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AQUACULTURE LICENCES APPEALS BOARD  

BOARD MEETING 20.11  

Virtual @ 9.00  

8 October 2020  

Minutes  

  

Present  Imelda Reynolds (Chairperson), John Evans, Micheál Ó Cinnéide, Michael Mulloy, Bill 
Sweeney.   

In attendance    Mary O’Hara (Secretary ALAB) Margaret Brennan (ALAB), Ciara Murphy (ALAB),   

Nick Pfeiffer & Pete McDonnell of Merc Environmental for item 13.  

Apologies  John Ward, Michael Sweeney  

20.11.01   Conflicts of Interest/Section 31 Declarations  

  

All Board members confirmed that they had no conflict of interest in respect of the appeals before the 
Board for consideration at the meeting.   

  

The Board members and administrative staff confirmed that no communications had been received 

by any of them for the purposes of seeking to improperly influence the consideration by the Board of 

the appeals or any decisions before the Board at this meeting, in breach of Section 31 of the Act.  

  

20.11.02  Approval of draft Minutes  

The draft Minutes of the meetings of 4 September 2020 and 10 September 2020 were approved and 

signed.  

  

20.11.03  Matters arising  

Aquaculture Technical Appeals Advisor Competition update  

  

The Secretary stated that she had been contacted by HR and that the new Aquaculture Technical 

Appeals Advisor will commence on 12 October 2020.   

  

Legal services procurement update  

  

The Secretary provided an update on progress to date with the legal services procurement. Philip Lee 

solicitors submitted the successful tender and has been appointed by ALAB. ALAB await receipt of the 

signed contract. The Board noted that Paddy Cowhey would continue to assist ALAB with existing cases 
relating to appeals on hand.   

  

Oversight Agreement – Derogations  
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The Board noted that the draft letter seeking derogations from DAFM is with the Chairperson for 

review and will be circulated to the Board for final approval before being sent to DAFM.  

    

20.11.04 Consent Agenda  

  

The Board noted the Consent Agenda items as circulated with the papers for the meeting. In particular 

the Board noted:   

• response from ALAB to Parliamentary Question 23148-20 from Holly Cairns, issued 15 

September 2020;   

• response to DAFM regarding Circular 13/2014 issued 24 September 2020.  

It was agreed that the following items would be removed from the Consent Agenda for noting at the 

Board meeting:  

  

AP13-44/2018 and AP 52&53/2019 Castlemaine Harbour (to be determined by 31 March 2021)  

  

The Board noted that Eoin Cussen is currently updating his reports on the Castlemaine Harbour 

appeals with the updated bird data received. They also noted that time extension letters were issued 

on 15 September 2020 extending time for determination to 31 March 2021. The Board agreed that an 

if possible a meeting would be convened before year end to consider the information available to the 

Board.  

  

AP10/2019 Shannon Estuary, Kerry (to be determined by 31 December 2020)   

  

The Board noted that the Determination was issued on 22 September 2020 and published on the ALAB 

website.  

  

AP 34-48/2019 Wexford Harbour (to be determined by 31 December 2020)  

The Board noted ALAB’s response to William Fry which was  issued 7 August 2020 and the reply from 
William Fry to Denis McSweeney received 11 September 2020 re AP40/2019 (TL Mussels)   

  

AP17&18/2020 Crookhaven Bay, Cork received 6 January 2020 (to be determined by 31 December 

2020)   

  

The Board noted the ECO Technical Advisor reportwas received 13 July 2020. It also noted that a 

submission had been received from Crookhaven Harbour Sailing Club on 7 September 2020 and that 
a s41.3 letter had issued on 5 October 2020 returning the submission as it was received out of time.  

