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Consolidated Prescribed Bodies Observations: 21/08/19 —18/09/19

Water Marine Advisor

Re Foreshore licence application by Celtic Connect Ltd/Aqua Comms for the installation of a subsea
fibre optic cable (Havhingsten Telecommunications Cable) on the foreshore, with landfall at
Loughshinny Co. Dublin (FS006915) - your e-mail of 22/08/2019 refers-

In relation to the above Celtic Connect Ltd/Aqua Comms has submitted an application to DHPLG for a
Foreshore Licence to facilitate the installation of a subsea fibre optic cable on the foreshore extending
from Loughshinny in North Dublin to Squires Gate Lane (south of Blackpool in England). This section
also includes two branches onto the Isle of Man. Itis intended that the subsea cable would be linked
via an on-shore cable network in Ireland to the cable hub station at Loughshinny. Separately the ESB
has applied for Planning Permission from Fingal Co for the development of a single storey cable landing
station at ESB Loughshinny 38kv Substation (Planning Ref no F19A/0169). Other marine elements of
the proposed cable in the North Sea will extend it to Denmark .The cable route will extend more than
940km in total and deliver a boost to bandwidth (maximum rate of data transfer) between Ireland/Isle
of Man/UK and Denmark. The general line of the sub-sea route is show in Figure 1.1 (ref Figure 1.1 in
“Planning Report “ dated July 2019).The proposed cable route within Irish Foreshore domain is shown
on Drawing No P2228-CORR-006 (outlined red). The cable length on foreshore is 29.8km and the
40mm diameter cable will be laid within the marine cable corridor of 500m-narrowing to a 250m
corridor at nearshore/ landfall point - (this area was subject to Sl on foot of a previous Foreshore
Licence granted in autumn 2018 Ref No FS006746) within an area of 1446Ha.

Engineering comments are as follows:
SUBMITTED DOCUMENTATION

The following documentation was submitted to DHPLG in support of this Foreshore Licence
Application

e Completed Foreshore Licence Application Form dated 5/6/2019
e  “Aqguacoms Company Documentation” dated July 2019
e Drawings/Maps as follows:

o Drawing No P2228-CORR-002- entitled “Installation Corridor Republic of Ireland
Route” dated July 29" 2019 — on an Admiralty Chart Base map (this shows proposed
cable route within a 500m corridor-250m nearshore- )

o Drawing No P2228-CORR-006-entitled “Foreshore Licence Map” dated July 29%"
2019,-on an Admiralty chart base map (this shows proposed cable route on foreshore
within a 500m corridor from HWM to 12NM section outlined red).

o Drawing No P2228-CORR-007 entitled “Foreshore Licence Map Landfall “dated 29"
July 2019 on an OS Map (this shows the proposed nearshore cable route and landfall
at Loughshinny)



‘Foreshore Licence Application for Cable Installation-PLANNING REPORT’ dated July 2019
prepared by Intertek Consultants (containing the more detailed technical and environmental
information in connection with the Foreshore Licence Application) which also contains the
following sub-appendices:

o Appendix A “Environmental Assessment Methodology” dated 26" June 2019
prepared by Intertek /Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix B “Application Corridor Coordinates “ dated July 2019

o Appendix C “Cable Burial Assessment” dated July 2019 and prepared by
Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix D “Fisheries Activity Study” dated July 2019 and prepared by
Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix E1 “Marine Archaeology Desk Based Assessment” dated July 2019 and
prepared by Intertek /Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix E2 “Marine Archaeology Foreshore Survey” dated July 2019 and prepared
by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix F “Stage 1 Screening for Appropriate Assessment “ dated July 2019 and
prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix G “Underwater Sound Modelling’ dated 22" May 2019 and prepared by
Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix H “Sediment Suspension for Irish component of Havhingsten” dated July
2019 and prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix 11 “Marine Survey Report-BU Port Erin to BMH Loughshinny’ ‘dated June
2019 and prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix 12 “Marine Survey-Intertidal Survey report” dated July 2019 and prepared
by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix F4 “Benthic Characterisation Report-lreland” dated June 2019 and
prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o AppendixJ “Pre Application Consultation “dated July 2019



PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The proposed project is described in detail with reference to the “Planning Report” dated July 2019
The planned cable route on the foreshore is shown on Drawing No P2228-CORR-006 “Foreshore
Licence Map “ with a Landfall point at Loughshinny and will take up a total post lay area of foreshore
of 0.0298km2 (nominal Main Lay swathe 1.0m wide to 12 NM Limit) with a Corridor Width of 500m
(250m either side of route shown on this Drawing-) based on Site Investigation Survey Corridor which
takes up an initial area of 14.46KM2(1446HA )

From MHWS seaward the 40mm cable will be buried to a target depth of 1.5m to 2m below the
seabed. The cable will be buried using various industry standard burial tools including water jetting
and ploughing. The main offshore cable lay will be performed by an installation vessel with a dynamic
positioning system which will mean that anchors are unlikely to be used

An example of the double armour fibre optic cable with an overall diameter of 40mm(including
protective layers) is described with reference to Section 2.2 and Fig 2-1 in “Planning Report”

Three pre-selected Landfalls were initially considered for the east coast of Ireland:

1. Loughshinny
2. Portrane
3. Donabate

Portrane was discounted as this was to be the landing spot for another cable. The other two were
subject to Cable Route Surveys and SI. The Donabate landfall options were discounted as the route
would traverse strong tidal currents, rocky substrate and potentially sensitive archaeological and
fishing areas .The Loughshinny landfall was selected as it presented relatively few marine constraints
in comparison to the other sites investigated .Furthermore the survey data was used to inform a cable
burial assessment which is provided in Appendix C and this identified that the Loughshinny cable
laying area was predominantly composed of sands and clays and so there were no obvious areas
where cable burial may be signifantly less than the target depth of 1.5M.

The proposed cable installation consists of the following different elements:
Pre-Lay grapnel run:

Prior to the start of the marine cable lay installation a pre-lay grapnel run, as described in Section 2.5.2
of the Planning Report ,will be undertaken over the length of the cable route to clear any obstructions
from the route .Any debris retained from this process will be collected on board and disposed of
appropriately through licenced on shore facilities

Beach Manhole BMH (inshore)

The BMH is the interface between the marine cable and terrestrial cable and is described with
reference to Section 2.6.4.1 of the Planning Report .It will be constructed above MHWS in the car park
at Loughshinny. From the BMH a duct will be installed beneath the car park to a point at the back of
the beach .The position of the BMH will dictate the length of seaward duct, which will be installed in
a seaward trench of 27m length. The seaward duct will be installed in advance of the shore end
installation. The duct consists of 100mm diameter PVC or HDPE pipe buried to a depth of app 1.25m
on leaving BMH increasing to 1.5m at the beach end. Duct will be installed from BMH to the edge of
the beach using diggers and handheld trenching tools.(this work is not on foreshore).



Shore End (to LWM)

From the end of the seaward duct to LWM, trenching of the cable across the beach to a target depth
of 2m will be undertaken .An articulated pipe (600mm diameter) will be applied to the cable across
the beach for additional protection. Trench will be excavated using diggers and manual trenching. The
excavated sand will be used to backfill the trench.

The beach excavation will typically be carried out using small tracked diggers. A backhoe machine and
hand tools will be used to form a trench of app dimension 0.5m width x 1.5m target depth within the
intertidal area. The trench will be backfilled with excavated material following installation and the
beach profile will be restored

Offshore (LWM to 15m water depth)

The burial of the cable will be undertaken using handheld jet burial tools operated by divers supported
by dive support vessels in the inshore area. Target burial depth is 1.5m.

Offshore (15m water depth to EEZ boundary)

Cable lay will be undertaken by plough burial using ASN HD3 plough from the main lay cable ship. The
target burial depth is 1.5m and the plough will provide continuous depth of burial verification during
the installation operation. Simultaneous cable installation with plough burial is the planned method
for the majority of the offshore route .Alternative methods will be applied where target burial cannot
be achieved with this method or within 250m distance of crossings.

More details in relation to Plough and Water Jetting techniques is provided in Sections 2.6.1.2 and
2.6.1.3 of the ‘Planning Report”.

Offshore cable installation will commence from the Irish/UK median line and run towards Loughshinny
landing site. Onshore installation (BMH and horizontal directional drilling under car park) will be
completed before the marine cable reaches shore.

The target burial depth for the cable is 1.5m. In areas of stiff soil, the actual burial depth may be
reduced but it is planned to be still at a depth which will protect the cable from fishing activities and
generally not less than 0.4 to 0.6m subject to the nature of the geophysical nature of the seabed and
burial assessment and risk categorisations.

All cable laying activities will be closely monitored and the on-board engineers will be utilizing the
latest advancements in the undersea cable installation industry in order to ensure that the cable is
laid according to engineered design.

The proposed cable installation is “un- repeated’” meaning that there is no power supply to the cable
.Therefore operation of the cable is not expected to emit any electric induced magnetic fields or heat
to the surrounding sediment or seabed and there are no anticipated effect of cable operation on the
environment.

More details in relation to the cable laying operations are provided with reference to the “Planning
Report” in Sections 2.5 to 2.8 inclusive.



Cable Installation Programme

The cable installation programme is described with reference to Section 2.7 of the Planning Report
(ref Table 2.6) and can be summarised as follows

Pre Installation Works (incl pre-lay grapnel run) 1d

Offshore installation (ploughing and cable lay) 3d (within all Irish Waters)
Shore end tie in 2-3d

Post lay burial and reinstatement (nearshore) 7d

Seaward Duct Installation at Loughshinny 2-3d

Beach Manhole Construction (non foreshore) 12-14d

It is intended that all of the above works would be carried out in November 2019. This may be subject
to change arising from the licensing/permitting process, weather or operational factors.

ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS
ECOLOGY

A Stage 1 Screening for Appropriate Assessment has been undertaken for the Havihingsten cable by
the Applicants and is presented in Appendix F. Other studies undertaken to inform the Stage 1
Screening included for “Underwater Noise Assessment’’-Ref Appendix G-,”’Sediment Suspension and
Dispersion”’-Ref Appendix H"’-,”” Survey Reports’’- Ref Appendix I-.

A summary of the “Natura 2000 Screening Assessment” is also provided in Section 5 of the Planning
Report. The screening assessed 17 Natura 2000 sites that were either within the direct zone of
influence of the proposed activities or contain mobile Annex Il species (e.g. Harbour Porpoises etc.)
which could potentially travel to the area. These are shown on Figure 5.1 (Pg. 41 of Planning Report)
and with reference to Table 5.3(ref Appendix F). .Initial screening concluded that it was possible that
there exists a pressure receptor pathway between proposed installation and maintenance activities
and the Qualifying Interests (Ql) of 12 of the 17 sites reviewed. Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the proposed
installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely significant effect on any of the Natura
2000 sites screened .Table 5.2 (ref Planning Report Pg. 38/39) summarises the conclusions of the
assessment of likely significant effects .

No reef areas were identified within the marine cable corridor within the Rockabill to Dalkey Island
SAC. Sediment disturbance and deposition caused by the installation (ploughing, jetting), will be within
the levels of natural variability experienced during storm events and no effect to reef areas is
expected. Low level noise disturbance to cetacean species within 130m(conservative) of the
installation vessels may occur but this will be brief (less than 24 hours),transient and set against the
background of moderate shipping levels in the area. Birds from the Rockabill SPA and Skerries Islands
SPA may be foraging or loafing in the marine cables corridor, however any disturbance will be set
against the background shipping activities in the area and will not act as a barrier to feeding and
foraging birds from protected sites or associated sites. The Impact Assessment concludes that “effects
will be Slight or Not Significant”’. Overall there is no evidence to indicate that the works in combination



with any plan or project will produce a significant adverse effect on the habitats of the qualifying
species and on the species of special conservation interest, ensuring that the integrity of sites is
maintained .No significant cumulative effect is anticipated.

In conclusion the proposed project does not have the potential to give rise to significant adverse
effects on the overall integrity of the Natura 2000 sites considered. This Department’s own
Appropriate Assessment of this project (in preparation) is likely to reach a similar finding in this regard
(this will be forwarded to MFPU in due course).

Furthermore following the precautionary principal, substantial “Mitigation Measures” have been
developed to minimise potential impacts from the project on the general marine environment. These
are presented in Section 6 of the Planning Report at Table 6-1 “Embedded Mitigation” (10 No) and at
Table 6-2 “Project Specific Mitigation” (2No) These include for the requirement of all cables to be
buried to a target depth of 1.5m, Project vessel waste disposal facilities and control measures and
shipboard oil pollution emergency plan to adhere to MARPOL requirements, a Fisheries Liaison Officer
to be appointed prior to and during cable lay operations. These appear to be reasonable and can be
made a condition of the Licence when/if granted.

FISHERIES ISSUES

A fishing activity study was conducted to review fishing activities in the Irish Sea along the proposed
marine cable corridor .This is presented in Appendix D.

The marine cable corridor is within the spawning and nursery grounds for 18 species of marine fish
(ref Fig3-3 and 3-4 on Pgs. 32 and 33 of the Planning Report). Due to soft sediments identified by the
cable route survey, no Atlantic herring spawning is expected within the marine cable corridor. In the
nearshore area dredge and net fishing occurs along the coast from N Dublin to south of Dundalk. East
coast and offshore of the coast of Ireland is important commercially for lobsters, crabs, whelks,
scallops and razor clams.

The greatest threat to cables from fishing activity is from dredging and trawling activities.

The cable installation activities will have an effect that has been assessed as “Not Significant’” on
commercial fishing.

During installation vessels will be progressing at a speed of between 0.5 and 1.5km/hr. Fishing vessels
will be requested to remain at least 500m (radial distance) from the cable lay vessels for safety
reasons. Fishermen deploying static gear will be asked to move pots out of marine cable corridor until
the cable installation has passed through. Fishermen with mobile gear will briefly be displaced from a
very small area of the available fishing ground .All ASN vessels will adhere to Collision Regulations and
Notice to Mariners will be issued. The effects identified are not significant and will be controlled by
compliance with the “Embedded Mitigation” measures specifically those as presented in Table 3-3
(ref Pg. 35 of Planning Report).

Furthermore as best practice ASN will also appoint a Fisheries Liaison Officer, who will liaise with the
local fishing industry prior to and during cable installation. Indeed this has been included as one of the
key “Project Specific Mitigation Measures” (ref ‘M2’ Table 6-2 Pg. 43 in “Planning Report”.)

The Applicants have demonstrated satisfactorily that subject to compliance with proposed mitigation
measures there should be no significant impact on commercial fisheries from the proposed cable
installation works.



NAVIGATIONAL SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS

These are discussed in Section 3.1 of the “Planning Report”. The overall pattern of shipping
movements and density is shown in Figures 3-1 (Irish Sea) and Figure 3-2 (approach to Loughshinny)
—ref Pg. 28/29 of “Planning Report’-’ .The Irish Sea is an area of high shipping intensity. The
Havhingsten route will pass through some high density traffic shipping lanes. Mitigation of
navigational risks is proposed. A “Notice to Mariners” will be issued prior to cable installation and
maintenance operations and other sea users known to operate in the area will be contacted prior to
cable installation or repair operations commencing. Subsea cable lay will be performed by a purpose
built cable lay vessel which will comply fully with all requirements of the International Regulations for
Preventing Collisions at Sea (COLREGS). .A local marine notice giving vessel details together with a
general description of operations and approximate date of commencement and completion will be
published.

During installation vessels will be progressing at a speed of between 0.5 -1.5 km/hr .Other shipping in
the region will be requested to remain at least 500m (radial distance) from the cable lay vessels for
safety reasons. All ASN Vessels will adhere to Collision Regulations and Notice to Mariners will be
issued. There is sufficient space available for shipping to make minor alterations to routes to avoid
cable lay works.

The cable installation activities will have an effect that has been assessed as “Not Significant on
commercial shipping”’ —so states the “Planning Report”.

A series of Mitigation Measures (10 No) are proposed to be incorporated into the design, installation
and operation (including maintenance) of the cable, these are presented as “Embedded Mitigation-
Project design” in Table 6-1 (ref Section 6 of “Planning Report”’) which also include specific measures
to minimise any navigational risks and to safeguard the marine environment (in terms of protection
of water quality and prevention of marine pollution) and also protect any other form of navigation
in connection with fisheries interests etc. These include for:

e Project Vessel speed limit of 14 knot

e As laid cable route position to be included on marine charts so that fishing vessels can take
care along cable route

e Vessels to comply with all requirements of International Regulations for Preventing Collisions
at Sea

e Project Vessels equipped with waste disposal facilities(sewage treatment or waste storage)
will conform to IMO MARPOL Annex IV Prevention of Pollution from Ships standards

e  Water quality environmental Control measures for vessels (including shipboard oil emergency
plans, discharge of ballast water etc.) to adhere to MARPOL Convention requirements.

e Notice to Mariners will be issued before works commence and after completion of the
installation activities

e A local marine notice giving vessel details together with a general description of operations
and approximate dates of commencement and completion will be published



e Publication of formal Marine Notices through Dept. of Transport Tourism and Sport with
appropriate level of details

It is also proposed that a Fisheries Liaison Officer (FLO) will be appointed and fisheries liaison will be
undertaken prior to and during cable installation operations. (Ref Table 6-2 “Project Specific
Mitigation” Pg. 43 in “Planning Report”).

These appear to be reasonable and can be set as a condition of the foreshore licence when/if given
subject to the views of MSO (final worded conditions for inclusion in the Foreshore Licence should
reflect their views and recommendations from a navigational perspective).

MARINE ARCHAEOLOGY

This is discussed with reference to Section 4 of the “Planning Report” and also with reference to the
“Marine Archaeology Technical Report “ provided in Appendix E .An initial desk based assessment
was updated with the results of the foreshore surveys undertaken at Loughshinny, and a review of the
geophysical data collected by the cable route survey. The assessment concluded that there are no
known potential cultural heritage assets or wrecks directly affected by the landing site at Loughshinny.
The marine cable corridor within Ireland has not required any changes triggered by the evaluation of
the data by marine archaeologists. The Marine Archaeology Technical Report has not recommended
that Archaeological Exclusion Zones are implemented within the marine cable corridor.

The Applicants conclude that “the cable installation and maintenance activities will have No Significant
effect on marine archaeology as summarised in Table 4-1 (Ref “Planning Report” Pg. 36) .No wrecks
or archaeological assets have been identified within 140m of the installation route.” The closest wreck
is 140m to NW of the cable route and will not be disturbed by the installation tool. Review of the
geophysical survey data has not indicated any potential for cultural heritage assets”

It is noted that as a result of this evaluation that no specific mitigation measures are proposed to
address marine archaeology.

The views of the Underwater Marine Archaeology unit within the Department of Culture Heritage and
the Gaeltacht will be key here as to whether they are satisfied with the Marine Archaeology
assessment as presented by the Applicants. There may be a requirement for inclusion of specific
conditions in the Foreshore Licence when/if given to address marine archaeological requirements
based on the observations of DCHG.

OTHER
Pipeline Route/Other Subsea Pipelines/Cables

The marine cable corridor crosses the Irish Median line and reaches the Irish Coast landfall at
Loughshinny as shown of Drawing No P2228-CORR-002 .The foreshore element of the cable route
extending from Loughshinny to the 12 Mile Limit is approximately 29.8 km in length. There are a
limited number of infrastructures in the vicinity of the marine cable corridor. The marine cable route
within Irish territorial waters, does not cross any existing infrastructure. However further offshore in
the Irish EEZ (beyond foreshore domain) the cable will cross the Interconnector 1 gas pipeline. A “firing
practice area” has also been identified (ref Admiralty Charts) app 3.3km to north of the cable corridor
and 10km offshore from the proposed landing point at Loughshinny.



The crossing of any third party infrastructure will be made with agreement of the owner following a
negotiated formal Crossing Agreement. More details on the installation method selected for cable
crossing is provided in Section 2.6.3. (Ref ‘Planning Report’ Pg. 20/21).

It should be noted that any crossings should be in accordance with the ICPC Recommendations (2014)
and specifically Recommendation No 3.

In terms of any restrictions that may need to apply if relevant as a result of operations within the
nearby “firing practice areas “ the Applicants would need to adhere to any directions / requirements
of the Department of Defence where relevant in this regard.

Type of cable

The cable is double armoured and will be “unrepeatered” (i.e. not powered). It is to be an industry
standard cable with capability to transmit high speed data and voice via light wave through the optical
fibres contained within the core. A cut away section of the Double Armour Cable, with an overall
diameter of 40mm (including protective layers), is shown in Fig 2.1(Ref Planning Report pg. 8). A more
detailed description of the proposed cable is provided at ‘2.2 ‘(ref Planning Report Pg. 7/8)

Aquaculture Activities
There are no licenced aquaculture sites along, or adjacent to the proposed cable route.
COMMENTS

The proposed cable lay operations will be of limited extent and duration (up to a possible 3 weeks
cumulatively for all operations as outlined earlier in this report -ref “Cable Installation Programme”’)

Overall subject to proposed mitigation measures commercial fishing activities will not be adversely
affected by the cable lay operations .While the proposed route may encroach onto some fishing areas
during the main cable lay operation it is proposed to appoint a Fisheries Liaison Officer for both
inshore and offshore sections of the main cable lay operations to keep commercial fishermen
informed of the installation works including timelines, dates, work and locations for of all offshore
cable lay operations.

The various suites of Site Investigations detected no discernible impacts on Marine Archaeology so no
specific Mitigation Measures are proposed in this regard. The views of the Underwater Marine
Archaeology unit within the Department of Culture Heritage and the Gaeltacht can be taken into
account in order to determine whether or not any specific conditions should still be included in the
Foreshore Licence when/if given to address Marine Archaeology matters. (If so any suitable worded
conditions for inclusion in the Foreshore Licence should reflect their views and recommendations).

While the proposed cable route will pass through a busy shipping area, due to the limited timescale
of work and implementation of the proposed mitigation measures there should be minimal impact on
navigation. All ASN Vessels will adhere to Collision Regulations and Notice to Mariners will be issued.
There is sufficient space available for shipping to make minor alterations to routes to avoid cable lay
works. It is recommended that the nearest major Port (Dublin Port Co) should be kept fully informed
of work plans including start up and completion dates.

The Applicants have demonstrated satisfactorily that the proposed project does not have the potential
to give rise to significant adverse effects on the overall integrity and qualifying interests of the Natura
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2000 sites considered. This Department’s own Appropriate Assessment of this project (in preparation)
is likely to reach a similar finding in this regard (this will be forwarded to MFPU in due course).

There will be temporary restrictions around cable laying vessels and the entrance to and from
Loughshinny Harbour may be constrained during shore end tie-in A small area on Loughshinny Beach
will be required to be closed off for the short duration of trenching and reinstatement operations in
connection with the nearshore/landfall cable lay operations. Appropriate health and safety
procedures should be adopted to protect the public users of this beach especially in view of its
popularity during the summer months as a bathing area by the provision of appropriate
signage/notices. A site visit on 8/8/19 on a warm sunny day at 2pm noted app 30-40 people in the
general foreshore area enjoying the various amenities provided. On this basis it is recommended that
any nearshore/landfall operations on the beach between HW and Low Water should not be
undertaken during the bathing season so should be undertaken between the months of October and
May. It is noted in this regard that it is intended that all of the above works would be carried out in
November 2019.

In advance of commencing cable lay operations the Applicants will publish local Marine Notices
providing a description of the operations, locations and dates for commencement and completion.
The mariner’s notice will be prepared to ensure that other foreshore users are made aware of the
operations.

Approaching vessels will be requested to keep a safe distance from SI Works/survey vessels in
accordance with maritime regulations.

Based on the precautionary principal, substantial “Mitigation Measures” have been developed to
minimise potential impacts from the project on the general marine environment. These are presented
in Section 6 of the Planning Report at Table 6-1 “Embedded Mitigation” (10 No) and at Table 6-2
“Project Specific Mitigation”” (2No) These include for the requirement of all cables to be buried to a
target depth of 1.5m, Project vessel waste disposal facilities and control measures and shipboard oil
pollution emergency plan to adhere to MARPOL requirements, a Fisheries Liaison Officer to be
appointed prior to and during cable lay operations. These appear to be reasonable and can be made
a condition of the Licence when/if granted.

Based on the foregoing | would consider that there should be minimal impact on the foreshore and
marine environment as a result of these proposed main cable lay operations.

SUMMARY/RECCOMENDATIONS

The Applicants have demonstrated satisfactorily that, subject to the adoption of the Mitigation
Measures as set out in the Application Documents the proposed main cable lay operations for the
proposed cable route will not impact on fisheries, navigation or the environment (including potential
impact to Natura 2000 sites).

On the basis of the information provided by the Applicant the Engineering Inspectorate is of the view
that subject to Mitigation Measures being implemented , and considering the nature, scale, location
and duration of the proposed works, impacts on the Marine Environment, Navigation and Fisheries
interests are not likely to be significant.

Therefore Engineering has no objections to a Foreshore Licence being granted for the proposed Main
Cable Lay operations as outlined in the Application Documents, subject to the following conditions:
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8.

All cable installation operations on foreshore shall be undertaken in accordance with the
methodologies as outlined at Sections 2.6 and 2.7 of the “Planning Report’’ dated July 2019

The Licensee shall use that part of the Foreshore the subject matter of this licence for the
purposes as outlined in the application and for no other purposes whatsoever

The cable shall be installed as detailed in the submitted “Planning Report’ dated July 2019
and in particular the submarine cable shall be laid within the route corridor as outlined on
Drawing No P2228-CORR-006 entitled “Foreshore Licence Map ”’ dated 19/7/2019 - unless
otherwise varied and approved by DHPLG. A drawing including a route position list detailing
the “as laid location” for the submarine cable shall be submitted to DHPLG on completion
of the cable installation works.

Further to 3 above the Lessee shall provide details of the final as-laid position and route of
the cable to the UK Hydrographic Office for inclusion on all appropriate Nautical/Marine
charts in the region

The Licensee shall ensure that the target burial depth for the length of the near shore
(beach, shallow and intertidal zones to LWM) foreshore involved shall be at least 1.5 M as
per Application documents with a target minimum depths for offshore burial as set out in
the Application documents

Further to Condition 5 above a report detailing the location of any part of the cable that
was not laid to the full planned depth (including areas where rock armour or equivalent
protection was deemed necessary) should be submitted to DHPLG on completion of the
cable installation works

During the course of the nearshore/landfall cable lay operations the Applicants shall ensure
that,

(a) All necessary precautions are put in place to protect the public in accordance with
relevant Health and Safety Legislation;

(b) Existing public access arrangements to the general foreshore area are not impeded by
any vessels, plant or materials used in connection with the cable installation
operations, and where relevant this access should be made safe and guaranteed by the
provision of appropriate signage/notices/barriers etc. to the satisfaction of the
Department of Housing Planning and Local Government;

(c) Procedures are adopted to ensure that the cable lay operations and any subsequent
cable maintenance requirements, are not injurious to fishing, navigation, adjacent
lands or the public interests

Where relevant the foreshore and adjacent seashore beach area shall be restored to its
original condition on completion of the cable installation works to the satisfaction of the

DHPLG. No open excavation shall be left on the foreshore.

Any nearshore/landfall operations on the beach between HW and Low Water should not be
undertaken between the months of May and September
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19

XX*

Appropriate methods of operation shall be adopted in order to ensure that no spillages of
fuel, cement based materials or other leakages occur to the Irish Sea and Contractors
arrangements for the control of pollutants should be notified to DHPLG and IFl (Eastern
Regional District)

Marine Notices, lighting and markings as appropriate shall be carried out in consultation
with the Marine Safety Directorate, Department of Transport, Leeson Lane Dublin 2

The Licensee shall arrange the publication of a Marine Notice, issued by the Irish Maritime
Administration, giving a general description of operations and approximate dates of
commencement and completion.

The Licensee shall arrange the publication of a local marine notice giving general
description of operations and approximate dates of commencement and completion in
respect of cable laying operations

Further to 12 and 13 above the Applicants shall keep Dublin Port Co fully informed on all
work plans including start up and completion dates for all cable lay operations within Irish
territorial waters.

