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DAFM Ecologists response to appeal FAC 010/2022 (CN89154)

FAC Reference FAC 010/2022
File Reference (CN / TFL) CNB9154
Scheme {if relevant) Afforestation
Species proposed GPC 10

Area 7.46ha

This proposed application, CN89154, is located in Drumman More and Knockhall, Co. Roscommon
and consists of 8 plots, totaling 7.46ha. Plots 4, 5, 6 and 7 will be left as Bio Plots, while the
remaining plots will be planted with native trees under GPC10 — NWS Est (Scenario 4). Species will
include Alder, Birch, Pedunculate Oak and Additicnal Broadleaves. It is proposed to plant the trees
via invert mounding, and Slit planting, with no associated drainage, and without the use of
herbicides or fertilizers. The proposed application site contains a soil composition of Surface water
Gleys, Ground water Gleys (26%), Peaty Gleys (31%), Cutaway, Cutover Basin Peats and Blanket
Peats (some) (43%) ®. The application lies between 30 m and 50 m and the average slope across the
site is 1% and ranges from 0% to 5%.

A number of relevant watercourses are present within the proposed application site. A centralized
relevant watercourse intersects the proposed site at its center and connects to Lough Bofin to the
east. OPW Flood Mapping (May 2021) shows Pluvial Flooding with a probability of 1:100 and 1:1000
occurring throughout the site, while a number of 3™ Party submissions have highlighted seasonal
flooding occurring within the site. The proposed application site is contained within the Upper
Shannon (26C) (100%) Catchment, the Shannon[Upper]_SC_040 (100%) Sub-catchment and the
Shannon (Upper)_070 {100%) Sub-basin.

The applicant submitted an AA Pre-Screening Report and a Natura Impact Statement (see contacts
dated 11/08/2021) to facilitate the Minister carrying out an appropriate assessment. DAFM
subsequently evaluated the submitted NIS, and produced an AA Determination, dated 27/01/2022,
whereby the application was assessed, and mitigation measures were implemented to ensure that
there would be no adverse effect to any European sites or features of Local importance. Form 1 of
the license application details had woody weed removal ticked, but the NIS, which involved an
ecological survey and assessment of the operations did not identify any scrub or woody weed
removal, hence the identification of this in the Form 1 was in error.

Appeal (FAC 010/2022) was issued on the 20/02/2022 in relation to the Afforestation application
CN89154.

The appellant states “the flooding of this area is a fact...If you allow this plantation with
hundreds of trees, the water can only rise quicker as, as the tree matures, it takes up space
leaving the water with no option but to rise quicker and closer to our house”.

DAFM Ecology Respanse:

The proposed application is for the afforestation of native broadleaves across this site, which is
situated on a flat topography. It is proposed to plant the trees via invert mounding, with no
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associated drainage.

It is widely recognized that the planting of native trees can help reduce the effects of flooding.
In addition to the absorption from the roots of the trees, the root systems are also effective in
increasing water infiltration into the soil and reducing and slowing run-off on farmland. Water
infiltration rates can be 60 times higher within tree shelterbelts than adjoining farmland?3.
There are many publications and studies which recognize the importance of trees as
sustainable, low-maintenance solutions for flooding and as a result they are being adapted into
many flood-defense projects with councils, particularly in the UK,

The appellant states that “with a plantation comes the influx of other lovely "native" creatures,
mink, red squirrel along with pine-martin and rats will ensure that our little waterfow! will not
survive long as they wreak havoc on their young and encroach further uplond to take all birds
eggs as they go. Things are bleak enough without bringing in a "protected" species with no
natural predators”.

DAFM Ecology Response:

Mink (Mustela vison) and Brown Rat (Rottus norvegicus} are not native to Ireland, nor are they
protected. Mink are semi-aquatic and are generally associated with aquatic habitats, favoring
riparian habitats with abundant bankside cover. The proposed application site is situated
¢.70m from the shores of Lough Bofin, and also has a separating road, so is not considered
riparian, and is sub-optimal for the species due to the intervening distance. Should the species
be present, it would instead favor existing habitat on the shoreline. The proposed application
site also does not contain optimal habitat for waterfow! as it only seasonazlly floods, with more
suitable habitat found in the wider environs of the project site.

Brown rats (Rattus norvegicus) are originally native to northern China. in Asia, they were native
to forests and bushy areas, however, they now prefer to remain in areas which are in close
proximity to human settlements as they provide these opportunistic animals with an abundant
source of food and shelter. This species of rat can be found living in commercial and industrial
buildings, on landfills, in sewer systems, along inland waterways such as urban canals, on rural
farms and along Ireland’s coasts®.

Red Squirrels (Sciurus vulgaris) are a native Irish species that has been present since before the
last ice age. They are protected under the Wildlife Acts (as amended) and the Bern Convention
(Appendix 111). This species is found throughout Ireland and are totally dependent on woodland
as a habitat, however they do not predate waterfowl. Red squirrels feed mainly on tree seeds,
although they can utilize fungi, fruit and buds as they become available in the woodland.

The pine marten (Martes martes) is native to Ireland and is one of our rarest mammals. Once
common throughout the country, by the 20th century this species had become extinct from
the majority of the island, surviving only in a few isolated and fragmented populations, mainly
in the west. This decline was the result of hunting of martens for their fur, loss of habitat
{mature woodland), and both direct and indirect poisoning and persecution. The pine marten
is gradually recolonizing Ireland and returning to areas where it has not been seen for decades.
The Pine marten is protected under the Wildlife Acts (as amended) and the European Union’s
Habitats and Species Directive which further obliges Ireland to maintain the favorable
conservation status of the pine marten throughout its range.

2 Can trees and woods_help reduce flooding? - Woodland Trust
3 Trees can Reduce Floods - The Institute of Chartered Foresters

4 Brown Rat — A guide to Irelands protected habitats & species {conserveireland.com}




Signed:

Alan Booth
Ecologist, Forest Service Inspectorate

Date: 23/05/2022



DAFM Ecologists response to appeal FAC 011/2022 (CN89154)

FAC Reference FAC011/2022
File Reference (CN / TFL) CNB89154
Scheme (if relevant) Affarestation
Species proposed GPC10

Area 7.46ha

This proposed application, CN89154, is located in Drumman More and Knockhall, Co. Roscommon
and consists of 8 plots, totaling 7.46ha. Plots 4, 5, 6 and 7 will be left as Bio Plots, while the
remaining plots will be planted with native trees under GPC10 — NWS Est (Scenario 4). Species will
include Alder, Birch, Pedunculate Oak and Additional Broadleaves. It is proposed to plant the trees
via invert mounding, and Slit planting, with no associated drainage, and without the use of
herbicides or fertilizers. The proposed application site contains a soil composition of Surface water
Gleys, Ground water Gleys (26%), Peaty Gleys {31%), Cutaway, Cutover Basin Peats and Blanket
Peats (some) (43%) . The application lies between 30 m and 50 m and the average slope across the
site is 1% and ranges from 0% to 5%.

A number of relevant watercourses are present within the proposed application site. A centralized
relevant watercourse intersects the proposed site at its center and connects to Lough Bofin to the
east. OPW Flood Mapping (May 2021) shows Pluvial Flooding with a probability of 1:100 and 1:1000
occurring throughout the site, while a number of 3" Party submissions have highlighted seasonal
flooding occurring within the site. The proposed application site is contained within the Upper
Shannon (26C) {100%) Catchment, the Shannon[Upper]_SC_040 (100%) Sub-catchment and the
Shannon (Upper}_070 (100%) Sub-basin.

The applicant submitted an AA Pre-Screening Report and a Natura Impact Statement (see contacts
dated 11/08/2021) to facilitate the Minister carrying out an appropriate assessment. DAFM
subsequentiy evaluated the submitted NIS, and produced an AA Determination, dated 27/01/2022,
whereby the application was assessed, and mitigation measures were implemented to ensure that
there would be no adverse effect to any European sites or features of Local Importance. Form 1 of
the license application details had woody weed removal ticked, but the NIS, which involved an
ecological survey and assessment of the operations did not identify any scrub or woody weed
removal, hence the identification of this in the Form 1 was in error.

Appeal (FAC 011/2022) was issued on the 20/02/2022 in relation to the Afforestation application
CNB9154.

The appellant states “no consideration to highly sensitive, unique and low-lying lakeside
nature of this site”, seasonal flooding, existing drains and drainage, drain cleaning and silt
traps.

DAFM Ecology Response:

The proposed application is for the afforestation of native broadleaves across this site, which is
situated on a flat topography. It is proposed to plant the trees via invert mounding, with no
associated drainage, and without the use of herbicides or fertilizers. It is determined that there
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will be no deterioration in water quality to the European sites located downstream, or the
adjoining lakes/pNHA’s, particularly with the protective measures outlined in the NIS and
within the AAD. These measures include setbacks from existing drains and aquatic features.

It has been determined that from a silvicultural perspective, following discussions with the
Regional Inspector and who had previously visited the site, that seasonal flooding will not
impact the growth potential of the chosen species.

It is widely recognized that the planting of native trees can help reduce the effects of flooding.
In addition to the absorption from the roots of the trees, the root systems are also effective in
increasing water infiltration into the soil and reducing and slowing run-off on farmland. Water
infiltration rates can be 60 times higher within tree shelterbelts than adjoining farmland®>.
There are many publications and studies which recognize the importance of trees as
sustainable, low-maintenance solutions for flooding and as a result they are being adapted into
many flood-defense projects with councils, particularly in the UK.

The appellant states that planting should not occur given the fact that the soils are Peat and
Peatland Ecosystem value exceeds that of forestry. The appeal also states that Coillte does
not apply for new afforestation licenses on Peatlands.

DAFM Ecology Response:

Caillte have indeed moved away from planting habitats such as Blanket Bogs, however while
the site contains organic soil, it is not a peatland habitat. An experienced ecologist with over
18 years of experience including involvement in national surveys funded by NPWS, carried out
a habitat survey for the NIS {see contacts dated 11/08/2021). The NIS showed that habitats on
site consisted of Wet grassland (with signs of improvement), in addition to improved
agricultural grassland.