  

20.11.05 AP2/1-14/2015 - Shot Head, Bantry Bay, Co Cork (Salmon) (to be determined by 31    

December 2020)  

  

The Board noted legal advice dated 15 September 2020 addressing the issue of the name of the Licence 
applicant. It also noted the updated AA Report had been received from MERC on 18 September 2020, 

and had been circulated to and approved by the Board since the last meeting. The Board noted that 

Public Participation Notices issued, together with links to the NIS and AA Report on the ALAB website 
to all parties on 23 September 2020. The notice was published in The Southern Star for Thursday 24 

September 2020 (will be dated Saturday 26 September 2020), The Kerryman for Wednesday 30 
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September 2020 and The Irish Examiner for Wednesday 30 September 2020.  All the notices issued 

and the advertisements invite observations to ALAB by 16 November 2020.    

    

20.11.06 AP6/1&2/2018 Dunmanus (to be determined by 31 December 2020)  

The Board agreed to write one final time to the applicant as there has been no response to the Section 

47 notice nor any update from Byrne Looby. The Board also agreed that the Secretary should ask the 

Aquaculture Technical Appeals Advisor when appointed to look at the Technical Advisor’s report and 
give an opinion on the issue of ‘flushing’ and whether she agrees that there is a need for the applicant 

to carry out the task in order to provide information to the Board to assist in determining this appeal.  

  

20.11.07  AP1/2019 Appeal Deenish Site ref. T6/202 (to be determined by 31 December 2020)  

A special Board Meeting has been organised for 12 October 2020 to consider the appeal.   

20.11.08  AP2&3/2019 Appeal Trawbreaga Site (to be determined by 31 October 2020)  

  

The Board noted the S46 response from D Diver received 17 September 2020 and agreed to ask Bryan 
Deegan, technical advisor to the Board on these appeals, to visit the site once and confirm it is clear 

of trestles.  It was suggested the new Aquaculture Technical Appeals Advisor could also visit.   

  

The Board further reviewed the timescale for determination of this Appeal and concluded that due to 
the complexities of the Appeals, the Board should, as provided for in Section 56(3) of the Fisheries 

(Amendment) Act 1997, extend the time by which it expected to determine this Appeal to 28 February 
2021. The Secretary will arrange for further letters to issue to all parties, advising of the extension and 

the reasons for same and shall update the website.   

  

20.11.09  AP4/2019 Donegal Bay Site ref T12/396 (to be determined by 30 September 2020)  

The Board noted the Determination was issued 14 September 2020. They also noted the map and 

trestle layout were received from Applicant on 24 September 2020. The Draft licence is prepared and 

with the Chairperson, it will be circulated to the Board for approval prior to issue.  

  

20.11.10  AP5-9/2019 Killary Harbour, Galway (to be determined by 31 December 2020)   

The Secretary contacted Bryan Deegan in relation to the queries which arose following the TA 

presentation at the previous Board meeting, and awaits his response.  

20.11.11 AP57-69/2019 & AP1, 2, 19, 20/2020 Trawbreaga, Donegal – (to be determined by 31 

October 2020)   

The Board agreed to ask the newly appointed Aquaculture Technical Appeals Advisor, Ciar O’Toole to 

discuss these appeals with Bryan Deegan, Technical Advisor.   

The Board reviewed the timescale for the determination of these appeals. They are of the view they 
will not be in position to determine these Appeals by 31 October 2020 due to the complexity of the 

matters which require to be determined as part of these Appeals.  They agreed to extend the time by 

which it expected to determine this Appeal to 28 February 2021. The Secretary will arrange for further 
letters to issue to all parties, advising of the extension and the reasons for same and shall update the 

website.  
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20.11.12 AP23/2019 Kenmare, Kerry - determined  

At its meeting 9 July 2020 the Board determined pursuant to Section 40(4) (b) of the Act, to grant with 

variation the aquaculture licence to the Applicant. The Determination was signed and issued on 14 

August 2020. The Board noted the revised layout in relation to site (T06/356A) from Sneem Fishermen 
Co-operative received on 14 September 2020. They also noted the email to Diarmuid Twomey 

requesting further maps & drawings sent on 28 September 2020 which are required to prepare the 

licence.  

