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Qur primary objective in seeking further sites in Lough Swilly has always been I enable us lo grow separate
generations of stock on separate sites. in the interests of fish health and gnviranmental management This requires
at least two sites because it takes about 18 months to grow a salmon at sea 10 harvest, whilst each new cycle starts
annually. The operation of two sister sites also extends the opporunity for site tallowing between generations,
which. in simple terms, is analogous with the practice of erop rotation in agriculture, for example, rotation of fields
used for potato crops fo avoid potato blight.  An increase in production is neither sought ner expacted from a new
Lough Swilly licence; it would simply enable the adoption of current best environmental standards. Such an
objective is very much in the wradition Marine Harvest Ireland's business this is simply demonstrated by the list of
our quality, hygiene and environmental achievements, on page 5 of this lefter.

With the intention of finding a suitable sister site for Anny Point, a fourth licence application was made for @ site at
Dooanmore, aboul 1.5km NE of Porsalon. This was granted by the Minister In 2003, thereby securing the
company's long-term viability, through the use of current best practice. However, this licence was overiurned, on
appeal, by 2 small number of local individuals and groups, through the Aquaculture License Appeals Board (ALAE).
ALAB is a body established under fhe Fishenes (Amendments) Act 1997 10 adjudicate appeals of aguacuilure
licenices. ALAB rejected our licence in writng on three grounds:-

»  Obstruction to navigation. d

=  Potential for impact on the blue flag beach south of Portsalon.

»  Visual Impact.

Whilst other issues were raised by appeflants, these were the only specific grounds on which ALAB rejected our
licence and we therefore assume that there were no other significant grounds pertinent to the rejection. We make
the following observations on the grounds for the rejection:-

« in respect of the allegation of obstruction o navigation, the licensed site lay outside the main navigational
routes in the lough and no objection as to the position of the site had been received by any party, from either
the Commissioners for Irish Lights or the Marine Surveyor's Office, the two statutory bodies whose gxpert
advice is taken into consideration in the licensing process.

= |n respect of potential impacts on e blue flag beach, neither any appeliant, nor ALAB offered any scientific
evidence at all to support their.claims, (Note that the blue flag status relates to the numbers of faecal Coliform
bacteria found in water samples taken from ine heach. These bacteria arise from humans and farm animals.
They do not arise from fish).

= In respect of visual impact, we feel that there are a number of ways in which the issue of site visibility can be
addressed, especially in the context of other significant developments, which now affect the visual amenity of
the Portsalon area.

As a result of the Doocanmaore ficence being overtlumed and operating conditions al Binnaweelmore and Callagh,
Marine Harvest ireland still urgently requires a licence for a second operable site for its Lough Swilly pperation.
Having camied out lengthy investigations in the lough over many years, we have now concluded that the cnly
suitable locations remain in the general vicinity of Dooanmore. Having reached this conclusion, we have now
decided that the only course open 1o us is o commission a further Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in a
search for & suitable site in the Dooanmore area, which is not only acceptable to the Minister (25 was our last
application) but also 1o potential appellants, as well as 1o ALAB. This EIA will fully investigate the matters of
navigation, potential for beach impact and the visual impact of all possible locations in the area. In particular, the
dispersal and fate of all discharges from the proposed installation will be scientifically and independently investigated
in an effort to prove or disprove ALAB'S allegation in respect of the blue fiag beach. The findings of the EIA will be
reported to Marine Harvest Ireland in @ new Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and the company will then

decide whether or not to proceed with a licence application for the site, on the basis of the findings of the study.

As nari of the licence application process, the DCMNR now requires that the applicant circulates 2 scoping letter and
that all responses be taken into account i the execufion of EIA. The responses must also be published in the EIS
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document. The Fisheries (Amendments) Act 1957 then requires that the EIS accormpany the licence application o
the DCMNR. | wouid therefore be most grateful if you could take the time to read this letter and let me have your
constructive opinions, be they negative or positive, although, of course, you are under no obligation whatever 10
respond.  1f you wish, there will be further apportunities to make your views known if the application proceeds, firstly
after the statutory publication of the EIS and secondly during the statutory period for appeals, should the Minister
grant an Aquaculture Licence as a result of an application. Note also that the law requires that the EIS be made
availahle for public viewing in the locality of the application. If the company proceeds with an application, both its
submission and the Minister's decision will be announced in the local and national press, as required by the Act.
The first of these advertisements must sel out where and when both the application and the E1S can be viewed, the
second must set out how you may appeal the licence, should it be granted, if you wish to do s0.