All cable lay, cable ship, cable maintenance and any other vessels to be used in connection
with the proposed cable installation shall have appropriate certification from the Marine
Survey Office.

Mitigation Measures as set out in Tables 6-1 and 6-2 at Section 6 of the “Planning Report
" dated July 2019, shall be implemented in full unless otherwise varied by condition of this
licence.

The Licensee shall comply with the requirements as set out in the document entitled
“Guidance to Manage the Risk to Marine Mammals from Man-made Sound Sources in Irish
Waters’’(January 2014) in respect of any cable laying activity on the foreshore

All material/debris collected as a result of the proposed pre-lay grapnel run shall be
disposed on shore to a licensed Landfill site in accordance with the appropriate Waste
Disposal Legislation subject to the appropriate agreement and approval of Fingal County
Council

The Licensee shall notify DHPLG at least 14 days in advance of the commencement of any
works on the foreshore.

*Appropriately worded condition(s) to address any Underwater Archaeology and

Archaeological issues (if relevant) can be based on the views and recommendations of Dept.
of Culture Heritage and the Gaeltacht when they are received in due course.
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Marine Institute

Marine Institute Comments on Forehsore Licence Application by Celtix Connect Ltd — Installation of
a subsea fibre optic cable in the Irish Sea with landfall at Lough Shinny, Co. Dublin (FS006915)

Celtix Connect Ltd has submitted an application for a Foreshore Licence to facilitate the installation of
a subsea fibre optic telecommunications cable on the foreshore. The works are part of a project
involving the installation of a subsea fibre optic cable system (the “Havhingsten” cable), circa 940Km
in length, spanning the Irish Sea and the North Sea.

In the North Sea the cable will extend from the Seaton Sluice on the east coast of the UK, (north of
Newcastle), to Houstrup, on the west coast of the Jutland peninsula in Denmark.. This section will also
include two stubbed cable routes from Whitley Bay (on the east coast of the UK) and Houstrup (in
Denmark), both to be installed out to the respective territorial water boundaries (12nm).

In the Irish Sea the cable will extend from landfall at Loughshinny, Co. Dublin to Squires Gate Lane
(south of Blackpool on the west coast of the UK). This section will also include two branches onto the
Isle of Man.

The proposed cable route on the foreshore is shown on Drawing No. P2228-CORR-006 entitled
“Foreshore Licence Map”, dated 29/07/2019 submitted by the applicant. The proposed cable corridor
is 500m and extends for a distance of circa 29.8Km. The final cable route will only occupy a small part
(40mm wide) of this corridor.

It is planned to bury all the cable in all Irish waters. The target depth for burial is 1.5m to 2m below
the seabed

A pre-lay grapnel run, to clear debris from the seabed along the installation route, is proposed prior
to cable installation. This is standard practice. The swathe width of the grapnel is < 1m and impacts on
the seabed are considered to be minimal and not significant. All debris recovered from the seabed will
be stored on board the vessel used to carry out the pre-lay grapnel run and will be disposed of
onshore.

Different cable installation and burial techniques will be used depending on geological seabed
conditions, water depth and environmental considerations along the cable route. Details of the cable
installation methods are provided in Table 2.4 of the document entitled “Foreshore License
Application for Cable Installation - Planning Report” (document reference P2228 R4693 Revl, dated
July 2019) submitted by the applicant. The cable installation methods will include:

e Trenching - from the beach manhole to the low water mark

e Diver jet burial — from the low water mark to the 15m depth contour

e  Plough burial — from the 15m depth contour to the boundary of the EEZ.
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It is anticipated that cable installation works on the foreshore would be completed in a 7-day period.

On the basis of the information provided by the applicant the Marine Institute is of the view that
considering the nature, scale, location and duration of the proposed works, impacts on the marine
environment are not likely to be significant.

The marine cable installation will cause resuspension of sediments from the seabed into the water
column. Jet trenching will cause a greater level of sediment suspension compared to the use of
ploughing equipment. The impacts will however be localised and temporary. Significant impacts on
the benthos are not considered likely.

There are no licenced aquaculture sites along the proposed cable route and therefore impacts on
aquaculture activities as a result of the proposed works are not likely. The nearest licenced
aquaculture sites are located circa 50Km to the north of the cable route in Carlingford Lough.

There may be some interaction with fishing activity along the proposed cable route during the
installation phase but this will be limited in scale and duration and significant interactions are not
considered likely. It is noted that the applicant has stated that “A Fisheries Liaison Officer (FLO) will be
appointed and fisheries liaison will be undertaken prior to and during cable installation operations”.
It is recommended that the appointment of a Fisheries Liaison Officer be included as a specific
condition of any foreshore licence that may be granted

The Marine Institute has no objections to a licence being granted.

It is recommended that the following Conditions should be attached to any licence that may be
granted:

1. The Licensee shall use that part of the Foreshore the subject matter of this licence for the
purposes as outlined in the application and for no other purposes whatsoever.

2. The Licensee shall ensure that the works are carried out and completed in accordance with
the plans and particulars lodged with the application.

3. The Licensee shall appoint a Fisheries Liaison Officer who will consult with the SFPA, relevant
fishermen’s groups and charter boat skippers in order that appropriate actions can be taken
to avoid or minimize any interactions with ongoing fishing / angling activities in the area during
the course of the cable installation on the foreshore.

4. The mitigation measures set out in Section 6 of the document entitled “Foreshore License

Application for Cable Installation - Planning Report” (document reference
P2228 R4693 Revl, dated July 2019) shall be implemented in full.
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Marine Survey Office

Subject: FS006915 Foreshore application on behalf of Celtix Connect Lth for the purpose of laying
the Hahingsten Telecommunications Cable at Loughshinny. Co. Dublin.

| refer to the above and can confirm that a careful examination of the application and in particular
the mitigation measures indicated, results in no objections from this office.
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Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine (DAFM)

Subject: RE: FS006915 Havhingsten Telecommunications Cable FS006915

Your Ref: FS006915
Our Ref: FW/4/43
Re: Havhingsten Telecommunications Cable

The Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine has no objection to the work as detailed in the
application. The following conditions are recommended to be included in any licence that may
issue.

e The Licensee shall use that part of the Foreshore the subject matter of this licence for the
purposes as outlined in the application and for no other purposes whatsoever.

e The Licensee shall appoint a Fisheries Liaison Officer who will consult with the SFPA,
relevant fishermen’s groups and charter boat skippers in order that appropriate actions can
be taken to avoid or minimize any interactions with ongoing fishing / angling activities in
the area during the course of the cable installation on the foreshore.

17



Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht (DCHG)

Subject: FS006915

A chara,

Please find the heritage recommendations of the Department of Culture, Heritage, and the
Gaeltacht for the above mentioned foreshore application.

Having reviewed the foreshore licence application there are no objections to the foreshore
licence being granted. It is requested that the following be attached as conditions to the
foreshore licence:

Exclusion Zones

An exclusion zone of at least 100m should be established around the furthest known extent of
known wrecks located along the proposed cable route and any potential wreck sites discovered
during the proposed marine surveys and development works. A map showing the location of all
exclusion zones in relation to the proposed cable route should be forwarded to the National
Monuments Service prior to the cable laying works proceeding.

Archaeological Monitoring

It is recommended that Archaeological Monitoring, as described below, be carried out of all
proposed seabed disturbance works to take place as part of this development. This includes all
cable installation works (such as trenching, diver jet burial and plough burial works) and the
prelay grapnel run surveys. The site investigation works should avoid locations of known wreck
sites.

Archaeological Monitoring shall consist of the following:

1. In order to ensure the preservation of potential archaeological sites, wrecks and features
the applicant is required to engage the services of a suitably qualified underwater
archaeologist to monitor all disturbance works associated with the development including
beach preparations works and foreshore works at the landfall, pre-lay grapnel run
operations and cable burial operations. The archaeological monitoring shall be licensed
under the National Monuments Acts 1930-2004.

2. A detailed method statement shall accompany the licence application and shall include
details on the proposed works, duration of works; archaeological monitoring team
proposed and a find’s retrieval strategy.

3. Should archaeological material be found during the course of monitoring, the
archaeologist shall have the work in that area suspended, pending a decision as to how
best to resolve the archaeology. The applicant shall be prepared to be advised by the
Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht with regard to any necessary
mitigating action (e.g. avoidance, preservation in situ or excavation). The applicant shall
facilitate the archaeologist in recording any material found.

4, The Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht shall be furnished with a report
describing the results of the monitoring.

It is also recommended that an archaeological dive team should be put on standby during the
cable laying operations in the advent that archaeological material is discovered during these
works. This will help prevent potential delays to the project should archaeological material which
needs to be dived be discovered. A dive/survey licence as issued by the Minister for Culture,
Heritage and the Gaeltacht should be obtained by the archaeological dive team leader 3 weeks
in advance of the works proceeding.
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It should be borne in mind, that if significant archaeological remains are found, further
archaeological mitigation might be required.
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Consolidated Prescribed Bodies Observations: 29/01/20 —29/02/20

Water Marine Advisor

RE Foreshore licence application by Celtic Connect Ltd/Aqua Comms for the installation of a subsea
fibre optic cable (Havhingsten Telecommunications Cable) on the foreshore, with landfall at
Loughshinny Co. Dublin (FS006915) — your e-mail of 29/01/2020 refers-

In relation to the above Celtic Connect Ltd/Aqua Comms has submitted an application to DHPLG for a
Foreshore Licence to facilitate the installation of a subsea fibre optic cable on the foreshore extending
from Loughshinny in North Dublin to Squires Gate Lane (south of Blackpool in England). This section
also includes two branches onto the Isle of Man. It is intended that the subsea cable would be linked
via an on-shore cable network in Ireland to the cable hub station at Loughsinny. Separately the ESB
has applied for Planning Permission from Fingal Co for the development of a single storey cable landing
station at ESB Loughsinny 38kv Substation (Planning Ref no F19A/0169). Other marine elements of the
proposed cable in the North Sea will extend it to Denmark. The cable route will extend more than
940km in total and deliver a boost to bandwidth (maximum rate of data transfer) between Ireland/Isle
of Man/UK and Denmark. The general line of the sub-sea route is show in Figure 1.1 (ref Figure 1.1 in
“Planning Report” dated December 2019). The proposed cable route within Irish Foreshore domain is
shown on Drawing No P2228-CORR-006-B (outlined red). The cable length on foreshore is 29.8km and
the 40mm diameter cable will be laid within the marine cable corridor of 200m — narrowing to a 250m
corridor at the nearshore/landfall point — (this area was subject to Sl on foot of a pervious Foreshore
Licence granted in autumn 2018 Ref No FS006746) within an area of 1446Ha.

Engineering comments are as follows:
SUBMITTED DOCUMENTATION

The following documentation was submitted to DHPLG in support of this Foreshore Licence
application

e Completed Foreshore Licence Application Form dated 9/1/2020
e “Aquacoms Company Documentation”
e Drawings/Maps as follows:
o Drawing No P228-CORR-002-B entitled “Installation Corridor Republic of Ireland

Route” dated July 29" 2019 — on an Admiralty Chart Base map (this shows proposed
cable route within a 500m corridor — 250m nearshore- )
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o Drawing No P228-CORR-006-B entitled “Foreshore Licence map” dated July 29"
2019,-on an Admiralty chart base map (this shows proposed cable route on foreshore
within a 500m corridor from HWM to 12NM section outlined red).

o Drawing No P228-CORR-007-B entitled “Foreshore Licence Map Landfall” dated 29t
July 2019 on an OS Map (this shows the proposed nearshore cable route and landfall
at Loughshinny)

‘Foreshore Licence Application for Cable Installation-PLANNING REPORT’ dated December
2019 prepared by Intertek Consultants (containing the more detailed technical and
environmental information in connection with the Foreshore Licence Application) which also
contains the following sub-appendices:

o Appendix A “Environmental Assessment Methodology”” Rev 4 dated November
2019 prepared by Intertek /Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix B “Application Corridor Coordinates “ dated July 2019

o Appendix C “Cable Burial Assessment” Rev 4 dated Nov 2019 and prepared by
Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix D “Fisheries Activity Study”” Rev 4 dated Nov 2019 and prepared by
Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix E1 “Marine Archaeology Desk Based Assessment”’ Rev 4 dated Nov 2019
and prepared by Intertek /Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix E2 “Marine Archaeology Foreshore Survey’”’ Rev 4 dated Nov 2019 and
prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix E3 “Marine Archaeology Geophysical Survey “Rev 4 dated Nov 2019 and
prepared by Intertek/Alkatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix F “Stage 1 Screening for Appropriate Assessment “Rev 5 dated December
2019 and prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o Appendix G “Underwater Sound Modelling’ dated 22" May 2019 and prepared by
Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix H “Sediment Suspension for Irish component of Havhingsten” dated July
2019 and prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix 11 “Marine Survey Report-BU Port Erin to BMH Loughshinny’ ‘dated June
2019 and prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.

o Appendix 12 “Marine Survey-Intertidal Survey report” dated July 2019 and prepared
by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants.
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o Appendix 13 “Benthic Characterisation Report-Ireland” dated June 2019 and
prepared by Intertek/Alcatel Submarine Network Consultants

o AppendixJ “Pre Application Consultation “ Rev 5 dated Jan 2020

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The proposed project is described in detail with reference to the “Planning Report” dated December
2019 The planned cable route on the foreshore is shown on Drawing No P228-CORR-006-B “Foreshore
Licence Map” with a Landfall point at Loughsinny and will take up a total post lay area of foreshore of
0.0298km2 (nominal Main lay swathe 1.0m wide to 12 NM Limit) with a Corridor Width of 500m (250m
either side of route shown on this Drawing-) based on Site Investigation Survey Corridor which takes
up an initial area of 14.46KM2 (1446HA)

From MHWS seaward the 40mm cable will be buried to a target depth of 1.5m to 2m below the
seabed. The cable will be buried using various industry standard burial tools including water jetting
and ploughing. The main offshore cable lay will be performed by an installation vessel with a dynamic
positioning system which will mean that anchors are unlikely to be used

An example of the double armour fibre optic cable with an overall diameter of 40mm (including
protective layers) is described with reference to Section 2.2 and Fig 2-1 in “Planning Report”

Three pre-selected Landfalls were initially considered for the east coast of Ireland:

1. Loughsinny
2. Portrane
3. Donabate

Portrane was discounted as this was to be the landing spot for another cable. The other two were
subject to Cable Route Surveys and Sl. The Donabate landfall options were discounted as the route
would traverse strong tidal currents, rocky substrate and potentially sensitive archaeological and
fishing areas. The Loughsinny landfall was selected as it presented relatively few marine constraints in
comparison to the other sites investigated. Furthermore the survey data was used to inform a cable
burial assessment which is provided in Appendix C and this identified that the Loughshinny cable laying
area was predominantly composed of sands and clays and so there were no obvious areas where cable
burial may be signifantly less than the target depth of 1.5M.

The proposed cable installation consists of the following different elements:

Pre-Lay grapnel run:

Prior to the start of the marine cable lay installation a pre-lay grapnel run, as described in Section 2.5.2
of the Planning Report, will be undertaken over the length of the cable route to clear any obstructions
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from the route. Any debris retained from this process will be collected on board and disposed of
appropriately through licenced on shore facilities

Beach manhole BMH (inshore)

The BMH is the interface between the marine cable and terrestrial cable and is described with
reference to Section 2.6.4.1 of the Planning Report. It will be constructed above MHWS in the car park
at Loughsinny. From the BMH a duct will be installed beneath the car park to a point at the back of
the beach. The position of the BMH will dictate the length of the seaward duct, which will be installed
in a seaward trench of 27m length. The seaward duct will be installed in advance of the shore end
installation. The duct consists of 100mm diameter PVC or HDPE pipe buried to a depth of app 1.25m
on leaving BMH increasing to 1.5m at the beach end. Duct will be installed from BMH to the edge of
the beach using diggers and handheld trenching tools. (this work is not on foreshore).

Shore End (to LWM)

From the end of the seaward duct to LWM, trenching of the cable across the beach to a target depth
of 2m will be undertaken. An articulated pipe (600m diameter) will be applied to the cable across the
beach for additional protection. Trench will be excavated using diggers and manual trenching. The
excavated sand will be used to backfill the trench.

The beach excavation will typically be carried out using small tracked diggers. A backhoe machine and
hand tools will be used to form a trench of app dimension 0.5m width x 1.5m target depth within the
intertidal area. The trench will be backfilled with excavated material following installation and the
beach profile will be restored

Offshore (LWM to 15m water depth)

The burial of the cable will be undertaken using handheld jet burial tools operated by divers supported
by dive support vessels in the inshore area. Target burial depth is 1.5m.

Offshore (15m water depth to EEZ boundary)

Cable lay will be undertaken by plough burial using ASN HD3 plough from the main lay cable ship. The
target burial depth is 1.5m and the plough will provide continuous depth of burial verification during
the installation operation. Simultaneous cable installation with plough burial is the planned method
for the majority of the offshore route. Alternative methods will be applied where target burial cannot
be achieved with this method r within 250m distance of crossings.

More details in relation to Plough and Water Jetting techniques is provided in Sections 2.6.1.2 and
2.6.1.3 of the ‘Planning Report’.
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Offshore cable installation will commence from the Irish/UK median line and run towards Loughsinny
landing site. Onshore installation (BMH and horizontal directional drilling under car park) will be
completed before the marine cable reaches shore.

The target burial depth for the cable is 1.5m. In areas of stiff soil, the actual burial depth may be
reduced but it is planned to be still at a depth which will protect the cable from fishing activities and
generally not less than 0.4 to 0.6m subject to the nature of the geophysical nature of the seabed and
burial assessment and risk categorisations.

All cable laying activities will be closely monitored and the on-board engineers will be utilizing the
latest advancements in the undersea cable installation industry in order to ensure that the cable is
laid according to engineered design.

The proposed cable installation is “un-repeated” meaning that there is no power supply to the cable.
Therefore operation of the cable is not expected to emit any electric induced magnetic fields or heat
to the surrounding sediment or seabed and there are no anticipated effect of cable operation on the

environment.

More details in relation to the cable laying operations area provided with reference to the “Planning
Report” in Sections 2.5 to 2.8 inclusive.

Cable Installation Programme

The cable installation programme is described with reference to Section 2.7 of the Planning Report
(ref Table 2.6) and can be summarised as follows

Pre Installation Works (incl pre-lay grapnel run) 1d

Offshore installation (ploughing and cable lay) 3d (within all Irish Waters)
Shore end tie in 2-3d

Post lay burial and reinstatement (nearshore) 7d

Seaward Duct Installation at Loughshinny 2-3d

Beach manhole Construction (non foreshore) 12-14d

It is intended that all of the above works would be carried out in April 2020. This may be subject to
change arising from the licensing/permitting process, weather or operational factors.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS

ECOLOGY

A Stage 1 Screening for Appropriate Assessment has been undertaken for the Havhingsten cable by
the Applicants and is presented in Appendix F. Other studies undertaken to inform the Stage 1
Screening included for “Underwater Noise Assessment” -Ref Appendix G-, “Sediment Suspension and
Dispersion” -Ref Appendix H-, “Survey Reports” -Ref Appendix I-.

A summary of the “Natura 2000 Screening Assessment” is also provided in Section 5 of the Planning
Report. The screening assessed 17 Natura 2000 sites that were either within the direct zone of
influence of the proposed activities or contain mobile Annex |l species (e.g. Harbour Porpoises etc.)
which could potentially travel to the area. These are shown on Figure 5.1 (Pg. 43 of Planning Report)
and with reference to Table 5.3 (ref Appendix F). Initial screening concluded that it was possible that
there exists a pressure receptor pathway between proposed installation and maintenance activities
and the Qualifying Interests (Ql) of 12 of the 17 sites reviewed. Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the proposed
installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely significant effect on any of the Natura
2000 sites screened. Table 5.2 (ref Planning Report Pg. 40/41) summarises the conclusions of the
assessment of likely significant effects.

No reef areas were identified within the marine cable corridor within the Rockabill to Dalkey Island
SAC. Sediment disturbance and deposition caused by the installation (ploughing, jetting), will be within
the levels of natural variability experienced during storm events and no effect to reef areas is
expected. Low level noise disturbance to cetacean species within 130m (conservative) of the
installation vessels may occur but this will be brief (less than 24 hours), transient and set against the
background of moderate shipping levels in the area. Birds from the Rockabill SPA and Skerries Islands
SPA may be foraging or loafing in the marine cables corridor, however any disturbance will be set
against the background shipping activities in the area and will not act as a barrier to feeding and
foraging birds from protected sites or associated sites. The Impact Assessment concludes that “effects
will be Slight or Not Significant”. Overall there is no evidence to indicate that the works in combination
with any plan or project will produce a significant adverse effect on the habitats of the qualifying
species and on the species of special conservation interest, ensuring that the integrity of sites is
maintained. No significant cumulative effect is anticipated.

In conclusion the proposed project does not have the potential to give rise to significant adverse
effects on the overall integrity of the Natura 2000 sites considered. This Department’s own
Appropriate Assessment of this project (in preparation) is likely to reach a similar finding in this regard
(this will be forwarded to MFPU in due course).

Furthermore following the precautionary principal, substantial “Mitigation Measures” have been
developed to minimise potential impacts from the project on the general marine environment. These
are presented in Section 2-11 of the Planning Report at Table 2-7 “Embedded Mitigation” (10 No) and
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at Table 6-1 “Project Specific Mitigation” (1 No) These include for the requirement of all cables to be
buried to a target depth of 1.5m, Project vessel waste disposal facilities and control measures and
shipboard oil pollution emergency plan to adhere to MARPOL requirements, a Fisheries Liaison Officer
to be appointed prior to and during cable lay operations. These appear to be reasonable and can be
made a condition of the Licence when/if granted.

FISHERIES ISSUES

A fishing activity study was conducted to review fishing activities in the Irish Sea along the proposed
marine cable corridor. This is presented in Appendix D.

The marine cable corridor is within the spawning and nursery grounds for 18 species of marine fish
(ref Fig 3-3 and 3-4 on Pgs. 34 and 35 of the Planning Report). Due to soft sediments identified by the
cable route survey, no Atlantic herring spawning is expected within the marine cable corridor. In the
nearshore area dredge and net fishing occurs along the coast from N Dublin to south of Dundalk. East
coast and offshore of the coast of Ireland is important commercially for lobsters, crabs, whelks,
scallops and razor clams.

The greatest threat to cables from fishing activity is from dredging and trawling activities.

The cable installation activities will have an effect that has been assessed as “Not Significant” on
commercial fishing.

During installation vessels will be progressing at a speed of between 0.5 and 1.5km/hr. Fishing vessels
will be requirested to remain at least 500m (radial distance) from the cable lay vessels for safety
reasons. Fishermen deploying static gear will be asked to move pots out of marine cable corridor until
the cable installation has passed through. Fishermen with mobile gear will briefly be displaced from a
very small area of the available fishing ground. All ASN vessels will adhere to Collision Regulations and
Notice to Mariners will be issued. The effects identified are not significant and will be controlled by
compliance with the “Embedded Mitigation” measures specifically those as presented in Table 2-7 (ref
Pg. 26/27 of Planning Report).

Furthermore as best practice ASN will also appoint a Fisheries Liaison Officer, who will liaise with the
local fishing industry prior to and during cable installation. Indeed this has been included in one of the
key “Embedded Mitigation Measures” (ref ‘E6’ Table 2-7 Pg. 27 in “Planning Report”).

The Applicants have demonstrated satisfactorily that subject to compliance with proposed mitigation

measures there should be no significant impact on commercial fisheries from the proposed cable
installation works.
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NAVIGATIONAL SAFETY CONSIDERATION

These are discussed in Section 3.1 of the “Planning Report”. The overall pattern of shipping
movements and density is shown in Figures 3-1 (Irish Sea) and Figures 3-2 (approach to Loughshinny)
-ref Pg. 29/30 of “Planning Report”-. The Irish Sea is an area of high shipping intensity. The Havhingsten
route will pass through some high density traffic shipping lanes. Mitigation of navigational risks is
proposed. A “Notice to Mariners” will be issued prior to cable installation and maintenance operations
and other sea users known to operate in the rea will be contacted prior to cable installation or repair
operations commencing. Subsea cable lay will be performed by a purpose built cable lay vessel which
will comply fully with all requirements of the International Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea
(COLREGS). A local marine notice giving vessel details together with a general description of operations
and approximate date of commencement and completion will be published.

During installation vessels will be progressing at a speed of between 0.5-1.5 km/hr. Other shipping in
the region will be requested to remain at least 500 m (radial distance) from the cable lay vessels for
safety reasons. All ASN vessels will adhere to Collision Regulations and Notice to Mariners will be
issued. There is sufficient space available for shipping to make minor alterations to routes to avoid
cable lay works.

The cable installation activities will have an effect that has been assessed as “Not Significant on
commercial shipping” —so states the “Planning Report”.

A series of Mitigation Measures (10 No) are proposed to be incorporated into the design, installation
and operation (including maintenance) of the cable, thee are presented as “Embedded Mitigation
inherent to the Project design” in Table 2-7 (ref pg. 26 of “Planning Report”) which also include specific
measures to minimise any navigational risks and to safeguard the marine environment (in terms of
protection of water quality and prevention of marine pollution) and also protect any other form of
navigation in connection with fisheries interests etc. These include for:

e Project Vessel speed limit of 14 knot

e As laid cable route position to be included on marine charts so that fishing vessels can take
care along cable route

e Vessels to comply with all requirements of International Regulations for Preventing Collisions
at Sea

e Project Vessels equipped with waste disposal facilities (sewage treatment or waste storage)
will conform to IMO MARPOL Annex IV Prevention of Pollution from Ships standards

e Water quality environmental Control measures for vessels (including shipboard oil emergency
plans, discharge of ballast water etc.) to adhere to MARPOL Convention requirements
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e Notice to Mariners will be issued before works commence and after completion of the
installation activities

e Alocal marine notice giving vessels details together with a general description of operations
and approximate dates of commencement and completion will be published

e Publication of formal Marine Notices through Dept. of Transport Tourism and Sport with
appropriate level of details

It is also proposed that a Fisheries Liaison Officer (FLO) will be appointed and fisheries liaison will be
undertaken prior to and during cable installation operations. (Ref “E6” in Table 2-7 Pg. 26/27 in
“Planning Report”).

These appear to be reasonable and can be set as a condition of the foreshore licence when/if given
subject to the views of MSO (final worded conditions for inclusion in the Foreshore Licence should
reflect their views and recommendations from a navigational perspective).

MARINE ARCHAEOLOGY

This is discussed with reference to Section 4 of the “Planning Report” and also with reference to the
“Marine Archaeology Technical Report” provided in Appendix E. An initial desk based assessment was
updated with the results of the foreshore surveys undertaken at Loughshinny, and a review of the
geophysical data collected by the cable route survey. The assessment concluded that there are no
known potential cultural heritage assets or wrecks directly affected by the landing site at Loughshinny.
The marine cable corridor within Ireland has not required any changes triggered by the evaluation of
the data by marine archaeologists. The Marine Archaeology Technical Report has not recommended
that Archaeological Exclusion Zones are implemented within the marine cable corridor.

The Applicants conclude that “the cable installation and maintenance activities will have No Significant
effect on marine archaeology as summarised in Table 4-1 (Ref “Planning Report) Pg. 38. No wrecks or
archaeological assets have been identified within 140m of the installation route”. The closest wreck is
140m to NW of the cable route and will not be disturbed by the installation tool. Review of the
geophysical survey data has not indicated any potential for cultural heritage assets within the
installation corridor”

It is noted that as a result of this evaluation that no specific mitigation measures are proposed to
address marine archaeology.