It was stated in the NIS that the project area is largely dominated by semi-improved wet
grassland and wet grassland. Species commonly found include rushes (Juncus spp.), purple
moor grass (Molinia caerulea), Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus), Timothy (Phleum pratense),
crested dog’'s tail (Cynosurus cristatus), meadow grass (Poa spp.), bent grass {Agrostis spp.),
red fescue {(Festuca rubra) and sweet meadow grass {Anthoxanthum odoratum) with herbs
such as docks {Rumex spp.), creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens}, meadowsweet
(Filipendula ulmaria), silverweed (Potentilla anserina), cuckooflower (Cardamine spp.),
Angelica (Angelica sylvestris}, marsh cinquefoil (Potentille palustris) and thistle (Cirsium
arvense, C. palustre). Bryophytes found include Calliergonella cuspidata, Hylocomium
splendens, Scleropodium purum, Kindbergia praelonga and Rhytidiadelphus squarrosus. It was
also noted that as drainage improves with slope, a more improved, species-poor grassland
sward develops.

In conclusion, the site consists of a Wet Grassland habitat, with signs of improvement and
which is overlain on organic soils, as opposed to a Peatland or Bog habitat. As discussed above,
the site will be planted with native tree species which have a high ecosystem value.

The appellant highlights a response from An Taisce, dated 13/09/2021 where they expressed
concerns about this plantation and advised much larger setbacks (20m). It was stated that
these setbacks were ignored in favour of a 10m setback.

DAFM Ecology Response:

An Taisce, in their response, recommended an aquatic zone setback of at least 20 m and a
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setback for relevant watercourses of 5 m.

There are no aquatic zones located within, or directly adjoining the proposed application site.
Relevant watercourses were recorded on site and it was highlighted that a centralized relevant
watercourse intersects the proposed site at its center and connects to Lough Bofin to the east.

It was instructed that a ‘water setback’, a minimum of 10 meters in width (from both sides)
shall be installed adjoining the main relevant watercourse within the center of the site, as
specified in the NIS and the AAD. The remaining relevant watercourses were to be given a
setback of 5 metres. The distance for the central relevant watercourse exceeds that which was
recommended by An Taisce.

While it was recognized that the site had a flat topography, would use no chemicals and that it
contained vegetated drains which would work as a natural buffer, the NIS noted the sensitive
nature of the adjoining lakes and felt that it would take a precautionary approach and increase
this setback to ensure that there was no possibility for a deterioration in water quality as a
result of forestry activities. It was also noted that as the relevant watercourse nears the
roadway to the east, it becomes wider and more free-flowing and therefore it was
recommended that a geotextile silt trap be installed at this location to further negate any risks
which may occur.

The appellant expresses concern for water quality as a result of this afforestation and the
negative repercussions that it may have on aquatic species. They also state that there may
be a loss of foraging habitat when the trees mature for species such as Otter, Badger, Pine
Marten, Foxes and Hares. It was also stipulated that there would be a loss of habitat for
birdlife with loss of ground vegetation and insects.

DAFM Ecology Response:

As highlighted in the AAD, the proposed application is for the afforestation of native
broadleaves across this site, which is situated on a flat topography. It is proposed to plant the
trees via invert mounding, with no associated drainage, and without the use of herbicides or
fertilizers. It is determined that there will be no deterioration in water quality to the European
sites located downstream, or the adjoining lakes/pNHA's, particularly with the protective
measures outlined in the NIS and within this AAD. These measures include setbacks from
existing drains and aquatic features. The planting of trees may be beneficial to the receiving
aquatic environment due to the rational provided above regarding floading and surface run-
off, in addition there will be no fertilizer application.

As highlighted in the NIS, the hedgerows/ treelines and drains add to the natural biodiversity
of the project area and act as semi-natural corridors to wildlife. As per the AAD, these habitats
will be retained, with appropriate setbacks to ensure their protection. An ESB corridor will also
be included in the application. This will provide valuable habitat for pollinators, insects and
other wildlife in the shape of sheltered corridors. The planting of native broadleaves will
actually benefit these species as they are known to forage in these habitats. The broadleaf
trees, and the natural corridors will provide a mosaic of habitat which will benefit invertebrate
assemblages, in addition to the birds and mammals which may forage on these species.

The appellant states that there was inadequate consideration of the adjacent pNHA and
highlight that immediately north of this site there is a natural wild peatland/bog which is a
proposed natural heritage area and was not adequately considered in the reports. The
appellants feel that this peatland, together with this adjoining marshy land is perfect habitat
for endangered ground nesting bird species such as Corncrake and birds of prey such as the
Hen Harrier which could easily be reintraduced to this area. The unique fauna and insect




species associated with such peatlands should also be preserved. They highlight that the
shores of Lough Bofin are also part of the same proposed natural heritage area.

DAFM Ecology Response:

The site synopsis for Lough Boderg/ Lough Bofin pNHA (001642} identifies the adjoining
peatland as an area of old cut-away, which floods in winter and contains widespread Bog
Myrtle, with locally abundant Royal Fern. The site synopsis also states that it is surrounded by
deep water drains, and there is also an existing woodland separating the bog and the site,
which is visible on aerial mapping. It was determined that there could be no significant effects
to this peatland as a result of the proposed afforestation. There will be no change in habitat to
the pNHA for any breeding bird species utilizing it as a result of forestry related activities, due
to the separation distance, the intervening habitats and the deep drainage channels
surrounding the pNHA.

The pNHA is protected for its Lakeland habitats, including native woodland habitats which are
present on the lakeshore. The proposed application site is not directly adjoining the lakeshare,
and there will be no loss of this habitat. The planting of native broadleaves adjoining the
existing woodlands will be beneficial to the pNHA as it will expand its range. As specified in the
AAD, water protection measures will ensure that there is no deterioration in water quality as a
result of forestry related activities.

The appellant feels that DAFM seem determined to ignore these serious and valid concerns,
regarding biodiversity, fauna, drainage, lake pollution, hirdlife, wildlife, visual appeal, impact
on the adjoining wild peatland/bog etc. in order to reach its plantation numbers. The
appellants state that the inadequate natura impact statement (undertaken on behalf of the
landowner) and appropriate assessment (undertaken on behalf of the DAFM) should be set
aside and this plantation license refused or at the very least a proper unbiased
environmental impact assessment prepared that covers the very significant environmental
and human issues surrounding this site.

DAFM Ecology Response:

The NIS was carried out by an experienced ecologist with over 18 years of experience,
including involvement in national surveys funded by NPWS. This NIS was also reviewed by an
experienced DAFM ecologist to ensure that the assessment was carried out thoroughly, and
that the proposed mitigation measures would ensure that there would be no significant effects
to Natura sites, or features of Local Importance.

In conclusion, and as per the AAD, the mitigation measures outlined in the AAD will ensure that
there are no adverse effects on the integrity of the European sites and their associated Qualifying
Interests, and that there is no deterioration in water quality within the local environment. There will
also be no negative impact on the local biodiversity, with the planting of native broadleaves instead
being a beneficial habitat for these species, and also negating any flooding issues, rather than
exacerbating them.

Ecologist, Forest Service Inspectorate
Date: 23/05/2022



DAFM Ecologists response to appeal FAC 012/2022 (CN89154)

FAC Reference FAC012/2022
File Reference {CN / TFL) CNB89154
Scheme (if relevant) Afforestation
Species proposed GPC 10

Area 7.46ha

This proposed application, CN89154, is located in Drumman More and Knockhall, Co. Roscommon
and consists of 8 plots, totaling 7.46ha. Plots 4, 5, 6 and 7 will be left as Bio Plots, while the
remaining plots will be planted with native trees under GPC10 — NWS Est {Scenario 4). Species will
include Alder, Birch, Pedunculate Oak and Additional Broadleaves. It is proposed to plant the trees
via invert mounding, and Slit planting, with no associated drainage, and without the use of
herbicides or fertilizers. The proposed application site contains a soil composition of Surface water
Gleys, Ground water Gleys (26%), Peaty Gleys (31%), Cutaway, Cutover Basin Peats and Blanket
Peats (some) (43%) 1. The application lies between 30 m and 50 m and the average slope across the
site is 1% and ranges from 0% to 5%.

A number of relevant watercourses are present within the proposed application site. A centralized
relevant watercourse intersects the proposed site at its center and connects to Lough Bofin to the
east. OPW Flood Mapping (May 2021) shows Pluvial Flooding with a probability of 1:100 and 1:1000
occurring throughout the site, while a number of 3™ Party submissions have highlighted seasonal
flooding occurring within the site. The proposed application site is contained within the Upper
Shannon (26C) (100%) Catchment, the Shannon[Upper]_SC_040 (100%) Sub-catchment and the
Shannan (Upper)_070 (100%) Sub-basin.

The applicant submitted an AA Pre-Screening Report and a Natura Impact Statement (see contacts
dated 11/08/2021) to facilitate the Minister carrying out an appropriate assessment. DAFM
subsequently evaluated the submitted NIS, and produced an AA Determination, dated 27/01/2022,
whereby the application was assessed, and mitigation measures were implemented to ensure that
there would be no adverse effect to any European sites or features of Local Importance. Form 1 of
the license application details had woody weed removal ticked, but the NIS, which involved an
ecological survey and assessment of the operations did not identify any scrub or woody weed
removal, hence the identification of this in the Form 1 was in error.

Appeal (FAC 012/2022) was issued on the 20/02/2022 in relation to the Afforestation application
CN89154.

The appellant states “no consideration to highly sensitive, unique and low-lying lakeside
nature of this site”, seasonal flooding, existing drains and drainage, drain cleaning and silt
traps.

DAFM Ecology Response:

The proposed application is for the afforestation of native broadleaves across this site, which is
situated on a flat topography. It is proposed to plant the trees via invert mounding, with no
associated drainage, and without the use of herhicides or fertilizers. It is determined that there
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will be no deterioration in water quality to the European sites located downstream, or the
adjoining lakes/pNHA’s, particularly with the protective measures outlined in the NIS and
within the AAD. These measures include setbacks from existing drains and aquatic features.

It has been determined that from a silvicultural perspective, following discussions with the
Regional Inspector and who had previgously visited the site, that seasonal flooding will not
impact the growth potential of the chosen species.

It is widely recognized that the planting of native trees can help reduce the effects of flooding.
In addition to the absorption from the roots of the trees, the root systems are also effective in
increasing water infiltration into the soil and reducing and slowing run-off on farmland. Water
infiltration rates can be 60 times higher within tree shelterbelts than adjoining farmland?3.
There are many publications and studies which recognize the importance of trees as
sustainable, low-maintenance solutions for flooding and as a result they are being adapted into
many flood-defense projects with councils, particularly in the UK.

