T 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. Thev colleges 



contribute an estimated E5million 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. E103.569 was paid by 
Roinn na Gaeltachta and another estimated E210.000 Nvas spent by students and parents 
(Source Roinn na Gaeltachta 2014). These students access the foreshore for guided Nyalks 
in Irish and traditional)}• crossed the tidal ford at Braid Fearsaid, at to«,  tide. to access 
Carrickfinn Beach. 
(Ref. Letter 3.4 - Letter of support fi-on1 C'okiiste Bhi-ide). 

St. Marn's Collea-e. Belfast. the Irish Lanz-uaue Teacher training college. run three 
different week Iona courses in Rann na Feirste each vear and guided walks to the 
foreshore are regular features of these courses. Queen's University and the Universitti of 
Ulster. Jordanstox%n. also send Irish lanvuaize students to Rann na Feirste. 

~1 
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The store of the foreshore has alwa\ s played a significant part in delivery of these 
~--> courses due to its centralit,.-  to local.  communities as evidenced in the numerous 

j references to the area in literature. son-y and oral tradition.'N9uch has been «ritten about 
t 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( Svin•c•e: Oiclln•eucht Runn na Feirste 
-- 1, ScLaluiochr. Filiocht le Pcldruig 6 Baofghill( 011). 

3 \ ; Indeed. students from the University of New Mexico. Las Cruces. are to visit this coastal 
%j 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 kno\v that their niche market is the 
language. We are passionate about the language and eye \\, ill make these ventures thrive. 

In the presentation Nve give our American guests %\.e olen quote. the great American 
Novel. ,Vfoby Dick by I lermann Melville(] 851): 

It .S 1101 C1O11.17 017 MUp: trlle p1UCeS 11L'VeL - ul'e. 

The kno%~, ledwe we have as a community. hit hlv 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 %mater different to Enalish(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 «hen 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 
%veaverfish and its deadly poison from its Irish name: it tells the mvthology about the 
Great Northern Diver and the prophetic lonely cry of the curle« . There is a story about 



ever-%.-  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 vt•hy university 
students visit our area. ]'his is wh1,  the Universitv of New Mexico's Geography and 
Linguistics Departments are interested in coming to visit us. Thev realise that much like 
the native peoples of Ne~ti-  Mexico. that can read the desert. eve can read the foreshore and 
tell its tales. We have somethinu here that is not found anywhere else in the world. 
Cultural tourism will develop further with the hugely successful II ilcl el latuic Tf qv. This 
program has attracted large numbers of tourists to the natural scenery in areas such as 
County Donegal. Aquaeulture is a comparatively small contributor to Ireland's economy. 
in comparison to the more than ErUR6.5 billion generated by tourism in ?014. 

All our tours and guided walks have to be given at lo« tide so we can access the 
foreshore with students and adults alike. This is ,.vhen the steel trestles of the oyster farms 
are most visible. We already encounter poor trestle husbandry. debris form ropes and 
fixtures, as sho%vn in the pictures enclosed and items fomvarded. (Especially since we are 
east and north of these de~•elopments. due the prevailing winds from the west and 
southwest. 

If these four nevi licenses and 9 new sites proceed this will be totall\ out of harmony «ith 
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 Killybeas 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 alone the coast are: a 
part of the itinerary planned for these tourists. 

As a small village.of 325 people. strug̀ggling with emigration and employment. we are on 
the cusp of chanue. We are benefitting from cultural tourism. We realise our people and 
our unique stony and our landscape and especiall} our unspoilt foreshore are our greatest 
assets. 

It may reasonably be argued, that the scale of expansion and the migration of some these 
ne%\ licenses to previously unspoilt foreshore will undoubtedly have a detrimental effect 
on or cultural tourism. If the licenses in question be allo%\ -cd to ego ahead. then such a 
situation would have profound implications on the localit,'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 «ould irrevocabl_\ 
darnaae the areas ,% ider tourism brand. 