The views of the Underwater Marine Archaeology unit within the Department of Culture Heritage and
the Gaeltacht will be key here as to whether they are satisfied with the Marine Archaeology
assessment as presented by the Applicants. There may be a requirement for inclusion of specific
conditions in the Foreshore Licence when/if given to address marine archaeological requirements
based on the observations of DCHG.
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OTHER

Pipeline Route/Other Subsea Pipelines/Cables

The marine cable corridor crosses the Irish median line and reaches the Irish Coast landfall at
Loughshinny as shown of Drawing No P228-CORR-002. The foreshore element of the cable route
extending from Loughshinny to the 12 Mile Limit is approximately 29.8 km in length. There are a
limited number of infrastructures in the vicinity of the marine cable corridor. There marine cable route
within Irish territorial waters, does not cross any existing infrastructure. However further offshore in
the Irish EEZ (beyond foreshore domain) the cable will cross the Interconnector 1 gas pipeline. A “firing
practice area” has also been identified (ref Admiralty Charts) app 3.3 km to north of the cable corridor
and 10 km offshore from the proposed landing point at Loughsinny.

The crossing of any third party infrastructure will be made with agreement of the owner following a
negotiated formal Crossing Agreement. More details on the installation method selected for cable

crossing is provided in Section 2.6.3 (Ref ‘Planning Report’ Pg. 19/20/21).

It should be noted that any crossing should be in accordance with the ICPC Recommendations (2014)
and specifically Recommendation No 3.

In terms of any restrictions that may need to apply if relevant as a result of operations within the
nearby “firing practice areas” the Applicants would need to adhere to any directions / requirements
of the Department of Defence where relevant in this regard.

Type of Cable

The cable is double armoured and will be “unrepeatered” (i.e. not powered). It is to be an industry
standard cable with capability to transmit high speed data and voice via light wave through the optical
fibres contained within the core. A cut away section of the Double Armour Cable, with an overall
diameter of 40mm (including protective layers), is shown in Fig 2.1 (Ref Planning Report pg. 8). A more
detailed description of the propose cable is provided at ‘2.2’ (ref Planning Report Pg. 7/8)
Aquaculture Activities

There are no licenced aquaculture sites along, or adjacent to the proposed cable route.

COMMENTS

The proposed cable lay operations will be of limited extent and duration (up to a possible 3 weeks
cumulatively for all operations as outlined earlier in this report -ref “Cable Installation Programme”)
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Overall subject to proposed mitigation measures commercial fishing activities will not be adversely
affected by the cable lay operations. While the proposed route may encroach onto some fishing areas
during the main cable lay operation it is proposed to appoint a Fisheries Liaison Officer for both
inshore and offshore sections of the main cable lay operations to keep commercial fishermen
informed of the installation works including timelines, dates, work and locations for of all offshore
cable lay operations.

The various suites of Site Investigations detected no discernible impacts on Marine Archaeology so no
specific Mitigation measures are proposed in this regard. The views of the Underwater Marine
Archaeology unit within the Department of Culture Heritage and the Gaeltacht can be taken into
account in order to determine whether or not any specific conditions should still be included in the
Foreshore Licence when/if given to address Marine Archaeology matters. (If so any suitable worded
conditions for inclusion in the Foreshore Licence should reflect their views and recommendations).

While the proposed cable route will pass through a busy shipping area, due to the limited timescale
of work and implementation of the proposed mitigation measures there should be minimal impact on
navigation. All ASN Vessels will adhere to Collision Regulations and Notice to Mariners will be issued.
There is sufficient space available for shipping to make minor alterations to routes to avoid cable lay
works. It is recommended that the nearest major Port (Dublin Port Co) should be kept fully informed
of work plans including start up and completion dates.

The Applicants have demonstrated satisfactorily that the proposed project does not have the potential
to give rise to significant adverse effects on the overall integrity and qualifying interests of the Natura
2000 sites considered. This Department’s own Appropriate Assessment of this project (in preparation)
is likely to reach a similar finding in this regard (this will be forwarded to MFPU in due course).

There will be temporary restrictions around cable laying vessels and the entrance to and from
Loughshinny Harbour may be constrained during shore end tie-in. A small area of Loughshinny Beach
will be required to be closed off for the short duration of trenching and reinstatement operations in
connection with the nearshore/landfall cable lay operations. Appropriate health and safety
procedures should be adopted to protect the public users of this beach especially in view of its
popularity during the summer months as a bathing area by the provision of appropriate
signage/notices. A site visit on 8/8/19 on a warm sunny day at 2pm noted app 30-40 people in the
general foreshore area enjoying the various amenities provided. On this basis it is recommended that
any nearshore/landfall operations on the beach between HW and Low Water should not be
undertaken during the bathing season so should be undertaken between the months of October and
May. It is noted in this regard that it is intended that all of the above works would be carried out in
April 2020.

In advance of commencing cable lay operations the Applicants will publish local Marine Notices
providing a description of the operations, locations and dates for commencement and completion.
The mariner’s notice will be prepared to ensure that other foreshore users are made aware of the
operations.
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Approaching vessels will be required to keep a safe distance from SI Works/survey vessels in
accordance with maritime regulations.

Based on the precautionary principal, substantial “Mitigation Measures” have been developed to
minimise potential impacts from the project on the general marine environment. These are presented
in Section 2-11 of the Planning Report at Table 2-7 “Embedded Mitigation” (10 No) and at Table 6-1
“Project Specific Measures” (1 No) These include for the requirement of all cables to be buried to a
target depth of 1.5m, Project vessel waste disposal facilities and control measures and shipboard oil
pollution emergency plan to adhere to MARPOL requirements, a Fisheries Liaison Officer to be
appointed prior to and during cable lay operations. These appear to be reasonable and can be made
a condition of the Licence when/if granted.

Based on the foregoing | would consider that there should be minimal impact on the foreshore and
marine environment as a result of these proposed main cable lay operations.

SUMMARY/RECOMMENDATIONS

The Applicants have demonstrated satisfactorily that, subject to the adoption of Mitigation Measures
as set out in the Application Documents the proposed main cable lay operations for the proposed
cable route will note impact on fisheries, navigation or the environment (including potential impact
to Natura 2000 sites).

On the basis of the information provided by the Applicant the Engineering Inspectorate is of the view
that subject to Mitigation Measures being implemented, and considering the nature, scale, location
and duration of the proposed works, impacts on the Marine Environment, Navigation and Fisheries
interests are not likely to be significant.

Therefore Engineering has no objections to a Foreshore Licence being granted for the proposed Main
Cable Lay operations as outlined in the Application Documents, subject to the following conditions:

1. All cable installation operations on foreshore shall be undertaken in accordance with the
methodologies as outlined at Sections 2.6 and 2.7 of the “Planning Report” dated July 2019

2. The Licensee shall use that part of the Foreshore the subject matter of this licence for the
purposes as outlined in the application and for no other purposes whatsoever

3. The cable shall be installed as detailed in the submitted “Planning Report” dated December
2019 and in particular the submarine cable shall be laid within the route corridor as outlined
on Drawing No P228-CORR-006 entitled “Foreshore Licence Map” dated 29/7/2019 — unless
otherwise varied and approved by DHPLG. A drawing including a route position list detailing
the “as laid location” for the submarine cable shall be submitted to DHPLG on completion
of the cable installation works
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10.

11.

Further to 3 above the Lessee shall provide details of the final as-laid position and route of
the cable to the UK Hydrographic Office for inclusion on all appropriate Nautical/Marine
charts in the region

The Licensee shall ensure that the target burial depth for the length of the near shore
(beach, shallow and intertidal zones to LWM) foreshore involved shall be at least 1.5 M as
per Application documents with a target minimum depths for offshore burial as set out in
the Application documents

Further to Condition 5 above a report detailing the location of any part of the cable that was
not laid to the full planned depth (including areas where rock armour or equivalent
protection was deemed necessary) should be submitted to DHPLG on completion of the
cable installation works

During the course of the nearshore/landfall cable lay operations the Applicants shall ensure
that,

(a) All necessary precautions are put in place to protect the public in accordance with
relevant Health and Safety Legislation;

(b) Existing public access arrangements to the general foreshore area are not impeded by
any vessels, plant or materials used in connection with the cable installation operations,
and where relevant this access should be made safe and guaranteed by the provision of
appropriate signage/notices/barriers etc. to the satisfaction of the Department of
Housing, Planning and Local Government;

(c) Procedures are adopted to ensure that the cable lay operations and any subsequent
cable maintenance requirements, are not injurious to fishing, navigation, adjacent lands
or the public interests

Where relevant the foreshore and adjacent seashore beach area shall be restored to its
original condition on completion of the cable installation works to the satisfaction of the
DHPLG. No open excavation shall be left on the foreshore.

Any nearshore/landfall operations on the beach between HW and Low Water should not be
undertaken between the months of May and September

Appropriate methods of operation shall be adopted in order to ensure that no spillages of
fuel, cement based materials or other leakages occur to the Irish Sea and Contractors
arrangements for the control of pollutants should be notified to DHPLG and IFl (Eastern
Regional District)

Marine Notices, lighting and markings as appropriate shall be carried out in consultation
with the Marine Safety Directorate, Department of Transport, Leeson Land Dublin 2
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XX*

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

The Licensee shall arrange the publication of a Marine Notice, issued by the Irish Maritime
Administration, giving a general description of operations and approximate dates of
commencement and completion

The Licensee shall arrange the publication of a local marine notice giving general description
of operations and approximate dates of commencement and completion in respect of cable
laying operations

Further to 12 and 13 above the Applicants shall keep Dublin Port Co fully informed on all
work plans including start up and completion dates for all cable lay operations within Irish
territorial waters

All cable lay, cable ship, cable maintenance and any other vessels to be used in connection
with the proposed cable installation shall have appropriate certification from the Marine
Survey Office

Mitigation measures as set out in Tables 2-7 and 6-1 at Sections 2.11 and 6, respectively, of
the “Planning Report” dated July 2019, shall be implemented in full unless otherwise varied
by condition of this licence.

The Licensee shall comply with the requirements as set out in the document entitled
“Guidance to Manage the Risk to Marine Mammals from Man-made Sound Sources in Irish
Waters” (January 2014) in respect of any cable laying activity on the foreshore

All material/debris collected as a result of the proposed pre-lay grapnel run shall be
disposed on shore to a licensed Landfill site in accordance with the appropriate Waste
Disposal Legislation subject to the appropriate agreement and approval of Fingal County
Council

The Licensee shall notify DHPLG at least 14 days in advance of the commencement of any
works on the foreshore.

*Appropriate worded condition(s) to address any Underwater Archaeology and
Archaeological issues (if relevant) can be based on the views and recommendations of Dept.
of Culture Heritage and the Gaeltacht when they are received in due course.

Having looked through them, they seem fine. They actually covered both my reports so their

responses at ‘2.4.1’ is the more relevant one.

So | am satisfied with their responses to my observations as provided in the technical report.
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Marine Institute

Subject: RE: FS006915 Celtix Connect ltd - Havhinsten Telecommunication Cable

| provided Marine Institute comment on this application on 27" August 2019. These comments
remain relevant and | have no additional comments.
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Marine Survey Office

Subject: RE: FS006915 Celtix Connect Itd - Havhinsten Telecommunication Cable

| refer to the above and wish to advise that previous MSO comments still stand with no further
observations to make.

35



Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine (DAFM)

Subject: RE: FS006915 Celtix Connect Ltd - Havhingsten Telecommunications Cable

If there is no material change to the application, then this Department will not need to reassess the
previous response.
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Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht (DCHG)

Subject: RE: FS006915 Celtix Connect Itd - Havhinsten Telecommunication Cable

The Department have nothing further to add.

Subject: RE: FS006915 Celtix Connect Itd - Havhinsten Telecommunication Cable

NPWS have no comment to make on this application.
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Inland Fisheries Ireland (IFl)

MARINE LICENCE VETTING COMMITTEE:

Re: FS006915 Foreshore licence application by Celtix Connect Ltd — Havhingsten
Telecommunications Cable landing at Loughshinny, Co. Dublin

This application relates to Installation and maintenance of a fibre-optic Havhingsten
Telecommunications Cable - landing site is at Loughshinny, Fingal, Co Dublin.

The project includes the laying of cable from a point in the Irish Sea eastward to make landfall at
Loughshinny.

The Appendix C — Cable Burial Assessment document provided indicates that

o 100% of the route is expected to be subject to a burial operation: 0 95.21% of the route is
ploughable

o 4.79% will be surface laid then subject to PLB. This includes pipeline crossings, BU integration
and shore end.

That report indicates that some of the ground conditions are somewhat soft and that over-burial
may occur in some places. This is not considered as a negative (by IFl), in environmental terms.

“Sub-bottom profile data indicates a thick layer of sediments all the way to the mouth of
Loughshinny harbour. The seabed only shows very gentle to gentle gradients and no problems are
expected with steep slopes causing plough instability.”

The Table 2-2 : Trenchability Classification is very informative and gives clear indication of options
and proposals for differing bed types that may be encountered along the route.

“The target burial cover depth (depth below mean seabed) is 1.5m.
The burial equipment is primarily a seabed plough, although a remotely operated vehicle (ROV) is
sometimes used to conduct post-lay burial (PLB).”

The AA Screening Report indicates that: “Overall there is no evidence to indicate that the works in
combination with any plan or project will produce a significant adverse effect on the habitats of the
qualifying species and on species of special conservation interest, ensuring the integrity of the sites
are maintained. No significant cumulative effect is envisaged.

The proposed project does not have the potential to give rise to significant adverse effects on the

overall integrity of the Natura 2000 sites considered. Therefore, this assessment has stopped at Stage
1 screening and there should be no further requirement for Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment.”
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IFl comment:

Inland Fisheries Ireland’s (IFI) brief includes conservation of relevant fish species. Of relevance in the
present case are marine sport fish species, such as tope and smoothound (both members of the
shark family and caught via off-shore deep water leisure angling), and migratory species traversing
the coastline and entering into various rivers along the Dublin-Meath-Louth coast — including young
and adult life stages of Atlantic salmon, sea trout, eel, sea- and river lamprey.

The documentation provided for this application — which is for cable laying out to the 12 nautical
mile limit and inward to a landfall site at Loughshinny — is comprehensive. Extensive detail is
provided in regard to bed conditions, trenching of cable and issues impacting on cable laying.

IFI concurs with the finding of the AA Screening Report.

IFI would welcome clarification in regard to “4.79% will be surface laid then subject to PLB. This
includes pipeline crossings, BU integration and shore end”. The burial of the cable along 95% plus of
the route is positive. IFl would like to understand how the remaining <5% of cable is to be protected
—what is the procedure following surface-laying of cable in the 5% area?

IFl would welcome an indication of the proposed time-of-year of cable laying works. A series of small
rivers discharge to the east coast between Dublin and Drogheda, with the large discharge of the
River Boyne at Drogheda. Many of these rivers are known as housing populations of Atlantic salmon
and of the migratory sea-trout. This form lives in freshwater for periods of the year and migrates to
sea for periods when it actively feeds and grows. IFl is currently involved in studies on this species in
the INTERREG cross-border COMPASS project and has been using telemetry to study movements of
sea trout and salmon along the east coast in the area from Drogheda north to Dundalk-Carlingford
and into Northern Ireland waters. Findings to date indicate that the most sensitive time is a period
from approx. mid-May to mid-June, when sea trout are feeding actively in the immediate inshore
areas and in locations adjoining the mouths of estuaries, such as Rogerstown estuary to the south of
Loughshinny.

IFI would recommend that cable laying should not take place in areas within 1 km of the shore in the
period mid-May — mid June.

We have reviewed the comments and are satisfied with the response. We have no further comment

to make.
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Sea-Fisheries Protection Authority (SFPA)

West Pier, Tel: +3531 8321910
Howth, Fax: +3531 8321911
Co. Dublin Email: sfpahowth@sfpa.ie

Direct: +353 87 9294673

Application No:

Applicant Name:

FS 006915 Celtix Connect
Application Category
Agquaculture Foreshore General Energy Other
X X
Location Loughshinney Species
Date 26-03-2020 SFPA Region Eastern

Inspectors comments

Following a review of the application and supporting documentation it is unlikely that the
project will be a cause for concern on the following points below.

1. Wild Fisheries
0-6nm Main fisheries are for Whelk Buccinum undatum, Edible Crab Cancer pagurus, Razor

Clam Ensis siliqua.

12nm + Main fisheries are for Prawn Nephrops norvegicus and demersal fish species. The 6-
12nm zone of water now prohibits vessels greater than 18m from fishing within the zone.

Export market is for both live and processed product to Asia. Approximately 26 licenced
vessels may operate within the area. The razor vessels operate no deeper than 14m depth
whereas the potting for crab and whelk operate in deeper than 14m.

The Applicant has been advised by the Marine Institute in June 2018 that the project will
require the appointment of a fisheries liaison officer to communicate intended operations with
the fishing community directly in a timely fashion so fishing gear can be moved and or
avoided. Marine notices are to be published prior to any activity taking place as is the
standard operating procedure.

The likely impacts on the wild fisheries from this project are likely to be low and should only
cause minimum disruption for a short duration to the local fishing fleet.
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The applicant should be aware that the razor fishery operates a box dredge which typically
digs into the seabed down to approximately 45cm and the cable laying process should take
this into account to avoid disturbance and or damage by the fishing operations.

2. Shellfish Production Areas
Malahide/Skerries Bivalve production areas fall within the applied area/adjoining area.

Malahide is currently afforded an A classification which allows for the direct placement of
bivalve shellfish onto the market. Skerries has a seasonal A classification during the winter
months and reverts to a B classification for the other seasons. When Skerries reverts to B
classification it is usually decided by the local fishermen to refrain from fishing due to
reduced price and demand for B classified product, which requires further processing to be
permitted for human consumption.

3. Seafood Safety
The classification process is primarily concerned with the microbiological contamination in

shellfish. As Stated above, the two bivalve production areas and the respective classifications
raise concerns as it is important from a human safety perspective that any spill or break which
could be deemed a pollutant within the area needs to be immediately notified to both the
SFPA and Marine Institute so appropriate action can be taken to maintain the safety of the
products harvested from the area.

Date
27-03-2020
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Public Submissions: Consultation 21/08/19 —27/09/19

From: [

Sent: 09 September 2019 18:25
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>

Subject: Fw: Celtic Connect installing a cable through the middle of Loughshinny and the Harbour.

Sent: Monday 9 September 2019 18:19
Subject: Celtic Connect installing a cable through the middle of Loughshinny and the Harbour.

To whom it may concern

We would like to register a objection against the above happening.
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rrorm: I

Sent: 10 September 2019 22:57
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>

Subject: Celtix Connect - Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable Dublin

Hi,

In relation to the above, | have the following submissions/requests for information on the
proposal:

5.

6.

What consultation was there with Loughshinny Community Association, as mentioned in
Application form? | am a member of that association and do not recall any consultation. Also
there is none referred to in appendix J

This work is clearly adjacent to archaeologically sensitive lands of Drumanagh, contrary to
Application form statement.

What does the corridor represent?
Is there not a requirement to put up notice in the locality?
What future works are precluded in the areas near the cable?

Any beach disturbed by installation must be restored to original condition

Please acknowledge receipt of this email.

Regards,
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eror: [

Sent: Wednesday 11 September 2019 16:36
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: Objection to Celtix Connect cable installation

| wish to lodge an objection to the proposed cable being installed at Loughshinny by Celtix Connect.
| oppose on the following grounds :

The location is absurd, in the harbour and through the village.
The cable if installed will sterilise any future development of the harbour.

The cable will negativity impact the current Irish water project to clean the quality of our water and
make if safe for our children.

Has Fingal County Council been consulted?

The town has been dug up for the last 12 months since we moved to Loughshinny, and the road has
finally just been resurfaced.

Please contact me should you have any enquiries or need further information.

KInd Reiards,

Residents
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From:

Sent: Tuesday 17 September 2019 14:34
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: FS006915

Hi.

Good afternoon.

My name is

| live in Loughshinny Harbour.

With reference to above proposal,

we have received NO proposal, request, notification

or planning notices.

Our residents association have received nothing either.
On this basis alone, we strongly object, and find it offensive
from whatever company is attempting to fast-track this
proposal.

Thank iou.
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O'NEILL

TawnPlanning

Principal Officer, PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANTS

Marine Environment and Foreshore Section, ypaarempadip el
Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government, : g st :
Newbowei Rood. Tel: (1) 8391896 Facsimile: (01) 8396423
Wexford, e-mail: planmon@eircom. net

Co. Wexford.

September 16, 2019.

Re: AppucaTion By CeLmix CONNECT LIMITED FOR LICENCE UNDER SECTION 3 OF THE FORESHORE AcT , 1933 FOR THE
PURPOSE OF INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE FIBRE-OPTIC HAVHINGSTEN TELECOMMUNICATION CABLE - HAVING A
LANDING SITE AT LouGHsHINNY, FiINGAL, Co, Dusuin( Re. Rer: FS006915)

A Chara,

| wish to make the following representation on the above mentioned application for a Foreshore Licence,
which was lodged with the Department on August 21, 2018, | have tried to examine all of the
documentation submitted and in summary | would be of the view that the application is both confusing and
incomplete. Attimes | have found the documentation to be clearly erroneous and at other times
misleading. In the following section of my representation | will try to highlight the concerns | have with the
application form and the documentation submitted in support of the application. In the next sections | will
try to list my comments on the application form and various documents submitted.

1.1 APPLICATION FORM
1. Item 1.1 states that the works relate to a “landing site” at Loughshinny.

This is misleading and conflicts with the entry in Item 2.5 of the application form which indicates that the
works also involve 29.8 kilometres of subsea cable,

2. Item 1,7 states “America Europe Connect 2 Limited has made an application for a foreshore
Licence for the Havfrue Cable System on 26th October 2019,

This is clearly incorrect as it is still only September 2019.

3. Item 2.4 states that “The application area consists of an installation corridor of the surveyed area”,
| find this statement to be unclear and quite confusing.

4. Item 2.4 states that “the total area of the foreshore area” is 1446 hectares (14.46 km2).

This is a massive area of foreshore and may have major implications in terms reservation or restriction of the
foreshore. It is also unreasonable if, as stated, the as-laid cable footprint will be approximately 1 metre. No
Justification has been stated for the requirement for a Foreshore Licence covering 1446 hectares,

5. Item 5.11 of the application specifically indicates that the area does not adjoin a listed
archaeological site or monument.

The headland at Drumanagh bounds Loughshinny Bay to the south and is acknowledged to be rich in
archaeology with 10 monuments listed on the Record of Monuments and Places by the Archaeological
Survey of Ireland and are subject to Preservation Orders since 1977, They include a Martello tower, an Iron
Age coastal promontory Fort, earthen enclosures and evidence of extensive connections to the Roman world

Principal: Michael A. O'Neill BA(Hons), Dip. Town Plan,, H.Dip. Stats., MRUP, MIPL Il
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through trading {by sea), including artefacts of notable importance which include Roman coins, Gallo-Roman
pottery and copper ingots. There is also the remains of a Fosse Earthwork on the eroding sea cliffs south of
Laughshinny harbour. As such the entry on the application form is incerrect and misleading. Not
acknowledging Drumanagh or the other coastal archaeological sites adjacent to Loughshinny and the
proposed cable installation site is both a critical and material omission as it specifically disregards the
archaeological significance of the site and also its potential relevance to the foreshore at Loughshinny and
the surrounding area. Furthermore items 5.12 & 5.13 relate to item 5.11 and insofar as Item 5.11 does not
acknowledge the archaealogical site at Drumanagh, the responses in items 5.12 and 5.13 are probably also
incorrect and should be considered unacceptable pending a review.

1.2 THE PLANMING REPORT

Section 2.3 of the Planning Report deals with Route Development and outlines the basis for the selection
of Loughshinny.

Whilst the characteristics of Loughshinny Bay are discussed, there is no indication of any alternative routing
within the bay and there is no attempt to optimise the route or to justify the routing through the middle of
the bay and up the centre of the beach.

Based on Section 2.3.2.1 of the Planning Report there is every indication that there are ne route constraints
in the bay and particularly on the beach at Loughshinny. This suggests that a route with minimum
intervention is available but no effort has been made to develop such a route and there is no indication that
any alternatives were developed, let alone considerad.

Of import is the fact that the Planning Report does not include detailed maps of the route in Loughshinny
Bay. This is a significant omission as such maps are particularly relevant. While a map is presented as a
separate drawing entitled “Foreshore Licence Map Landfall” and shows the planned route entering
Loughshinny Bay and swinging in a sweeping arc, which is centred on the bay and on the recreational beach
at the heart of Loughshinny, it is nevertheless unacceptable that this drawing has not been incorporated in
the Planning Report.

1.3 MARINE ARCHAEOLOGY

Chapter 4 deals with Marine Archaeology and refers to a Marine Archaeology Technical Report provided
as Appendix E.

However, Appendix E is titled Sediment Suspension and Dispersion and Appendix H is titled “Marine
Archaeclogy Repert”. Although Appendix H contains three reports relating to Marine Archasology, there is
no reference to a Marine Archaeology Technical Report.

The matter becomes further confused on checking the listing in the on-line Application Documents. This
listing includes:

Appendix E1  Marine Archaeology Desk Based Assessment
AppendixE2  Marine Archaeology Foreshore Survey
AppendixE3 Marine Archaeology Geophysical Survey

Reference to Appendix E 1- the Marine Archaeology Desk Based Assessment-reveals that it is not specific
to the Irish Foreshore Licence. The report covers;

The Irish 5ea Offshore Route

Landfall at Loughshinmy

I Meill
Towm Planning
PAGE2 0F 9

ONTP
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Isle of Man Landfalls at Port Erin and Port Grenaugh
The English Landfalls at Lythar 5t Anne's (Irish Sea) and Whitley Bay (Morth Sea)
The Irish Landfall

The only references to the Irish Landfall are at Paragraphs 5.36 and 5.37 and again at 6.14, 6.15, £.16 and
at 7.1 and 7.2 — a total of just 7 paragraphs.

Reference to Appendix E 2 -Marine Archaeology Foreshore Survey - reveals that this document covers
landfalls in Ireland, Isle of Man and the UK (west coast and east coast) together with the offshore route in
the Irish 5ea and in English territorial waters in the Irish Sea. It is not specific to the Irish Foreshore Licence
and reference to Loughshinny is covered in just 2 paragraphs (3.1 and 3.2).

Reference to Appendix E3 - Marine Archaeology Geophysical Survey - shows that it covers landfalls in
Ireland, Isle of Man and UK (including two on the east coast). Loughshinny is covered in just two paragraphs
{3.1and 3.2).

Cultural heritage is an important aspect of archagology and it is noted that the documents comprising the
application are clearly lacking in this regard. There is no evidence of any assessment of the cultural heritage
of Loughshinny and its hinterland and accordingly there is no assessment of any potential impacts or
mitigation measures which may be reguired,

It is also noted that the Fingal County Development Plan has not been taken into account.

The Archaeological material which is presented is in four separate documents, The documents are not
specific to an application for a Foreshore Licence, The documents have multiple errors and omissions and are
unfocused, disjointed and unnecessarily complicated, They are also incomplete and misleading and it is
contended that they are deficient,

1.4 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

LouGHsHINNY LANDFALL

The Foreshore Licence Application states that the trenching works in Loughshinny will be for “up to 3
days” during "November 2019,

This is in the overwintering bird period. The A& screening mentions that large numbers of Brent Geeass are
noted in Loughshinny. The Light-bellied Brent Goose (Branta bernicla hrota) is a gqualifying interest of
Rogerstown Estuary SPA which Is located only 2.7km from the landfall. There has been no assessment of the
potential impact of this project on the foraging activity or the feeding resources for them in the intertidal
area of Loughshinny. This project would not anly impact this area through disturbance during the
averwintering bird period but, would also impact on the feeding of Light-bellied Brent Goose for
Loughshinny for the entire winter, through the destruction of the food resource on the intertical.