The appellant states that planting should not occur given the fact that the soils are Peat and
Peatland Ecosystem value exceeds that of forestry. The appeal also states that Coillte does
not apply for new afforestation licenses on Peatlands.

DAFM Ecology Response:

Coillte have indeed moved away from planting habitats such as Blanket Bogs, however while
the site contains organic soil, it is not a peatland habitat. An experienced ecologist with over
18 years of experience including involvement in national surveys funded by NPWS, carried out
a habitat survey for the NIS (see contacts dated 11/08/2021). The NIS showed that habitats on
site consisted of Wet grassland {with signs of improvement), in addition to improved
agricultural grassland.

It was stated in the NIS that the project area is largely dominated hy semi-improved wet
grassland and wet grassland. Species commonly found include rushes (Juncus spp.), purple
moor grass {Molinia coerulen), Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus), Timothy {Phleum pratense),
crested dog's tail {Cynosurus cristatus), meadow grass (Poa spp.), bent grass (Agrostis spp.),
red fescue (Festuca rubra) and sweet meadow grass (Anthoxanthum odoratum) with herbs
such as docks {Rumex spp.), creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens), meadowsweet
(Filipendula ulmaria), silverweed (Potentilla anserina), cuckooflower (Cardamine spp.),
Angelica (Angelica sylvestris}), marsh cinquefoil (Potentilla palustris) and thistle {Cirsium
arvense, C. palustre). Bryophytes found include Calliergonelia cuspidata, Hylocomium
splendens, Scleropodium purum, Kindbergia praefonga and Rhytidiadelphus squarrosus. It was
also noted that as drainage improves with slope, a more improved, species-poor grassland
sward develops.

In conclusion, the site consists of a Wet Grassland habitat, with signs of impraovement and
which is overlain on organic soils, as opposed to a Peatland or Bog habitat. As discussed above,
the site will be planted with native tree species which have a high ecosystem value.

The appellant highlights a response from An Taisce, dated 13/09/2021 where they expressed
concerns about this plantation and advised much larger setbacks {20m). It was stated that
these setbacks were ignored in favour of a 10m setback. '

DAFM Ecology Response:

An Taisce, in their response, recommended an aquatic zone setback of at least 20 m and a
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setback for relevant watercourses of 5 m.

There are no aquatic zones located within, or directly adjoining the proposed application site.
Relevant watercourses were recorded on site and it was highlighted that a centralized relevant
watercourse intersects the proposed site at its center and connects to Lough Bofin to the east.

It was instructed that a ‘water setback’, a minimum of 10 meters in width {from both sides)
shall be installed adjoining the main relevant watercourse within the center of the site, as
specified in the NIS and the AAD. The remaining relevant watercourses were to be given a
setback of 5 metres. The distance for the central relevant watercourse exceeds that which was
recommended by An Taisce.

While it was recognized that the site had a flat topography, would use no chemicals and that it
contained vegetated drains which waould work as a natural buffer, the NIS noted the sensitive .
nature of the adjoining lakes and felt that it would take a precautionary approach and increase |
this setback to ensure that there was no possibility for a deterioration in water quality as a
result of forestry activities. It was also noted that as the relevant watercourse nears the
roadway to the east, it becomes wider and more free-flowing and therefore it was
recommended that a geotextile silt trap be instalted at this location to further negate any risks
which may occur. '

The appellant expresses concern for water quality as a result of this afforestation and the
negative repercussions that it may have on aquatic species. They also state that there may
be a loss of foraging habitat when the trees mature for species such as Otter, Badger, Pine
Marten, Foxes and Hares. It was also stipulated that there would be a loss of habitat for
birdlife with loss of ground vegetation and insects.

| aquatic environment due to the rational provided above regarding flooding and surface run-
| off, in addition there will be no fertilizer application.

| As highlighted in the NIS, the hedgerows/ treelines and drains add to the natural biodiversity

DAFM Ecology Response:

As highlighted in the AAD, the proposed application is for the afforestation of native
broadleaves across this site, which is situated on a flat topography. It is proposed to plant the
trees via invert mounding, with no associated drainage, and without the use of herbicides or
fertilizers. It is determined that there will be no deterioration in water quality to the European
sites located downstream, or the adjoining lakes/pNHA's, particularly with the protective
measures outlined in the NIS and within this AAD. These measures include setbacks from
existing drains and aquatic features. The planting of trees may be beneficial to the receiving

of the project area and act as semi-natural corridors to wildlife. As per the AAD, these habitats
will be retained, with appropriate setbacks to ensure their protection. An ESB corridor will also
be included in the application. This will provide valuable habitat for pollinators, insects and
other wildlife in the shape of sheltered corridors. The planting of native broadleaves will
actually benefit these species as they are known to forage in these habitats. The broadleaf
trees, and the natural corridors will provide a mosaic of habitat which will benefit invertebrate
assemblages, in addition to the birds and mammals which may forage on these species.

The appellant states that there was inadequate consideration of the adjacent pNHA and
highlight that immediately north of this site there is a natural wild peatland/bog which is a
propased natural heritage area and was not adequately considered in the reports. The
appellants feel that this peatland, together with this adjoining marshy land is perfect habitat
for endangered ground nesting bird species such as Corncrake and birds of prey such as the
Hen Harrier which could easily be reintroduced to this area. The unique fauna and insect




species associated with such peatlands should also be preserved. They highlight that the
shores of Lough Bofin are also part of the same proposed natural heritage area.

DAFM Ecology Response:

The site synopsis for Lough Boderg/ Lough Bofin pNHA (001642) identifies the adjoining
peatland as an area of old cut-away, which floods in winter and contains widespread Bog
Myrtle, with locally abundant Royal Fern. The site synopsis also states that it is surrounded by
deep water drains, and there is also an existing woodland separating the bog and the site,
which is visible on aerial mapping. It was determined that there could be no significant effects
to this peatland as a result of the proposed afforestation. There will be no change in habitat to
the pNHA for any breeding bird species utilizing it as a result of forestry related activities, due
to the separation distance, the intervening habitats and the deep drainage channels
surrounding the pNHA.

The pNHA is protected for its Lakeland habitats, including native woodland habitats which are
present on the lakeshore. The proposed application site is not directly adjoining the lakeshore,
and there will be no loss of this habitat. The planting of native broadleaves adjoining the
existing woodlands will be beneficial to the pNHA as it will expand its range. As specified in the
AAD, water protection measures will ensure that there is no deterioration in water quality as a
result of forestry related activities.

The appellant feels that DAFM seem determined to ignore these serious and valid concerns,
regarding biodiversity, fauna, drainage, lake pollution, birdlife, wildlife, visual appeal, impact
on the adjoining wild peatland/bog etc. in order to reach its plantation numbers. The
appellants state that the inadequate natura impact statement {undertaken on behalf of the
landowner) and appropriate assessment {undertaken on behalf of the DAFM) shouid be set
aside and this plantation license refused or at the very least a proper unbiased
environmental impact assessment prepared that covers the very significant environmental
and human issues surrounding this site.

DAFM Ecology Response:

The NIS was carried out by an experienced ecologist with over 18 years of experience,
including involvement in national surveys funded by NPWS. This NIS was also reviewed by an
experienced DAFM ecologist to ensure that the assessment was carried out thoroughly, and
that the proposed mitigation measures would ensure that there would be no significant effects
to Natura sites, or features of Local Impoartance.

In conclusion, and as per the AAD, the mitigation measures outlined in the AAD will ensure that
there are no adverse effects on the integrity of the European sites and their associated Qualifying
Interests, and that there is no deterioration in water quality within the local environment. There will
also be no negative impact on the local biodiversity, with the planting of native broadleaves instead
being a beneficial habitat for these species, and also negating any flooding issues, rather than
exacerbating them.

Ecologist, Forest Service Inspectorate

Date: 23/05/2022



An Roinn Talmhaiochta,
Bia agus Mara

Department of Agriculture,

Food and the Marine

Forestry Division Statement to the Forestry Appeals Committee

FAC Reference FAC010/2022
File Reference CN89154
Scheme Afforestation
Species proposed GPC 10— NWE
Approved Area 7.47 Hectares

Summary of application:

Advertised

Date Submitted 14/07/2021
Site Notice date 07/07/2021
Date Application 11/08/2021

Referrals to referral bodies

An Taisce 16/08/2021 - Reply 13/09/2021 (Scan 13/09/2021)
National Parks & Wildlife Service 16/08/2021 — Reply 22/09/2021
{Appendix} (Scan 22/09/2021)

Roscommon County Council 16/08/2021 — Reply (Scan date)
22/09/2021

Referral to Ecology

NIS CN79583 11/05/2021 by Saoirse O’Donoghue, Consultant
Ecologist, North-West Ecology Lid., submitted with application for
applicant / forester

NIS CN89154 11/05/2021 (Scan 11/08/2021) by Saoirse

0’'Donoghue, Consultant Ecologist, North-West Ecology Ltd.,
submitted with application for applicant / forester

AA Screening Report & Determination 27/01/2022 by Alan Booth,
Ecologist on behalf of DAFM

AAD 27/01/2022 by Alan Booth, Ecologist on behalf of DAFM.

Date Referred to Inspector

16/08/2021 Certified 16/08/2021
04/10/2021 Certified 09/02/2022
Inspect at 1* Instalment

Desk Assessment/Desk &
Field Assessment

Field & Desk Assessment: Site inspected by a DAFM Inspector

Submissions Received

Submissions received: 03/09/2021 2, 06/09/2021 1, 08/09/2021 5,

Eastat Chaisledn Sheonach, Contae Loch Garman, Y35 PN52
Johnstown Castle Estate, Co. Wexford, Y35 PN52
T +353 53 9163400 Lo Call 6761 06 4415 | forestryinfo @agricultura.gov.ie

www.agricullure.gov.ie
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Appropriate Assessment
Screening

Natura Site 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 - Screen Out: No likelihood of a significant
effect on any European site, and Appropriate Assessment not
required. (See Ecology above)

Recommendation from Approve with Conditions
Inspector
Decision - The afforestation project and all associated operations shall be

carried out and completed in accordance with the measures set out
in the Environmental Requirements for Afforestation and the
Forestry Standards Manual (as amended by periodic Circulars).
Reason: In the interest of clarity and to ensure good forest practice
and the protection of the environment.

- All existing trees and hedgerows within the site shall be retained.
Reason: In the interests of protecting the character of the landscape
and the protection of the environment, in particular, habitats for
flora and fauna.