Accordingly. and notwithstanding the very small number of full and part-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 7pit-ality-industries—riou Id 
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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 primaril% 
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 -teidely documented that oyster farming can hax e 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 
strenulth caused when escaping farm stock mate with wild species, something which can 
result in the transmission of diseases to \\ ild  stocks. f=urthermore. in areas where 
aquaculture activity is prolific. this is likel) to result in environmental degradation and 
may lead to poor aquaculture ~grolvth 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 .eater birds and the 
distribution of anY birds which inhabit or depend on water bodies has become the subject 
of much stud` in recent years. Research carried out by the Marine Institute into the 
effects of oyster farmin` on marine and aquatic birds. has found that the assembla—ae 
variation and flocking behaviour of certain bird species is heavily affected be the 
presence: of oyster trestles. 

The study found that the species which tend to feed in large highly concentrated 
flocks, such as the Knot (C alidri., cunuuus): Sanderling (( ulidris alhu): Dunlin (Culidris 
alpine); Black-tailed Godwit (Linzvscz limosez); and the Ringed Plover (C'huradrius 
hiuticulu), 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 
flockine and territorial behaviour of the species. forcing individual birds to become 
dispersed across several lines of trestles.' 

It's notable that the species which displayed the strongest neg=ative response to oyster 
trestles generally favour open mud flats/sand flats. 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 reasonable be ars-wed that the area for %.\ -hich this licence is beine 
sou`ht %would be most unsuitable for the installation of oyster trestles and harvesting 
equipment given the repercussions which suchaGt~.pities-hsvelt~r►.a~:i,~f~pna~ 

e r. 

), r 



In 2014. BirdWatch Ireland and the Roval Societe 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 consen~-ation 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 alpine) qualified for Red listing due to 
its extreme declining breeding and «- intering populations. while both the Knot (Culiciris 
canittas) and the Bar-tailed God%vit (Limosu lapponica) Nvere given Amber status., owing 
to the birds' moderate declines in range and or abundance.` In the case 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. 

Glt 1111 y S. T. & O'Donogh e. P.D. (2012). The effiecls of interticlul oyster culture on the 
spatial clisiriblltiotl of iraterhircl . Report prepurecl.for the 1furine Institute.:Itklns, Cork. 

C011101117. K anit Cummins. ( 014) Birds of Conservation C'017M-17 111 Irelancl 014-
2019. 

We u-ish to apple for an oral hearing. 

Fee enclosed: E 
(pa}able to the Aquaculture Licences Appeals Board in accordance Nvith the Aquaculture 
Licensing Appeals (Fees) Regulatipns, I998 (S.I. No. =49 of 1998))(See Note 2) 

Signed by appellant: .. - — . 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 licence applicant ......................................................0380.92 
Appeal by any other individual or organisation E1 52.37 
Request for an Oral Hearing (fee payable in addition to appeal fee) E76.18 

In the event that the Board decides not to hold an Oral Hearing the fee %N ill not be 
refunded. Environmental Issues 
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Cold'iste Bhride Rann na .F'eirste 

Rannafast, 

Anna«n-. 

Co. Doneaal. 

10 x̀'. Jan. 2017 

To whom it may concern. 

I «rite to you on behalf of the committee of Colaiste Bhride . Rann na Feirste the Irish 

lam-wai a summer colleue based in Rannafast. I wish to express our deepest resen-ations to 

the proposed large oyster farniing development in the areas around Rannafast namel" 

Rannnamona. Braad Strand and Rannafast. In spite of the fact that Colaiste Bhride has been 

promoting badlt needed cultural tourism to North NN"est Doneaal since 1926 no one sa«v fit to 

contact the college to ascertain our views on the proposed development . 

Parents and relatives of our students visit this areas e,,•en-  summer to visit the students and to r 

holiday in this area of outstandin`T natural beauty. It is the view of our college that the 

proposed large development trill have a hi`,hly detrimental effect on our local shores. 