There has been recent case 1aw in relation to assessing the potential impact of projects on overwintering
birds and their food resource outside the SPA's in similar potential ex-situ Bird Feeding Site e.g. 5t Pauls
development . There has been no assessment of the impact on other overwintering bird species in this area
which is close to the SPA, There are no mitigation measures propesed and should there be mitigation
measures proposed to protect the qualifying interests of Rogerstown Estuary SPA this project should have
gone to Stage |l-Natura Impact Statement.

da) The Foreshore Licence Application gives indicative dates of “November 2019” with a duration 7 days in
total. Itis not clear if this is for all elements of the project or just the landfall. Clearly the entire project
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including the landfall and foreshore elements could not be done within seven days right out to the twelve
mile limit. Itis likely that this is am underestimation of the potential impact of the project.

4b) There is no indication of the potential impact of the proposed works in relation to coastal fish and fish of
national impartance species has been assessad.

4c) No sites of National importance are mentioned in section 5.4 of the Foreshore Licence Application form
where it specifically states that “Is the area within or adjacent to a NHA, pNHA, SAC, 5PA, or National Parkr”

The project has not assessed the potential impact on pNHAS and NHAS e g. Loughshinny Coast pNHA. In
addition, this section does not include SAC and 5PA's within the potential zone of influence e.g. Lambay
Island SAC (@5km) where both Common and Grey Seals are mobile species and features of interest and
potentially impacted by the woarks.

4d) “5.4 Describe any other projects or plans for the area, anticipated or developed, that in combination
with this proposal, may have a significant effect on a Natura 2000 site; Please list with planning reference
numbers [where available).”

The project does not include the cumulative or im combination effect of the remainder of the project
elements.

42} “5.5 Will the proposal have any potential environmental impacts? If yes, please describe, See Natura
Impact Statement”

The box has also been ticked in the affirmative, but no Natura Impact Statement has been submitted. An A&
screening has been submitted but this is not a Stage | Natura Impact Statement, which has been stated to
have been submitted.

4f) “5,6 Are you proposing any measures to mitigate the potential environmental impacts? If yes, please
describe See Natura Impact Statement”

The project is proposing to mitigate environmental impacts and submitted an AA Screening.  As outlined
under “An Article 6{3) assessment should focus on the implications for the site in view of the site’s
conservation objectives. It could in its methodology usefully draw on the methodology envisaged by
Directive 85/337/EEC. In particular, an examination of possible mitigation measures and alternative
solutions may make it possible to ascertain that, in the light of such solutions or mitigation measures, the
plan or project will not adversely affect the site. ‘In combination’ effects need also to be addressed in an
assessment.” The project reguires mitigation to protect the integrity of the Features of Interest of Rockabill
to Dalkey SAC, yet these mitigation measures have not been incduded. There is no reference to noise level
assessment of eqguipment including USBL's, or the mitigation measures to protect harbour porpoise. This
project should be going to Stage || NIS as stated in the Foreshore Licence Application.

dg) 5.9 Any other Environmental Considerations? If yes, please specify.”

The box is ticked No. However, the environmental assessment is totally inadequate. |t does not assess the
potential impact on Mational designated sites, species or habitats of National importance of the potential
impact of foraging habitats for overwintering birds within Loughshinny that will be impacted by the works
that will be carried out during the overwintering period.

4h) “7.2 Are there other potential impacts of the proposal on fishing/aquaculture in the area? If yes,
please describe.”

There is a “No” in the tick box response but, there is no supporting information or indication of consultation
with Inland Fisheries Ireland.
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1.5 OVERALL ECOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT.

The propaosed project anly appears to deal with Matura 2000 sites and Annex species by way of an AA
screening. It does not assess the potential impact of the proposed works on other flora or fauna in any
depth. There is no supporting Ecological Impact Assessment to deal with species, habitats and designated
sites (pNHA/NHA) of National importance, that are not covered under the Habitats and Birds Directive,

MATURA IMPACT STATEMENT

The applicants have stated in their Foreshore Licence Application that the praject réguires a Natura Impact
Statement (Section 5.2). In addition, they state in Section 5.5 and 5.6 “5ee Natura Impact Statement,”

Under section B.1 the entry states that a “MNatura 2000 Impact Statement is seen in Appendix F”, In the
Enclosures Checklist it is stated (Section 10) that a hard copy and CD's of a Natura Impact Statement are
enclosed. Yet no Matura Impact Statement has been enclosed or attached. It also states that a "Matura
Impact Assessment is attached” (1.1), The references to it are fundamentally misleading.

The applicant is proposing to carry out works that pass through Rockabill to Dalkey 5AC, Harbour Porpoise is
a Feature of interest of this site. They are sensitive to underwater noise, including the use of USBL
equipment, and in the absence of mitigation measuras there could be significant impact on the features of
interest in this SAC,

Mitigation measures will be required to protect cetaceans and pinnipeds which are features of interest of
SAC's proximate and within the works area. As outlined by Habitat Regulations “mitigation” means “a
measure or 3 combination of measures that, in relation to Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive, has the
effect of ensuring that a plan or project, individually or in combination with other plans or projects, will not
have a significant effect on, or adversely affact the intagrity of, a European Site”, Mitigation is reguired to
protect this feature of interest of Rockabill to Dalkey SAC (Harbour Porpoise). In addition, the mitigation in
relation to Halichoerus grypus (Grey Seal) and Phoca vitulina (Harbour Seal), features of interest of Lambay
Islapd SAC, are detailed. Mitigation measuras relating to features of interest would normally be covered in a
Stage |l Natura Impact Statement. However, on this basis the document does not follow the EU guidance on
Appropriate Assessment and the absence of a Stage |- Natura Impact Statement is a significant omission.

APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT SCREENING
5a) Management of a Matura 2000 site

As outlined in the Habitat Regulations 2011 “6) The public autharity shall determine that an Appropriate
Assessment of o plon or project is required where the plan or project is not directly connected with or
necessary to the manogement of the site os o European Site and if it cannot be excluded, on the bosis of
objective scientific information following screening under this Regulotion, that the plan or project,
individuolly or in combination with other plans or projects, will have o significant effect on o European site.”
Mo such information has been provided in the AA scréening with the result that there is insufficient
information for its determination.

5b) In combination effects

It is not clear from the project if there are future in combination effects? It is contended that the full context
of the project should be taken into consideration. However, this has not been done and accordingly all “in
combination” effects have not been assessed.

5¢) The version of this document is a “Draft for client comment”. It therefore appears that there may be a
fimal version of the document.
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5d) Section 2 of the report does not detail the most up to date legislation in Ireland including the Habitats
Regulations 2011. Therefore it is not clear if this Appropriate Assessment screening was undertaken in
accordance with Part XAB of the Planning and Development Act 2000, as amended, in addition to the
December 2009 publication from the Department of Environment, Heritage and Local Government;
‘Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland: Guidance for Planning Authorities” and the
European Communities [Birds and Matural Habitats) Regulations 2011.

In addition, as outlined in “Managing Natura 2000 sites, the provisions of Article & of the "Habitats' Directive
92/43/EEC” (European Commission, 21 November 2018)" “the purpose of the appropriate assessment is to
assess the implications of the plan or project in respect of the site’s conservation objectives, either
ingividually or in combination with aother pians or projects. The conciusions should enabie the competent
qutharities ta ascertain whether the pian or praject will adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned.
The facus af the opproprigte ossessment is therefare specifically an the species ond/ar the habitats for which
the Notura 2000 site is designoted.”

5e) Section 3 Table 3.1. The AA screening outlines the embedded mitigation of the project as follows:

- “Minimisation of disturbance to sediments, habitats and species” i.e. measures to protect the
Reef Habitat (Feature of Interest of Rockabill to Dalkey SAC), Harbour porpoise [Feature of Interest of
Rockabill to Dalkey SAC), and seals (Harbour and Grey Seals are features of interest of Lambay Island SAC)

- “Protection of marine mammals” i.e. measures to protect Harbour porpoise (Feature of Interest of
Rockabill to Dalkey SAC), and seals (Harbour and Grey Seals are features of interest of Lambay Island SAC)

The implementation of these mitigation measures are spacifically targeting features of interest of Matura
2000 sites which triggers a stage || Natura Impact Statement.

This is supported by the statement in section 4 where it is stated that “The receptors which could potentially
be offected by the propased instaliation and maintenance activities and cowld be the Qualifying Interest
features of Natura 2000 sites in the region are: benthic haobitats; fish; birds; and marine mommais.” The
mitigation measures are therefore aiming to prevent impacts on the Features of Interest of Natura 2000
sites and therefore a Stage |l MIS is required.

5f) Section 4. 1.1 states that “A4.21 (Echinoderms and crustose communities on circalittoral rock) being
recorded at a depth of between F and 8m below sea level (BSL).”

This is supposed to be a sediment community? Does this mean that the cable will be laid on drcalittoral rock
at the entrance to Loughshinny? However, it is not clear if this is actually present on the habitat map
provided.

%g) The Benthic Habitats map prowided is difficult to interpret. Itis not known what the red lines are within
Loughshinny Harbour are e.g. other cables or they survey corridor? I this is the survey corridor it does not
appear to coincide with the points provided in the submission. In addition, the colours used for the habitats
are too similar to understand the habitats on site in Loughshinny. This is important to an understanding of
the potential for overwintering birds e.g.

All solid green labels
Al Littoral rock
A1.2143 Fucus serratus and piddocks on lower eulittoral soft rock
A1.3132 Fucus vesiculosus on mid eulittoral mixed substrata
A1.3152 Fucus serratus on full salinity lower eulittoral mixed substrata
IFHeill
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A1.45 Ephemeral green or red seaweed communities (freshwater or sand-influenced) on non-mobile
substrata

All solid pink purple labels

A1.311 Pelvetia canaliculata on sheltered littoral fringe rock

£1.3131 Fucus vesiculosus on full salinity moderately exposed to sheltered mid eulittoral rock
A1.413 Seaweeds in Sediment-Floored Eulittoral Rockpools

A2.245 v1 Lanice conchilega in littoral sand - variant 1

All salid blue labels

A2.21 Strandline

A2.22 w2 Barren or amphipod-dominated mobile sand shores - variant 2

A2.4 Littoral mixed sediment

B3.111 Yellow and Grey Lichens on Supralittoral Rock

5h) Reef is protected within Rockabill to Dalkey SAC. Insection 4.1.1 of the report it states that “Another
notable habitot found near the marine cable corridor is the Annex 1 subtidal reef habitat found throughout
the Rockabill to Dalkey 1siand SAC as intertidol and subtidal reef surrounding headlands and the offshore
istands. The subtidal reefs ore home to o range of species including Laminaria hyperborea, saft corals
{Alcyonium digitatum), biue mussel (Mytius edulis) ond the commaon sea star (Asterios rubens), among other
species (NPIWS 2014b). No reef habitat has been identified within the marine cable corridor. The corridor
passes within approximately 2km of the nearest identified reef hobitat within the SAC occording to the lotest
avallable reef survey data (NPWS 20134d)."

There is clearly an outcrop of reef within the survey corridor near way point (-6.0187, 53.5505), with larger
maore pronounced subtidal reef areas immediately to the south of the corridor in this area. The impact of
the proposed cable route an this feature of interest of Rockabill to Dalkey SAC has not been addressed
sufficiently. With vessel speads of up to 14kn being quoted it is not clear if there will be a significant impact
an reef in this area.

5i) 4.2.2 "Four Annex Il listed fish species are likely to be found within or near to the marine cable corridor
at certain times of the year”

The source of these data has not been identified. Species protected under Mational legislation have not
been included anywhere.,

5j) Section 4.3, "SPA’s within 30km",

The report includes SPA"s within 30 km of the route. However, Dalkey Islands SPA, Boyne Estuary SPA, River
Boyne and River Blackwater 5PA, Howth Head Coast SPA, Morth Bull Island 5PA and South Dublin Bay and
River Tolka Estuary are all within 30km of the proposed works and have not been listed. There are no details
of SAC"s within 30km just Annex |l listed pinniped species & Annex |l and |V listed cetacean species.

5k) Table 5-1 Potential pressures, zones of influence and Natura 2000 search area

The assessment does not take into account acoustic noise from equipment to be wsed incdluding USBL
{underwater positioning), which can potentially have a significant effect on marine mammals. This table does
not detail the potential impact on reef area within the Rockabill to Dalkey SAC or SAC's.
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5l1) Table 5-2 Pressures scoped out of the assessment and the reason for exclusion. This states “Pressure
Screened Out of EIA™

This is an AA screening and not an EIA and these pressures do mot relate to the potential pressures outlined
in Table 5.1.

5m) Table 5-3 Initial screening of relevant Matura 2000 sites.

There is no defined distance or details to say why these sites were chosen and other sites were excluded.
The document does not include a complete list of 3AC's shown within the potential zone of influence.

In relation to reef in the Rockabill to Dalkey SAC the report states that “Seabed preparation and cable burial
will cause o brief, localised increase in suspended sediment in the water column with subseguent re-
deposition of sediment on surrounding habitats. Sessile and less mobile epifauna and infouna in surface
sediments are mast likely to be affected. Coarser sediments from the cable installation and maintenance
activities will be deposited close to the coble route {within 10Fm).”

There has been no modelling in this area and it does not state where these figures are coming from. Reefis
within proximity to the proposed works and this would not be deemed to be sufficient chjective scientific
information to “Screen Out”

“Low tide bird count dota for Longhshinny londing site indicate the intertidol area is not of high
importance to overwintering wading birds {I-WeBS 20139).*

This has been stated in relation to several 5SPA’s and the reason for screening out. However, in the same
table it states that “Light-bellied Brent goase have been recorded ot the Loughshinny londfall site in previous
winters in significant numbers, with o mean of 86 individuals between the winters af 20011/12 to 2015/15
(BirdWatch Ireland 2019)." There are clearly inconsistencies here in this table and SPA's are getting
screened out incorrectly. For example Light-bellied Brent goose is a feature of interest in Rogerstown Estuary
3PA butis has been screened out with the statement “Overwintering migratory woterfowl are unlikely to be
foraging within the affshore morine coble corridar [preferring intertido! areas for foraging). Low tide bird
caunt dato for Loughshinny landing site indicate the intertidal area is not of high impartance to
overwintering waoding birds {I-WeBS 2019)." This clearly contradicts the reason for screening out Malahide
Estuary SPA and Baldoyle Bay SPA.

A significant number of Irish SAC's within 30km of the project have been omitted. However, for some
unknown reason a substantial number of UK SAC's have been included.

5n) The possibility and guantification of possible trans-boundary effects has not been addressed in the AA
sCreening.

50) Table 5-4 Summary of sites screened for possible likely significant effects. This table has clearly has
omitted a number of Natura 2000 sites potentially impacted.

5p) The AA Screening in section 5.4.3 states that “The screening of Matura 2000 sites identified a ‘possible”
pressure-receptor pathway between the proposed installation and maintenance activities and the
Qualifying Interests of seven sites for the pressure underwater sound changes (Table 5-3).

Two of these sites are within Irish territorial waters, Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC and the Lambay Island
SAC, designated for Annex || harbour porpoise and pinniped species respectively. The other five sites are
within UK waters: “North Anglesey Marine SAC, Lleyn Peninsular and Sarnau SAC, West Wales Marine SAC,
MNorth Channel SAC and Bristal Channel SAC",

5q) Section 5.5 In combination effects.
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The project does not assess the potential in combination implications of all lements of the project.

4p) The report states that in conclusion “The proposed praject does not have the potential to give rise to
slgniffcant adverse effects on the overall integrity of the Natura 2000 sites considered. Therefore, this
assessment has stopped at Stage 1 screening and there should be no further requirement for Stage 2
Appropriate Assessiment.”

It is to be noted that the report outlines mitigation measuras to protect the features of interest of Natura
2000 sites (harbour porpoise, grey seals, harbour seals and reef), which in itself, is reason alone to require a
Stage || Natura Impact Statement

This assessment suffers from:

& significant lack of supporting objective scientific information where it clearly has not included all
of the Natura 2000 sites within the 30km defined zone of assessment,

An inherent contradiction in relation to the screening-out process in relation to overwintering birds
in Loughshinny,

The omission of reference to reef within and proximate to the survey corridor (that is within the
Rockabill to Dalkey SAC),

A failure to assess in combination effects of all elements of the project,
A failure to assess the trans-boundary effects of the project

A faillure to adequately assess the potential impacts on Natura 2000 sites

‘We would ask that all correspondence relating to the proposed development be forwarded to this address.
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Sent: Wednesday 18 September 2019 09:42
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: Loughshinny Harbour

Good morning

| would like to raise a formal objection to the installation by Celtix Connect of an underwater cable
through Loughshinny Harbour. | believe this would be detrimental to the best interests of local
people for the following reasons:

e It will sterilise any future development and maintenance of the harbour

e The current Irish water project to clean up the quality of the water being discharged into the
bay may be compromised or cancelled

e | have concerns over whether or not the correct planning notification has been submitted

e What will next steps be in terms of a cable station? If the planning for this will be denied (as
seems likely) then why should the cable be installed in the first place?

e This will have severe impacts on the environment, marine archeology, cultural heritage and
on fishing and tourism industry

Thank you
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Sent: Friday 20 September 2019 08:43

To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>

Subject: OBJECTION TO FORESHORE LICENCE - Application by Celtix Connect Limited
Importance: High

To whom it may concern

Marine Planning & Foreshore Section

Dept of Housing, Planning and Local Government
Newtown Road

Wexford

Co Wexford

Please find attached documents outlining our objections to the above application.

Please confirm receipt of this email and its attachments

Yours sincerely
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The Secretary,

Marine Planning and Foreshore Section,

Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government,
Newtown Road,

Wexford,

Co Wexford

19" September 2019

Description of proposed works/activity,

Installation and maintenance of fiber-optic Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable landing
site at Loughshinny, Fingal, Co Dublin,

A planning report including a Description of the works, Shipping and navigational safety
assessment, Marine Archaeology assessment, Marine and intertidal ecological impact
assessment including Natura Impact Assessment is attached.

A Chara,

We, the undersigned, refer to the above planning application & wish to make the following
submission / objection / observation in relation to the proposed development.

We, the undersigned, wish to object to the ‘GRANTING OF A FORESHORE LICENCE' based on our
concerns outlined below:

® This application is one part of a project which also includes planning applicationF19A/0169 along
with ‘other parts’ (either in progress / planned / to be planned), whose purpose is to link the
submarine cable to the ‘TS0’ fibre network and, therefore, under EU Directives the entirety of the
‘project’ must be assessed as one.

® We have concerns regarding the ‘METHODOLOGY USED' as detailed below

® We have concerns regarding the ‘LACK OF SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE TO BACKUP THE APPLICANTS
VARIOUS CLAIMS OF 'nc impact / minimal impact / no long term impact’ as detailed below.

®  We have concerns regarding the ACCURACY OF INFORMATION submitted with the application.

® We have concerns regarding the PLANNING PROCESS as it applies to this ‘project’ as detailed
below
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®  We have concerns regarding the ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT as detailed below

On the basis of the above, we, the undersigned, trust our concerns/observations/objections will be
taken into consideration prior to a decision being reached on this ‘foreshore licence’ application

Yours Sincerely,
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| ADDRESS,




NAME

ADDRESS
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Case C-258/11
Peter Sweetman and Others
v

An Bord Pleanila

V (1) (Request for a preliminary ruling from
the Supreme Court (ireland))

(Environment — Directive 9243 EEC — Article 6 — Conservation of natural
habitats — Special arcas of conscrvation — Assessment of the implications for a
protected site of a plan or project — Criteria to be applied when assessing the
likelihood that such a plan or project will adversely affect the integrity of the site
concerned — Lough Comib site — N6 Galway City Outer Bypass road scheme)

Summary — Judgment of the Court (Third Chamber). 11 April 2013

l. Environment — Conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora
Directive 9243 Special arcas of conservation — Sites, included in national lists, cligible
for identification as sites of Community importance — Protective measures — Obligation of
the Member States to safeguard their ecological interest

(Council Directive 92/43, Arts 4(1) and 6(2) to (4))

2. Environment — Conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora
Directive 9243 — Special areas of conservation — Obligations of the Member States -
dssexyment of a project s implications for a site — Authorisation for a plan or project on a

protected site - Condition - No adverse effect on the integriny of the sit¢ — Concept of
adversely affecting the integrity of the site

(Council Directive 92/43, Art. 6(3))

I See the text of the decision.

(see paras 22, 23)

2 Article 6(3) of Directive 92/43 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild

fauna and flora must be interpreted as meaning that a plan or project not directly connected
with or nccessary to the management of a site will adversely affect the integrity of that site if



it is liable 1o prevent the lasting preservation of the constitutive characteristics of the site that
are connected to the presence of a priority natural habitat whose conservation was the
objective justifying the designation of the site in the list of sites of Community importance, in
accordance with the directive. The precautionary principle should be applied for the purposes
of that appraisal,

More specifically, authorisation for a plan or project, as referred to in that provision, may be

given only on condition that the competent authoritics are certain that the plan or project will
not have lwinl adverse effects on the mﬁrﬁ' of the site.

However, the competent national
authoritics cannot authorise an intervention where there is a risk that it will bring about the
disappearance or the partial and irreparable destruction of a priority natural habitat type
present on the site concerned

(see paras 39, 40, 43, 48, operative pan)

V (2) National Parks & Wildlife Service
(Ireland)

Objective To maintain the favourable conservation condition of harbour porpoise in
Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC, which is defined by the following list of attributes and targets

Target 2 Human activities should occur at levels that do not adversely affect the harbour
porpoise community at the site,

@ Proposed activities or operations should not introduce man-made energy (e.g. aerial or
underwater noise, light or thermal energy) at levels that could result in a significant negative
impact on individuals and/or the community of harbour porpoise within the site. This refers
to the aquatic habitats used by the species in addition to important natural behaviours
during the species annual cycle.

@ This target also relates to proposed activities or operations that may result in the
deterioration of key resources (e.g. water quality, feeding, etc) upon which harbour
porpoises depend. In the absence of complete knowledge on the species ecological
requirements in this site, such considerations should be assessed where appropriate on a
case-by-case basis.

Proposed activities or operations should not cause death or injury to individuals to an
extent that may ultimately affect the harbour porpoise community at the site.

V (3) Joint Nature Conservation Committee

(Wales)
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Table A2 Full mmmt&Mdmmdemmhm
waters

Current
Activities Pressures impacts :;;’
risk
. | Noise from shipping. drilling,
. | dredging and disposal, *  Mortality

underwater explosion, y and acoustic behavioural
| deterrent devices o navigation, breeding, socialising)

The implication is that this site provides good foraging habitat and it may also be used for
breeding and calving. However, because the number of harbour porpoise using the site
naturally varies, there is not an exact number of animals within the site above which the
species is viable or below which it will become unviable.

For that reason, the intent of this objective is to minimise the risk posed by activities within
the site to the species viability. Activities that kill, injure or significantly disturb harbour
porpoise have the potential to affect species viability within the site.

V (4)Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May
1992 on the conservation of natural
habitats and of wild fauna and flora

| The Habitats Disective 92/43/EEC (togethec with the Birds Directive (79,409 EEC)) focms tlx
comecstone of Ewope’s uature conservation policy. The directive peotects over 1000 animals and plaa
species and over 200 "lubitat types” which ace of Enropean impoctance. [n the Disective, Adicles 3 to ¢
peovide the legslitive meaus to protect habitats and species of Exncopean Comumunity interest theough tu
establilunent and consecvation of an EU-wade netvod of comsermation sites (NATURA. 2000) These an
Special Areas of Comservation (SACY) dessguated wiader the Habitats Dicective and Special Protection
| Areas (SPAs) desiguated under the Bueds Durecure) Article 603) and 6(4) of the Habitats Disective set on
the deauon-making tests for plans and peogects Lkely 10 affect NATURA 2000 sites (Auaes 1.1) Amch
6(3) establishes the coquurement for Appropaste Assessment:
"y plen or pryet ot dewitly cosweited weth or mvinsry to the wrsigewent of the NATURA 2000 5% bt Likely 1
bere o sgeificat offnt thereon, either padridnelly or o combisation v etber pluss ind proyds. sbed be solpected ¢
appropisate citessent of ity tuplicctions for the zite it rive of e 3it's roitierretion sljeitives. Ly fight of the voeilusioss ¢
the asscsnment of the mpplicstios for the ste aod sxdyest to te provisens of parggnph 4, the wmponrst uctiouc! autberrin
shall ugrve to the Dl or proyect ol afre b iug csvertinond thet it wrll wet adversvly iffeit the tntegrity of the site couverm
und, tf epprapeiate. ofter btrig obturued iy apivion of the gewersd porbiic™
| As outhoed w the gusdance document oa Asticle 6(4) (Jaosacy 2007):
~Adprepricte srawats of the idlications of the plan or projet for the % werracd wust preede s eproved aad tok
148 exvenis! the cxnselative offts u bich reslt frow foe cowlmutoos of Mot b or proyet aith atber plens or projects i rin
of the 1ite's cousrrration olyectiver. Tlis rmplies that il asoects of the plow or pragect which com, ectber vodivednclly or i
vosdinution with etber pluns oe propits. &ffect these olyntives want be wdesctifoed ru the light of the bes? scoentifii ko lodge 1
| the frekd
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® Appropriate assessments of the implications of the plan or project for the site
concerned must precede its approval and take into account the cumulative effects
which result from the combination of that plan or project with other plans or
projects in view of the site's
conservation objectives. This implies that all aspects of the plan or project which can,
either individually or in combination with other plans or projects, affect those
objectives must be identified in the light of the best scientific knowledge in the field.

® Itshould include a comprehensive identification of all the potential impacts of the
plan or project likely to be significant on the site, taking into account cumulative
impacts and other impacts likely to arise as a result of the combined action of the
plan or project under assessment and other plans or projects.

'&- The applicant has failed to produce any ‘scientific evidence’ in
his application documents to prove the absence of such effects as
referred to in items (1) to (4) above

We have concerns regarding the
‘METHODOLOGY USED’

(a)  Appendix A - Environmental Assessment Methodology

1.2.1 Characterisation of the baseline environment

To assess the potential impacts resulting from the project, it is necessary to first
establish the physical, biological, and socio-economic conditions that currently exist
along and within the vicinity of the proposed marine cable route

‘The applicant has completely failed to scientifically establish the
‘baseline’ as exists today

"The applicant has ruled out the effects of ‘other cable laying projects’
because they are not concurrent with this project which is a false
premise to begin with and runs counter to objectives as listed
in Background information above
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(b)

.1 Project round F

This Stage 1 Screening for Appropriate Assessment covers the Irish marine
components of the Havhingsten cable from mean high-water springs (MHWS) at the
Irish landfall at Loughshinny, North County Dublin to the Ireland/UK median

line (Figure 1-2). This is defined as the project and comprises:
* Installation of one fibre-optic telecommunications cable;

* All associated works required to install, test, commission and complete the
aforementioned cable;

* All associated works required to operate, maintain, repair and decommission the
aforementioned cable, including repair events over the lifetime of Havhingsten.

* This approach of segmenting different portions of the overall
project runs contrary to the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC(together
with the Birds Directive (79/409/EEC) as described below.

* One example of where this approach benefits the
applicant is the Irish sea where 2 protected species
(harbour porpoise and bottlenose dolphins), reside.

The entirety of the Irish sea is of prime importance to both
species.

* An Impact Assessment carried out by ALTEMAR
Marine & Environmental Consultancy on behalf of
ESB TELECOMS LTD, for planning application
F19A/0169 shows that there will be an adverse
effect on the harbour porpoise (should not cause
death or injury) but they hope this will not have a
long-term effect. This relates to ‘seismic surveying’.

* Intertek Energy & Water Consultancy Services
(Intertek) in their report state that *... The Oslo and
Paris (OSPAR) Convention (2012) considered that
sound associated with the installation, removal or
operation of submarine cables is less harmful
compared to impulsive sound activities such as
seismic surveys, military activities or construction
work involving pile driving (OSPAR Convention 2012).
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Clearly segmenting the ‘project’ into just two segments
[‘submarine cable route surveying’ and ‘submarine cable laying *
in Irish territorial waters] is to the benefit of the applicant. The
above species are also found residing off the Welsh coast but
this application excludes that portion of the ‘project’

{c) 2.1.3Stage 2 - Appropriate Assessment

“[The Appropriate Assessment] cannot have lacunae and must contain complete,
precise and definitive findings and conclusions capable of removing all reasonable
scientific doubt as to the effects of the works proposed on the protected site
concerned”.

