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Mr. Campbell, Dwmonal Engin “4? 6%5? / p/fz/‘”
M, O o b B -G, 7 s5f3fees

Ms, Anne Lyng, CZMD

Re : 2003 Inspection report Anny Point - lsttor of 30/11/04 from Tony
Morrisson, Buncrana Anglers Association

Mas. Lyng's fuxed request for comments dated 9/12/04 refers.

The 2003 Anny Point inspection repart was correct in identifying issues of positional
and production non-compliance with licence conditions . A enpy of the complated
teporl was sent to both Department head office and Marine Harvest on 8/8/03 .

- I am not awarc that DCMNR has given any permission to Marine Harvest W
operate outside it's licensed area at Anny Point Lough Swilly.
Noram 1 aware that any perrmssmn was given to exceed licensed output from
the site. What that licensed output is exactly might be open to some question —
‘whether it is a prodiction 1imit or harvest limit — there was & harvest limit of
1000MT ( dead weight) of salman in any one calendar year specified in clause
2(d) of FCL 215 issued in 1991 ( which replaced an earlier 1989 FCL). The
period of validity of that licence was extended by 10 years ( to November
2006) in 1997 without any change (& the harvest limit , The 1000MT harvest
limit may still iherefore apply and if so is being well exceeded on an annual
basis for many years. If however account was taken of the
Binnawheelmore/Callagh aquaculture licence of May 2001 issued by ALAB,
it could be said that the single site production limit of 1000MT limit in any
one year at any ong of the three licensed sites ( including Anny Point) then
began to apply. This licence assumed fallowing between separate licenscd
sites in Lough Swilly this has not proved possible since so all
harvesting/praduction remains focused at 4 single site Anny Point and it could
be argued that the basis for the 2001 limit of 1000M'' praduction did not
actually materialise and that technically the 1000MT harvest limit in the older
FCL would still be more appropriate,
In short I am not sute which actual limit applies currently - the 1000MT
harvest limit or the fallowing hased 1000MT production limit. But whichever
limit is deemed to apply it is being breached the degree of cxcesdence is less
in the cace of the less oncraus production limit. It is also open L argument in
the latter case how you calculate exactly what the production is for any
pasticular calendar year but the data collected from inspections in 2003 and
2004 seems to show an average exceedance of about 11% on the production

! limit over the period 2001-3 ( and of about 75% on the older FCL harvest
limit), The limits will again be exceeded in 2004.

In Marine Harvest's defense I must statc that they are quite open in terms of
provision of fish biomass and harvest data during these inspections and their
record keeping is consistently & high standard and seems accurate to me in
terms of how it ties in with inputs and fish movements from other sites — a less




scrupulaus operator might try to hide the {ull details of what amounts ol
salmon were being produced.

Assuming the 1000MT production limit continues to be the limit and that it
rernains z safe limit ( in the eontext of no fallawing site) I personnally don’t
see an average 11% exceedence of that production limit as being excessive

but [ would n’t like to see it continue indefinitely — I do think the company
are pushing it over the past few years — I also think that Marine Harvest may
not be paying much attention to better compliance with that limit as cage
numbers and output seems to be increasing further this year.

( Incidentally we would need to make absolutely sure thar the detailed record

material provided during inspections and copied with the reports is not N B
released to third parties under FOI as it would bc commereially valuable and | "
scnsitive matcerial and is provided on a confidential basis)

- I don‘t know what action has been taken to “ discipline” Marine Harvest tor
breach of licance at Anny Point . CZMD may have formally taken up these
matters based on the inspection report ?

Nate that Anny Point was formally iﬁsFected in March 1699, July 2003 and more
recently in Decemnber 2004, We did not carry out a formal full inspection in period
2000-2.

- On inspection 3/12/04 of Anny Point I found that 29 out of a total of 33 cages
were outside the licensed area — new cage positions had been set up as much
as 1km north west of the licensed site area. Degree of positional non
compliance had changed little comparerd to 07/03. I get the impression that
Marine Harvest do not regard the positional issue as one they need 1o strictly
comply with.