An important reguirement for the content of a scoping letter is & summary of the proposals for the fam instaliation
that will examine in the EIA, as now follows Apart from feed and service vessels, the site area, to the limits of all
visible siructures, will cover a maximum intal area of 4.5ha, or 11acres. The‘maximum surface area of the most
visible components, the fish cages themselves, will oecupy less than 1.4ha, or 3.5acres within this area. By way of
comparison, the area of Lough Swilly is over 15,000ha, or 36.000acres. The sile will comprise @ maximum of
eighteen cages, the black plastic fiotation collars of which will be visible at the surface. Proposed cage
circumference | diameter will be & minimum of 80m / 25.5m to a maximum of 100m./ 31.8m. Until the full findings of
the EIA are considered, exactly how the cages will be arranged for minimisation of all likely impacts cannot be
defined. However, the two most likely arangemenis are that they will be moored either as two separate blocks of
nine cages each or as a single block, two cages wide by nine cages long. The area ringed within the blue-hatched
line biue in the map on Page B gives an estimate of the general sea area within which the proposed site will be
located, subject to all the findings of the El&  The outlines in red given under the map title show the approxmaie
areas that would be occupied, within the Wlue-hatched fine, by the cages and other visible structures for the two cage
arrangements described above, 1o the same scale.

Whatever cage arrangement is adopted, the cages will be supported on a subsurface moonng gnd system, moored
to the seabed by mooring anchors, each taking up a seabed arsa of some 2m?. These will fie around the perimeter
of a seabed area somewhal larger than the small, visible cage area above it It is the seabed arez within this
perimeter that forms the basis of the aguaculture licence. Again the ceabed area within the perimeter cannot be
defined until the final site configuration is decided.  However it merely represents the area within which the moonng
anchors will lie; such is their small.size thai i is normal practice for potiing and other inshore fishing activities 10
confinue within the seabed mooring area. Thus the delineation of such a penmeter on & map for the purposes of
licensing makes no claim whatever on awnership or rights of entry to the area.

i a sister site can be established at Dooanmore, it is expected that its production cycle will altiernate with that &
Anny Point every other year. As @ result. it is proposed that each site will only be occupied for a maximum of
sixteen to eighteen months, starting in November, every other year. Each site will then be faliowed for up to eight
months in its two-year production cycle and wil only be in use for one summer in every two. By this means, the
company hopes to achieve an annual production of fts licensed 1 500 tonnes, with two-year production and fallowing
cycles, commencing in alternate years at & new sfte in the Docanmore area and at Anny Point, in tum.

New fish introductions and harvested fish will be transported to and from the Lough Swilly sites by well boat at the
beginning and end of each production cycle. Itis also likely that boat delivery, direct 10 site, will supersede the use
of trucks for the majority of feed deliveries. For inese reasons and as a result of the fact that the development of 2
sister site to Anny Point will not entail an increase in production tonnage, it is not expected that road traffic will
increase as a result of the granting of a further licence. Further, since no increase in production is anticipated, no
significant increase in overall cage numbers in the Lough will ocour. Cages will simply be rotated from ane site 10
another in alternate years.

The form of the EIS will be fully to the standard laid down by the European Union and the DCMNR, in conjunction
with the Environmental Protection Agency, for all aquaculture EIS documents. The topics that must be covered in
the EiS are tabulated in the guide issued by the DCMNR, which can be found at the end of this document.
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Marne Sites Manager
For Marine Harvest Ireland.
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|Sent to ALAC on 19/08/2004 |

Doyle Jackie |Has comments l
Forde Nell |Has comments
Gargan Paddy |Has no comments |