* The report provided by Intertek Energy & Water Consultancy
Services (Intertek) does not provide any conclusions based on
‘..complete, precise and definitive findings and conclusions capable
of removing all scientific doubt...’

We have concerns regarding the ‘LACK OF
SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE TO BACKUP THE
APPLICANTS VARIOUS CLAIMS OF ‘no impact/
minimal impact / no long term impact’

‘i- Below are a few samples from the application documentation of
the ‘non-scientific evidence based’ conclusions being put forward by
the applicant

(a) P19 Appendix F
4.1.2 Sediment contaminants

are unlikely to cause a detrimental effect

In conclusion, the sediments within the Irish cable corridor are not contaminated
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(b)

(c)

(d)

We do know that ‘oil’ has been leaking out from ESB submarine
cables in Dublin bay for quite some considerable time (years) -
which was denied by the ESB and only came to the public’s
attention through a ‘whistle-blower’ within the ESB. Sea
currents drift ‘northward’ from Dublin bay thus bringing the
‘contaminants’ into the ‘Rockabill to Dalkey SAC’

P24/25 Appendix F

Harbour porpoise distribution is linked to the availability of their preferred prey
items (gobies, sandeel, whiting, Atlantic herring and sprat) however, further studies
are required to identify if there is a migratory pattern within the Irish Sea as is
observed in the North Sea (JNCC 2015).

As indicated by Table 4-1, harbour porpoise are likely to be present along the marine
cable corridor throughout the year, but densities will be highest during the summer
and autumn months.

P26 Appendix F

itis possible that bottlenose dolphin maybe present in low numbers around the
marine cable corridor as they disperse to the offshore area and move northwards in
the winter,

P20 Appendix F

The National Otter Survey of Ireland 2010/12 provides the most recent information
on the Irish otter population and the range of their habitat. The results of this survey
determined that the stretch of coastline where the Havhingsten cable will make

landfall is out of the current range of otters. As such the species has been assessed
to not be found within the footprint of the cable corridor and will not be considered
any further in this report.
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(e)

5.4.2.1 Rockabill SPA

. cable landing site at Loughshinny is not of primary importance to this species. As
such, there will be no adverse effect on the purple sandpiper

As such it is likely that the breeding terns will already be habituated to 2 low level of
shipping activity.

Screening Conclusion: No likely significant effects. AA is not required (Applicant
opinion)

These factors, combined with the fact that the tern species have a foraging range
within a radius surrounding Rockabill island as opposed to coastal nest sites with a
restricted seaward range, means that the terns will only be briefly disturbed for a
small area of their total foraging range

Screening Conclusion: No likely significant effects. AA is not required (Applicant
opinion)

Therefore, there will be ho reduction in available habitat for both species on a long-
term basis.

Screening Conclusion: No likely significant effects. AA is not required (Applicant
opinion)

* The Applicant simply states ‘no likely significant effects’ for each and every

impact as it affects any species that they have not already excluded from their
report on subjective grounds. This approach to ‘screening for Appropriate
Assessment’ does not meet the requirements of the Supreme Court Judgement or
EC Directives

‘ Cormorants for example show a considerable variation in hatch date,

ranging from mid-February to early July. Why is this important? Survival rates for
fledglings are low and are very dependent on available ‘local’ feeding sites. This
years fledglings will all be under 1 year old when the submarine cable is being
buried, which we know will disturb the sea bed and scare away fish in the area

Q: What factors influence the cormorants' choice of their feeding

sites?

A: As with any predator, cormorants attempt to catch the necessary food
with minimum effort (energy expenditure) at maximum perceived security. In
energetic terms, flying ‘costs' are at least eight times - and diving six times -
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than the birds’ resting metabolism. The choice of feeding sites is therefore
particularly governed by a) the distance they are from the roost or nesting
area, b) fish densities, and c) the experience with certain prey and foraging
sites. Other factors such as "how safe the birds feel' at the site can also
influence foraging site selection.

Q: What is the lifespan and mortality rate of cormorants?

A: The observed maximum age is 24 years, but due to a high mortality -
death - rate among juvenile birds the average life expectancy is far less.
Usually at least 40% of those birds leaving the nest die in their first year of
life. According to a detailed Danish study, first year mortality ranged from 25
- 68% depending on year. Mean (‘average’) mortality in the second year of
life was 13%, and mean natural annual mortality among older birds was 12%.
This study demonstrated that mortality among cormorants in the Danish
breeding population was markedly higher in cold winters, especially after the
expansion of the European population of cormorants. Other studies indicate
that only 30% of the fledged young (those that leave the nest in which they
were born) reach the age of three, but that survival chances becomes much
better after the first and second winter, with estimates for annual mortality
among adult birds varying between 10 - 20%.

Q: About 40% of juveniles and about 12% of adult cormorants

die each year. What are the main causes of these mortalities?

A: There are a number of causes, albeit that they have rarely been studied in
detail. It is likely that exhaustion and starvation are the most frequent
reasons for premature deaths, and this will likely be linked to prevailing
weather conditions. Shooting has become a more important factor in recent
years, with some estimates of shot birds in Europe exceeding 100,000 birds
per year. Drowning in fishing gear is 3 common cause of death in some areas,
especially in the first autumn of life. Predation by White-tailed Eagles occurs,
but seems to be of marginal importance. Very little is known about the
occurrence and effects of disease and the impacts of parasites

*Thon is a clear requirement for a reputable authority to carry out a ‘stage 2 Appropriate
Assessment (NIS) for the entire project as defined by ES8 Telecoms Ltd in the planning
application F19A/0169 and described below

The Project as defined below is the ‘New Jersey - Denmark’ fibre route



ESB Telecoms have been approached by a sub-sea fibre cable provider who are
landing a new fibre cable at the beach at Loughshinny. The fibre cable landing at
Loughshinny forms part of a larger New Jersey - Denmark fibre route, linking
Dublin to Blackpool and the North of England, carrying on as a subsea cable to
Denmark. The aim of the cable is to provide resilience to the North Atlantic and
Northern European telecoms nctworks, offering an alternative fibre connection to the
London-New York cables route which have dominated the North Atlantic fibre
market to date. In response to the subslantial increase in data centre provision in
Ireland over the last number of years, online services provides are keen 10 increase
investment in this growing sector. The new subsea cable is one of strategic national
importance to the telecommunications industry in Ircland as it will enhance the
country’s global connectivity, which is critical to the further development of the
sector over the coming decade.

We have concerns regarding the ‘ACCURACY
OF INFORMATION’ being submitted

& Mr David Lyons (Dept of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht)
specifically instructed Intertek to look at impacts on Harbour Porpoise
and reefs specifically

From: David Lyons <David.Lyons@chg gov.ie> Sent: 13 September 2018 12:20 To
Poula Daglish Intertek <poulo.daglish@intertek.com> Subject: RE: Hovhingsten
Telecommunication Coble

Deoar Poula Thank you for forwarding the information. From what | understond you
have olreody secured permission to undertake surveys in 2018. | would suggest thot
the detail you will need to make a formal application for cable loy would be
dependent on the outcome of those surveys. Perhaps could you come back to me
when you've o better indication of the cable route? Your outline of a requirement for
Hobitats Directive Assessment (or Natura Impact Statement as it's colled here) is
correct and this will need to incorporate an evaluation of potential impacts to
harbour porpoise and reef specifically. It would also be beneficiol to hove o wider
examination of marine mammols to ensure the wider protection was included. This
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could be a separate document or it could be included within the NIS. Best regords
David Dr Dovid Lyons An Roinn Cultdir, Oidhreochto ogus Gaeltochto

Department of Culture, Heritage and the Goeltacht

Intertek relied on outdated reef survey data to claim there will

be no impact

- no reef habitat has been identified within the marine cable corridor. The

corridor passes within approximately 2km of the nearest identified reef habitat

within the SAC according to the latest available reef survey data (NPWS 2013d).

n

Appendix F P4/5 Table 1 Consultation for Cable

Intertek lists 3 local fishermen they consuited but not Mr Lynch
who they also contacted but didn’t mention in their
documentation. His email reply is outlined below

From: Peter <peterlynch@live.ie> Sent: 13 June 2019 18:54 To: Paula Daglish
Intertek <paula.daglish@intertek.com> Subject: Re: Havhingsten
Telecommunication Cable - Marine Installation proposals

Hi Paula I'm based in howth but fish that ground a lot. From about a mile
offshore and further out so that would be the area I'm worried about.

Kind regards, Peter Lynch MFV Atlantic Freedom

From: Peter <peterlynch@live.ie> Sent: 13 June 2019 11:45 To: Paula Daglish
Intertek <paula.daglish@intertek.com> Subject: Re: Havhingsten
Telecommunication Cable - Marine Installation proposals

Hi Paula

| got that info already from my po. Couple of questions For you. If foreshore
licence expected 27th of

October. When do you think work will start in that area And how long it will
take? Also who is liaison officer And how close can we work to cable route?

What will happen if we can’t work this area and can’t go fishing You can’t
expect us to just move from fishing grounds Just like that?

Kind regards,

Peter Lynch

MFV Atlantic Freedom Howth
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Appendix E3 P4

In total, the proposed cable route will run for approximately 607.7km.

Appendix F P7

This Havhingsten open cable system (hereafter referred to as Havhingsten cable) will span

more than 940km

4:- A simple metric like overall cable length seems to be beyond the
applicant’s ability to measure as does knowing the cable route itself

The cable will run lrom Blackpool in the North

of England to a landing point at Loughshinny,
and forms part of a larger US to Europe fibre
roule, linking Ireland, the Isle of Man, the UK and
Denmark.

AQUA COMMS NEWSLETTER
DELIVERED TO RESIDENTS OF
BALDUNGAN CLOSE, LOUGHSHINNY

* At a site meeting with local residents at the proposed location for the Cable
Landing Station Mr Kevin Foley, Chief Financial Officer of AQUA COMMS, stated
the Submarine cable landing in Loughshinny harbour was being connected to the

T50 Fibre Network in Dublin.

b
* Mr Kevin Foley also stated one of the reasons for choosing the ESB site in Ballykea
was that ESB Telecoms Ltd had an ‘overhead fibre cable’ at this site. No such cable

exists.

The ESB substation located | 7 km east of
Loughshinny village on the L1285 road is connected
tolreland’s hibre oplic telecommunicalions network
S ILis proposed i0 locate the Cable Landing Station
walhin the grounds of the ESB sile

LOUGHSHINNY
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& The newsletter claims the cable will be buried in an ‘existing duct’. This civils work
to lay this duct only commenced on 13" June 2019 and the work was carried out
without having received ‘planning approval’ . The sub-contractor who laid this duct
worked for M+M contractors who were employed by AQUA COMMS

The Cable Route

The c3ble will run from the exsting manhale to » Cabie Landing Station AQUA COMMS NEWSLETTER
lacaiec 1.7 metres away at the E56 Substation This sectien of the cable DELIVERED TO RESIDENTS OF
w Il be buried in an existing underground duct that runs underneath the

main Loughshinny read lthe L1258 and wil nol require any excavation | SALDUNGAN CLOSE, LOUGHSHINNY

or disruplive ground works along the road

We have concerns regarding the ‘PLANNING
PROCESS’ as it applies to this ‘project’ as
detailed below

* On the 13" June 2019 a letter from the residents was sent to the enforcement
section of Fingal Co Council stating that ‘civils work had commenced to lay a duct
from Loughshinny Harbour to the proposed ESB ‘cable landing station’ site a
distance of approx. 2km. The council were provided with photographic evidence of
this work, contractor details and details linking this contractor to AQUA COMMS

On the 17" June 2019 Fingal Co Council sent a warning letter to the contractor
carrying out this work and to the applicant.
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Further documentary evidence was provided to Fingal Co Council as this work
progressed over the next few weeks until the duct line arrived outside the
entrance to the ‘proposed cable landing site’ in Ballykea.

Following 12 weeks of ‘silence’ from Fingal Co Council a letter, dated 13"
September 2019, finally arrived on 17" September 2019 and stated “...A recent
inspection of lands at Featherbed Lane, Ballykea, Loughshinny, Co Dublin revealed
that the works undertaken on the site have been carried out in accordance with
plans submitted under the approved Planning Permission Register Reference
F17A/0691. Accordingly there is no further enforcement action open to the Council
in relation to this matter. The file is now closed.

These same works were pointed out to Mr Kevin Foley, Chief Financial Officer of
AQUA COMMS, at the site meeting mentioned above and he identified the work as
being ‘... bought and paid for by AQUA COMMS’. When shown a copy of the letter
received from Fingal Co Council dated 13" September 2019 he could not explain
how Fingal CO Council thought the duct was part of planning application
F17A/0691. F17A/0691 involved a development carried out by ESB Telecoms Ltd
and Three Ireland involving the erection of a 20m mobile phone mast on the same
site. How Fingal Co Council decided a ‘duct line’ laid in June’19 by contractors
identified as working for AQUA COMMS and running from the site over 2km to the
beach was part of F17A/0691 development which was carried out 12 months
earlier for THREE Ireland is anyone’s guess

We have concerns regarding the
‘ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT’ as it applies to
this ‘project’ as detailed below

* Please refer to submissions made to Fingal Co Council regarding the
planning reference below and which under EEC Directives concerning
habitats can be linked to this ‘foreshore licence application’.

(copy appended).

Planning Application Reference Number: F19A/0169

Applicant: ESB TELECOMS LIMITED

Description of Development: Permission for the development of a single storey cable
landing station, together with associated cabling, plant and ancillary works, enclosed
within a palisade fenced compound.

Date 24™ May 2019
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The Secretary,
Planning Department,
Fingal County Council,
County Hall, !
Main Street, ;
Townparks | 24 MAY 2019
i
|

awe ®

~

Swords

24™May 2019

Planning Application Reference Number: F19A/0169
Applicant; ESB TELECOMS LIMITED

Description of Development: Permission for the development of a single storey cable landing station,
together with associated cabling, plant and ancillary works, enclosed within a palisade fenced
compound.

A Chara,

We, the undersigned, refer to the above planning application & wish to make the following
submission / objection / observation in relation to the proposed development.

We, the undersigned, wish to object to the proposed development based on the points outlined
below:

* We have concerns regarding the TITLE OF LAND —~ CONFLICT OF INFORMATION SUPPLIED as
detailed below.

* We have concerns regarding the PURPOSE OF ‘LANDING STATION’ (must align with Rural objective &
vision) as detailed below

* We have concerns regarding the ABSENCE OF A SITE NOTICE ~ (wot malotslned as per planlag regulations) as
detailed below.

* We have concerns regarding the absence of a LANDSCAPING PLAN not being submitted with the
planning application. There are many trees/hedgerows located on the site which enhance our
community and in our opinion must be kept. Further concerns outlined below

* We have concerns regarding the APPLICATION FORM ERRORS

(1) Location
(2) Classification as ‘utility installation’

QY 2% MAY 2019

6‘4,’\
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(3) Extent/Nature of Development

(4) Noise impact on residents

(5) No provision for water supply

(6) Negative Impact on ‘fundamental grounds’ for granting planning development F17A/0691
as detailed below.

¢ We have concerns regarding the ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT as detailed below.

On the basis of the above, we, the undersigned, trust our concerns/observations/objections will be
taken into consideration prior to a decision being reached on this planning application.

Yours Sincerely,

Signed for and on behalf of the ‘undersigned’
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SECTION : PLANNING APPLICATION ISSUES

1. TITLE OF LAND — CONFLICT OF INFORMATION SUPPLIED
ESB TELECOMS LTD erected a mobile phone mast on FOLIO DN 191841F (Planning application
F17A/0691) in August 2018.

FOLIO DN19184F is completely owned by ESB TELECOMS LTD and being a Umited company is a
separate legal entity from ESB Networks

ESB Networks do not own any part of FOLIO DN191841F and should not have been entered as part
owner on planning application F17A/0691

On planning application FISEJEIES submitted by ESB Telecoms they describe their legal interest in
FOLIO DN191841F as ‘occupler’

|

L L /

[ ENIE
Twtebocw T e
Plos monbar e

19-11-17  F12A/0681
FINGAL €D.CO. PLDEPY
10, Legal Interent of Apphcant in the Land or Strnxture

Pleate Dk approgr wate Bos 10 Whow sppis sy el sterrt | & Oy
the Land of Mruchn e

Wheve legal afetest 4 Other e ate vapand further on yins
sAss et e Laesd on st hure

Moy are it the Segal vanwee, ple ase Sty [ R
address of the perion aba s and suggly 4 letter of camsest homm |
the Gt 10 mabe the apph ston a4 aled o e Joompangeng |

!

Suxmert s ion

PLANNING APPLICATION FESIJIONES by £58 TELECOMS LTD is seeking permission for a cable
landing station

9. Description of Proposed Developenent:
J:*:f.”[;gg“*&w* S Gn‘
& vren ) NNk, A YQ
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Postal addressof | px s 's M oy W g A Fahproad |
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Location 3 n ?
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the land of structure
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where availatie)t &.}( : | ,1' 255'3‘?5"{

fpe of planning permission (please tick appropriate box):

g Permission

ESB TELECOM LTD describe their interest in the land as ‘occupler’
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However according to
the “site location’ map
below, supplied by ESB
TELECOMS LTD, with
planning application
F19A/0169 the location
of the ‘landing station’
will straddle approx.
half of PFOLIO DN19184f
{up to butt of mast) and
part of FOLIO DN3746
as shown below. This
means that the
information provided in
section INTEREST OF
APPLICANT IN LAND OR
STRUCTURE of the
planning application
(FESIJORES) form

conflicts with the

information provided in the section INTEREST OF APPLICANT IN LAND OR STRUCTURE of the

planning application (F17A/0691).

The Information as provided both above and below by ESB TELECOMS LTD clearly shows that
planning application F19A/0169 overlaps the same ‘land’ as planning application F17A/0691.
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2. PURPOSE OF LANDING STATION’ (must align with Rural objective & vision)

The ‘CLAIM’ by ESB TELECOMS LTD has 2 parts

< Provide resilience to the North Atlantic and Northern European telecoms networks
% Strategic national importance to Ireland

ESB Telecoms have been approached by a sub-sea fibre cable provider who are
landing a new fibre cable at the beach at Loughshinny. The fibre cable landing at
Loughshinny forms part of a larger New Jersey - Denmark fibre route, linking
Dublin to Blackpool and the North of England, carrying on as a subsea cable to
Denmark. The aim of the cable is to provide resilience to the North Atlantic and
Northern European telecoms nctworks, offering an alternative fibre connection to the
London-New York cables route which have dominated the North Atlantic fibre
market to date. In response to the substantial increase in data centre provision in
Ireland over the last number of years, online services provides are keen to increase
investment in this growing sector. The new subsea cable is one of strategic national
importance to the teleccommunications industry in Ircland as it will enhance the
country’s global connectivity, which is critical to the further development of the
seclor over the coming decade.
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What C.E.O of AQUA COMMS believes — make money for AQUA COMMS and their partners
FACEBOOK, GOOGLE, and BULK

(Nigel Bayliff, CEO for Aqua Comms)

“When economic opportunity came along for Aqua Comms, we jumped on
it and worked with partners such as Facebook, Google, and Bulk,”
commented Bayliff. “OTTs have massive requirements between a couple of
points across an ocean and are leveraging private network links — not
public telecom networks.

The difference with Aqua Comms is that we are only a carriers’ carrier. We

do not service directly the end customers in any geographic location. We

don't sell to enterprises, we don't sell to consumers, we don't sell to any
end-users. We simply provide capacity for the companies that use
telecoms as part of their businesses — ISPs, major content providers and
carriers.

This technical description is built with the following assumptions: (Note: FB = Facebook - AQ =
Aquacomms - BU = Bulk)

LOUGHSHINNY and BLACKPOOL
ASN G AQ BU Total
initial Capacity (kW) Day1 | 0,5 5 4 2 1
[ Total Capacity (kW) EoL 0,5 33 12 3 58
Total Area (rack 600x600) * 15 7 1 23+CTR
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AQUA COMMS are one of the biggest owners of submarine cable in the world. This new cable is
just one of many more planned for the next few years. For them, and ESB TELECOMS Ltd, it is only
about profit and that means working with very large ‘multi -million’ pound companies located in
the major cities of the world. Their partners in this venture openly state "We don't sell to
enterprises, we don't sell to consumers, we don't sell to any end-users”
(Nigel Bayliff, CEO for Aqua Comms) so this ‘landing station and submarine cable’ are
of no strategic Importance to the people living in this area or Fingal in general.

ESB Telecoms Fibre Network is concentrated between the M50 and the IFSC centre in Dublin City
centre. It Is also connected to their existing submarine cable to Wales which comes ashore in
Portmarnock (presumably to a
WSy landing station there).
Any connection between ESB
Telecoms Ltd “fibre network’
and this new cable / landing
station will only be for the
benefit of their major customer
““& | inDublin City centre area.

ESB TELECOMS EXISTING SUBMARINE CABLE Therefore the proposed landing
station and associated works fail
to meet the requirements of the
area as outlined in the development plan 2017 — 2023 and which are

Objective: Protect and promote in a balanced way, the development of agriculture and rural-related

enterprise, biodiversity, the rural londscape, and the built and
cultural heritoge.

Vision: Protect and promote the value of the rural area of the
County. This rural value is based on:

* Agricultural and rural economic resources

« Visual remoteness from significant and distinctive urban
influences,

* A high level of notural features.

Agriculture and rural related resources will be employed for the
benefit of the local and wider

population. Building upon the rural value will require a
balanced approach involving the protection and promotion of

"R e
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rural biodiversity, promotion of the integrity of the landscape, and enhancement
of the bulit and cultural heritage.

In addition there are more suitable sites available to ESB Telecoms Ltd to build a “landing station’
including a site they already own in Portmarnock as shown here. There is adequate space on their
site to bulld a 10m x 8m ‘landing station’ if they so choose. This site is also adjacent to their fibre
network as shown above.

By choosing Portmarnock as the ‘landing station” they would achieve their aim of ‘resilience to the

2
- /
F
o',_'
Y “Cable Clusters'
AF< 7”7

oo

North Atlantic and Northern European telecoms networks’. Other operators seem to use the ‘one
landing site’ for multiple cables as can be seen from the submarine cable map below. This allows
the ‘limited number of landing locations’ along the coast to be used by other operators thus
avoiding a ‘monopoly’ situation which is not in the strategic interest of the country
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3. SITE NOTICE

The site notice was absent from the site from Saturday 18™ May 2019 onwards
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4. APPLICATION FORM ERRORS

(1) The location of the ‘landing station’ as given by the co-ordinates (Easting 725507 Northing
756934) above is on private property adjacent to the ESB Substation

63.5647374 -6.1058481

726524 7656940
691738 5937060

Do map o poed v ey
Cmoge Mg of poad e teeny
Ooogme Swertewrn of ot @ Seena
BR Of Cooe %or 9 Poet
8 Lk S B Pome

(2) ESB Telecoms Ltd are claiming their ‘landing station’ is a ‘utilit[ installation and therefore
allowed in an area zoned RU

ESB TELECOMS APPLICATION FISAIDISS

The site is zoned RU - Rural, the obpxctive of which is to “protect and promote, in o
balanced way, the development of agnculture and rural related enterprise,
biodiversity, the rural landscape, and the built and cultural heritage™. A review of
the zoning matrix shows that telecommunications infrastructure is “permitted in
principle” as a utility installation. Given the existing telecoms usage of this site, the
proposed location for this telecoms exchange is the obvious location in the vicinity.

Fingal Development Plan 2017 — 2023 Appendix 4 defines “Utility Installations’ as

Utility Installations Appendix 4 fingal development plan 2017 2023

\ Sttt e Cony

{1 sl " ) tile ' . "
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The CRO (Companies Registration Office) lists ESB Telecoms Limited as a private company
whose customers are mainly located in Dublin City area.

Details 1 search.croge
Type LTD - Prvate Company Limded by Shares
Number 339991
Name ESB TELECOMS LIMATED

Their partners In this venture openly state “We don't sell to enterprises, we don't sell
to consumers, we don't sell to any end-users” (Nigel Bayliff, CEO for Aqua
Comms).

The definition of a ‘public utility’ is

Definition and meaning. A public utility is a company that operates as a public-service
corporation, and provides essential services to the public such as electricity, telephone
service, natural gas, water or postal services. The public utility is typically regulated by
the national, state or local government

Neither AQUA COMMS not ESB TELECOMS meet this definition and are therefore not providing a
‘public utility service’ as defined in Appendix 4 of the Development Plan.

(3) ESB Telecoms Ltd don’t seem to be sure what the actual extent of the development is.

The height is variably shown as 3.65m or 3.7m

The dimensions of the station are variably shown as (8.1m x 10m) or (10m x 10m)

The generators might be inside or possibly outside

The stated (200m’) development area does not match that outlined on the drawings

The equipment contained within the building requires ‘humidity’ control and a “fire
suppressant system’ both of which require a water connection and drainage piping but no
drainage outlet system has been shown on the drawings and no water supply has been
applied for

The application seeks permission for the locating of a new telecoms cable landing
station measuring 8.1m x 10m x 3.7m (height) located to the front of the utility site
(south). The reason for needing to locate the landing station at this location is to
allow for the potential future expansion of the ESB Networks substation site to the
northem end of the site. Proposals lo add an additional 2 busbars to accommodate
future solar and/or wind development in the area are currently being considered by
ESB Networks.
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As such, the potential impacts on (he residential amenity of the nearby awellings has
been taken into account. Upon the request of ESB, the cabin has been reduced in
height from 3.85m to 3.65m. This is the minumum height required by the developer

*03s floor space of proposed works in m” 8

compound at ESB's Loughshinny 38kV substation site. The proposed structure is
single story and 3.65 metres above ground level at the highest point. The structure
has a total floor area of 81m?. The layout of the proposed development is provided in
Appendix |,

Mmm,Mqumm.mMmmm,Mbe
detachable from the MCLS. This constrains is linked to the plece of land where the MCLS
will be Installed within a total surface equal to 100m? (10m x10m)

(4) NOISE IMPACT — BASED ON WHICH HEIGHT AND WHAT FLOOR AREA

Noise impact is greatly affected by dimensions of the building and ESB Telecoms are unsure of
actual dimensions of the landing station.

A Noise Impact assessment has been carried oul on behalf of MKO Planning
Consultants by Aona Environmental and has been submitted as part of the planning
application and is included in Appendix 3. The assessment conclusions, set out on
pagelsofd\erepomhoadlydelcrmhmdm'd\enwﬂllvms’gﬁﬁcmlmddud
impact from the operation of the Loughshinny ESB Cable Station”. A Contruction

Even then Aona Environmental can only say “._broadly determines that “there will be no
significant ... impact”.

Aona Environmental did not take into account the ‘singing noise’ from the existing mast when
they arrived at their vague condusion.
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In addition Aona Environmental also did not take into account that the diesel generators may not
be positioned within the building as envisaged in the ‘noise impact’ assessment study

The gonerator rooen WAl Be sund proofed I order 10 oBlaln a0 owerall fone lewel, mesred
outyide (with door Closed) at 1 metens from any wall, wiich does not ssceed 45 dBA

As an option, ONLY for OUGHSHINNY (IRELAND), the diesel generaton module, shall be
detachable from the MCLS. This constraing is linked to the plece of land where the MOLS
will be instalied within a total surface equal to 100m! (10m x10m)

(5) NO PROVISION FOR A WATER SUPPLY

The planning application states room conditions will be controlled within the following
parameters. A water connection will be required to maintain humidity within the stated
parameters

The modules temperature and humidity shall be maintained at the following internal conditions:

Module Temperature mu!m—m
Equipment Area (ASN / FB / AQ) 20°C+5°C SO% 10 % /- 20%
Power (except Diesel Generator) 22°C+/-4°C SO0% +/- 30%

- Have an internal environment that is clean with controlled temperature and humidity.