- In Marine Harvests defence it could be argued that the site area licensed is too
smnall to accommodate all the cages currently deployed in the Anny Point area,
This is correct. I am not aware though of any application from the company to

increase the site area to accommadate more cages . In terms of water depth,
the licensed site is equally deep as locations curvently occupied and would
seem to be somewhat lass vigible from the public road . There is a I think a
greater negative visual impace with the current linear eatent uf the salmon
farm along the coast.

Finally it should be noted that the 07/03 inspection was done at a time when the
Dooammore site had been licensed by the Department but before it was turned
down by ALAB. It was in anticipation of a sister site being licensed that I
suggested significant future scaling back to 18 cages. In the current changed
circumstances of no sister site being conscnted t0, the Department still has a
preblem with what is too large 2 salmon farm development in fuotprint and
production terms at Anny Point. In previous years we were cognisant of aftempts
underway o develop a sister site which we hoped would reduce farm scale and
impacts at Anny Point site — we were I think willing to overlook these issues




assuming them to be short term. This possibility of a sister sile is no longer the
mitigating factor it was in previous years following ALAB decision of late 2003.

My suggestion would be to respond to rep on the basis that these complianqe
issues were at the time considered 10 be best addressed in the context of a sister
site at Doonamore which at the time had heen the subject of a decision to grant by
the Diepartment. The context has since change and the Department intends to
seek/is seeking (?) improved compliance in positional and production terms in the

furare ?

Inspection report of 3/12/04 is completed and currently with John Campbell
Divisional Engineer. I attach a map extract from that report to shaw current cage
positions.

ol O Guadlen

Paul O'Sullivan

10712/04







Ann Lyng

= e — —_— =
From Paul O'Sullivan
Sent: 29 November 2004 09:37
Ta: Ann Lyng
Subject: RE: FOI - Marine Harvest - Lough Swilly

Ann
I have not yet inspected the Lough Swilly site { Anny Point) in 2004. You should have last inspection report on file {

from 30/7/03)
Paut O'Sullivan

--—Qriginal Message-----

From: Ann Lyng
Sent: 26 November 2004 09:05
To: Paul O'Sullivan

Subject: FOI - Marine Harvest - Lough Swilly
Importance: High

Hi Paul

As part of an FOI request by John Mulcahy, he now wants a copy of the 2004 Engineers report
for the Lough Swilly site. Could you e-mail me a copy of your 2004 inspection report please.
Regards

Anne

Anne Lyng

CZMD

Leeson Lane, Dublin 2
Ph:01-6782058
Fax:01-6782189

E-maif: ann yng@dcmnr.gov.ie




19 November 2004

Ms Carmel Daly John M Mulcahy
Coastal Zone Management Division Carrablagh House
Department of Communications, Portsalon

Marine & Natural Resources Co. Donegal

Leeson Lane, Dublin 2

Dear Ms Daly,

Re: Freedom of Information request FOL/88/2004

I refer to:
i. FOI request dated 6 September 2004, related to use of chemicals and medicines in aquaculture in

Lough Swilly, your reply dated 14 September 2004, and subsequent follow-up letter from me on this
subject dated 9 November 2004, copies attached.

2. My letter of 22 September 2004, in which several questions were raised, copy attached.

3. Schedule of Records, FOI /88/2004,

Further to 1:

-1 was informed by-you-on-14-September 2004; that-my-6-September 2004-FOI request had-been-forwarded- - - -
to the Department of Agriculture and Food and to the Irish Medicines Board "for decision." What was the
decision? I have received no acknowledgement or further communication in the intervening two months

concerning this FOI request from any of these departments.

Further to 2:
I have received no reply to any of the four questions asked 22 September 2004, and I would request

clarification on the items raised in this letter.

Further to 3:
The FOI Schedule of Records provided with the documentation sent to me lists three and one-half pages

itemising 86 records for the year 2003. However, for 2004 (nine months of which had passed when I
placed my FOI request), there is a total of nine records: six "refused” items, two press clippings, and a
single fax cover sheet. This comprises the full documentation I received for January - September 2004.

Please confirm that these nine items comprise all documentation on file for 2004 "relating to salmon
farming in icular and finfish farming in general in Lough Swilly".