  

20.11.13 AP26, 27, 29, 30, 31&33/2019 Dungloe Bay, Donegal – (to be determined by 31 December 

2020)   

The Board was joined by Nick Pfeiffer and Pete McDonnell of Merc, Technical Advisor in respect of 

these appeals. The TA explained to the Board that Appeals AP26, 27, 29, 30, 31/2019 are dealt with in 

one draft report, and Appeal AP33/2019 is considered in a separate draft report.  The Board noted 

that no decision had been made to consolidate appeals AP26, 27, 29, 30, 31/2019 and each was to be 

considered on its merits notwithstanding the single draft TA report AP26, 27, 29, 30, 31/2019.  

The Board noted that the appellant in Appeals AP26, 27, 29 & 30/2019 was Save our Bay Dungloe. The 

appellant in Appeal AP31/2019 was Nuala Bonner & family. The draft TA report outlined the matters 
considered by the Minister in his determination to grant the licences under appeal and provided a full 

account of how the appellants disagreed with the Minister's determinations.  The Board noted the 
substantive issues raised by the Appellants and also noted that each point raised was considered, 

evaluated and addressed by Merc in the draft report.    

  

Having considered the draft TA report in full, the Board specifically noted the following:   

  

Site Suitability  

  

The application sites are all located in Rutland Island and Sound Special Area of Conservation (SAC) 
which is of national importance for the Harbour seal, Phoca vitulina. All aspects of this species life 

cycle occur within the SAC, resting, feeding, moulting and pupping and harbour seals are found within 

the SAC year-round.  The most recent survey undertaken in 2017-2018 recorded 284 seals within the 
SAC, with previous imaging surveys recording 268 seals in 2003 and 230 seals in 2011/12. The TA 

advised that the applications for sites T12/545 (AP26/19), T12/521 (AP27/19) and T12/481(AP30/19) 

under appeal are not suitable for intertidal oyster culture for the following reasons:  

  

1. The majority of site T12/481(AP30/19) is outside Designated Shellfish Waters and sites 

T12/545 (AP26/19) and T12/521 (AP27/19) are entirely outside of Designated Shellfish Waters 

within the SAC.   

  

2. The AA recommends an approximate buffer zone of 200m between aquaculture sites and 

access routes and known harbour seal habitat. It further recognises that with some 
aquaculture licence applications it may not be possible to mitigate or reduce the risk of seal 

disturbance. Merc provided geotag photographs of seals evidencing moulting sites at the Bay.  

  

3. The access routes to sites T12/481 (AP30/19) and T12/545 (AP26/19)  pass close to known 
harbour seal moulting sites, and within at a distance of 200m from known harbour seal 

habitats.  
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4. Site T12/521 (AP27/19) encompasses a recorded moulting site and a seal moulting site 

recorded in an August 2017 harbour seal survey is 40 m from the revised site boundary of this 

site. 15 seals were counted at this site in the 2017 survey.  

  

5. The licensing of these sites will impact navigation to and from Dungloe Pier at various states 
of tide and development of the sites will make passage to and from Dungloe pier through the 

deep water channel more difficult.   

  

6. The sites are located in close proximity to discharges from Dungloe Waste Water Treatment 

Plant (WWTP) and are susceptible to storm water overflow pollution events from the WWTP.     

  

The TA advised that the site applications for sites T12/486A(AP29/19) and T12/205C (AP31/19) under 

appeal are suitable for intertidal oyster culture as generally the waters of the Bay are relatively 

sheltered; the tidal regime is suitable for intertidal growing; the waters in the Bay have seen limited 

impact from harmful algal blooms; the sites are flat and relatively hard with a mixture of mud and 
sand substrates;  and oysters have been successfully grown within the Bay at 16 licensed sites for a 

number of years.  The board asked that the next draft of the TA report spell out in greater details the 
TA's recommendation that both these sites were suitable for licensing.   

  

Other Uses  

  

The proposed sites T12/481(AP30/19), T12/545 (AP26/19) and T12/521(AP27/19) would have a 

significant impact on some users of the inner Dungloe Bay area for the following reasons:  

  

1. Due to their location, the proposed developments are likely to affect the recreational and 

amenity value of the site for a range of other users including water sports, leisure boaters and 

general navigation.  

  

2. Displacement of seals could reduce the use of the inner harbour habitat areas so reducing the 

ecological value of the area and its tourism value.  