A water supply is also an essential in order to meet the safety requirements of the MCLS.

The fire suppression system shall be implemented with FM200 gas or equivalent (e.g., Ecaro25,
NOVEC) for the equipment (FB, BU, AQ, and common) and power room and based on water mist (eg
.Hi-Fog® or equivalent) in the generator room
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IMPACT ON F17A/0691

m | Nigrmed L anteg Catin Exhibit A

|
Y termnal Pylon cated m Scobmtaton [nner Corgound

Existing trees/hedgerows -

essential for screening ‘mast will ! ’

be removed. A single tree, which e
if planted, will be a sapling about

1*all -

t
3t
|
|
|
|
|
|

LB &

This implies that some of the ‘infrastructure’ as provided under planning application F17A/0691
will be moved to make way for the ‘landing station’.

It also means that the ‘natural screening’ as provided by the hedgerows and scrub which were an
‘essential part’ of planning application F17A/0691 will be removed.

The ‘proposed screening” as part of planning application F17A/0691 along the eastern boundary
of FOLIO DN19184F (which has yet to be provided) would not now be possible to plant. Along

the Line (C,) essential screening for the mast to the east will be removed or severally cut back.

Anything to the north of  will be removed, anything to the south of  will be cut back to the

L ETS

line to allow ‘line of sight’ for vehicles departing the site. The extent of the hedgerows / trees to
be affected by this development is enclosed in box (B)

Compare this devastation of views / hedgerows to points (1) and (2) below
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1) What was to be according to Fingal Co Council when granting planning application
F17A/0691 was granted

If permission for planning application F19a is granted then permission for planning application
F17A/0691 has to be revoked as they are mutually exclusive planning applications. F17A/0691

requires extensive ‘natural screening’ to meet the conditions of the application whereas

FABAJOT8S needs to clear away all the ‘natural screening’ to make space for the landing
station

measuring 10m x 10m. New landscape planting could be undertaken at the
eastern side of mitigate as much as possible against visual obtrusion to
adjoining property. The structure would be made available to all operators as

A 20m brown wooden pole structure was chosen for this site. Given the

properties.
structure is not obtrusive and accords with the zoning whilst also allowing
for a continued telecommunication service to the area.

solely on the impact on residential amenity and devaluation of property. Whilst the planning history
on the site is noted, on balance and having regard to the siting of the proposed structure within an
existing ESB compound alongside existing pylons, fencing and overhead wires, the presence of
extensive screening along the eastern boundary of the site, in the absence of any national or local

accommodates a 38kV substation. The monopole structure is to be situated alongside an existing
cWthWM(M“W“MMmW
with mature trees and hedgerow in the vicinity of the site afford some mitigation in terms of visual
impact with the majority of the lower part of the monopole structure being entirely screened. The
upper element of the monopole structure where it Is proposed to locate the dishes and antennae

wmtwmbemmmnnueenwmwmmwmmm
will be visible from the R128 to the south-east. Notwithstanding the decienatinn of the area ac 2

2) Fingal Co Councils stated objectives in the Development Plan 2017 - 2023

(D) Protect existing trees, hedgerows, townland boundaries and watercourses which are o
amenity, historic or biodiversity value and ensure that proper provision is made for thei
protection and management in future development proposals.

(d) Require appropriate landscaping and screen planting of proposed developments by using
predominantly indigenous/local species and groupings.
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The hedgerow network throughout Fingal s a valuable natural resowrce and should be
protected. While it is recognised that development sometimes necessitates the loss of trees
and hedgerows, this should be minimised and where removed should be compensated and
replaced on site, In general, the retention of trees and hedgerows is aritical in protecting the
positive attributes of landscape character and hetitage featunes and providing for an attractive
living environment, Existing trees, hedgerows, townland boundanies and watercourses which

3) Planning requirements for Rural dwellings

¢ Minimum Separation Distances Between the gables of non-adjoining dwellings - 4 metres

*  Minimum Building Set Back from Public Road Local County Road — 18 metres

* The existing roadside boundary should be retained save where it may be interfering with the
provision of adequate sightlines, and there is no alternative site available. Where a roadside

boundary has to be set back to achieve sightlines a new boundary hedge, set behind the
sightlines shall be constructed. All remaining existing natural boundaries should be retained

and supplemented where practical

Objective NH14

Ensure development reflects and, where possible, resnforces the distindtiveness and sense
of phce of the kindscape chacactes types, inchading the retention of smportant features
of charactenistics, taking nto account the various elements which conteibute to thel
distinctiveness such as geology and landform, hatetats, scenic quality, settiement pattern,
historic heritage, local vernacuba heritage, bnd-use and trancguity.

Resist development such as houses, forestry, masts, extractive opesations, Landfills, caravan
parks and kuge agriculturaliborticulture units which would interfere with the (haracter of
highly sensitive areas or with a view or prospect of special amenity value, which it is necessanry
L0 preserve.

Objective NH36

Ensure that new development does not impinge in any Sgnificant way on the (hatacter,

ntegrity and distinctiveness of highly sensitive areas and does not detract from the scenic

value of the area. New development in highly sensitive areas shall not be permtted if it:

+ Causes unacceptable vissal hasm

+ Introduces incongruous landscape elements

+ Causes the distirbance of kss of () lndscape elements that contribate 1o bocal
distinctiveness, (H) historc elements that contribute significantly to Lindscape character
and quality sach as field or road pattems, (W) vegetation which is a characteristic of that
landscape type and (iv) the visual condition of landscape elements.

Objective NH37
Ensure that new development meets high standands of sitng and design.
Objective NM38

Protect skylines and ridgelines from development.

Objective NH39

Require any necessary assessments, including visual impact assessments, to be prepared
priog to approving development in highly sensitive areas.

ESB Telecoms
believe that a 1"
sapling will be
enough to meet
all the objectives
listed opposite

The Trees and
Hedgerow
shown at Exhibit
A, along with
Trees and
Hedgerows
shown along
LINE (C) were not
included in the
‘impact
assessment’

provided by ESB
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OEJECTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0169 by RESIDENTS

5. Existing Fence and Equipment - F17A/0691

The proposed vehicle parking spaces (2) and the oll storage tank for the diesel generators
will be located within the existing fenced area containing the mast. This has not been
highlighted on the plans submitted.

In order for the parking area to be incorporated as above it requires the landing station to
be moved forward towards the road thereby reducing / eliminating the ‘road offset’
requirement of planning regulations.

According to the drawings submitted there is also an exit door from the bullding, facing
northward, which requires a ‘clearance area’ around It. It seems improbable that there is
sufficient space within the proposed 200m’ development area to cater for the building,
parking spaces, oil tank, entrance ramps, palisade fencing, entrance gates, clearance
distances from boundaries, ditches, road offsets and all the other requirements for a new
building, not to mention the possibility of the generators being located outside also.
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OBJECTIONS 1O PLANNING APYLICATION F I9AOTEY by RESIDENTS

5. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Planning application F19A/0169 cannot be considered in isolation as there would be no
requirement for a ‘landing station’ if the proposed submarine cable route did not arrive in
Loughshinny Harbour.

_\ atonal Farks and yviaite Services
. ML Vi ¢

The ‘proposed submarine cable route’ passes
straight through

‘Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC (special area
of conservation)
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CORUECTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0169 by RESIDENTS

The Habitats Dicective 92 43 EEC (together with the Buds Dicective (79 409 EEC)) tooms the
cormerstone of Enope’s natue conservation policy. The dicective protects over 1000 ammals and plaot
species and over 200 "habitat types™ which ace of Enropean mmportance. I the Dicective, Adticles 310 9
provide the legislative means to protect habstats and species of Encopean Commuuty mtesest theongh the
establishment and conservation of an ELwade network of conservanon sites (INATURA, 2000, These are
Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) designated nnder the Habitats Directive and Special Protection
Areas (SPAs) designated vnder the Bards Dicective), Article 6(3) and 6(4) of the Habatars Ditective set ont
the decision-making tests for plans aand projects kikely 10 affect NATURA 2000 sites (Annex L1 Adticle
6(3) establishes the requurement for Approprate Assessment:

"y plia or progeit wot divvitly cossected with or wvvessany to tv wonaywvat of fiv NATURA 20007 site bt likeely to
hare a siguifionut effect themou. cither individually or fu cowbeination with sther plaar nod peojects. M&a@v‘ﬂh
cwwnmwawwufm:w'prﬂrm«lnglhnﬁumﬂ»«*mh&b{lb onaclniioss of

e assessmnt of the implication for thv site awd sabyct o Hv prucisisas of pangasph 3. the coapescnt watwual antbonitus
shell cgpve to the plisu er project oaly afer bavivg cnartaiond it 2 »ill gt odoeruli GBL v integity of tl site comvrned
aad, if apprepaiate, after birivg obtisived the apinios of the geaondd paldi™
\9muhwdmdnwmm Article 6(4) (Januacy 2007)

“Approprinte assessments of the implictions of the ples o peogect for the site concrraed wens? poveede its appwocnd sud
inte vt the commlativy effects whioh minl? frow thy cowisantion of that plsu er pewyet with ativr plawi vﬂ.ﬁu v
of thy site’s couservation elyectives. This insplivs that wll agpects of tie ploe or progeit albich am. eitlor sudivsdnally or ia
comliination with other pheus or projests, affect these elygectives st In deatified in fie ight of the init soivatific kosnledyy iu
the fivld.

National Parks and Wildlife Service

Under the EU Habitats Directive all cetacean species are included in Annex IV and two species,
harbour porpoise and bottlenose dolphin, are included in Annex Il requiring the designation of
Special Areas of Conservation

The Irish Sea appeared to be an important area for this species, both in summer and winter of 2015-

17, with this area consistently having higher densities than the other strata.
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¥ by RESIDEN]

Impact Assessment carried out by ALTEMAR Marine & Environmental Consultancy on behalf of ESB
TELECOMS LTD shows that there will be an adverse effect on the harbour porpoise {should not

Objective: To mamtam the frvomable conservation conditson of hubom porposse m Rockabdl 10
Daliey Ishwd SAC, which is defined by the following kst of sttubmtes and tugets

Tasget | Species range withun the site shondd not be restucted br atficaal baners to ste me

Thas target may be considered selevant 1o proposed actvuties or operatsons that will reodt n the
peimanent exchision of habon: potporte from past of s 1ange witlun the wte, o will pesmanenth
prevent access for the species to smtable lubeat therem It does not sefer 10 shout-tesm or temporay
testuction of access or tange. Eaddy comnltation ot scopmg with the Deputinent m advance of founal
application s advisable for proposals that are Biely to sesnlt m pesmanent exchrson.

Tasger 2 Human activitses shonld ocom st levels that do not advessely affect the habow posposse
community at the site.

Proposed activities o1 opetations shonkd not mtiodice munansde eneipr ep senal o maderwates
noise, light or thermal energy) at levels that condd reslt m 2 ugnificant negatre impact on mdrdnals
aned/on the commmmity of habom pospose within the ste. This sefers 1o the aquatac habitars nsed by
the species in addition to important natneal behavions damg the species somul cocle. Ths taget sho
selates 10 proposed sctvities o opesations that muay sesnlt m the detenoation of ke sesomces feg.
water guality, feeding, etc) npon which hubom popoises depend. Tn the sbsence of complete
knowledge on the species ecolopacal seqpusements m this sie, wch consaderations shonld be ascessed
whete appropuiate on a case-by-case bass

Broposed actonties o0 opesations should not canse death or,
iy to mdivibials to an extent that mov nltsmatel sffect the hasbons posposse commpaty at the site,

(AA) is inadequate as Article 6 (2) and 6 (3) have not been fully

cause death
or injury) but
they hope
this will not
have a long-
term effect.

The

Appropriate
Assessment

carried out. The AA did not assess the potential impacts of the seismic waves from the survey on
the Grey Seal, Harbour Porpoise, Bottle-nosed Dolphin, all of which are an Annex Il species.
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In addition, it is of concern that indirect impacts on prey abundance and foraging activity of
species have not been addressed at all.

Offshore Survey

3.15 A continuous bathymetric swathe (Multibeam Echosounder), along with side scan
sonar Imagery and sub-bottom profile will be obtained, centred on the preliminary route
and along all wing lines needed to complete the corridor coverage. A minimum depth
accuracy of 0.5% is required. Sub-bottom equipment will be able to discern the nature
and density of upper 3m of seabed, and is to be used on a non-interfering basis with
other sounding systems. Additional sounding lines may be necessary to develop any
obstacles or archaeological features that may be encountered, and/or to meet the
overlap and corridor requirements.

3.18 An acceptable sample Is defined as;

+ Grab Sample - recovery of approximately a full bucket of soils. Recovery of
rocks and/or large size granular material will be taken as indication of a hard
seabed and be deemed an acceptable sample.

+ Gravily Core — recovery of no less than a 2m deep core of soil. If stiff or hard
soils are encountered below 1m of seabed and are clearly indicated in the

sample, a 1m+ soil sample will be deemed acceptable. Any sample site ylelding
less than 1m of recovery must be investigated a second time unless there is

obvious damage to the coring equipment indicating a hard or rocky substrate.
« CPT — Penetration to the 2m below seabed. Any push resulting in less than 2m
penetration will warrant a second attempt.

Under the Wildlife (Amendment) Act 1976-2005, all
cetaceans and seals are protected species listed on the 5th Schedule. The acoustic emissions

from the seismic surveying equipment are likely to affect the cetacean communities in the area.
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Sent: Tuesday 24 September 2019 19:29

To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>

Subject: Planning Ref FS006915 :APPLICATION FOR A LEASE/LICENCE/CONSENT UNDER THE
FORESHORE ACT 1933 (AS AMENDED)

To whom it may concern,

| would like to make a formal objection to this cable landing application Ref FS006915 :APPLICATION
FOR A LEASE/LICENCE/CONSENT UNDER THE FORESHORE ACT 1933 (AS AMENDED) at Loughshinny
Harbour based on no local consultation with residents of Loughshinny or the local Loughshinny
fishermen that both form an integral part of Loughshinny community life and as such should form an
integral part of deciding a project of this nature that may impact community life in the village.

The local community have not been afforded any expression of concerns or indeed no input into the
drawing up of this application therefore making it void as their wishes or needs have not been
catered for.

| read in the Foreshore Licence Application that Loughshinny Fisherman and the Loughshinny
Community Association were consulted as per section 4.3 and then backed up with correspondence
in Appendix J.

When | look at Section 4.3 of the application | see the question "Describe any consultations
undertaken to date with other foreshore users" and is duly answered with "Loughshinny Fishermen
and Loughshinny Community Association have been consulted - see Appendix J to planning
report".

But when | look up the reference to Appendix J there are no correspondence referring to
communication with the Loughshinny Community Association. As | am involved with the Community
Association and have spoken to all members of the committee | can say that no member of the
Committee was consulted..

I've also spoken to the local fishermen that have boats docked in the harbour and are dependent on
the boats coming to and from the harbour every day, to allow them earn a living. While they had
heard about the cable coming into Loughshinny Harbour they admitted they don't fully
understanding the implications or disruption that these works will have on them and have expressed
grave concerns on how this may impact their comings and going while this project is in progress.

| see again a reference in Appendix J (Pre-Application Consultation) to local fisherman being
informed. But on taking a closer look at the appendix the 3 fishermen referenced in Table 1.1 (Mr
Hickey, Mr Faulkner and Mr Peter Lynch} with respect, are not local to the Loughshinny harbour. Mr
Hickey is in fact an Area Officer employed by Bord lascaigh Mhara and not a fisherman. Mr Faulkner
while mentioned in the table 1.1 there are no correspondence that | could find within the Appendix
So | was not able to talk to him to confirm any consultation. It is worth noting that the fisherman |
spoke to on the harbour did not seem to know him.

Lastly Mr Peter Lynch who is mentioned within the correspondence, by his own admission is based
in Howth and only fishes the surrounding waters off Loughshinny and while he will have disruption,
there was no clear answer to any of the questions he posed in relation to fishing these waters while
the project was ongoing. Moreover this will less likely affect him in the same way as the fishermen
based at the Loughshinny Harbour.
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One last real concern | myself has is how this project may impact the local environment and the
quality of the water. We have only recently improved the quality of water to allow bathing at the
harbour and beach area and concerns have been expressed by the wider community that this
proposed work may have an impact on the quality of the bathing water.

There is a flier circulating around the houses of the community which feeds hugely into peoples
fears. | attach this flier for your perusal but anything within this flier cannot be confirmed or denied
without proper local consultation which would have aired these views in a public arena. | fear it is an
opportunity missed by the project owners and with these concerns circulating | urge you to make
the owners of this project more accountable to the community of Loughshinny and at least have the
decency to sit down with them to allay any fears that they may have in relation to the future of their
community.

| hope you will give this objection your careful consideration.

Kind Regards,
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From: [

Sent: Friday 27 September 2019 19:50
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: Foreshore Application

A chara,

| only became aware of the newspaper notice below this evening, and | am now both
confused and bothered by its wording, so much so that | am unaware of the legal status of
the notice, and the legal status of the submission | made to the department with regard to
what appears to be the same Foreshore application. Could you please revert to me asap in
order to explain the genesis and legality of the said advertisement, an examination and
review of same | have clearly been excluded from.

Regards,

O'Neill Town Planning,
Oakdene, 81B Howth Road,

Howth, Co. Dublin.
ph. 353.1.8391896
FAX 353.1.8396423
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From:

Sent: Saturday 28 September 2019 11:37
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: Foreshore Notice

A chara,

Please ignore my earlier email sent last night, and accept this one which is hopefully now
without any spelling errors.

| only became aware of the newspaper notice in the Northside News last evening relating to
a Foreshore licence, and | am now both confused and bothered by its wording, so much so
that | am unaware of the legal status of the notice, and the legal status of the submission |
made to the department with regard to what appears to be the same Foreshore
application. Could you please revert to me as soon as possible in order to explain the
necessity and legality of the said advertisement, an examination and review of same | have
clearly been excluded from.

Regards,

O'Neill Town Planning,
Oakdene, 81B Howth Road,

Howth, Co. Dublin.
ph. 353.1.8391896
FAX 353.1.8396423
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Public Submissions: Consultation 29/01/20 —29/02/20

>35> >

NIFA www.inshore.ie NIFO

nifa.secretary@gmail.com nifo.secretary@gmail.com

Office Light,
Cahirciveen,
Co. Kerry,

16/02/20

To whom it may concern,

With reference to planning application reference number FS006915 , by Celtix Connect
Limited, 51-54 Pearse Street, Dublin 2, regarding the Installation and maintenance of a fibre-
optic Havhingsten Telecommunications Cable, east of Loughshinny, County Dublin.

The National Inshore Fishermen’s Association (NIFA) and the National Inshore Fishermen's
Organisation (NIFO) wish to make the following joint submission. The scope of this
submission is limited to the geographical area of interest to our members which lies in the
area between Loughshinny harbour and the Irish 12nm territorial limit.

While we have not been consulted with directly by the applicant to date, we acknowledge
that the applicant has consulted with the fishing Industry, which has included some of our
members. We would always advocate that applicants consult directly with operators likely
to be directly affected on such projects and commend the applicant on their efforts in this
regard to date. We would also commend the applicant on the comprehensive range of
documentation provided to aid this consultation. That's said however we have members
that have raised, what we feel are valid concerns regarding this application. This submission
is based on the same, the main points being as follows

Underestimation of Inshore Fishing Activity

In general we are concerned that Inshore fishing activity in that area has been significantly
underestimated. We acknowledge the difficulties in terms of ascertaining the spatial
footprint of Inshore Fishing activity, (Vessels of less than 12 meters length overall
(«12mLOA) are not required to use vessel monitoring systems (VMS) or automatic
identification systems (AlS) therefore few do. Data from EU loghooks and sales notes does
not give information on spatial activity of any great resolution.) However it is our opinion
that the methodology used to gauge fishing activity outlined in Appendix D is not suitable
for quantifying inshore fishing activity. Fishing activity in the area of our interest, appears to
be assessed mainly on the following, Volume of landings, Value of landings, and hours fished
by vessel >15m. In relation to inshore vessels in the area, which are predominantly be <12m,
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they may not contribute significantly to overall landings in terms of volume and value. They
are however significant in terms of overall number of vessels operating in the area and
number of people employed in that operation and furthermore they are significant in terms
of wider socio economic benefit to the local coastal communities. We feel a methodology
taking this into account would have been more appropriate.

Our members inform us that the proposed cable corridor, particularly the generally area
from Loughshinny Harbour, east to the “prawn ground” hosts a high density of static gear
fishing operations on a year round basis. This would mostly be, but not limited to potting for
crab and whelk. The area is fished by mainly <12m many static gear boats from the harbours
of Skerries, Rush, Loughshinny and Howth. In addition to points noted in the minutes of a
meeting with DAFM in Howth on June 20 2019 (minutes published, Appendix ] page 9/10)
our members inform us that potting activity is not limited to “between Lambay Island and
the mainland” and is extensive in the wider area. This was also outlined in the
correspondence (also published in Appendix | pages 24-26) between the operators of two
potting boats based in Howth and the applicant, which predates this meeting. Also contrary
to the point noted in the minuites of the meeting with DAFM that “September/October
would have little impact on their fisheries” our members inform us that they are most active
in this area from the months of June to December when engaged in the Brown Crab potting
fishery. A number of our members have traditionally fished this area for years. Many with
the previous generations also having fished in this specific area. This area accounts for a
significant part of the economic return of these members operations.

Underestimation of short-term disruption to Inshore fishing activity.

Partly based on the above concern regarding an underestimation of Inshore Fishing Activity,
we are also concerned that short term disruption to that activity has been underestimated.
In the published application form part 7.1, the applicant acknowledges that the cable route
will pass through fishing grounds but in 7.2 answers “No” when asked “Are there other
potential impacts of the proposal on fishing in the area. We do not agree with that response
our rationale being as follows

As outlined above our members inform us of a significant amount of static gear operation of
a high density in the area. Based on the application we understand that the applicant
intends to lay the cable inside the 12nm limit over a fifteen hour period. While it's in
everyone's best interest to complete any project in a timely manner such a target may
present logistical challenges to static gear operators with gear set in the cable corridor.
Basically all the boats with gear in or near the corridor will be required to mowve all that gear
shortly prior to commencement of operations in that area. Given the described density of
gear in the general area, it may not be easy to find alternative nearby locations to move
gear to especially when having to compete with all other vessels moving gear in the area to
do so. Meeting this challenge (if at all possible) will undoubtedly have a negative economic
impact on our members, Operators may choose to move gear well in advance to meet this
challenge but that is likely to have a significant negative economic impact on their
operations. Worst case scenario we fear that they will have no alternative to bring gear
ashore which is economically unviable from their perspective. This would be an
unacceptable solution from our point of view. We are also of the view that this will present
challenges in terms of communication and cooperation between fishing operators, who by

109



the very nature of their business must compete with each other and challenges in terms of
communication and cooperation between the applicant and these fishing operators.

We also have members that alternate their operations between Howth and Loughshinny
harbours, In section 6.1 of the application form the applicants outlines how access to
Loughshinny harbour may be “constrained” during operations to tie in the shore end of the
cable. These constraints may lead to disruption of our members fishing operations.

Underestimation of Medium/long-term disruption to Inshore fishing activity.

Members have also outlined concerns regarding medium to long term disruption to their
operations. These concerns centre mainly on burial of the cable but also to a letter extent
around cable maintenance.

Members report that mainly due to local tidal conditions, static gear must be secured at
each end with substantial anchors. During fishing operations, when retrieving gear, these
anchors can drag to some degree, particularly in poor weather and strong tides and
inadvertently act as grappling hooks, which can potentially snag objects on or partially
buried in the seabed. Such snagging incidents most importantly pose a safety risk to smaller
fishing vessels, but also have an adverse economic impact on operations due to lost fishing
time and at times loss of equipment. Members have also reported that after spells of poor
weather anchors can get buried in the seabed to a depth unknown but not estimate it to be
not insignificant, based on the difficulty they have in recovering them.

The application outlines an intention to try and bury the cable at a minimum depth of 1.5
meters. Members are concerned that this depth may be insufficient and based on their own
experience of the seabed are sceptical that this minimum will even be achievable in patches
of "hardground”. The presence of hardground in “localised areas” is acknowledged in
Appendix | page 6 in Inshore or shallow waters. The application outlines that where its not
possible to bury the cable successfully in the existing seabed, it will be buried by “rock
drops” which will create a rock armour over the cable. Any such rock armour presents a
significant risk in terms of snagging static gear anchors and may also pose as an issue for
mobile gear operators such as scallop dredgers, although we have none currently with our
membership. Members inform us that concerns raised about difficulties regarding cable
burial and the use of rock drops are based on previous experience with similar cables in the
wider area. A situation where lengths of the cable route become areas that our members
must avoid when fishing in the future is unacceptable from our member’s perspective.

As per above members are concerned that any future maintenance on the cable will cause
disruption to their fishing operations and have a negative economic impact.

Finally to conclude, we would like to thank DPLHP for the opportunity to make this
submission, we commend the applicant on consultation with industry date and trust it will
continue should permissions be granted. We have concerns that our members will
experience disruption to their fishing operations in the short, medium and long term. Our
position is than any disruption should be kept to an absolute minimum, even if this involves
exploring alternative routes for the cable, but when disruption is unavoidable and in cases
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where it has a negative economic impact on our members they should be reimbursed for
that impact.
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From: |

Sent: 24 February 2020 12:58
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: RE: Reference F19A/0169

To Whom it may concern

We wish to put in an objections against the above application at Loughshinny Harbour.

Regards
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From: |

Sent: 24 February 2020 20:36
To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: Re celtix application for telecommunications cable - loughshinny

| would like to register my objection to the proposed application by Celtix to install a
telecommunications cable through Loughshinny harbour.

There has been absolutely no public consultation on this proposal what so ever with the people of

this village.

What is is for? Who will it benefit? Where is the cable going? What distribution should the residents
expect.

How will this impact on the harbour? Will it destroy marine life? Will it affect the quality of life of
residents and will it affect the amenity for our visitors...it is questions like these that need to be
answered in a public forum so that we can understand what this is all about and allow us to make

an informed decision.

| strongly object to this application and hope that you ask the questions that we are not given the
opportunity to ask. | hope that you will ensure that the future of this beautiful village is protected
and that we stand together against these large corporate bodies coming in to destroy our country

with no purpose only greed.

Yours faithfully
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RECEIVED

foreshore@housing.gov le. 17 FEB 2070
Submission in connection with MARINE AND FORESHORE
WEXFORD

Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin

Reference Number: FS006915

To whom it may concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states ‘st rictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites {i.e. Special Areas of
Conservation (SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled ‘North Atlantic Loop’
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EI% dated 9th Ja nuary'20 relating ta this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October'19, despite the many
changes in ‘wording’

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

! ...The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no “scientific evidence’ has been added to the re-submittad EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that °... Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites consarvation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Matura 2000 sites screened...” and bearing in mind that the ariginal EIS was available to
Fingal Co Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the ‘North Atlantic Loop® project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused.

Yours Sincerely
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RECEIVED

haore ing.gov.le.
L . ! 17 FEB 2020
Submission in connection with _
Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin MARINE AND FORESHORE
Referance Number: FSOD6915 WEXFORD

. To whom it may concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states ‘strictly protect areas

" designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites {i.e. Special Areas of
Canservation (SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled ‘North Atlantic Loop'
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative im pact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated S* January'20 relating to this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October'1 5, despite the many
changes in ‘wording’

Fingal Co Coundil Planning found that

" ..The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no ‘scientific evidence’ has been added ta the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that *... Further an alysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Natura 2000 sites screened...” and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to
Fingal Co Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the "Morth Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused.

Yours Sincer
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RECEIVED

reshore@housina gove. 17 FEB 2010
Submission in connection with MARINE AND FORESHORE
Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin WEXFORD
Reference Number: FSO0E215

To whom it may concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states ‘strictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites (L.e. Special Areas of
Conservation (SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled ‘North Atlantic Loop’
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated 9* January'20 relating to this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October'19, despite the many
changes in 'wording’

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

*..The proposed development would cantravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no ‘scientific evidence” has been added to the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that .. Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Natura 2000 sites screened...” and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to
Fingal Co Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the ‘North Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC It is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused,

Yours Sincerely
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RECEIVED

foreshoraf@housing.qgov.is.