- Upon commencement of work on site, the licensee shall notify the
Department in writing. Any necessary additional documentation, as
may be required by a condition attached to the Licence, shall be
included with this Notice of Commencement. Where grant aid is
involved, this notice is represented by Form 1(b): Notice of
Substantial Commencement, completed by the Licensee and the
Registered Forester. In situations where no grant aid is involved, the
notice must be in the form of a signed letter.

Reason: To enable the Department to verify compliance with the
Licence and the conditions attached thereto.

- Condition: Adhere to the mitigation measures set out in the
attached Appropriate Assessment Determination, dated
27/01/2022.

Reason: In the interests of protection of the environment, in
particular the protection of European Site(s).

- Native woodland scenarios are to be adhered to at all time

Date Decision Issued

09/02/2022

Date Decision Advertised

11/02/2022

Administrative Comments:
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The decisiaon was issued in accordance with our procedures, 5.1. 191/2017 and the 2014 Forestry Act.
Please see the statement from the Inspectorate.

Name: Mary Coogan Grade: EO Date: 22/07/2022
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Grounds of Appeal

i Officlal s Orly  FAC Raberance

Cate tred

NOTICE OF APPEAL FORM | =i o

R 3k Parly Y 3 Ne O
Appreal e the Faovestry Appests Cannittee (i A0

Cheghed by:

This form represeats the Termat of appeal required by the FAC amd must be employed in
subinbtting an appeal in line with the Farestrs Appeals Conanittee Regnlations 2024,

Appenls submitics any oiher format will not he accepted.

L 1 S _f-_\_;;p_cl_lnm Details 3 |
PMPOREANT NOTE (1 THERE 15 SORE TIAN ONE FERSON MARISG AN AFPRAL A SEPARAE S CE
OFAPPEAL FOBME AL ST BE SURMITTEIHY 1 ACTLAPFILIANT

ARARPEALRECTVED SISV TIPLE APPLLEAN IS LIS TED WILL GE BEUNTED INY ALTIR

PELEEB RSN LR Y B 1L B - 0

o L Nome of Appellunt:

2. Adltlress of Appellant:
(Please incliede Elrensdy)

A Telephane Nomber: |

A Enmaill: rieose pots by grineding an cnol by
ad seompemdaes. Boud U AL 23 s

H BECISION

II Z NTisestatian (U5 8 "l ISH-

A SEPARATE FORM MUST BE COMPLETED FOR EA

D Poiged Boand Warrks (U8}
Uwine okt appeopatate ficonee npe |
armad puevciade th ficence sl H D Fellng 1icenee

i D Avtial Ferbilisitism (AEA)

5, Decldon Reference!:

6. Date of Becision under pppeal ' 7. Town land oud Counly:
09,02 2022 KnoCKwALL  Roscoambn
8, Mease fidicwie i you are e APPLICANT? nanied in B Declsion 1 Yes E s ]

Vonuambaled ane PRARNE welbsate Inaprd C v gan 1efen grinhim atzsang/td Jofafonsslyy
FApphieant pelfers to lie person w e ade the apphivation w e Tepatment ol Apyiculise Fiasd sl e Man
P i, appeositl o1 eary imoaneszester B0 s Tl sind2ject To B appeat

Yersion 10/08/201
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. Appellant™s Grounds ol Appeals and supporting docmnentsfinfurmation

Fhe uppellant imuat complete Seotwon 14 oserleal by scing out s weating all ol e groends of appeal that auest be
specific to the licence mcluding the fucts and reasoning an which the appetlant intepds o oely aod in aceordanee
with Section 14.8{4) of the Agriculture Appeals Act 2000 {as amended) must include wih thesr appeal all
docwments, particulars or other mtormation that ihey consider relevam and a list ofanv such docwments, particulars
o other mfommtion

10, Fee b be included with appeal

The Foresiry (Miscellaneous Provisions} Act 2020 provides for the collection of fees of C200, Please includde €200
by way of postal urder, bank deal or cheque with this form. Paviments should be made payable to the Fonstry
Appaals Comantize,  Please note that failure to submlt the fee with yoor appeal will result in your appeal
being deemicd invalid.

11, llearing ol appeals

Appeal hearmgzs are held by tle FAC o the Agricalivre Appeals Office. Kilminchy Court. Pontluvise, Co Laois,
R32 DEWS, or moanthicr venue i Portlanise, or when deemed appropriste remotely.  The Foresiiy Appeals
Committee shiall determine an appeal without an oral hearing unless. having regand to the particular circumstances
of the sppeal, ot considers that 1t is necessary o conduct an oral hearing 10 order (o propeely and fuirly determine
the appeal. Aoy fees that any represcaiativels) may charge or any expenses meurred by the appellant o their
representativets) atiending a heanng shall be borme by appellants or their representativefs). Where held, appeltanis
shall be advised of the dute. time amd locaton of the oral heaning amd it will not e possible 1o change the date once
schedefed. Names of any persunis) accompanyving appellants or aominated to altend an vral henng on an
appelant’s behalPmuast be provided on request. Where an email is provided oll cominunications from the FAC may
issue via emal only.

12, Submission of appeals

Appeals imay be submitied by post. The postal addiess is Forestry Appeals Committee, Agriculture Appenls
Office. Kilminchy Court, Perttanise. Co. Laois, RY2 D'TAWS. The Notwee of Appeal Forny must be signed by the
appellant. Appeals and payments that are nit received within the statutory deadline connot be accepted.

Any decisions 1ssued by the Minister for Agriculture, Food and the Marine (DAFM) are subject 1o the stuustory
14-thay deadline e, The FAC Notice of Appeal Forms must be received by this oflice along with the €200 o
within 14 days of the DAFM decision.

11 your do mot receive an acknowledgement of your appeal please contact the Forestry Appeals Committee vin Tel
{U5TY RO6T 6T, ur c-imail: ToreslryGi agriappeals.gov e

13, Processing of your appeal and sharing of information
Data Prutection — GDPR

The Forestry Appeals Committes {FAC) colleets persenal dita 1o provess appeal applications pasonal dala
nnry Ire used for statisticnl, research and analysis purposes i some circunistances, but will only be done so
comphianee with the Datn Protection tegistation i forve. Dara used tur such prrpuses will be pseudonymised
(masked) or anonyimised, us appropniate, to protect 1o the secunty and confidentiality of the dat, The use of
the data in this way may facilitate the Forestry Appeals Comnintee (FAC) i informing policy decisions into
the future The FAC 15 lully committed w keeping all personal data submitted by its customers fully safe and
seeure during sdnmousirative processes
The AAD, when processng a FAC appeal, may share data cotlected front the appellant with ather relevan
partics s the appeal datisomay be inchsded e recond o ad sead publicly atany oral hanng held {or the
rekevant appeal and may he published on a public website. The Agneulturl Appeals Act 2001, as amended,
and Forestry Appeals Commitiee Regalations 2020 providis Tor thes sharmg o data
The DXAFM Statement on the prosnds ot appeal will be prosided to ail paruces (o the appeal
Infosminton relating to appeals shall be retamed by the #AC lor 2 minomum of 7 yuars

vreenen B EIIEE
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Transparcocy and openness 1 the vse of personal data s important to the EAC shich auns b dally inlogas all
1 customus about O parposets) For whichtheir data will Be used and why, where iy be sharedd
elsewhere and wlvy amd bow losg thei datis may be dield by the FAC, This information and the inlormation on
the rights ol custonters wlio pros ide persoaal data 1o the FAC are detailed i 1he data protection section on the
Appeals OTice's welsiie www agriappuals.goy e,

Persimal datin prowessed by the AT will only be used for the specific purposeds) as eothned when the data s
vollectcd ¢Notice of Appeal Formng o as ousthied i detad i the data profection section on the Office’s wibsig
MWW s ey gov e

Please be advised that if you are atiending twe Aprvalivoe Appeals Oftice, Kilminchy Cowt, Poitlavise, Cu,
1 awsts, RIZIFTWS aliat COTV an im operation Ton the secisoty amd salety of visilors and stafE. More isfonmatam
is 0 the data prokection section on the CHlice’s website wywawapuappeals o .

o

14, Appetlunt’s Grounds und Statement (additional pugc; .m.:ly be included il required)

STATEMENT  ATTAC HAD

2 PAacES

15, Declaration

Hy sipning the decloration below you are making an appead againat the dectsion referred 10 this Notice of
Appual Fonm and declinng e your appeal detls may be provided w other relevant parties snd may be
mehuded i the recond of and read publicly at any oml hearing beld for Hus appeal and may be published.

1 declare that the information consained in my appead is trive and accrvare and that | have read and
aceept the rules governing the submission and processing of appeals by the Foresiey Appeals Connitres
fncluding Sections 14 4 to 14F of the Agriculwre Appeals Act, 2000, the Forestry (Miscelfaneons
Provisinms) Act, X020 aned the Forestey Appeals Committee Regulations 2028,

Sipnature of Appellant
20(z2(25
[LHTTH

Version 10/08/2021
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Numerous appeals have been submitted regarding the last 3 attempts to destray cur little townland and yet
here | am again trying to defend our httle picce of ground that cur family worked hard to pass on and which in
turn { would hope will pass on to the next gencration.

The reasons haven't changed for our appeal - flowery language and the changing of conditions an letters does
not and will not deter me from appealing fora 4" time

The flooding of this area is a fact. The detrimental fiooding in 4 out of the past 12 years is also a fact -
photographs have been sent, statements have been made and sandbags have been issued. As | sit here this
evening 20" February the swans are approximately 20 yards from my front door. The heavy rains of Eunice,
Dudley and the onset of Franklin storms have all brought the water levels up to a low flood level in
approximately a week. if you allow this plantation with hundreds of trees, the water can only rise quicker as, as
the tree matures, it takes up space leaving the water with no option but to rise quicker and closer to our house
if some fail and fall in a few years, it doesn’t take a mathematician to work out that they take up more space.

The applicant has seen these floods and has no doubt decided that it doesn’t matter to him, which it may not
but, as it has today, already risen to where his trees may be planted, will matter as they will fail. Regardiess of
them being native, there is a reason only and odd tree will grow in peat soil and that’s what it is. That is what al
of the wild bogs surrounding them and us prove, nothing will grow. The swans, the jacksnipe, the ducks, some
water fowl, they all prove that this is marsh/peat land. It is under review for proposed natural heritage area as it
should be- nothing else can thrive. And with a plantation comes the influx of other lovely “native ” creatures,
mink, red squirrel along with pine-martin and rats will ensure that our little waterfowl! will not survive long as
they wreak havoc on their young and encroach further upland to take all birds eggs as they go. Things are bleak
enough without bringing in a “protected” species with no natural predators.