  

3. The visual impact of these developments is likely to negatively impact the amenity value of 

views of the inner Dungloe Bay at low water.  

  

The draft TA report concluded that licencing of sites T12/486A(AP29/19) and T12/205C (AP31/19) due 

to their respective locations were unlikely to have any impact on tourism or leisure users in the Bay.  

  

Statutory Status  

  

The proposed sites T12/481(AP30/19), T12/545 (AP26/19) and T12/521 (AP27/19) would have a 

significant adverse impact on the statutory nature of the area for the following reasons:  

  

1. The licensing of new aquaculture sites in Rutland Island and Sound SAC (in addition to existing 

sites) was recognised in the AA to have the potential to adversely impact the conservation 

objectives for the harbour seal within the SAC  
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2. Several recognised haul out sites are located in the vicinity of the westerly access routes to 

proposed sites T12/481/521. Recorded moulting sites are found within the revised site 
boundary of site T12/521 and at 40m distance from this site. Disturbance at these sites is 

contrary to the conservation objectives for the SAC.  

  

The Board asked that the next draft of the report address the issue of statutory status for sites 

T12/486A(AP29/19) and T12/205C (AP31/19).  

  

Economic effects  

  

There would be a significant positive impact from the development of the proposed sites on the local 

economy.  

  

Ecological Effects  

  

Seals  

The proposed developments at sites T12/481 (AP30/19), T12/545 (AP26/19) and T12/521(AP27/19) 

are likely to have a significant adverse impact on the ecology of the area for the following reasons:  

  

1. It is likely that displacement of seals from moulting habitat would occur through disturbance 

from licensing the proposed aquaculture sites.  

  

2. Access routes to sites T12/481 (AP30/19), T12/545 (AP26/19) pass through the buffer zone of 

known haul out habitat and would lead to access related disturbance.  

  

3. A known moulting site occurs within site T12/521 (AP27/19) and the revised site layout is 40m 

distant from moulting habitat identified in August 2017.  

  

Fish  

  

The proposed development would have a non-significant beneficial impact on wild fish as the 
placement of additional trestles on the foreshore could lead to the creation of further juvenile fish 

refuge habitat. Further wetted surfaces may support algal growth and colonisation and therefore 

foraging opportunities for juvenile fish.  

  

The Board asked that the next draft of the report address the issue of ecological effects for sites 

T12/486A(AP29/19) and T12/205C (AP31/19)  

  

General Environmental Effects  

  

The draft TA report noted that the proposed developments could lead to significant adverse general 

environmental effects for the following reasons:  

  

1. As outlined in the Appropriate Assessment for Rutland Island and Sound SAC, the culture of 

large volumes of Pacific oysters may increase the risk of their successful reproduction in 
Rutland Island and Sound SAC. The use of triploid (non-reproducing) stock is the main method 

employed to manage this risk, however, currently licensed aquaculture operations within the 

Bay are using both Diploid and Triploid seed stock.  
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2. The introduction of non-native species as ‘hitchhikers’ on and among culture stock is also 

considered a risk, the extent of which is dependent upon the duration the stock has spent 

waters outside of Rutland Island and Sound SAC. Currently licensed sites within the SAC are 

primarily obtaining seed oysters from France and the United Kingdom.  

  

 The Board asked that the next draft TA report address potential mitigations in this regard for the sites 

proposed to be licenced.    

  

Man-made Heritage  

  

The proposed developments would have no effect man made heritage effects.  

  

The TA confirmed there were no pertinent matters arising outside of the Section 61 assessment which 

the Board ought to take into account which have not been raised in the appeal documents.  

  

The Board noted that in the view of the TA there was sufficient information and documentation 
available to the technical review in order to make a clear recommendation in relation to the appeals 

and so oral hearings are not considered necessary in the circumstances. This conclusion was accepted 

by the Board.   The Board asked that if any of the appellants had requested an oral hearing they be 
advised of the Board's determination in this regard.    