17 FEB 2020
Submission in connection with MARIME AND FORESHORE
Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin WEXFORD

Reference Number: FS006915

To whom it may concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states “strictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites [i.e. Special Areas of
Conservation {SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled ‘North Atlantic Loop’
and wnder EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated 9" January' 20 relating to this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October'19, despite the many
changes in ‘wording’

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

' ..The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no ‘scientific evidence’ has been added to the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that *... Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Natura 2000 sites screened...’ and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to
Fingal Co Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the ‘Morth Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused.

Yours Sincerel
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RECEIVED
freshore@housing.ovle 27 FEB 2010
Submission in connection with MARINE AND FORESHORE
Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin WEXFORD
Reference Number: FA006915

To whom it may concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Flan 2017-2023 states ‘strictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites {i.e. Speclal Areas of
Conservation (SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled “North Atlantic Loop’
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated 9' January’20 relating to this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October’19, despite the many
changes in ‘wording'

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

" ..The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no "scientific evidence’ has been added to the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the clzim by the applicant that ... Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Natura 2000 sites screened...” and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to
Fingal Co Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the ‘Morth Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused.

Yours Sincerely
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RECEIVED

foreshore@housing gov. je.
17 FEB 2020

Submission in connection with

Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin
Reference Number: FSO06915 WEXFORD

MARINE AND FORLIHORE

To whom it may concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states ‘strictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites (i.e. Special Areas of
Conservation (SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall praject titled ‘North Atlantic Loop’
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated 9% January'20 relating to this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October'19, despite the many
changes in ‘wording’

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

* .The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no ‘scientific evidence’ has been added to the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that "... Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Natura 2000 sites screened...” and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to
Fingal Co Councll when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the ‘North Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused.

Yours Sincerely
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foreshore@housing.qgov.ie.

Submission in connection with

Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin
Reference Number: FS006915

To whom it may concern

Objective NH1S5 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states ‘strictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites (i.e. Special Areas of
Conservation (SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled ‘North Atlantic Loop’
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated 9™ January'20 relating to this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October’19, despite the many
changes in ‘wording’

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

‘...The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no ‘scientific evidence’ has been added to the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that ‘... Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Natura 2000 sites screened...” and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to
Fingal Co Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the ‘North Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused.

Yours Sincerely
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foreshore@housing.qgov.ie.

Submission in connection with

Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable / Dublin
Reference Number: FS006915

To whom it may concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states ‘strictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites (i.e. Special Areas of
Conservation (SACs) including any areas that may be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan.’

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled ‘North Atlantic Loop’
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated 9% January'20 relating to this foreshore application is
fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October’19, despite the many
changes in ‘wording’

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

' ...The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no ‘scientific evidence’ has been added to the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that ‘... Further analysis of the likely significant
effects taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the
proposed installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the
Natura 2000 sites screened...” and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to
Fingal Co Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of
the ‘North Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that
the application should be refused.

Yours Sincerely
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O'NEILL

4 TownPlanning
Principal Officer, T
Marine Environment and Foreshore Section, PLAMNING AND DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANTS
Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government, Duxpsene, HowTH RoAD, HowTH, Co. Dusun D13D¥31.
Newtown Road, Tel: (01) 8391896 Facsimile: (01) £306423
Wexford, e-mail: planmon@&eircomonet

Co. Wexford.

February 27, 2020,

Re: ArpucaTion BY CELTIX COMMNECT LIMITED FOR LICENCE UNDER SECTION 3 oF THE ForesHoRE Act , 1933 ror THE
PURPOSE OF INSTALLATION AND MAINTEMAMNCE OF THE FIBRE-OPTIC HAVHINGSTEN TELECORMMUNICATION CABLE - HAVING A
LANDING SITE AT LoucHSHINNY, FiNGaL, Co. Dueun( Res. Rer: FS006915 )

A Chara,

I wish to make the following representation on the above-mentioned application for a Foreshore Licence,
which was lodged with the Department on January 9, 2020. | have tried to examine all the documentation
submitted and in summary | would be of the view that the application is both confusing and incomplete. At
times | have found the documentation to be error prone and at other times misleading. In the following
section of my representation | will try to highlight the concerns | have with the documentation submittad in
support of the application.

1.1 PUBLIC NOTICE

PROCEDURE

In the original application in 2019 there was a series of public notices and a corresponding series of closing
dates for the public consultation process. This was utterly confusing and would have compromisad the Public
Consultation process if the original application had gone ahead.

In the case of the current application the date of receipt is stated to be 9™ January 2020 and the documents
were published on the website of the Foreshore Unit. A& cursory perusal of the documenits revealed that at
least one report was incomplete and on or about 22™ January a notice appeared on the website of the
Foreshore Unit stating that;

“The public notice for this proposal has been postponed.
Pubilic consultation dates to be confirmed and will be advertised at a later date.

Apalogies for any inconvenience caused.”

On 29" January a Public Motice was published and a check on the related Application Documents showed
that the Report which had previously been incomplete had now been completed. This procedure, which
required the correction of documents prior to commencement of the formal process, isin sharp contrast to

Principal: Michael A. 0'Neill BA[Hons), Dip. Town Plan., H.Dip. Stats., MRUF, MIFL Ii
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DESERVATION OR FORESHORE APPLICATION CELTIX COMRECT LTD.

ONTP

the procedure which had been followed in the earlier Application. This is in accordance with good practice
and is a welcome developmenit.

Pusuc NoTices

Public notices in relation to the current application have now appeared in;

*  The Morthside People East of 29™ January 2020
*  The Irish Independent of 30 January 2020
®  The Morthside People East of 5th February 2020

THe NorTHSIDE PEOPLE EAST oF 29™ January 2020

The Public Notice indicates that the period for public consultation extends from the date of publication for a
period of 30 calendar days. The closing date is comrectly stated to be 28 Feb 2020 and this notice remained
up on the website and effective until 5 February 2020,

THE IrmsH INDEPENDENT oF 30™ Janvary 2020

The Public Notice indicates that the period for public consultation extends from the date of publication for a
pericd of 30 calendar days and states the closing date to be 29™ February. This closing date is correct in
terms of the public consultation period and the corresponding closing date. However, the closing date is not
consistent with the closing date which is stated in the Northside People East of 29™ January 2020.

THe MorTHsIDE PEOPLE EAST oF 5™ FEBruaRY 2020,

A further public notice has been published in the Northside People East on 5™ February. It states that the
closing date is now 29" February - this equates to a 31-day public consultation period. Despite this, the
notice then goes on to state, referring to the previous notice, that “this notice contained an error with
regard to the closing date”. The notice gives no detzils of the error. However, the stipulated closing date in
the earlier Public Notice is consistent and correct.

% OBIECTION

The Public Notices which were published on 29" Jan and 30™ Jan are individually correct but, having been
published on different dates, they have conflicting closing dates. The Public Notice which was published
on 5™ February is incorrect and the procedure which has been followed is irregular and is not acceptable.

Once again, the advertisement procedure is flawed and incorrect and we formally object to it.

1.2 PLANNING REPORT

The Planning Report for the initial application in August 2019 was Rev 0 and it included a number of
incorrect references to other documents and misplacement of Appendices. During the public consultation
process the original Planning Report was removed from the Foreshore Unit's website and substituted with
Rev 1. The Document Control page merely referred to this as Final and gave no indication of the changes
which had been made. However, it could be readily seen that at least the mis-placed Appendices had been
corrected. As the original Planning Report had been removed from the Foreshore Unit's website there was
no facility to check the nature and extent of changes which may have been made in the body of the Planning
Report.

Inspection of the Document Control page in the current Planning Report (See Table 1) reveals that, prior to
the commencement of the public consultation process for the initial application on 21 Aug. 2019, the

O'Neill
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Planning Repot had been subject to ather Revisions (Rev 2 on 18/07,/2019 and Rev 3 on 14/08/2013). These
revisions are stated to relate to “Update Corridor Co-ordinates™. However, these versions of the Planning
Report were withheld, and an incorrect and out-of-date version was submitted in the Foreshore Licence
Application and incorporated in the public consultation process.

The public consultation process for the original application closed on 28/09/19. However, further revisions
were made to the Planning Report on 28/11/19 under the heading of a Response to Consultation Comments
and on 05/12/12 under the heading of Response to Foreshore Unit Comments.

Author/s

Paula Daglish & Charlie Cameron

Project Manager Authariser

f ?—i“? elema Fee MNaluton

Patricia Adams Beth Monkman

Rev No Diate Reason Author Cheest keer Authoriser

Rewd 24/06/2019 Draft PLD BaD -

Eew1l 0507,/ 2019 Final PLDf CC Pan ALF

Rew 2 18/07,/2019 Update corridor coordinates PLD paD ALF

Rew 3 14/08,2019 Update corridor coardinales PLD PaD ALF

Rew d 28112019 Responie to consullation comments | 00 IEH BHRA

Rew 5 05/12/2019 Respanse to a Foreshore unit AN PLD ALF
commerts

Interiek Energy B Water Cormulancy Services i the tradiog neme of Metoc Ltd, 8 member of the hbestek group of companies.

Table 1 Document Report page from the new Planning Report

It is clear from the Document Control page in the new Flanning Report that the Applicant’s understanding of
the Foreshore Licence process is that documents can be changed and substituted at will and at any stage. It
is most irregular that a document which forms an integral part of a formal process can be out-of-date and
incorrect at the time of the submission of an application and can be removed and substituted in the course
of the process, particularly after the public consultation process has been completed.

% JBIECTION

It is acknowledged that the original application is now superseded by the new application. However, the
point which is being made is that the procedure which has been followed by the Applicant in the original
application is flawed and irregular. It should be noted that persons evaluating the initial project version
will not be informed of any updates within the files and therefore the system is open to abuse and
manipulation with modifications being inserted after the initial submission

O'Neill
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It would be unacceptable if this procedure were to be followed in the current application and will be
challenged should it arise.

1.3 SCOPE AND OBJECTIVES OF THE PLANNING REFORT
The fourth paragraph of Section 1.4 of the Planning Report states that;

The Electricity Supply Board (ESB) has applied separately for Planning Permission from Fingal County Council
for the development of a single storey cable londing station at ESB Loughshinny 38kVSubstation, Featherbed
Lane, Loughshinny (application reference number: F134,/0169).

It is to be noted that the Planning Application was refused Permission on 23™ January 2020. This was & days
prior to the issue of the Public Notice and the commencement of the public consultation. However, the
relevance of the Refusal of Planning Permission has clearly been ignored and despite the Applicant’s practice
of making multiple revisions to formal application documents as cutlined in the previous section of this
document, the Planning Report was not modified or revised to show the actual status of the Planning
Application, i.e. that Planning Permission had been refused.

It is also to be noted that the grounds for refusal of Planning Permission are directly relevant to the
Appropriate Assessment Screening Report for the Foreshore Licence Application and that the envircnmental
aspects of both the Cable Installation on the Foreshore and the Cable Landing Station are interdependenit.
This aspect is discussed in more detail in Section 6.0 of this document.

% JBIECTION

The omission of the status of the Planning Application and the failure to state that the Planning Authority
had issued a decdision to refuse Planning Permission is unacceptable. It undermines the credibility of the
Planning Report and the application for a Foreshore Licence, particularly as the grounds for refusal have a
direct relevance and impact on the Appropriate Assessment Screening for the installation of the subsea
cable. It is contended that the withholding of the information compromises the Foreshore Licence
Application. It also undermines and compromises the public consultation process. We strongly object on
these grounds.

1.4 ROUTE POSITION OF THE CABLE

The third paragraph of Section 2 of the Planning Report describes the details of the technigues and the
processes used in the Marine Survey and states that;

“The objective of the marine survey campaign was to acquire all appropriate data for the confirmation of a
preferred offshore route”. However, further on in the same paragraph the Planning Report describes the
survey as “reconnaissance level mapping of the seabed relief and features aiong offshore sections”.

The second paragraph of Section 2.4 of the Planning Report picks up on this and states that

“the marine cable corridor is approximately 500 metres wide” and that this is to allow flexibility during
installation”. This implies that the Route Design is not fixed, and that the inaccuracy level is +/- 250 metres.
The report then goes on to state that the 500m wide corridor * is sought to allow for optimisation of the final
route to minimise engineering and environmental challenges such as avoidance of boulders, any debris not
removed prior to installation, sub-cropping rock or hard ground or other magnetic anomalies”.

However, the Marine Survey Report appears to be a comprehensive and detailed document. It dlaims to
provide a basis for detailed route design and appears to have identified and considered all of the engineering
and environmental challenges so as to provide a defined cable route.
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% OBIECTION

There is a significant and substantial conflict between the Planning Report and other reports which form
part of the overall application. The other reports are specialised and quite specific and it is contended that
the public have a right to expect that there is consistency between the various documents and to be able
to rely on the Planning Report as a reliable and over-arching document.

1.5 INDICATIVE INSTALLATION PROGRAMME

The Indicative Installation Programme is set out in Section 2.7 of the Planning Report and the first paragraph
states:

“"Subject to the award of installation consents, the cable installation is scheduled to begin in the
fourth quarter of 2019 and s expected to be operational by the end of 2019”.

This is a ludicrous statement, is clearly out-of-date and it is not possible to carry out the works within this
historic period. However, the fact that it is incorrect carries over into the assessments of environmental and
ecological considerations and effectively invalidates the Appropriate Assessment Screening Report. Insofar
as the current version of section 2.7 is the same as the text in the original Planning Report of July 2019, the
installation programme should be showing a time-lapse of six months. This would give an installation period
starting in July 2020, i.2. in the summer of 2020. That would require the Appropriate Assessment Screening
and ecological impacts to be re-visited and revised to take account of the new installation peried in the
Summer of 2020.

The omission of the status of the Planning Application and the failure to state that the Planning Authority
had issued a decision to refuse Planning Permission is unacceptable. It undermines the credibility of the
Planning Report and the application for a Foreshore Licence, particularly as the grounds for refusal have a
direct relevance and impact on the Appropriate Assessment Screening for the installation of the subsea
cable. It is contended that the withholding of the information compromises the Foreshore Licence
Application. It also undermines and compromises the public consultation process. We strongly object on
these grounds.

% (DBIECTION

The Indicative Installation Programme is clearly incorrect in that it refers to installation of the cable in the
fourth quarter of last year (2019). The timing of the installation has a significant bearing on environmental
and ecological issues, and it is not simply a case of revising the text of paragraph 2.7 to incorporate new
dates.

It is noted that the original Planning Report from which Section 2.7 has been copied was revised at the end
of November and again in early December 2019 and, even though the installation programme was out-of-
date at that time, it was not corrected. The current Planning Report was submitted in early January 2020
and was revised in mid-January, but the installation programme remained unchanged, even though it is
incorrect and out-of-date. This is indicative of either carelessness or inexperience or, simply, a cavalier
attitude to the Foreshore Licence process. This is not acceptable and we strongly object to this based on
utterly incorrect timescales and associated documentation. It appears that the applicant thinks that they
can decide whenever they wish to lay the cable with no concern for correct documentation and the
requirements of the Foreshore process.

1.6 SECTIOMN 2

Section 2 of these observations refers to the procedure which was followed by the Applicants in revising
documents and substituting them for the originals and effectively by-passing the public consultation stage
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during the course of the Foreshore Licence evaluation process. That procedure is not acceptable and will not
be tolerated in processing the current application.

1.7 APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT SCREENING AND MATURA IMPACT STATEMENT

The Havhingsten cable project requires a Cable Landing Station at Loughshinny and an application for
Planning Permission was made to Fingal County Council on 23™ April 2019 (Reg. Ref. F194/0169). Planning
Permission was refused on 23™ January 2020.

The grounds for refusal are set down in the Planning Officer's Report and are as follows;

RECOMMENDATICN

I recommend that a decision 1o REFUSE FERMISSION be made under the PLANMING
& DEVELOPMENT ACTS 2000, AS AMEMNDEL, subject to the following (2] reasonis)-

© Reasons

1. Based on the irformation contained in the Appropriate Assessment Soreaning
report {as revised), specifically the absence of information relating o the in-
combination effects of the entire project, and the potentizl connectiity
betwveen the drainage ditch on the subject site and watercourses in the wider
area and the absence of an assessment of any potential links between this
drainage ditch and European sites. the Planning Authority s not satisfied that
the proposed develgpment individually, or in combination with other plans or
projects would not adversely affect the Integrity of nearby Europesn sites. In
such circumstances the Flanning Authority are precluded from granting
planning permission. )

2. Objective NH13 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states ‘stricthy
protect angas designated or proposed to be dﬁignated as Matura 2000 sites
{i.e. Special Areas of Corservation (SACs) and Special Protection Areas (5PAs)
also known as European sites) including any araas that may be proposed for
designation or designated during the period of this Plan.' Having regard to the
deficienci=s in the Appropriate Assessment Screening Statement submitted as
additional information; it has not been satisfactorily demonstrated that the
proposed develapment would not result in significant adverse impacts on
Matura 2000 sites. The proposed developrment would contravene materially
Objective M=15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be
Contrary 1o the propear plannln,g and sustainabla ﬂé'u'&bpl‘l‘bél‘lt af the area,

It is clearly the case that the individual and in-combination impacts of the Cable Landing Station have not
been considered in the Foreshore Licence Application and vice versa.

In the case of the Appropriate Assessment Screening for the Foreshore Licence there is no reference to the
effects/impacts which arise from connectivity between the Cable Landing Station and the installation of the
cable in the foreshore. This is a significant deficiency and is not in compliance with the requirements of A&
guidelines (NPWs, 2010). The Appropriate Assessment Screening Report in the current Foreshore Licence
Application does not take into account the individual and in-combination impacts which arise directly from
connectivity between the proposed Cable Landing Station and the foreshore at Loughshinny and is not in
compliance with NPWS (2010) guidance where is stated;

"Neill
Tirwn Planning
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a) “Asthe underlying intention of the in-combinaticn provision is to take account of cumulative
effects, and as these effects often only occur over time, plans or projects that are completed,
approved but uncompletad, or proposed [but not yet approved) should be considered in this
context (EC, 2002)."

“2.3. Likely to Have Significant Effect Thereon

Any plan or project that is not directly connected with or necessary to the management of a site
must be subject to AA of its implications for the Natura 2000 site in wiew of the site’s conservation
objectives “if it cannot be excluded, on the basis of objective information, that it will have a
significant effect on that site, either individually or in combination with other plans or projects™
(EC, 2006). The precautionary principle, derived from the EU Treaty and developed in the case law
of the ECI14, is one of the foundations of the high level of protection pursued by EU Community
policy on the environment, and underpins the Habitats Directive. Where doubt exists about the
risk of @ significant effect. an AA must be carried out.”

The MPWS guidance above is quite clear. As can be seen above, where the emphasis has been
added, there has been insufficient objective information provided in this A& Screening in relation
to in-combination effects. In addition, encugh doubt exists in relation to potential impacts. It is
therefore contended a Natura Impact Statement is required.

A further point of note is that as seen in the planning documentation, the Planning Officer of Fingal County
was under the impression the Natura Impact Statement had been prepared for the cable installation on the
Foreshore and appeared to have taken that into account in a positive context.

Detailed aspects of specific deficiencies in the current Appropriate Assessment process are presented in
Section 7 of these observations.

% (BIECTION

The Appropriate Assessment Screening Report in the current Foreshore Licence Application does not take
into account the individual and in-combination impacts which arise directly from connectivity between the
proposed Cable Landing Station and the Foreshore at Loughshinny and is not in compliance with the
requirements of NPWS (2010). It is also reasonable to conclude that the Planning Officer of Fingal County
Council was under the impression that the project was based on a robust assessment and had measures in
place, which is not the case. A Natura Impact Statement had not been prepared for the original application
and neither has one been prepared for the current application and this is a significant omission and we
object strongly to this.

Detailed aspects of specific deficiencies in the current Appropriate Assessment process are presented in
Section 7 of these observations.

1.8 DETAILED COMMENTS RELATING TO APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT SCREENING

1) As outlined in NPWS (2010) Guidance Document, “Screening is the process that addresses and
records the reasoning and conclusions in relation to the first two tests of Article 6{3);

i) whether a plan or project is directly connected to or necessary for the management of the
site, and
i) whether a plan or project, alone or in combination with other plans and projects, is likely to

have significant effects on a Naturg 2000 site in view of its conservation objectives.”

O'Neill

Tirwn Planning
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However, the Applicants A4 Screening states that “The purpose of this report Is to inform the AA
pracess in determining whether the praject, both alone and in combination with other plans or
prajects, is likely to adversely affect the integrity of any Notura 2000 site.” This is the Natura Impact
Statement test and not the A& Screening Test outlined in the guidance.

The Applicant states in the AA screening that “Full details of the scope of the proposed instaliation
and maintenance activities are described in the Project Description (Section 2) of the Irish Planning
Report.” Comments are as follows:

This excludes many elements of the project including the laying of the cable within the upper
intertidal/terrestrial element of Loughshinny. The A4 Screening does not address all of the potential
sound sources their frequencies and db levels.

This AA screening does not detail all of the equipment to be used e.g. USBL (Ultra short baseline
used for underwater positioning https://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/Ultra-short_baseline. This any other
equipment has the potential to impact on cetaceans in the marine environment. Not only that, the
proposed route is through a SAC for harbour porpoise in a season that is not identified in the A&
Screening. In effect, these works could coincide with the calving season for Harbour porpoise or seal.
A full detailed assessment of all equipment to be used should be provided and a program of works to
mitigate the potential impact on cetaceans should have been developed. As such a Natura Impact
Statement is required. The lack of detail in relation to the proposed equipment devices and their
undenwater acoustic properties to be used, indicates a lack of knowledge in relation to the proposed
works or a deliberate intent to submit project details where mitigation for cetaceans is not required.

It is a requirement to follow [NPWS 2014) Guidance to Manage the Risk to Marine Mammals from
Man-made Sound Sources in Irish Waters which involves the implementation of mitigation measures
to protect marine mammals including Harbour porpoise within a SAC designated for this species. As
such a Natura Impact Statement is a requirement.

In the AA Screening In-combination effects make no reference to terrestrial projects. As such there
is @ lack of sufficient objective information leading to doubt in relation to the report’s conclusions. As
outlined in NPWS 2010 “Where doubt exists about the risk of a significant effect, an AA must be
carried out.”

In combination effects do not mention other elements of the project. This clearly underestimated
the potential impact of the proposed project and gives the impression of project splitting to give the
impression of reduced impact.

As outlined in NPWS5S 2010 “Some examples of effects that are likely to be significant are (emphasis
added in bold):
* Anyimpact on an Annex | habitat
+  Causing reduction in the area of the habitat or Natura 2000 site
+ Causing direct or indirect damage to the physical quality of the environment (e.g. water
quality and supply, soil compaction) in the Natura 2000 site
* Causing serious or ongoing disturbance to species or habitats for which the Natura 2000
site is selected (e.g. increased noise, ilumination and human activity)
+  Causing direct or indirect damage to the size, characteristics or reproductive ability of
populations on the Natura 2000 site
+ |nterfering with mitigation measuras put in place for other plans or projects”
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There is potential to impact on reef and harbour porpoise in Rockabill to Dalkey SAC and no mitigation is
proposed. As outlined in NPWS (2010) “Thus, in line with the precautionary principle, it is unacceptable to fail
to undertake an appropriate assessment on the basis that it is not certain that there are significant effects.”

As outlined in NPWS (2010) “The precoutionary principle, derived from the EU Treaty and developed in the
case law of the ECI14, is one of the foundations of the high level of protection pursued by EU Community
policy on the environment, and underpins the Habitats Directive. Where doubt exists about the risk of o
significant effect, an A4 must be carried out.”

% OBIECTION
We strongly object to this application on the basis of the above installation period in the Summer of 2020,

1.9 CONSULTATION WITH NPWS

In the AA Screening and Planning report it states that the result of consultation with the Mational Parks and
Wildlife Service (NPWS5) that "Response to introduction of the project — advised NPWS will respond to main
application™

However, the communication with Dr David Lyons infers that he is expecting that a MNIS is carried out
{emphasis added) i.e.

“From: David Lyons <David Lyons@chg.gov.ie> Sent: 13 September 2018 12:20 To: Paula Daglish
Intertek <paula.daglish&intertek.com> Subject: RE: Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable

Dear Paula

Thank you for forwarding the information. From what | understand youw have already secured
permission to undertake surveys in 2018. | would suggest that the detail you will need to make a
formal appiication for cabie lay would be dependent on the outcome of those surveys. Perhaps could
you come back to me when you've a better indication of the cable route? Your outline of a
requirement for Habitats Directive Assessment [or Natura Impact Statement as it’s called here) is
correct and this will need to incorporate an evaluation of potential impacts to harbour porpoise
and reef specifically. It would also be beneficial to have a wider examination of marine mammals to
ensure the wider protection was included. This could be a separate document, or it could be included
within the NIS.”

% OBIECTION
We strongly object to this application on the basis of the above.

1.10 LACK OF ASSESSMENT IN RELATION TO NATIOMALLY DESIGNATED SITES AND SPECIES.

The potential impact of the proposed development on National Conservation Sites (NHA and pNHA) and
species protected under the Wildlife Acts and Flora Protection Order has not been addressed anywhere in
the project submission.

% DBIECTION
We strongly object to this application on the basis of the above.

1.11 MARINE NOTICE

We refer to the Marine Motice below which was recently published.
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A

ity First Pubisfied 20 Falinuary 2020 | Latest Update: 20 February 2020

Havhingsten (Irish Sea) - Cable Installation

March 2020), of the .
at the

w of all Y and
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ot Imniation Vmses! Se cm Soats (koown ax e ce Claxs)
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This Marine Notice states that the instzllation of the Havhingsten Cable System is being planned for March /
April 2020.

We strongly object to this as it is not realistic to publish a “Notice to Mariners” in advance of having the
Licence and this action is presumptucus and undermines the entire foreshore process and assumes thata
licence will ultimately be issued by the Minister regardless of procedure.

%+ OsJECTION
We strongly object to this application on the basis of the above.

We would ask that all correspondence relating to the proposed development be forwarded to this address.

Yours Sincerely,
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From:

Sent: Friday 28 February 2020 15:43

To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>
Subject: Formal Objection

Dear Sir/Madam,

As a resident in Loughshinny I am writing to formally object to the application for a licence
for the proposed installation of the fibre optic Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable landing
site at loughshinny, Fingal, Co.Dublin.

A few of the reasons for my objection are

The installation of this cable through the harbour will sterilize any future development of the
harbour or even the maintenance of the harbour and cause major disruption to the village.

The cable will negatively impact and might even cancel the current Irish Water project to
clean up the quality of the water being discharged into the bay which is of great importance
to the community and has been an issue for a long time.

And finely this installation will have a severe impact on the environment, on marine
archaeology,on cultural heritage,on the fishing industry and on tourism in the village.

Kind Regards

132



TO: foreshore@housing.gov.ie.

DT: 28" February 2020.

RF:  Submission in connection with Celtix Connect / Havhingsten Telecommunication
Cable / Dublin Reference Number : FS006915

To Whom It May Concern

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 2017-2023 states “strictly protect areas
designated or proposed to be designated as Natura 2000 sites (i.e. Special Areas of
Conservation (SACs) including any areas that be proposed for designation or designated
during the period of this Plan’.

This foreshore application is one element of an overall project titled “North Atlantic Loop’
and under EU Directives the EIS must address the ‘cumulative impact’ of the project.

Nothing in the re-submitted EIS dated 9™ January 2020 relating to this foreshore application
is fundamentally different from the original EIS submitted in October 2019, despite the many
changes in ‘wording’

Fingal Co Council Planning found that

¢...The proposed development would contravene materially Objective NH15 of the Fingal
Development Plan 2017-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning and sustainable
development of the area.’...