The development of the Wild atlantic Way has seen a xvelcomc rise in the prof-lie of the 

North West and it would be a shame if this progress were to be reversed by such a visually 

obtrusive development. 

Fours Sincerely. 
 

f r 

Niall O Sluain f 

Collecre Secretary 



_to  



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 
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Figure 2. Braade Strand looking east 
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Figure 3. Braade Strand looking north; mostly holiday homes on the hill 
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Figure 4. Braade Strand looking south 

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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APPENDIX III: Evidence of public notices 

+ 18. Mordry. l2tt, s~;torn::or. 2018 

r: 
adver°tieing@ donegaldemocrat.ie  v~ww donegatdemocr°at.ie/findit 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
AEPLICATION FOR At VAQUIjURE 
LICENCE __UNPER  THE  FLSHEgIES 
LMFEJDWUn -koT,  1977 (NO.—P-31 

APIRLICA1L0N_._EOE _ FOHE~HQR9 
LLCENCE UNPEP THE EOR~SHORE 

A9JiJ_9_Q.(N0.1A 

NOTICE IS HERBY GIVEN that the Thlerry 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 
trestles on an ana of foreshore in Gv:eedorc Bay. 
Co. Donegal. 

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that the same applicants 
have applied to the Minister for Agriculture, Food 
and the Marine for Foreshore licence for the area of 
foreshore to be used for these equacutture 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 MinlMe.r 
for Agriculture, Food and the Marine, (quoting the 
Rol, T12/410A & B to a) the Aquaculturn Licence 
app'.lcatiott and b) the Foreshora Licence application. 
Any such submissions or observations -should be 
furnished to the Department of Agriculture, Food and 
tiro Marino (Aquaculture and Foreshore Management 
Division), National Seafood Centre, CtonaUdy, 
Co.Cork, within that period, 

All submissions or observations receb;ed on foot of 
public notice procedures may be made avaltable to 
the applicants for comment. 

The following documentation may be inspected of 
Eunbeg and Milford (open 24 hours) Garda Station 
These documents may also be viewed on tho 
Aquaculture/Foreshore Licence Applications Section 
of the Departments Website. These documents 
may also be viewed on the Aquaculture/Foreshom 
Licence Applications section of the Department 
Website. 

• Applications details 
• Individual site maps 
• Overall site plan for Gweedore Bay 
• Drawings of the proposed structures 
• Ministerial decision on EiS requirements 
• Appropriate Assessment of aquaculturc in 

Gweedore Bay and islands SAC 
Date of Publication —12!091'2016  

may be inspcctcd or pur san 4i 
thacwd at a fee not ,t dfrd 
~,ceeding the rcasonabl, Wf11e 
cast of making a copy, at the pleant 
offices of the planning rccir c 
authority during its public choint 
Opening hours A submis• ccrad a 
,iun or observation in rcla- 

Tian to the application stay 
be made in tcriting to the 
planning authority on pay-
ment of the pte.%etibcd fee, 
20.00, within lite period of 

5 weeks beginning on the 
dale  of tcceipi b}• the autlun -
,:y of lite application, and 
sttch submtssiuns or obser-
vations will be considcrcd 
by the planning nuthority in 
ricking a decision on the PLA 
uppliuttion, The plannin, TIC, 
Authority tnay grant ps:rmis• Co 
Sian subject to or widiom 
i onditiuns, or may refuse to 
grunt permission , 

i, I'lil 
app'ytt 
Cound, 
retain i 
posrlira 
asi;miz 
and fur, 
bound: 
dwellit 
under I 
mis--im 
1'd.. In. 
in the iA 

or pure 
cxcectfl 
cost of( 
offices 
Au►hut 
C otmcU 
ford da 
ing bay. 
sign r.; 
tiorl to 

he tnw: 
writing. 
presciP. 
pCdod t 
on thr C: 
Authori: 

Mate your 
advert Wofk.1  

Wiso4anyakit, 
tlytoi d &asnn>ch 
dm onasposte, 

bare are a few lk'p~,d Knits - 
Sy'te, colour, make or 

mold,koorK kil,ttre 
pre when new, the reason 
for sad, tip size, fabric or 
ff&M, any eztrasand 
aom oks, &"or 

cdklm. Don't forpt the 
p(a and tde*e 

numbers) you coUdeven 
add one ml Arms. 