  

Screening for Environmental Impact Assessment  

  

The TA advised that having reviewed the proposed aquaculture licence applications in relation to 
potential impacts on the elements listed in the 2012 Regulations and notwithstanding previous 

determinations with respect to potential impacts on conservation objectives for harbour seals of 

Rutland Island Special Area of Conservation, it was  the opinion of the Technical Advisor that the 

proposed aquaculture sites and their operation were unlikely to have significant effects on the 

environment by virtue of inter alia, their nature, size or location. This was noted and accepted by the 
Board.   

  

Screening for Appropriate Assessment  

  

The Board noted that an Appropriate Assessment had been carried out by the Marine Institute on 

behalf of the DAFM to examine the impacts of aquaculture and fisheries on Natura 2000 features for 

the Rutland Island and Sound SAC With regard to harbour seals, which are a qualifying feature of 
Rutland Island and Sound SAC, the Board noted that the AA concluded  

“Many of the proposed aquaculture sites (applications) directly overlap or have access routes that run 
very close to seal haul-out locations. There would appear to be a strong potential for disturbance and 
possible access issues if these applications are granted and fully developed. While in some instances 
the application sites might be truncated to minimise the potential impact on seal haul-out areas, in 
others there are no obvious measures possible that might mitigate or reduce the risk, so the impacts 
on the seal conservation features from these proposed activities cannot be discounted, in particular at 
sites where seals may be naive to development activities.”   
  

Based on the AA, Merc advised that there is scientific uncertainty as to the impacts on maintaining 

favourable conservation status for harbour seals within the Rutland Island and Sound SAC by granting 
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new aquaculture licences. The Board noted this conclusion and accepted same but asked that the TA 

clarify between the various sites in the next draft of the TA report.   

  

The Board proceeded to consider the appeals and determine them in principle these Appeals on the 

basis of the following   

The grounds for appeal (substantive issues) have been considered, evaluated and responded to in the 

draft technical report prepared by Merc. The reasoning and considerations of the Technical Advisor 
with respect to these appeals are agreed by the Board. The Board noted that Rutland Island and Sound 

SAC has been developed for the aquaculture of oysters on trestles and the cuboidal cage system and 

it is highly likely that some displacement of seals from suitable habitat has already taken place due to 
these developments.   

  

  

  

Sites T12/481(AP30/19), T12/545 (AP26/19) and T12/521 (AP27/19)  

The Board acknowledged there is uncertainty regarding the use of the NPWS recorded moulting site 

found in site T12/521. A moulting site identified in the most recent survey is 40m distant from the 

revised site boundary of T12/521. With regards to sites T12/481 and T12/545 the proposed westerly 
access route will result in the disturbance of seals at a number of confirmed moulting sites. It is not 

possible to access sites T12/481 and T12/545 from a westerly direction and pass known seal haul out 

sites at 200m, the Marine Institute recommended minimum buffer.  The scientific uncertainty around 
the NPWS recorded moulting site within site T12/521 further complicates accessing these sites from 

the north. Accordingly, given that disturbance to associated habitats has the potential to negatively 

impact the conservation objectives for harbour seals within Rutland Island and Sound SAC, the Board 

determined that the Appeals be upheld in respect of sites T12/521 (AP27/19), T12/481 (AP30/19) and 

T12/545 (AP26/19) and that these sites not be granted aquaculture licences.  

  

T12/205(AP31/19)  

With regard to the renewal of the licence at site T12/205(AP31/19), the Board noted the substantive 

issues raised by the Appellant have been considered and reviewed in detail. None of the grounds for 

appeal as stated in the Notice of Appeal had been found to be applicable to this licence renewal 
application. In terms of environmental and ecological issues raised by the Appellant, the suggested 

damage that the Appellant inferred would  likely arise as a consequence of the renewal of this licence 

had not withstood the analysis of the Technical Review and the application process had given due 
consideration to environmental and ecological concerns in granting this licence. Accordingly, the 

Board determined that the application relating to site T12/205 (AP31/2019) was consistent with all 

legal requirements and had taken into consideration all submissions from expert technical and 
statutory entities, as well as submissions from the public consultation phase. It therefore agreed that 

the Minister's decision to renew the aquaculture licence at site T12/205 (AP31/19) be upheld.  