About 2-3 acres is grazing ground for cattle and was sufficient to raise plenty of cattle in its day and earn an
income for past generations. But that would not raise the premium that these trees will raise for its owner. This
is a salely financial transaction, despite words to the contrary. This is nat about making a greener earth. lts
about making the bank balance greener. You are disregarding 2 whole community who have lived here for
generations and ignored their grievances. You have had appeals from them all but now you decide to put a
greater tithe on appealing to try to keep the little man down. | have no animosity towards the applicant but |
will not be summoned to "hold court” in his premises that he visits from time to time. This is his holiday home
with his primary residence 80miles away from this proposed plantation. This weekend is the first time he has
been here in 7 weeks. |f they had moved in and lived in the community and spent their time here, he may have
seen how much we do love and value our townland.

On a physical scale, the plantation will only darken our road and isolate it from other areas as they in time the
plantation will become overgrown and [eave the road, greasy and algae covered leading to dangerous driving
conditions. The size of the machines coming to plant and in time the trucks that will come to thin and clearfell
will also destroy the road and cause obstruction. | don’t know if | will ever see the thinning or the clearfelling
but neither will the applicant. However our daughter will have to endure it, if our house has not been a} flooded
b)so devalued its not worth selling or ¢} derelict as it pushes more people away from the community.

Fa 1
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At the present time, the flooding not only leads to physical damage on the road but is a constant worry for us.
Woe ook at the flood water rising and the rainfall and try to keep positive that it wont affect us ... .this year. This
is a genuine and debilitating fear that this plantation will only add to. | am not being over dramatic in that
statement. Sleepless nights as the rain falls heavily is a genuine and yearly event. More trees will add to that
fear

We had to jump through hoops with council ctc when we went to build our house = neighbours being
threatened with sterilization of land if they tried te build more than one house on their own land. It could be
seen from the Shannen and there might be drainage issues — why are there no drainage issues being highlighted
now. There is a main drain on the southern side of the proposed plantation that needs and has been cdeaned to
ensure the water does not rise to neighbouring houses. What happens when in 10 years if this proposad
plantation matures and becomes overgrown and maintenance is not passible and where the owner has maybe
sold it on etc? There won’t be much repard for us as a community then,

Basically ;should this go ahead, our houses, cur heads and our community will die within its lifetime — we shall
not sec it happen and will fight to the final stamp to ensure it doesn't

1 would ask you graciously to look upon this with compassion for a small community on the banks of the
Shannon trying to survive. God knows it's hard enough as it is.
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Statement from Inspectorate.

Assessment Criteria

Was the AA screening procedure at the time
of approval applied? (Y/N)

What version of the AA procedure? v.05Nov19

Standard Operating Procedures applied? (Y/N) | ¥

Based on the information supplied by the appellant, do you recommend any change to the original decision?

(Tick as appropriate)
No Confirm Revise Remit licence for Revoke
change X | recommendation to conditions of reassessment licence
grant licence licence

¢ Ali guidelines relating to setbacks will have to be adhered to as outlined in the environmental requirements for
afforestation.

* All water/environmental features and water quality concerns are addressed in the Environmental Requirements
for Afforestation document.

e Adrainage survey was carried out by a suitably qualified chartered engineer.

» The road adjoining the proposal is a public road. Road safety issues are a matter for the local authority and or the
Gardai.

* While part of the proposed project area floods seasonally, the tree species approved will tolerate these events.

* The issues raised by the appellant do not provide sufficient grounds for DAFM to change its conditions of
approval.

Name: Momme Reibisch
Role: Forest Service District Inspector

Date: 14/06/2022

Page 11 of 11




An Roinn Talmhaiochta,
Bia agus Mara

Department of Agriculture,

Food and the Marine

Forestry Division Statement to the Forestry Appeals Committee

FAC Reference FACD11/2022
File Reference CN89154
Scheme Afforestation
Species proposed GPC 10— NWE
Approved Area 7.47 Hectares

Summary of application:

Advertised

Date Submitted 14/07/2021
Site Notice date 07/07/2021
Date Application 11/08/2021

Referrals to referral bodies

An Taisce 16/08/2021 - Reply 13/09/2021 {Scan 13/09/2021)
National Parks & Wildlife Service 16/08/2021 - Reply 22/09/2021
{Appendix) (Scan 22/09/2021)

Roscommon County Council 16/08/2021 — Reply (Scan date)
22/09/2021

Referral to Ecology

NIS CN79583 11/05/2021 by Saoirse O’'Donoghue, Consultant
Ecologist, North-West Ecology Ltd., submitted with application for
applicant / forester

NIS CN89154 11/05/2021 (Scan 11/08/2021) by Saoirse

O’'Donoghue, Consultant Ecologist, North-West Ecology Ltd.,
submitted with application for applicant / forester

AA Screening Report & Determination 27/01/2022 by Alan Booth,
Ecologist on behalf of DAFM

AAD 27/01/2022 by Alan Booth, Ecologist on behalf of DAFM.

Date Referred to Inspector

16/08/2021 Certified 16/08/2021
04/10/2021 Certified 09/02/2022
Inspect at 1* Instalment

Desk Assessment/Desk &
Field Assessment

Field & Desk Assessment: Site inspected by a DAFM Inspector

Submissions Received

Submissions received: 03/09/2021 2, 06/09/2021 1, 08/09/2021 5,

Eastit Chaisledn Sheonach, Contae Loch Garman, Y35 PN52
Johnstown Castle Estale, Co. Wexford, Y35 PN52
T +353 53 9163400 Lo Call 0761 06 4415 | forestryinto @ agriculture.gov.ie

www.agriculture gov.ie




Appropriate Assessment
Screening

Natura Site 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 - Screen Out: No likelihood of a significant
effect on any European site, and Appropriate Assessment not
required. {See Ecology above)

Recommendation from
Inspector

Approve with Conditions

Decision

- The afforestation project and all associated operations shall be
carried out and completed in accordance with the measures set out
in the Environmental Requirements for Afforestation and the
Forestry Standards Manual (as amended by periodic Circulars).
Reason: In the interest of clarity and to ensure good forest practice
and the protection of the environment.

- All existing trees and hedgerows within the site shall be retained.
Reason: In the interests of protecting the character of the landscape
and the protection of the environment, in particular,

habitats for flora and fauna.

- Upen commencement of work on site, the licensee shall notify the
Department in writing. Any necessary additional documentation, as
may be required by a condition attached to the Licence, shall be
included with this Notice of Commencement. Where grant aid is
involved, this notice is represented by Form 1{b}: Notice of
Substantial Commencement, completed by the Licensee and the
Registered Forester. In situations where no grant aid is involved, the
notice must be in the form of a signed letter.

Reason: To enable the Department to verify compliance with the
Licence and the conditions attached thereto.

- Condition: Adhere to the mitigation measures set out in the
attached Appropriate Assessment Determination, dated
27/01/2022.

Reason: In the interests of protection of the environment, in
particular the protection of European Site(s).

- Native woodland scenarios are to be adhered to at all time

Date Decision Issued

09/02/2022

Date Decision Advertised

11/02/2022
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Administrative Comments:

The decision was issued in accordance with our procedures, S.1. 191/2017 and the 2014 Forestry Act.

Please see the statement from the Inspectorate.

Name: Mary Coogan Grade: EO Date: 22/07/2022
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Offklal Use Only  FACHeference

Date Received

NOTICE OF APPEAL FORM [ =™

_ : adpPay ves O ne O
Appeual ta the Forestey Appeals U unnnitiee i1 A0

Chechad by:

Fhis form represents (e femat of appuest requiced by the FAC amld niust be employed in
stthmidtting an appeal in line with the Forestry Appeals Committee Regulations 2020,

Appeals submitted in uny other format will not be accepted,

1( Detalls ; |

Appella

PAFORTANT NOTE 0 FIERE IS MORE THAR ONE PERSUN MAKRTSG AN AT AL A SEPARALE NOTICE |
OF APPEAL LO SIS BE SUBMITTED BY EAUINAPPELLAMT |

VNV AIPEAL RECLIVED WETEE ML DI APPELE AN IS LIS TED WILE BE DR 1YY AL,

FOEAST Cedm L 18 ML TH RS

1. Nome of Appelani: [
L. Address of Appeilant: ‘
(Please indude Eiremile)

3. Telephene Number:
4o N Pease o b g e
nﬂ.x:.n:aunn!:m;uu.n_mc_m!_mum_m |
Ll
Delnils of decision of the Minister for A;.,ricullur!. Fond and the Marine (DAFM) to be nppealed
A SEPARATE FORM MUST BE COMPLETED FOR EACH DECISION

! g AMTorestatian (CN) ?C’ ',_6 4‘

5. Decklshon Reference': D Forest Rosud Works: (UN):
Plesse ick the appropriste fie ciee hpe |
aned prioviedy the licence manher | D Feiling Licence:

|:| Aol Fertilisation (AFA) :

6. Irte uf Decision uadee appeal ' . 7. Town lund and County:
_(}' (A 120l Prummanrore, kt’h.l(.‘q// Ro i (cirmey
: R Plesase indieate i you are the APPLICANT? named in the Decision @ Yes D No E

P Avablalie on TYARM wolsate hips & s gov wcon puliwatmsfnd 2ot tom ey
EAppheant vefers o the person who made the application o thie Depatiment of Agiauiue Food and the Marine for Uw
licence, appasval or cilry ina registen 2t s the stfyect w llas appeat

Version 10/08/2021
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9. Appellnt’s Grounds of Appeals and suppurting dacumentsfinformation

Ihe appellant must complete Sectivn 14 overdeal by setting out in writing all of the grounds of uppea] that it be
speuific fo the heenee including the Eets and reasoniog on which the appellant micuds o rely and m aceondanee
with Scchon 1L.0GH of the Agriculiure Appeals Act 2001 (a5 amwsided) must include with thewr appeat all
documents, particubars or other intonmation tharthey consider relevant and a list of any such documems, particulars
v other informatim.