Fig
ure 1: Public notice in the Donegal Democrat, Monday 12th 

Fig  
September 2016  
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Nm!Wfll4. 'hy the Planning, whvia% 

Planning Notices  

DONEGAL COUNTY 
COUNCIL 

Roughparl. Lcticikcnny public Notices 

P) Mcuermntt am 
pplyins to Dtmeral Crmmn ly UBLI L p Q. NOTICE 
'uuncil flit planning M-ELIQAMM AMMULIURE _FQR , ermreoion tnt d:ange of LIPMF NM--. TH9._.. BH9M . -_ ousc ty pc to that preeiuuo) 
ranted undcr planning rcf M ENQMM.ACcTAMIN0= 
4140287 and %ubscqucntiy APPLJ9MQM FOR _ _FORE8HORE 
tacndcd undcr 14i M-1 LIQ=E. UNDEp T E FQREM&M 
ilh all a%.nt•inted .:tc 
rvelnpntcnt work+ ar ACT 1@~.t121 
ouglipurl.. Lctierl,rnn . NOTICE 191ifiRBY GIVEN that the This" Gilltrd"u 
o. Donegal In the inixMind 8 Desmond Moore hate appaod to the Minister for 
f Roughp.trk The pl utnu,. 
pplicalinn waj tic 

AvM'W= Food tout Ilm Marino for an Aquaeultum 

bpcoed or purchased. at a Ueonco to Cultivate pactflo Colors us ft bags and 

to "ill clicecd.ing the rca• trestles on an area of foreshore In aweadore Bay, Co. 

Paablc cuai of tnaLing a Donors!: 
pry, at the offices of tl:r 
fanning Authority. 0iunn 

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that the same applicants 

W. tile Diamond. have applied to the Minister lot Agriculture, Food 

(Turd. County Doncka! nrtd the Marine for Foreshoto licence for the area of 

ng the public opening foreshore to be used (or those aquaeutture ectivltios. 
ra of the Planning Any parson may, thiring the Doriad of 4 weeks 

Vr
horny and that a from the data of publication of this nod`s, rake 
ut:ft,t:tn lit obwlvaliun ur 

' -ion to cite app li"tliun mitten subrr issians or obseival ons to the f thtister 

y be maulc to the Planning for Aocuhute, Ft+a1 and the Marine, (quoting the 
thnriiv, in mriling. on Rof. T12/410A & B to a) the Aquaculture Licence 

ymcnt of the prescribed nppk4lion and b) the Foreshom Lfosme application, 
of 20 furor witlii i ill,-  Any such etrb ilpions or observations should be 

lad of 3 Neck. heginnmt:g 
the date of Mcipl of the 

furnished to the Doportment of Agriculture, Food and 

I„
M% 

by ItiC I'lann(rg the Marine (Aquacultu►o and Foreshore Management 
V.-vision), National Goalood Centre, Cionokillly, 
Co,Cork, within that petiml. 

All submissions or obsotvationn ►ncelved on foot of 
public nollen procedures may be made aOlable to 
the applicants for Comment, 

TM foltaMng da c rnentalion may be inspected at 
Rurlbog anti Mitlord (open 2a hours) Gsroa 3tat!an. 
These documents may 111eo be viewed on that 

ins if you Aqua clunurr./Forash" LizgnrA Apacauorts Section 
of the Depsrtments ftwillei. Thaw doC 7mus 
may Oo be vw*" on the AqueouttinTmellors 
WW" Apiaboa1iona wbon of the DePettimIl 
t~Vrbtille. 