  

Site T12/486 (AP29/2019)  

With regard to the granting of aquaculture licence in relation to site T12/486 (AP29/2019), the Board 
noted the substantive issues raised by the Appellant had been considered and reviewed in detail. None 

of the grounds for appeal as stated in the Notice of Appeal have been found to be applicable to this 

licence application. In terms of environmental and ecological issues raised by the Appellant, the 
negative impacts that the Appellant inferred would likely arise as a consequence of the granting of the 

licence hade not withstood the analysis of the Technical Review and the application process had given 
due consideration to environmental and ecological concerns in granting this licence. The Board 
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determined that the Minister's decision to grant an aquaculture licence in respect of site T12/486 

(AP29/19) be upheld.  

  

The Secretary was asked to prepare draft determinations for each appeal for review and approval by 

the Board.    

  

AP33 /2019 (Site T12/513A)  

The Board noted the draft TA report in respect of this Appeal which arose from a decision by the 

Minister to refuse the application for a licence.  The draft TA report concluded as follows:    

  

    

Site Suitability  

  

The site application under appeal is not suitable for trestle oyster culture for the following reasons:  

  

1. The application site is located in Rutland Island and Sound Special Area of Conservation, of 

national importance for the Harbour seal, Phoca vitulina.   

  

2. The Appropriate Assessment (AA) recommends an approximate buffer zone of 200m 

between aquaculture sites and access routes and known harbour seal habitat.  

  

3. This site is located to the south west of Inishmeal Island in Dungloe Bay. Two recognised 
harbour seal moulting sites are found on this island and in both cases they are less than two 

hundred metres from the proposed site boundary.  

  

4. Licensing of the site is not consistent with the conservation objectives of Rutland Island and 

Sound SAC.  

  

5. The proposed site is not located within designated shellfish waters.  

  

6. The proposed site is not within a SFPA classified area for oyster production.  

  

Other Uses  

  

The proposed site would have no significant effect on other users.   

  

Statutory Status  

  

The proposed aquaculture site would have a significant adverse impact on the statutory status of the 
area for the following reasons:  

  

1. The licensing of new aquaculture sites in Rutland Island and Sound SAC (in addition to existing 

sites) was recognised in the AA to have the potential to adversely impact the conservation 
objectives for the harbour seal within the SAC.  

  

2. Two recognised haul out sites are present on Inishmeal Island the location of the proposed 

site. Disturbance at these sites is contrary to the conservation objectives for the SAC.  
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Economic effects  

  

The proposed development would have a small positive impact on the local economy.  

  

Ecological Effects  

  

Seals  

  

The proposed development would have a significant adverse impact on the ecology of the area for 

the following reasons:  

  

1. It is likely that displacement of seals from moulting habitat would occur through disturbance 

from licensing the proposed aquaculture site. The site is less than 200m from known moulting 

sites.  
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2. Seals would potentially be prevented from accessing moulting and resting habitat by site 

structures from licensing the proposed aquaculture site.  

  

3. It is possible that displacement of seals from resting habitat would occur through disturbance 

from licensing the proposed aquaculture site.  

  

General Environmental Effects  

  

The proposed development would lead to significant adverse general environmental effects for the 

following reasons:  

  

1. As outlined in the Appropriate Assessment for Rutland Island and Sound SAC, the culture of 

large volumes of Pacific oysters may increase the risk of their successful reproduction in 

Rutland Island and Sound SAC. The use of triploid (non-reproducing) stock is the main method 

employed to manage this risk, however, currently licensed aquaculture operations within the 
Bay are using both Diploid and Triploid seed stock.  

  

2. The introduction of non-native species as ‘hitchhikers’ on and among culture stock is also 

considered a risk, the extent of which is dependent upon the duration the stock has spent 
waters outside of Rutland Island and Sound SAC. Currently licensed sites within the SAC are 

primarily obtaining seed oysters from France and the United Kingdom.   

  

Man-made Heritage  

  

The proposed development would have no effect man made heritage.   