Geoghegan Fiona

Jackson [_)gve
Maguire Donal
MchMahon Temry

|Satished with du:u:.lmner;l |

Mo comimenis 1o make

__:Has no problem with documeant |

|Has comments

OYBeim Francis

Tc-)-e-ma'rl this am 771’090

O¥Sullivan Paul

Has commenls

MeGabhann Declan

;_Saln:iﬁed with documnent
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Marine and Natura! Resources
Dublin 2

a
Department of Qommunications,: Z‘

Ref: T12/85/3A

20 September 2004

Mr Joe Gibbons
Marnine Sites Manager
Marine Harvest Ireland
Kindrum,

Cashel PO

Letterkenny

Co. Donegal

Dear Mr Gibbons -

[ refer to the scoping letter submitted by you for a site at Dooanmore in Lough
Swilly for salmon farming.

This Departments comments are as follows:

1. The primary aim of a scoping exercise is to identify the likely significant
impacts of the proposal and to ensure that these issues are adequately
addressed in the EIS.

7 You should refer to the attached “Information to be contained in an EIS for
Salmon Farming” which lists the areas to be fully addressed in the EIS.

3. The list of subject areas to be addressed in the EIS is given and is valid but
you should ensure that all other issues as detailed in the enclosed checklist
-are also included. This will give consultees a fullunderstanding of the areas
to be considered in the EIS and particularly areas that might be of concerm to
them.

4. Part of Lough Swilly lies within a ¢cSAC and SPA. The EIS will therefore,
have to assess the impact of the proposal on the functioning of the cSAC and
SPA and give comprehensive details on how any likely significant impact
will be mitigated.

5. It is a requirement of the Environmental Impact Assessment {Amendment)
Regulations, 1999 (S.I. No. 93 1999) that alternative sites are also
considered. The reference document “Advice Notes on Current Practice”
EPA 1995 for project type 14 (Salmonid Breeding Installations) also
proposes examination of a wide range of siting options as a possible
mitigation option for such development proposals in the context of visual
impact being an important issue. [n this case the scoping letter suggests
consideration of 2 single site area (Dooanmore) only. You should consider

the wisdom of including other site options in your assessment.

Lfeson Lane Dublin 2 Telephone + 353 1 678 2000 email: contact@dcmnr.gov.ie.
Lana Chill Mochargan LoCall 1890 44 99 00 GTN +118
RBaila & tha (Cliatlh 2 Tavw + 262 1 &78 2440



10.

b 8

You should take account of all guidance documents produced by the EPA in
relation to information to be contained in environmental impact statements.
Terminology of impact significance etc. should be in accordance with EPA

guidelines.

Tt is recommended that you also refer to EU document entitled “Guidance on
EIA  Scoping” which is available on the following website
hitp://europa.en.iny/comm/environmen t/eia/eia-guidelines/g-scoping-full-
text.pdf

The EIS should also include a section which details the responses received
as part of the public consuliation process, the issues raised and how these
issues are addressed in the EIS.

You should include the following in the development description:

a  Proposed mooring system arrangement. Underwater sectional view and
plan view (to scale) should be provided as well as details of various
mooring system components.

b Proposed net system. Both above water and under water sectional view
of the main net and dimensions of the main components should be
provided. An indication of the proposed minimum clearance between
nets and seabed should be included. Jump net details and top netting
(incl supports.) details should also to be provided as supplementary
information.

¢ Details of how stored feed would be transmitted from the feed barge to
fish in cages. You should also include a drawing of any floating pipe
arrangement or walkway system involved. Details of any machinery
involved and noise levels (if any) associated should be included.

d A clear estimate of the proposed usage levels of Port Salon pier (which
is curremily in very poor structural condition) to service the proposed
farms should be included in the project description.

e Details of the proposed vessel workboats, passenger craft, well boats
and the numbers servicing the proposed Dooanmore farm should be
provided.

f  Details of the proposed smolt input and the harvest operations should
be provided (including points of despatch/landing).

g  An indication of what degree of relocation of cage moorings would
occur at the proposed site between successive production cycles and
also whether the empty cages or cage rings or feed barge etc. would
remain at the site in the periods between production cycles.

The inshore boundary of the site should allow at least 150 meters of sea
room for small craft (the anchors should be taken as the inshore boundary of
the site). The seaward boundary (the seaward anchors should be taken as the












































