Further to this, I note receipt of 08/08/2003 "Copy of Engineers report of fish farm inspection.” Under
Department of Marine and Natural Resources Monitoring Protoco] No. 4 for Offshore Finfish Farms -

Audit of Operations (11 May 2000}, page 2, is listed: "Annual finfish farm surveys by Engineering
Division of the Department of the Marine and Natural Resources". I would request a copy of the 2004

Engineer's report of inspection of the Lough Swilly site, please.

Kﬂrﬂjﬁ
John'M M\ﬁ:mg
encls




John M Muicahy
Carrablagh House
Portsalon, Co. Donegal

6 September 2004

Ms Nuala Free
Freedom of Information Officer
Department of Communications, Marine & Natural Resources

Leeson Lane
Dublin 2

Dear Ms Free,

In accordance with section 7 of the Freedom of Information Acts 1997 and 2003, | wish to request
access to the following records which | believe to be held by your body:

All documents relating to advance licences of (chemical) treatments for use in fish farming -
particularly salmon farming - in Lough Swilly, County Donegal. The period to be covered in the
information requested is January 1999 to date, i.e. September 2004.

! understand that | will not normally be given access o the personal information of another person
unless | have obtained the written consent of that person.

My preferred form of access to these records is to receive copies by post.

Name: John Michael Mulcahy
Signature:
Date: 6™ September 2004

Telephone: 074-91 59113

Thank you for your assistance.

Yours sincerely,

John Michael Mulcany




Department of Communications,
Marine and Natural Resources
Dublin 2.

An Roinn Cumarsaide,
Mara agus Acmhainni Nadartha
i e Atha Cliath 2.

—Qur Ref FOHSR/2004-and-FO1/89/2004

14 September 2004

Mr. John Mulcahy
Carrablagh House
Portsalon

Co. Donegal

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT, 1397

Dear Mr. Muleahy

I refer to your request dated 8 September 2004 for information in relation to finfish farming in
Lough Swilly.

My understanding.of the requestLEOI 88/2004) is that it relates to-documentation-held-by-this-- -
Division in relation to finfish farming operations by Marine Harvest Ltd (formerly Hydro
Seafood Fanad) in Lough Swilly and applications therefor. Please confirm by return if this is
correct.

Some of the documentation will entail third party consultation and therefore it will be
necessary for me to extend the decision deadline by four weeks. You can therefore expect a
decision on or before 3™ November 2004. Please confirm also that this is acceptable to you.

In relation to the second request for information regarding licensed chemical treatments. This
is a matter for the Department of Agriculture and Food or the Irish Medicines Board. The
situation with regard to this Department is that all therapeutants must be used in accordance
with veterinary advice only, and records of such treatment must be kept for examination by
this Department if requested. Your request has been forwarded to the Department of

Agriculture and Food for decision.

Yours sincerely

A ™
el Ul
CABRMEL DALY
Coastal Zone Management Division

T ancen F ama Thilhbna 9 Talarnhama <+ TR T 6782 WY email’ contact@domnr.gov.ie.



An Roinn Cumarséids Cepamment of Communications
Mara aciz Acmbhainni Nadariha viaring and Nzfursl BEzsources
P=ila 4tra Cliath 2 Cublin 2

File Ref: T12/77sf 3 AQ202
T12/77/7 AQ325
T12/82  AQ196
cA12185  FCL215
T12/85/2 AQ324

26 October 2004

Dr Jan Feenstra
Marine Harvest {reland
Kindrum

Cashel -

Letterkenny

Co. Donegal

Reminder re' Benthic Monitoring Requirements of Aquaculture
Licences

Dear Dr Feenstra

The results of the Benthic Monitoring of your sites Mulroy Bay and Lough Swilly
in accordance with Monitoring Protocol No 1, as revised by this Department in
August 2001 should be submitted to this Department and to Dr Francis O’'Beim
Marine institute, Parkmore Industrial Estate Galway by post nc later than 30
November this year.

Yours sincerely

Anne Lyng G fi

Coastal Zone Management Division

Leeson Lane Dublin 2 Telephone + 353 1 678 2000 email: contact@dcmnr.gov.ie.
Lana Chill Mochargin LoCall 1890 44 99 00 GTN +118