  

The TA confirmed there were no pertinent matters arising outside of the Section 61 assessment which 
the Board ought to take into account which have not been raised in the appeal documents.  

  

The Appellant had requested an Oral Hearing. The Board noted that in the view of the TA there was 

sufficient information and documentation available to the technical review in order to make a clear 
recommendation in relation to the appeal and so an oral hearing was not considered necessary in the 

circumstances. This conclusion was accepted by the Board.   The Board asked that the Appellant be 

advised accordingly of the Board's determination in this regard  

   

Screening for Environmental Impact Assessment  

  

The TA advised that having reviewed the proposed aquaculture licence applications in relation to 

potential impacts on the elements listed in the 2012 Regulations and notwithstanding previous 

determinations with respect to potential impacts on conservation objectives for harbour seals of 

Rutland Island Special Area of Conservation, it was  the opinion of the Technical Advisor that the 
proposed aquaculture site and its operation is unlikely to have significant effects on the environment 

by virtue of inter alia, its nature, size or location. This was noted and accepted by the Board.   

  

Screening for Appropriate Assessment  
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The Board noted that an Appropriate Assessment had been carried out by the Marine Institute on 

behalf of the DAFM to examine the impacts of aquaculture and fisheries on Natura 2000 features for 
the Rutland Island and Sound SAC. With regard to harbour seals, which are a qualifying feature of  

Rutland Island and Sound SAC, the Board noted that the AA concluded  

  

“Many of the proposed aquaculture sites (applications) directly overlap or have access routes that run 
very close to seal haul-out locations. There would appear to be a strong potential for disturbance and 
possible access issues if these applications are granted and fully developed. While in some instances 
the application sites might be truncated to minimise the potential impact on seal haul-out areas, in 
others there are no obvious measures possible that might mitigate or reduce the risk, so the impacts 
on the seal conservation features from these proposed activities cannot be discounted, in particular at 
sites where seals may be naive to development activities.”   
  

Based on the AA, Merc advised that there is scientific uncertainty as to the impacts on maintaining 

favourable conservation status for harbour seals within the Rutland Island and Sound SAC by granting 

new aquaculture licences. The Board noted this conclusion and accepted same.    

  

The TA pointed out to the Board that the applicant had given incorrect grids for this site when sending 

in the licence application to the Minister.  However, it was not material to the TA's consideration or to 

the Board's decision. Nonetheless it was noted by the Board.   

  

Having considered the conclusions of the draft TA report, the Board in principle determined to accept 

the TA's recommendation to refuse the granting of the aquaculture licence in respect of the 
application for site reference T12/513 and to therefore uphold the Minister’s decision to refuse the 

application. The Secretary was asked to prepare a draft determination which will be circulated to the 

Board for review and approval.  

  

20.11.14  Financial Matters   

The Secretary stated that a Drawdown request is being prepared.  

Spending since 10 September 2020     €26,364.78  

No. Of Payments  19  

Lodgement  €0  

Balance in account  €43,918.63  

  

20.11.15 Risk Management Policy   

The Board noted that the Audit & Risk Committee had updated the Risk Management Policy at their 

September meeting. It will be circulated to the Board for review.  In order to keep track of legislative 

changes, the Committee considered regularly writing to the various Departments asking them to 
inform ALAB when they update legislation that may affect the work and determinations of ALAB. The 

letters are with the Chairperson for review. They also noted that this was a requirement for the new 

Technical Advisor to be aware of and keep note of in the future.  

   



6849665.1  

Page 13 of 13  

  

20.11.16 Internal Audit  

  

The Board agreed to appoint Sylvia Boylan for one year to provide internal audit services to the Board.  
The ARC will produce a work-plan that is proportionate and relevant to ALAB taking into account its 

size and its function.  

  

20.11.17  AOB  

None  

  

20.11.18  Dates of Next Meetings  

  

The Board agreed on the following dates for their next Board Meeting:  

  

• 12 October –meeting concerning Deenish appeal  

• 5 November 2020  

• 3 December 2020  

Dated the   5th  day of November  2020  

  

  
____________________________  

Imelda Reynolds CHAIRPERSON  