AFp1Ca ftm details 
• Irtdividtall 46a rt1eCe 
• Qw!en 11" plan for (IW" to Bay 
• Dra*Mp of the omposed Dtnic"m 
• W;stiertnl tsacia!or. nn FIS requirements 

Aprwr:ale Mao -omen of equacuttum in 
Gw":X-fo tL•ly ar.d la'ands SAT: 

11 1 • DAts of PuChystion -1.' x3J:01B 

Public Notict-s 

I 

.ti 

COMHAIRLE CHONTAE DHUN NA nOALL 
(DONEGAL COUNTY COUNCIL) 
ROADS ACT 1993, SECTION 75 

ROADS REGULATIONS 1004, ARTICLE 12 
TEMPORARY CLOSING OF ROADS 

Siturday, 8th October 2016 
Kilcar / Glencolmc(Ilo / Crvaah / Lough AdotTv 

Notice is twet)y g:van that Doncgfnl County Council intends to stake nn Outer to Cava 
1113 fr^ ,ti:ng road; ciCsed W tra!Lc rn the deals and times in7r-11nrl to tadLt a tt~- 
Donegal Moor Ctub Harvest SU*es Rally 2016: 

stsgp Tofue 
dosodllo l4_tunall +Rot" 

L-1215.1 to 4 
For K M. to Cuskery L-1175.1 vta Bovin, Loiter, RG:Kd closed L-1115-1 Orrnuiat'ur<x3W Kd ar. Kilcar SS 1 8 3 from 03.20 to L 5195.1 CesheL am and14 40 L-1115-1 

Casnangs taste M^63. 
L-1115•1 

L-1025.1 to 3 For Carrick to 

R•263-14 GlenColimcifle vie main 

Road closed b 15 road take 8263. 

- -:: ;-•. - . S52 & 4 from 08.50 to 85055-1 
For Slove, Mleensduff 

15.40 L-3065-1 6 2 to Carrick Via 

t L-5075- tdtceriacrose 

-1  8L-  0.2 5 take L1125 vie 
Mconane . 

L-1365.1 Far 6ruckless, 

L-W15.1 Dunkineety to ArJara 

L-1415-2 take U56 or over 

Road closed L•1395.2 Casttoogary via 

Croaglh SS 5 b 7 from 12.50 to L-1375.2 Ardagtsey. 

19.20 L-1365.3 A 4 The N56 to Aruarn, 

L-2983.1 the 1.2663-1 to 

L-2983-1 d, 2 Morlargan and tak'.ng 

L-29(3.1 the L2913-1 to 
f3contanailea School. 

L-1265-1 
Road closest L-1275-2&3 For Ardara, Dump 

L^agh AdCrry SS 6 d 8 from 1325 to L-1315-1&2  road, Stragar to 
19.40 L-1295-1 to 3 Kltlybegls take N56. 

L 2953.1 

The above Is a list of the Roads that will be closed an the times and datos 
specified. Ali public reads connecting to the Roads listed above shall be closed for 

a distance of 900m from their function. 
Persona wishing to ob',rxt to the cl=" should cuhrr-r oble:Jons in +MT N to rho R:ads 
S Housing Capt'.al Section. Donegal County Council. County Houm. Lifford betom 
449pm on 2901  September 2016. 
in the rrmrtt of otijactions bsrva msde to the granting of Dmiazified road closures, tba 
c;otmeit rosorves the t'gM to malt* the datwis of tow ctroct!ons ova=:@ to the EwTr-
anpficant whom it rant4m it recesw ity in er„ *t to fully cr.=dsr ti.a Jay  of any cI 

John G. McLaughlin 
Director of Service 
Roads and Housing Capital Service 

Figure 2: Public notice in the Donegal Democrat, Thursday 15th 
September 2016 
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