1, Fee tn be included with appeat

The Forestry Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 2020 provides for the collection of feexs of €200 Please include C200
by way of pustal urder, hank drall or chegue with this form. Paymems should be made payable o the Torestry
Appeals Commitee Please note that fallure to submit the fee with your appeal will resalt In yonr appeal
being deemed invalid,

1. lleuring of appeals

Appeat hearings are held by the FAC at the Agricuiture Appeabs Office, Kilmunchy Court, Portlacnse, Co. Lauis,
132 DTWS, or i another venue in Portlsoise, or when deemed appropriate iemotely.  The Forestey Appeals
Committee shall determine an appeal without an oral hearing untess, having regard (o e particular circumstances
of the appeal, it consaders that it s necessary W conduct an oral hcaring in erder to properly and frly deterntine
the uppeal. Any fees that any represenfative(s) may charge or any cxpenses incurred by the appellant o thewr
represertativels) atiending a hearing shall be borte by appellants or their representative(s). Whese held. appellants
sliall be advised of the date. time amd tocation of the ozal heaiing aid it will not be pussible 1o change e date once
scheduled, Names of any persunts) accompanying appellants or nominated to sitend an ol heasnng on an
appellant’s behatl must be provided on request. Where oi cngil is provided all coonmunications from the FAC may
issue vin email only.

12, Subimission of appeals

Appeals may be sulsnitted by post, The postal addeess is Forestry Appeats Committee, Agricalture Appeals
Office, Kilminchy Courd, Portlavise. o, Laois, R32 DTWS. The Notice of Appenl Fonn must be signed by the
appeltant. Appeals and payments that are not receivel within the stntutory desdline cannot be accepted.

Stgtotory Deadline for Recelpt of Appeals
Ay decistons sssued by e Minister for Agriculure, Food and the Marine (DAFN) are subject 1o the stavatory
14-day deadline i.e. The FAC Notice of Appeal Forms mast be reeeived by ths office along with the €200 fee
within 14 days of the DAFM decision,

I you du nod teeeive an acknowledgement of your appeal please contact the Forestry Appeals Committice vin Tel
{057} 66T 167, or e-mail: furestry’@ agriappeals.pov.ic,

1), Processing of your appen] and sharing of information
Data Pratection — GDPR

i, The Foresiry Appeals Commities (FAC) colleets persunal data to process appeat applications personul data
may be used for statstical, research and analysis purposes in some circumstances, but will enly be done so in
campliomee with the Data Protection legistation in furce. Dt used for such purposes will be pseudonymised
{masked) or anomyinised, as appropriate, to protect 1o the security and confidentiality of the data. The use of
the datz in this way may Licilitate the Furestry Appesls Commmitiee (FAC) 1 informing policy decistons into
the future The FALC is fually conumitted w keepang atl personal data submutied by its customers tully sate and
seeure duzing adwiusliative processes.,

i ‘The AAQL when processing a FAU appeal, may share data eollected from the appellant with ather relevant
partics and the appeal data may be incladed in tie econd of and eead publicly al any orl hearng beld Tor the
refevant appeal amd may be puitished ona public website. The Agnculiuml Appeals Act 2001, as amended
and Furesiry Appeals Committee Regulations 2020 provides for ths shanng ol data

wi. The PAEM Staement on the prounds of appeal will be pros ided 1o all panies to the appeal.

iv.  Informution refating 1o appeals shatl be retained by the FAC lor aminmen of 7 years,
eewon KR w2NL
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v Toansparency and opentess in the use ol personal dana is imperiant o the FAC which auns to fully mloom all
s customery about the pugposcts ) For which theer data will be used and why, where it oy be shared
elsewhere amd why and how bong their data may be held by the FAC. This information and the intormaton on
the rights of customers who provide personal dua o the 1AC are detmled in the data prstection section on the
Appeals Oflice’s websile ww wagtiappeals.gov e

wi Personal data processal by the FAC will only be used for the specific purpose(s] as ontlined when the data s
collected (Natie ol Appeal Foompand as outhined v detad mthe data protection seelion on the Office’s webuite
wwwagreppeils gove,

il Please be advised thas of you are attencling the Apnicnliie Appeals Ottice, Kilminchy Couwrl, Portiaaise, Ca,
1itors, R IYEWS thin 0TV 15 1m0 operstion b the seeunity and salety ol vistiers and sial T Aene infoomation
15 in the data protection scetion on the OffEee’s welsite waw agripppeals g e

[ 14. g\pptllnul 5 Gruunds and Stutement (nddllhmni pn;,u mny be included if rv.quind) i = |

9 mL_A_,_ﬁ.«ul Leesneo o (_’n/‘é’f] IS4
on He growdr HA bl bond 4 o2 o Zf’m
Olva aud ¢ o bl vich bobbu_ sercowdo, a-
W pldad T Neva rebwidbed o 4 gage_decineld.
rww/m{f_,_.mfﬁéﬁ;{i

;ﬂ({uf.lu:.l fwiay wLu f—f-ji-iary l/ir!f: 4‘L< are

ouf _‘_[1"‘_!;11‘ My Con CeinS

Fﬂlﬁ\{lhﬂ {&[CLL___&_'LL”‘A <t ‘L[f(.‘ i W‘\/./Cf Yot /[f "17[
privale Qwaf-qgf m_f-_bi; et gt Jead i all
()J-lu“ fm/ 4/ s _.r ‘\.f‘ a~ ﬁ I’Zﬂf— ﬁ "‘:‘"‘( Q/fo
in Cf-«:/c/ Pref tes ‘ it /c..f ? 4’/ awd map WL? Ardws are
15, Decharation | fpve ”....._ﬁu/ ‘-_ﬂ‘Hg mep wleet Lia r[':."f closed 1a.
2y
13y signing the declaration below van are making an appeal :lgnin.-‘-:’thc decision referred win this Notice of

Appeal Fonn and declning that vour appeal details may be provided 1o other relesant parties and may be
incluhed in the record of and read pabitely at any ol Sieacing Tield for tis oppeal and may be published.

1 declare thut the information contuined i my append is feae and accurate and that D have read and
aceepr the eiles gaverning the submission aud pravessing of appeals by the Forestry Appeals Connmnifiee

including Sections 13 01 o I4F of the Agriculture Appeals Aci, 2001, the Forestry (Misceffaneous
Provisions) Act, 020 and the Forestey Appeals Commitice Regidlations 2020,

Skgnature of Appellant

Date; Q.O/ T / el L

Version 10/08/2021
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No consideration of the concerns of the many focals who made abservations - many of whom are
2+{3+ peneration residents and the universal wish for this plantation applicalion to be denied were
ignored by the DAFM, The amount of respanses to the initial application {and previous applications)
is contrary to the answer to Q11 of the ElA requirement assessment as forest cover in this locality is
a very significant issue. This townland has 23.41% forest coverage already and 17.3% within 5kms
which is huge given the site is lakeside so the land coverage within Skms is probably closer to 35%.
People are concerned that their properties will devalue further, their chldren will leave the area, the
natural beauty of their area witl be diminished and natural ancient habitat, fauna, wildlife and
farming culture will gradually disappear

Population of Knockhall townland has halved the last 100 years = partly due to the extensive
affurestation that has occurred in the last AQ/50 years. As discussed above It is felt that this arca
already has a very high density of tree cover and coatinued afforestation will only lead to more
depopulation — a phenomenon that 1s quite visible in the number of young peoplu attending the
local schools & gaa club ete and the closure of local businesses

Inadequate consideration given to the highly sensitive, unique and low lying lakeside nature of this
site.

The high nature valee farmland could be caonsidered peatland due to its low lying marshy and wet
grasslands nature. This land should not be used for forestry as it’s value to the eco system exceeds
its value as forestry. Coillte does not apply for new afforestation licences on peatlands

As many neighbours slated this land is subject to llooding and severe floods were experienced in
2009, 2019 and 2020. This refuies the applicants answer 1o question 2 of the original pre approval
submission report where he asserted flooding was not a consideration. Severe flooding events are
oxpected to increase with cimate change. The implications of this were ignored as the only
reference to flooding in the Appropriate Assessment was that it will not affect the tree species being
planted. The purpose of the setback from arterial drains and hedgerows s to protect the dralns from
excessive organic material runoff and sedimentation entering the drains and the Shannon. Setbacks
are irrelevant when almost all the peatland floods on a regular basis and the material is carried into
the Shannon anyway

Drains = the land has a number of diatns that are cruckal 1o many local houses and farms to remaove
excess water as quickly as possibfe. They are not just for the benefit of the landowner, There were 2
drains in plot numbers 6 and 1 filled in many years ago by the previous land owner, This was not
appraved by cither the county cauncil or the neighbours at the time. We have grave concerns that
planting trees where these drains once were will have severe flood risk implications for adjoining
lands and property and in fact would request that both drains be reinstated. As the trees mature
excess vegetation/leaves/branches ete will dog these drains and they will require mare clearing than
before, Access for machinery will be difficelt and the effects on the riparian habitat of more frequent
arterial drain clearing will be severe. Recent studies have suggested that drain cleaning can be as bad
for the lake as pollution, We also have concerns about the effectiveness of silt traps in flood prone
land (not eflective}, whether the traps will he maintained/emptled adeguately, il they will slow the
ahility of the land to drain and also where the remaoved silt (if removed) will be dumped. Reguiring
the instaliation of silt traps is casy to instruct in an appropriate assessment determination - policing
its maintenance is another marter altogether and we fear this is an element of the plantation that
will be neglected given that this is not where the applicant lives, Furthermore some of the drainage
network is not owned by the plantation applicant and parmissions have not been sought from
andowners to install silt traps
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On 13/9/2021 An Taisce expressed concerns about this plantation and advised much larger setbacks
{20m} which were ignored in favour of 10m setback. Quotes fram thelr letter below -

"A water setback is needed to create a buffer of notural ground vegetation pasitioned between
defined woter features, and the forest crap and ossociated oporatians, this protecting water quobily
and aquatic ecosystemns fram possible sediment ond nutrient runoff. In addition to predetermined
setbacks for nivers, streams and lakes fboth temporary and permanent), the updoted Environmental
Requirements for Afforestation Guidelines {2016], olso opply setbacks for existing droins and
chamnels frefevent wotercourses) which are connected to an aquatic zone. These are anol shown an
an 05 6 inch map, but have the potentinl to carry significant amounts of sediments and nutricnts. In
this case, given the mineral peal soil, we would recommend an aquatic zone setback of at feast 20m
and o setback on relevant watercourses of 5 . The application indicates there will be un gguatic
setbock, but it 1s smaller than the recommended distance

This is the third application that has been proposed for afforestation adjacent o Lough Bofin in 2021
It is imperative that cumulotive impacts to the woter quality of Lough Bofin be considered, as
aithough the indieidual plots may be smatl, the planting of numerous plots undoubtedly has the
patentiol to olter the integrity ond quality of the lough, in addition to the scenic beauty of the areq.
There must be some strategic oversight of this. The cumulative effects of plans and projects must
also be taken into account when cansidering whether the effect of the plan or project would be likely
to be significant. MN2000 and the DAFM Guidance advise that the authorities should consider the
cumulative impact of plans er projects which are completed, those which have been opproved but
not completed and those proposed (but not yet approved)™

The Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage wrote

“the generol duties placed on alf public authonities2 by Regulation 27 of the 2011 Regulations in
relation to European sites. Amang other things, thes includes a duty to exercise oll functions, including
but not only consent functions, in compliance with, and 50 as to secure compliance with the
requirements of the Habitats and Birds Directives and the 2011 Regulotions. Public authorities are
obliged, when exercising their functions, to take appropriate steps to avoid, in European sites, the
deterioration of natural habitots and the habitals of species, os well as disturbance of species for
which a site has been designated insofar as this disturbance could be significont in refation Lo the
objectives of the Habitats Directive;  gencral obligations in refation to protected species of flora and
fuuna and their key hobntats, including breeding sites and resting places, wherever they occur, under
the 2011 Requiations [i e. strictly protected Habitots Directive Annex IV species), andWildlife Acts,
1976-2018. Derogation licences moy be required from the NPWS where protected species, or their
key habitots, would be damaoged or disturbed in the course of forestry development, works or other
activities, « general obligations not to cause or alfow ‘ervironmental domoge’ to occur, as defined in
the Environmental Liability Directive {2004/35/EC) and Evropean Communities {Environmental
Liobility) Regulations, 2008, and including domoge to ‘protected species and natural hobltats'3 ®

in the event thot it 1s determined that an appropriate assessment s required, the relevont legisiation
should be followed, and the standards established by case law of the Court of lustice of the European
Unian should be noted. In the case of the lotter, for example, you may be aware thaot the Court of
Justice has estoblished that on oppropriate assessment cannot have facunae, ond must contain
complete, precise ond definitive findings and conclusions copable of removing all reasonable
scientific doubt as to the effects of a project on the European site(s} concerned.

Page 8of 13



Enviranmental impact Assessment (EIA) Consideration should be given ta potentiol impacts on
biodiversity as part of the consideration of the need for EIA in relation to forestry opplications as set
out in the Forestry Act 2014 ond Regulations mode thereunder. Where propasals foll below the
threshalds for mandatory EIA, set aut in the Forestry Requiotions, 2017, consideration should be
given to the need for a sub-threshold Envirenmental impact Assessment (EIA}

Other Biadiversity Considerations Particular consideration should be given to the folfowing matters
as part of o general consideration of potential impacts on biodiversity, and in any consideration of
the need for sub-threshold E1A, arising from forestry applications including: » The presence of, and
patential effects on strictly protected ‘Anncx IV species {Habitats Directive), and their key habitats
{i.c. Breeding sites and resting places) in the course of clear-felling, replanting ond any associated
works and development. o The need for derogation licences under the European Communities (Birds
and Natural Habitois) Regufations, 201 1-2015, for the obove. e The presence of, and potential effects
on any other protected species of flora or fauna {Wildlife Acts, 1976.2018), and their key habitats
fi.v. Breeding sites and resting ploces) in the course of clear fefling, replanting and any associnted
works and development. » The need for any licences under the Wiidlife Acts, 1976-2018, for the
above”

It is our cantention that the consideration of the above by DAFM was cursory and not nearly
detailed enough. We feel that the exceptional biodiversity of this highly sensitive and unique site, in
aflood prone area on the banks of the largest river in Ireland has been largely ignored by DAFM,
There are many fish species In the river along with rare white clawed crayfish, lampreys and swan
and duck mussels who's habitats will be impacted when the river floods or arterial drain cleaning is
undertaken. Furthermore the Lough Forbes special area of conservation is only 6.5kms downstream
and wilt not be protected by silt traps when the river floods. There are also otters, badgers, pine
martins, foxes ant! hares who will lose foraging habitat when the trees mature. In addition habitat
for birdlife will be severely diminished with the loss of ground vegetation and insects.

Immediately north of this site there is a natural wild peatland (a proposed naturad heritage area)
which was not considered in the reports. We feel this peatland, together with this adjoining marshy
land is perfect habitat for endangered ground nesting bird species such as Corncrake and birds of
prey such as the Hen Harrier which could easily be reintroduced to this area. The unique fauna and
insect species associated with such peatlands should also be preserved

The shores of Lough Bolin are also a proposed natural heritage arca - If this was re-designated as a
natural heritage area this plantation would not be allowed. 1t is unclear why DAFM have ignored this
fact given that this plantation is bounded by 2 pNHA's to the north and east and also the high
likelihood that re-designation to (ull natural heritage area happening.

The appropriate assessment determination concludes as follows

"It is concluded thot there is no possibility that the proposed felling ond reforestation project
CNB9154, with mitigation measures set oul in Section 4, will itself, 1.e,, individually, giving rise to an
adverse offect on the integrity of the fallowing European Sites and their ossociated Qualifying
Interests / Speciol Conservation Interests and Conservation Objectives: Lough Forbes Complex SAC
{EO0G 1818 Therefore, there is no potential for the proposed project to contribute to any cumulative
adverse cffcct on the integrity of the obove European Site{s). when considered in-combination with
other plans and projects”
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This is a rather grand statement and the DAFM reiies on the passage of time to mitigate this
assertion as realisticatly it could be 5-10 years before the disastrous consequences of this plantation
and the other water side plantations taking over the atea become fully clear

This 15 an area of vutstanding natural beauty with a vibrant {but declining) community who
universally oppose this plantation and have many significant concerns regarding biodiversity, fauna,
drainage, lake pollution, birdlife, wildlife, visual appeal, impact on the adjoining wild bog etc. The
DAEM seems determined to ignore these serious and valid concerns i order to reach its plantation
numbers. The inadeguate nalura impact statement [undertaken on beha{ ol the land owner) and
appropriale assessment (undertaken on behall of the DAFM) should be sel aside and this plantaticn
refused or at the very least a proper unhiascd envieonmental impact assessment prepared that
covers the very significant envicgnmental issues surrounding this site
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Statement from Inspectorate.

Assessment Criteria

Was the AA screening procedure at the time Y

of approval applied? {Y/N)

What version of the AA procedure? v.05Nov19
Standard Operating Procedures applied? (Y/N) Y

Based on the information supplied by the appellant, do you recommend any change to the original decision?

(Tick as appropriate)
No Confirm Revise Remit licence far Revoke
change | X recommendation to conditions of reassessment licence
grant licence licence

All guidelines relating to setbacks will have to be adhered to as outlined in the environmental requirements for
afforestation.

This site was desk and field assessed by the DAFM inspector. The site was approved adhering to all standard
operating procedures and guidelines at the time of approval. An AA screening was carried out and it was deemed
that an appropriate assessment was required. Appropriate Assessment was carried out by a DAFM ecologist.

All water/environmental features and water quality concerns are addressed in the Environmental Requirements
for Afforestation document.

A drainage survey was carried out by a suitably qualified chartered engineer.

NIS submitted by the applicant was reviewed by a DAFM ecoclogist.

While part of the proposed project area floods seasonally, the tree species approved will tolerate these events.
No drainage, fertilizer or herbicide is approved for this application.

Name: Momme Reibisch

Role: Forest Service District Inspector

Date: 05/06/2022
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An Roinn Talmhaiochta,
Bia agus Mara

Department of Agriculture,

Food and the Marine

Forestry Division Statement to the Forestry Appeals Committee

FAC Reference FAC012/2022
File Reference CNB89154
Scheme Afforestation
Species proposed GPC 10 - NWE
Approved Area 7.47 Hectares

Summary of application:

Advertised

Date Submitted 14/07/2021
Site Notice date 07/07/2021
Date Application 11/08/2021

Referrals to referral bodies

An Taisce 16/08/2021 - Reply 13/09/2021 (Scan 13/09/2021)
National Parks & Wildlife Service 16/08/2021 — Reply 22/09/2021
{Appendix) (Scan 22/09/2021)

Roscommon County Council 16/08/2021 — Reply (Scan date)
22/09/2021

Referral to Ecology

NIS CN79583 11/05/2021 by Saoirse O’'Donoghue, Consultant
Ecologist, North-West Ecology Ltd., submitted with application for
applicant / forester

NIS CN89154 11/05/2021 (Scan 11/08/2021} by Saoirse

O’Donoghue, Consultant Ecologist, North-West Ecology Ltd.,
submitted with application for applicant / forester

AA Screening Report & Determination 27/01/2022 by Alan Booth,
Ecologist on behalf of DAFM

AAD 27/01/2022 by Alan Booth, Ecologist on behalf of DAFM.

Date Referred to Inspector

16/08/2021 Certified 16/08/2021
04/10/2021 Certified 09/02/2022
Inspect at 1* Instalment

Desk Assessment/Desk &
Field Assessment

Field & Desk Assessment: Site inspected by a DAFM Inspector

Submissions Received

Submissions received: 03/09/2021 2, 06/09/2021 1, 08/09/2021 5,

Eastat Chaisledn Sheonach, Contae Loch Garman, Y35 PN52
Johnstown Castle Estats, Co. Wexford, Y35 PN52
T +353 53 9163400 Lo Call 0761 06 4415 | forestryinfo @ agriculture.gov.ie

www agriculture.gov.ie




Appropriate Assessment
Screening

Natura Site 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 - Screen Out: No likelihood of a significant
effect on any European site, and Appropriate Assessment not
required. (See Ecology above)

Recommendation from
Inspector

Approve with Conditions

Decision

- The afforestation project and all associated operations shall be
carried out and completed in accordance with the

measures set out in the Environmental Requirements for
Afforestation and the Forestry Standards Manual (as amended by
periodic Circulars).

Reason: In the interest of clarity and to ensure good forest practice
and the protection of the environment.

- Al existing trees and hedgerows within the site shall be retained.
Reason: In the interests of protecting the character of the landscape
and the protection of the environment, in particular,

habitats for flora and fauna.

- Upon commencement of work on site, the licensee shall notify the
Department in writing. Any necessary additional documentation, as
may be required by a condition attached to the Licence, shall be
included with this Notice of Commencement. Where grant aid is
involved, this notice is represented by Form 1{b): Notice of
Substantial Commencement, completed by the Licensee and the
Registered Forester. In situations where no grant aid is involved, the
notice must be in the form of a signed letter.

Reason: To enable the Department to verify compliance with the
Licence and the conditions attached thereto.

- Condition; Adhere to the mitigation measures set out in the
attached Appropriate Assessment Determination, dated
27/01/2022.

Reason: In the interests of protection of the environment, in
particular the protection of European Site(s).

- Native woodland scenarios are to be adhered to at all time

Date Decision Issued

09/02/2022

Date Decision Advertised

11/02/2022
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Administrative Comments:

The decision was issued in accordance with our procedures, 5.1. 191/2017 and the 2014 Forestry Act.

Please see the statement from the Inspectorate.

Name: Mary Coogan Grade: EO Date: 22/07/2022
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AFFORESTATION LICENCE NO CNB9154, DRUMMANMORE, KNOCKHALL, ROSCOMMON

APPELLANTS GROUNDS AND STATEMENT - JOHN KELLY

Dear Sir/Madam

| have never submitted an appeal of any sort before but as the person most affected by the
proposed plantation | feel compelled to make known my absolute oppasition te it. Please excuse me
if | haven't structured it correctly

1

DAFM made little cansideration of the concerns of the many locals who made
observations - many of whom are 2™/3" generation residents and the unanimous desire
for this plantation application to be denied were ignored by the DAFM. In Q11 of the E)A
reguirement assessment the inspector stated that forest cover in the locality was not a
concern. This is incorrect as evidenced by the talk in the area and the number of
responses made to the initial application. This townland has 23.41% forest coverage
already and 17.3% within Skms which Is enormous given the site is fakeside so the land
coverage within 5kms is probably closer to 35%. People are very concerned that their
properties will devalue further, their children will leave the area, the natural beauty of
thelir area will be diminished and natural ancient habitat, fauna, wildlife and farming
culture will gradually disappear. Population of Knockhall townland has haived the last
100 years — partly due to the extensive afforestation that has occurred in the last 40/50
years.

Inadequate consideration given to the highly sensitive, unique and low lying fakeside
nature of this site. The land could be considered peatland due to its low lying marshy
and wet grasslands nature and should not be used for forestry as its value to the eco
system far exceeds fts value as forestry. Coillte does not apply for new afforestation
{icences on peatlands. As many neighbours stated this land is subject to flooding and
severe floods were experienced in 2009, 2019 and 2020. This refutes the applicants
answer to question 2 of the original pre approval submission report where he asserted
flooding was not a caonsideration. Severe flooding events are expected to increase with
climate change. The implications of this were ignared as the only reference to flooding
in the Appropriate Assessment was that it will not affect the tree species being planted.
understand the purpose of the setback from arierial drains and hedgerows is to protect
the drains from excessive organic material runoff and sedimentation entering the drains
and the Shannon. Setbacks are irrelevant when almost all the site floods on a regular
basis and the material is carried into the Shannon anyway

Inadequate consideration of the importance of drains to low lying flood plain. The land
has a number of drains that are crucial 1o many local houses and farms to remove excess
water as quickly as possible. They are not just for the benefit of the landowner and must
remain clear. There were 2 drains in plot numbers 6 and 1 filied in many years ago by
the previous land owner (see attached maps). This was not approved by either the
county council or the neighbours at the time. We have grave concerns that planting
trees where these drains once were will have severe ficod risk implications for adjoining
lands and property and in fact would reguest that both drains be reinstated. As the trees
mature excess vegetation/leaves/branches etc will ¢clog these drains and they will
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require more clearing than hefore. Access for machinery to do this will be difficult and
the effects on the riparian habitat of more frequent arterial drain clearing will be severe.
Recent studies have sugpested that drain cleaning can he as bad for the lake as
pallution. To avoid pollution risk (which is much greater with peat like land) to Lough
Bofin DAFM have imposed a condition that the applicant installs sift traps. We have
concerns about the effectiveness of silt traps in flood prone land {not effective), whether
the traps will be maintained/emptied adequately, if they will slow the ability of the land
to drain and also where the removed silt {if removed) will be dumped. Requiring the
installation of silt traps is easy to instruct in an appropriate assessment determination -
policing its maintenance is another matter altogether and we fear this is an element of
the plantation that will be neglected given that this is not where the applicant lives and
the cost of maintalning the traps. Furthermore some of the drainage network is not
owned by the plantation applicant and permissions have not been sought fram
landowners to install silt traps on their land.

4 Scant regard paid to An Taisce concerns by DAFM, On 13/9/2021 An Taisce expressed
concerns about this plantation and advised much larger setbacks {20m} which were
ignored in favour of 10m setback conditions. They also expressed concerns for the
volume of plantations in the area and their effect on the quality of the lough and the
beauty of the area. Quotes from their letter below -

“In this cose, given the mineral peat sail, we would recommend an aquatic 20ne setback of ot feast
20m and a setback on relevant watercourses of 5 m. The application indicates there will be an
aquatic sethack, but it is smaller than the recommended distance

This is the third application that hos been proposed for afforestation adjacent to Lough Bofin in 2021,
It is imperative that cumulative impacts to the water quality of Lough Bofin be considered, os
olthough the individuo! plots may be small, the planting of numerous plots undoubtediy has the
potentiol to alter the integrity and quality of the lough, in addition to the scenic beauty of the area,
There must be some strategic oversight of this. The cumulative effects of plons ond projects must
olso be taken into account when considering whether the effect of the plon or project would be likely
to be significant.”

5 Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage provided a detailed outline
regarding European sites, Habitats and Birds Directives, protection of habitats, flora and
and wildlife etc. An important quote from thelr letter

* for example, you may be aware that the Court of Justice has established that an appropriate
assessment cannot have lacunae, and must conitoin complete, precise and definitive findings ond
conclusions capable of removing all reasonable scientific doubt as to the effects of a project on the
European site(s} concerned”

it is our contention that the consideration of the above by DAFM was cursory and nat nearly
thorough encugh given the Lough Forbes SAC is only 6.5kms downstream. We feel that the
exceptional issues and hiodiversity of this highly sensitive and unigue site, in a flood prone area on
the banks of the largest river in Ireland has been largely ignored by DAFM. There are many fish
species in the river along with rare white clawed crayfish, lampreys and swan and duck mussels

Page 8 of 14



whose habitats will be impacted when the river floods or arterial drain cleaning is undertaken.
Furthermore the Lough Farbes special area of conservation is only 6. 5kms downstream and will not
be protected by silt traps when the river floods. There are also otters, badgers, pine martins, foxes
and hares who will lose foraging habitat when the trees mature. In addition hatitat for birdlife will
be severely diminished with the loss of ground vegetation and insects.

6 Inadequate consideration of the adjacent pNHA. Immediately north of this site there is a
natural wild peatland/bog which is a proposed natural heritage area and was not adequately
considered in the reports. We feel this peatland, together with this adjoining marshy land is perfect
habitat for endangered ground nesting bird species such as Corncrake and birds of prey such as the
Hen Harrier which could easily be reintroduced to this area. The unique fauna and insect species
associated with such peatlands should also be preserved. The shores of Lough Bofin are also part of
the same proposed natural heritage area and if this was re-designated as a natural heritage area
tomorrow this plantation would not be allowed. It is unclear why DAFM have ignored this fact given
that this plantation is bounded by a pNHA to the north and east which is likely to be re-designated as
full natural heritage area in due course

The appropriate assessment determination concludes as follows

“It is conciuded that there is ng possibility thot the proposed felling and reforestation project
CN85154, with mitigation measures set gut in Section 4, will itself, l.e., individually, giving rise to an
adverse effect on the integrity of the following European Sites and their associated Qualifying
interests / Special Conservation Interests and Conservation Objectives: Lough Forbes Complex SAC
IE0DD1818. Therefore, there is no potential for the proposed project to contribute to any cumulative
adverse effect on the integrity of the above European Site(s), when considered in-combination with
other plans and projects”

This s a rather grand, unprovable statement thal could be subject to legal challenge in time. The
DAFM relies on the passage of time to mitigate this assertion as realistically it could be 5-10 years
before the disastrous consequences of this plantation and the other water side plantations taking
over the area become fully clear. The Lough Forbes SAC after all is only a mere 6.5kms downstream
but there is a lot of wildife, fish and fauna much closer to home that needs our protection.

This is an area of outstanding natural beauty with a vibrant {but declining) community who
unlversally oppose this plantation and have many significant concerns regarding biodiversity, fauna,
drainage, lake pollution, birdlife, wildlife, visual appeal, impact on the adjoining wild peatiand/bog
etc. They also feel there is already far too much forestry already in the area. The DAFM seems
determined to ignore these serious and valid concerns in order to reach its plantation numbers. The
inadequate natura impact statement (undertaken on behalf of the land owner) and appropriate
assessment (undertaken on behalf of the DAFM) should be set aside and this plantation licence
refused or at the very least a proper unbiased environmental impact assessment prepared that
covers the very significant environmental and human issues surrounding this site
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Statement from Inspectorate.

Assessment Criteria

Was the AA screening procedure at the time Y

of approval applied? (Y/N)

What version of the AA procedure? v.05Nov19
Standard Operating Procedures applied? (Y/N) Y

Based on the information supplied by the appellant, do you recommend any change to the original decision?

(Tick as appropriate)
No Confirm Revise Remit licence for Revoke
change X | recommendation to conditions of reassessment licence
grant licence licence

All guidelines relating to setbacks will have to be adhered to as outlined in the environmental requirements for
afforestation.

This site was desk and field assessed by the DAFM inspector. The site was approved adhering to all standard
operating procedures and guidelines at the time of approval. An AA screening was carried out and it was deemed
that an appropriate assessment was required. Appropriate Assessment was carried out by a DAFM ecologist.

All water/environmental features and water quality concerns are addressed in the Environmental Requirements
for Afforestation document.

A drainage survey was carried out by a suitably qualified chartered engineer.

NIS submitted by the applicant was reviewed by a DAFM ecologist.

While part of the proposed project area floods seasonally, the tree species approved will tolerate these events.
No drainage, fertilizer or herbicide is approved for this application.

Name: Momme Reibisch

Role: Forest Service District Inspector

Date: 09/06/2022
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