On the basis that no ‘scientific evidence® has been added to the re-submitted EIS to
substantiate the claim by the applicant that °..Further analysis of the likely significant effects
taking into consideration the sites conservation objectives concluded that the proposed
installation and maintenance activities will not have a likely effect on any of the Natura 2000
sites screened...’ and bearing in mind that the original EIS was available to Fingal Co
Council when making their decision to ‘refuse permission’ for a related element of the “North
Atlantic Loop’ project concerning the same SAC it is our considered opinion that the
application should be refused.

Yours Sincerely

1% .- 2020
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Sent: Saturday 29 February 2020 14:56

To: foreshore <foreshore@housing.gov.ie>

Subject: Fw: OBJECTION TO FORESHORE LICENCE - Application by Celtix Connect Limited
Importance: High

To whom it may concern

Marine Planning & Foreshore Section

Dept of Housing, Planning and Local Government
Newtown Road

Wexford

Co Wexford

Please find attached documents outlining our objections to the above application.

1) Attachments included are objections sent Oct'19 [FORESHORE OBJECTION.PDF; LANDING
STATION OBJECTION.PDF] in response to original application for a foreshore licence sent
20th September 2019.

2) Additional objections in the form of attachments [NO SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT _response.docx; STRATEGIC INFRASTRUCTURE_response.docx;

APPENDIX 1A.docx; APPENDIX 1B.docx; APPENDIX 2 -
IWM_106_Irelands_wintering_waterbirds.pdf; APPENDIX B.xlsx]

Please confirm receipt of this email and its attachments

Yours sincerely
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The Secretary,

Marine Planning and Foreshare Section,

Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government,
Mewtown Road,

‘Wexford,

Co Wexford

15" September 2019

Description of proposed works/activity.

Installation and maintenance of fiber-optic Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable landing
site at Loughshinny, Fingal, Co Dublin,

A planning report including a Description of the works, Shipping and navigational safety
aszessment, Marine Archaeology assessment, Marine and intertidal ecological impact
assessment including Natura Impact Assessment is attached.

A Chara,

We, the undersigned, refer to the above planning application & wish to make the following
submission / objection / observation in relation to the proposed development.

We, the undersigned, wish to object ta the 'GRANTING OF A EORESHORE LICEMCE' hased an aur
concerns outlined below:

® This application Is ane part of a project which alsoincludes planning applicationF154/0169 along

with ‘other parts’ (either in progress / planned / to be planned), whose purpose is ta link the
submarine cable to the ‘TS50 fibre netwark and, therefore, under EU Directives the entirety of the
‘project’ must be assessed as one.

® We have concems regarding the ‘"METHODOLOGY USED' as detailed below

® We have concerns regarding the 'LACK OF SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE TO BACKUP THE APPLICANTS
VARIOUS CLAIMS OF ‘no impact / minimal impact f no long term impact’ as detailed below.

® We have concerns regarding the ACCURACY OF INFORMATION submitted with the application.

®  We have concerns regarding the PLANNING PROCESS as it applies to this ‘project’ as detailed
below
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® We have concerns regarding the ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ac detailed below.

On the basis of the above, we, the undersigned, trust our concerns/observations/objections will be
taken into consideration prior to a decision being reached on this ‘foreshore licence’ application.

Yours Sincerely,

Signed for and an behalf of the ‘undersigned”
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Case C-258/11
Peter Sweetman and Others
%

An Bord Pleanila

V (1) (Request for a preliminary ruling from
the Supreme Court (Ireland))

{Enmvironment — Directive 92 43'EEC — Article 6 — Conservation of natural
habitats — Special areas of conservation — Assessment of the implications for a
protected site of a plan or project — Criteria to be applied when assessing the
likelihood that such a plan or project will adversely affect the integrity of the site
concerned — Lough Comib site — N6 Galway City Outer Bypass road scheme)

Summary — Judgment of the Court (Third Chamber). 11 April 2013

I. Envirpnment — Conservaiion of natiral Iabitars and of wild ﬁumn andd flora —
Direciive ¥2:43  Special urcas of conservation — Sites, included in national lists, eligible

for identification ax sites of Community importance — Protective measures — Ohligation of

the Member States to safeguard their coologricanl inforest

{Canieil Directive $2043, Aves 4010 and 672) 1o 74))

2 Enviranment — Couservation of natural habitats and of wild favena and flora -
Directive 9243 — Special areas of conservation — Obligations of the Member States
devesement of o project s implicaions fora site — duthorivation for o plan or project o o
protected site - Condition — No adherse cffect on the infegrine of the site — Concept of
aelversely affectimg the integrity of the site

(Cownedl Directive 92/43, drr. 6731)

5 See the text of the decision,

{see parns 22, 23)

2, Article 6(3) of Directive 92/43 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild
fauna and flora must be interpreted s meaning that a plan or project not direetly connected

with or necessary to the management of a site will adversely affect the integrity of that site if
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it is liable 1o prevent the lasting preservation of the constitutive characleristics of the site that
are connecled to the presence of a priority natural habitat whose conservation was the
objective justifying the designation of the site in the list of sites of Community importance, in
accordance with the directive. The precautionary principle should be applied for the purposes
of that appraisal.

More specifically, authorisation for a plan or project, as referred to in that provision. may be

given only on condition that the competent authorities arc certain that the plan or proicct will
not have lasting adverse effects on the integrity of the site. ﬂ
IR < h compeicn on
authorities cannot authorise an intervention where there is a risk that it will bring about the

disappearance or the partial and irreparable destruction of a priority natural habitat type
prescnt on the site concerned,

(see paras 39 40, 43, 48, operative part)

V(2) National Parks & Wildlife Service
(Ireland)

Ohbjective To maintain the favourable conservation condition of harbour porpoise in
Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC, which is defined by the following list of attributes and targets

Target 2 Human activities should occur at levels that do not adversely affect the harbour
porpoise community at the site,

[ Proposed activities or operations should not introduce man-made energy (e.g. zerial or
underwater noise, light or thermal energy) at levels that could result in a significant negative
impact on individuals and/or the community of harbour porpoise within the site. This refers
to the aguatic habitats used by the species in addition to important natural behavigurs
during the species annual cycle.

i#l This target also relates to proposed activities or operations that may result in the
deterioration of key resources (e.g, water guality, feeding, etc) upon which harbour
porpoises depend. In the absence of complete knowledge on the species ecological
requirements in this site, such considerations should be assessed where appropriate on a
case-hby-case basis.

@ Proposed acrivities or operations should not cause death or imjury to individuals to an
extent that may ultimately affect the harbour porpoise community at the site.

V (3) Joint Nature Conservation Committee
(Wales)
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Table A2 Full assessment of level of impact of actlvities on harbour porpoise In UK
waters
Current
Activities Pressures Impacts :ﬁ;‘
- risk

Nolse from shipping, difing. .
dredging and disposal, . Martality
el IO e N

ng, acoustic survays, + disturbance :
underwater explosion, underuater and acoustic behaviowral changes | i
military r:dvhr -n:;& {potentially :ﬂmdiu foraging, } !
‘“W'ﬂ- devices o ackivily navigation, breeding. socialising

The implication is that this site provides good foraging habitat and it may also be used for
breeding and calving. However, because the number of harbour porpoise using the site
naturally varies, there is not an exact number of animals within the site above which the

species is viable or below which it will became unviable.

Far that reason, the intent of this objective is to minimise the risk posed by activities within
the site to the species viahility. Activities that kill, injure or significantly disturb harbour
poroise have the potential to affect species viability within the site.

V (4)Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May
1992 on the conservation of natural
habitats and of wild fauna and flora

| The Hubitats Disective 92 43/EEC (togedher with the Buds 'Di:rrﬂrr.{'ﬂ,--!ﬂg-"EEC;} foems
| comerstone of Elmope's ginire conservation polier, The directive protects over 1000 awoeds and plan

species and over 200 "habirar types” which are of Entopean importance. In the Diective, Amicles 3 !
provide the legishine wmeans to progeet lwbitts and species of Enropen Coranmuty interest theough du
estibbislunent and conservatitn of an EU-wide netwock of conservtion sites {NATURA. 20600 These an
Specal Areas of Conservation (34Cs) designated wnder the Habitnts Dicective and Special Proreetion
Areas (SPAS) dewsmated vnder the Breds Directive), Article 603) and 6{4) of the Halstats Dérective set on
the decision-making tests For plus and peojects Lhely to affect BATURA 2000 sites (Aswes 1.1, Arich
6(3) establishes the cequicement for Appropriste Assessment

"y pday o prgped il dimaly mumered ot or srvanary fo fhe imnapeier of fhe SCATUR A X600 5% fot diderdy 1
bere o mgmiiner et deree, erther sodidnelly or iy ombisvion with otfer pluer s progects, shlf e felyected 1

|~ anbreniite desiwment of s fapdiastious for the sife fn vien of the sin's T ervation slyedier. Lo Habe of Mhe wiidaiens ¢

Irpi— of the dugnlecstiont for the e and anlin? fo e provisoes of panggrapd . the empomest setipms! qutbor

| bl aigrve to tle pit o proe onh aftne Boving aseraied et of o5l wot adverss agnd the fategrivy of the site converan
| sond if eppragrite, after berring ebtaimed the apii of the geinl prdi

As outheed i die gridance document on Acticle 6{4) (Janseary 2007):

Abprpedife aasesrivents of the iudlivations of the plve ar projat for the site coumerond st greode iy gprond ad fak
dnfo areronut e cnmiitive affecdy wdich recalt fro the ol of St plau o prot with atber i or Srgdt i v
af e site's oovserration efgectives, This ingplies that off aspects of the plte or proget which ans, ether eadiradnaally or &
couliinatiant ot sher plinr er propvis, affect these elyriives o’ by iekatiffed in the light of the bes? sieelifec krominge ¢
e finld
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® Appropriate assessments of the implications of the plan or project for the site
concerned must precede its approval and take into account the cumulative effects
which result from the combination of that plan or project with other plans or
projects in view of the site's
conservation objectives. This implies that all aspects of the plan or project which can,
either individually or in combination with other plans or projects, affect those
objectives must be identified in the light of the best scientific knowledge in the field.

® Itshould include a comprehensive identification of all the potential impacts of the
plan or project likely to be significant on the site, taking into account cumulative
impacts and other impacts likely to arise as a result of the combined action of the
plan or project under assessment and other plans or projects.

F'é The applicant has failed to produce any ‘scientific evidence’ in
his application documents to prove the absence of such effects as
referred to in items (1) to (4) above

We have concerns regarding the
‘METHODOLOGY USED’

(a) Appendix A - Environmental Assessment Methodology

1.2.1 Characterisation of the baseline environment

To assess the potential impacts resulting from the project, it is necessary to first
establish the physical, biclogical, and socio-economic conditions that currently exist
along and within the vicinity of the proposed marine cable route

?é-The applicant has completely failed to scientifically establish the
‘baseline’ as exists today

ZT‘EThe applicant has ruled out the effects of ‘other cable laying projects”
because they are not concurrent with this project which is a false
premise to begin with and runs counter to objectives as listed
in Background information above
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1.1 Project Background (Appendix F}

This Stage 1 Screening for Appropriate Assessment covers the Irish marine
components of the Havhingsten cable from mean high-water springs (MHWS) at the
Irish landfall at Loughshinny, North County Dublin to the Ireland /UK median

line {Figure 1-2). This is defined as the project and comprises:

* Installztion of one fibre-optic telecommunications cable;

* All associated works required to fnstall, test, commission and complete the

aforementioned cable;

= All associated works required to operate, maintain, repair and decommission the
aforementioned cable, including repair events over the lifetime of Havhingsten,

* This approach of segmenting different portions of the overall
project runs contrary to the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC{together
with the Birds Directive (79/409/EEC) as described below.

® One example of where this approach benefits the
applicant is the Irish sea where 2 protected species
{harbour porpoise and bottlenose dolphins), reside.
The entirety of the Irish sea is of prime importance to both

species.

* An Impact Assessment carried out by ALTEMAR

Marine & Environmental Consultancy on behalf of
ESB TELECOMS LTD, for planning application
F19A/0169 shows that there wili be an adverse
effect on the harbour porpoise {should not cause
death or injury) but they hope this will not have a
long-term effect. This relates to ‘seismic surveying'.
Intertek Energy & Water Consultancy Services
(intertek) in their report state that “... The Oslo and
Paris (OSPAR) Convention (2012) considered that
sound associated with the installation, removal or
operation of submarine cables is less harmful
compared to impulsive sound activities such as
seismic surveys, military activities or construction
work involving pile driving (OSPAR Convention 2012).
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Clearly segmenting the ‘project’ into just two segments
['submarine cable route surveying’ and ‘submarine cable laying *
in Irish territorial waters] is to the benefit of the applicant. The
above species are also found residing off the Welsh coast but
this application excludes that portion of the ‘project’

{c)  2.1.3 Stage 2 - Appropriate Assessment

"[The Appropriate Assessment] cannot have lacunae and must contain complete,
precise and definitive findings and conclusions capable of removing all reasonable
scientific doubt as to the effects of the works proposed on the protected site
concarned”,

" The report provided by Intertek Energy & Water Consultancy
Services (Intertek) does not provide any conclusions based on

‘..complete, precise and definitive findings and conclusions capable
of removing all scientific doubt...”

We have concerns regarding the ‘LACK OF
SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE TO BACKUP THE
APPLICANTS VARIOUS CLAIMS OF ‘no impact/
minimal impact / no long term impact’

‘!Jt— Below are a few samples from the application documentation of
the ‘non-scientific evidence based’ conclusions being put forward by
the applicant

(a] P19 Appendix F
4,1.2 Sediment contaminants

are unlikely ta cause a detrimental effect

In conclusion, the sediments within the Irish cable corridor are not contaminated
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(b)

(c)

(d})

We do know that ‘oil’ has been leaking out from ESB submarine
cables in Dublin bay for quite some considerable time (years) -
which was denied by the ESB and only came to the public’s
attention through a ‘whistle-blower’ within the ESB. Sea
currents drift ‘northward’ from Dublin bay thus bringing the
‘contaminants’ into the ‘Rockabill to Dalkey SAC’

P24/25 Appendix F

Harbour porpoise distribution is linked to the availability of their preferred prey
iterns (gobies, sandeel, whiting, Atlantic herring and sprat) however, further studies
are required to identify if there is a migratory pattern within the Irish Sea as is
observed in the North Sea (JINCC 2015).

Asindicated by Table 4-1, harbour perpoise are likely to be present alang the marine
cable corridor throughout the year, but densities will be highest during the summer
and autumn months.

P26 Appendix F

it is pogsible that bottlenose dolphin maybe present in low numbers around the
marine cable corridor as they disperse to the offshore area and move northwards in
the winter,

P20 Appendix F

The National Otter Survey of Ireland 2010/12 provides the most recent infarmation
on the Irish otter population and the range of their habitat. The results of this survey
determined that the stretch of coastline where the Havhingsten cable will make

landfall is out of the current range of otters. As such the species has been assessed
to not be found within the footprint of the cable carridor and will not be considered
any further in this report.
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(e

5.4.2.1 Rockabill SPA

-.. cable landing site at Loughshinny is not of primary importance to this species. As
such, there will be no adverse effect on the purple sandpiper

As such it is likely that the breeding terns will already ba habituated to a low level of
shipping activity.

Screening Conclusion: No likely significant effects. AA is not required [Applicant
opinion)

These factors, combined with the fact that the tern species have a foraging range
within a radius surrounding Rockabill island as opposed to coastal nest sites with a
restricted seaward range, means that the terns will only be briefly disturbed for a
small area of their total faraging range

Screening Conclusion: No likely significant effects. AA iz not required (applicant
apinion)

Therefore, there will be no reduction in available habitat for both species on a long:
term basis

Screening Conclusion: No likely significant effects. AA is not required [Applicant
opinion)

'3*1- The Applicant simply states ‘no likely significant effects’ for each and every

impact as it affects any species that they have not already excluded from their
report on subjective grounds. This approach to ‘screening for Appropriate
Assessment’ does not meet the requirements of the Supreme Court Judgement or
EC Directives

5*- Cormorants for example show a considerable variation in hatch date,

ranging from mid-February to early July. Why is this important? Survival rates for
fledglings are low and are very dependent on available ‘Jocal’ feeding sites. This
years fledglings will all be under 1 year old when the submarine cable is being
buried, which we know will disturb the sea bed and scare away fish in the area

Q: What factors influence the cormerants' choice of their feeding

sites?

A As with any predator, cormorants attempt to catch the necessary food
with minimum effort (energy expenditure) at maximum perceived security. In
energetic terms, flying 'costs’ are at least eight times — and diving six times -
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than the birds' resting metabalism. The choice of feeding sites is therefore
particularly governed by a) the distance they are from the roost or nesting
area, b) fish densities, and ¢) the experience with certain prey and foraging
sites. Other factors such as 'how safe the birds feel' at the site can alsa
influence foraging site selection.

Q: What is the lifespan and mortality rate of cormorants?

A: The observed maximum age is 24 years, but due to a high mortality -
death - rate among juvenile birds the average life expectancy is far less.
Usually at least 40% of those birds leaving the nest die in their first year of
life. According to a detailed Danish study, first year mortality ranged from 25
- 68% depending on year. Mean ('average’) mortality in the second year of

life was 13%, and mean natural annual mortality among older birds was 12%.

This study demonstrated that mortality among cormorants in the Danish

breeding population was markedly higher in cold winters, especially after the

expansion of the European population of cormerants. Other studies indicate
that only 30% of the fledged young (those that leave the nest in which they

were born) reach the age of three, but that survival chances becomes much

better after the first and second winter, with estimates for annual mortality

among adult birds varying between 10 - 200,

Q: About 40% of juveniles and about 12% of adult cormorants
die each year. What are the main causes of these mortalitiac?
A: There are a number of causes, albeit that they have rarely been studied in
detail. It is likely that exhaustion and starvation are the most frequent
reasons for premature deaths, and this will likely be linked to prevailing
weather conditions, Shooting has become a more important factor in recent
years, with some estimates of shot birds in Europe exceeding 100,000 birds

per year. Drowning in fishing gear is a common cause of death in some areas,
especially in the first autumn of life. Predation by White-tailed Eagles occurs,

but seems to be of marginal importance. Very little is known about the
occurrence and effects of disease and the impacts of parasites

'*Thnm Is a clear requirement for a reputable authority to carry out a ‘stage 2 Appropriate
Assessmaent (NIS) far the entire project as defined by ESB Telecoms Ltd in the planning
application F19A/0169 and described below
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ESB Telecoms have been approached by a sub-sea fibre cable provider who are
landing a new fibre cable at the beach at Loughshinny. The fibre cable landing at
Loughshinny forms part of a larger New Jersey - Denmark fibre route, linking
Dublin to Blackpool and the North of England, carrying on as a subsea cable to
Dunmark. The aim of the cable is to provide resilience to the North Atlantic and
MNorthern European telecoms networks, offering an alternative fibre connection to the
London-New York cables route which have dominated the North Atlantic fibre
market to date. In response to the subslantial increase in data centre provision in
Ireland over the Tast number of years, online services provides are keen to increase
investment in this growing sector. The new subsea cable is one of strategic national
imporiance to the welecommunications industry in Ireland as it will enhance the
country’s global connectivity, which is critical to the further development of the
sector over the coming decade,

We have concerns regarding the ‘ACCURACY
OF INFORMATION’ being submitted

'ﬂ‘r Mr David Lyons (Dept of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht)
specifically instructed Intertek to look at impacts on Harbour Porpoise
and reefs specifically

From: David Lyons <David.lyons@chg gov.fe> Sent: 13 September 2018 12:20 Tox
Paula Daglish Intertek <paula.daglish@intertek.com> Subject: RE: Havhingsten
Telecormmunicetion Coble

Dear Paula Thank you for forwarding the information. From what | understand you
hove already secured permission to undertake surveys in 2018, F would suggest that
the detail you will need to make o formal opplication for coble lay would be
dependent an the auteame of those surveys. Perhops could you come back to me
when you've o better indication of the cable route? Your outline of o requirement for
Hobitats Directive Assessment (or Natura Impact Staterment os it's called here) is
correct and this will need to incorporate on evoluntion of potential impacts to
harbour porpoise and reef specifically. It would oiso be beneficial ta have o wider
cxamination af marine mommals to ensure the wider protection was inciuded, Thie
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*

be no impact

E'S

couid be o separate document or it could be included within the NIS. Best regards
David Dr David Lyons An Roinn Cultdir, Oidhreachta ogus Goeltachta

Department of Culture, Heritoge and the Gaeltacht

Intertek relied on outdated reef survey data to claim there will

- no reef habitat has been identified within the marine cable corridor. The

corridor passes within approximately 2km of the nearest identified reef habitat

within the SAC according to the latest available reef survey data (NPWS 2013d).

Appendix F P4/5 Table 1 Consultation for Cable

Intertek lists 3 local fishermen they consuited but not Mr Lynch
who they also contacted but didn’t mention in their
documentation. His email reply is outlined below

From: Peter <peterlynch@live.ie> Sent: 13 June 2019 18:54 To: Paula Daglish
Intertek <paula.daglish@intertek.com> Subject: Re: Havhingsten
Telecommunication Cable - Marine Installation proposals

Hi Paula I'm based in howth but fish that ground 2 lot, From about a mile
offshore and further out so that would be the area I'm worried about.

Kind regards, Peter Lynch MFV Atlantic Freedom

From: Peter <peterlynch@live.ie> Sent: 13 June 2019 11:45 To: Paula Daglish
Intertek <paula.daglish@intertek.com> Subject: Re: Havhingsten
Telecommunication Cable - Marine Installation proposals

Hi Paula

I got that info already from my po. Couple of questions For you. If foreshore
licence expected 27th of

October. When do you think work will start in that area And how long it will
take? Also who is liaisen officer And how close can we work to cable route?

‘What will happen if we can’t work this area and can't go fishing You can’t
expect us to just move fram fishing grounds Just like that?

Kind regards,

Peter Lynch

MFV Atlantic Freedom Howth
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Appendix E3 P4
In tatal, the proposed cable route will run for approximately 807.7km.
Appendix F P7

This Havhingsten open cable system (hereafter referred to as Havhingsten cable} will span
more than 930km

!i- A slmple metric like overall cable length seems to be beyond the
applicant’s ability to measure as does knowing the cable route itself

) _ AQUA COMMS NEWSLETTER
The cable will run lrom Blackpoo! in the North ﬁgg.mm TO RESIDENTS OF

of England to a landing point at Loughshinny, BALDUNGAN CLOSE, LOUGHSHINNY
and forms part of a larger US to Europe [ibre
route, linking Ireland, the Isle of Man, the UK and
Denmark.

* At a site meeting with local residents at the proposed location for the Cable
Landing Station Mir Kevin Foley, Chief Financial Otficer of AQUA COMMS, stated
the Submarine cable landing in Loughshinny harbour was being connected to the
T50 Fibre Network in Dublin,

‘*" Mr Kevin Foley also stated one of the reasons for choosing the ESB site in Ballykea
was that ESB Telecoms Ltd had an ‘overhead fibre cable’ at this site. No such cable
exists,

The ESB substation located | 7 hra east of
Ln::gl'lrsh;r:m:* village on the L1285 n.]ad is connected E & Atk
taireland's hibre oplic telecommunicalions network | oo neen -0 RESIDENTS OF
S0 ilis proposed 1o locate the Cable Landing Stalith | aalounGan ciose,
wilhin the grounds of the ESB sile LOUGHSHINNY
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'* The newsletter claims the cable will be buried in an ‘existing duct’. This civils work
te lay this duct only commenced on 13' June 2019 and the work was carried out
without having received ‘planning approval’ . The sub-contractor wha laid this duct
worked for M+M contractors who were employed by AQUA COMMS

The Cable Route
Tha eable will run dram the casting manhole to a Catiz Landing Station AQhiA £OMMS NEWSLETTER
locates 1.7 metres away at 1ha ESE Submiation. This soctan ol the calble DELVERED TO RESIDENTS OF

will be Buried in an exisling underground dust that runs underneath the
main Loughshinny read [1he L1258] and w il nel reguire any sxcavilion BAIDUNGAN CLOSE, LOVGHSHINNY

o distuptive ground works along the road

We have concerns regarding the ‘PLANNING
PROCESS’ as it applies to this ‘project’ as
detailed below

!*- On the 13" June 2019 a letter from the residents was sent to the enforcement
section of Fingal Co Council stating that ‘civils work had commenced to lay a duct
from Loughshinny Harbour to the proposed ESB ‘cable landing station’ site a
distance of approx. 2km. The council were provided with photographic evidence of
this work, contractor details and details linking this contractor to AQUA COMMS

On the 17" June 2019 Fingal Co Council sent a warning letter to the contractor
carrying out this work and to the applicant.
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Further documentary evidence was provided to Fingal Co Council as this work
progressed aver the next few weeks until the duct line amived outside the
entrance to the ‘proposed cable landing site’ in Ballykea.

Following 12 weeks of ‘silence’ from Fingal Co Council a letter, dated 13th
September 2019, finally arrived on 17'* September 2019 and stated ‘...A recent
inspection of lands at Featherbed Lane, Ballykea, Loughshinny, Co Dublin revealed
that the works undertaken on the site have been carried out in accordance with
plans submitted under the approved Planning Permission Register Referance
F17Af0691. Accordingly there is no further enforcement action open to the Council
in relation to this matter. The file is now closed.

These same works were pointed out to Mr Kevin Foley, Chief Financial Officer of
AQUA COMMS, at the site meeting mentioned above and he identified the work as
being ‘... bought and paid for by AQUA COMMS'. When shown a copy of the letter
received from Fingal Co Council dated 13 September 2019 he could not explain
how Fingal CO Council thought the duct was part of planning application
F17A/0691. F17A/0691 involved a development carried out by ESB Telecoms Ltd
and Three Ireland involving the erection of a 20m mobile phone mast on the same
site. How Fingal Co Council decided a ‘duct line’ laid in June'19 by contractors
identified as working for AQUA COMMS and running from the site over 2km to the
beach was part of F174/0691 development which was carried out 12 months
earller for THREE Ireland is anyone's guess

We have concerns regarding the
‘ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT’ as it applies to
this ‘project’ as detailed below

%‘!'- Please refer to submissions made to Fingal Co Council regarding the
planning reference below and which under EEC Directives concerning
habitats can be linked to this ‘foreshore licence application’.

{copy appended).

Blanning Application Reference Number: F194/0169

Applicant: E58 TELECOMS LIMITED

Description of Development: Permission for the development of a single storey cable
landing station, together with associated cabling, plant and ancillary works, enclosed
within a palisade fenced compound.

Date 24" May 2019
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GTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION FA9AGIED by RESIDENTS

The Secretary,
Planning Department,
Fingal County Council, |
County Hall, ,
Main Street, !
{
Townparks i
Swords

24™ May 2019 |

Planning Application Reference Number: F19A/0169
Applicant; ESB TELECOMS LIMITED

Description of Development: Permission for the development of a single storey cable landing station,
together with assoclated cabling, plant and ancillary works, enclosed within a palisade fenced
compound,

A Chara,

We, the undersigned, refer to the above planning application & wish to make the following
submission / objection / observation in relation to the proposed development.

We, the undersigned, wish to object to the proposed development based on the points outlined
below:

* We have concerns regarding the TITLE OF LAND - CONFLICT OF INFORMATION SUPPLIED as
detailed below.

* We have concerns regarding the PURPOSE OF ‘LANDING STATION’ (must align with Rural objective &
vision) as detailed below

s We have concerns regarding the ABSENCE OF A SITE NOTICE - (not msintslned as per planning regulsilons) a3
detailed below.

* We have concerns regarding the absence of a LANDSCAPING PLAN not being submitted with the
planning application. There are many trees/hedgerows located on the site which enhance our
community and in our opinion must be kept, Further concerns outlined below

* We have concerns regarding the APPLICATION FORM ERRORS

(1) Location
(2) Classification as ‘utility installation’
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(3) Extent/Nature of Development

(4) Noise impact on residents

(5) No provision for water supply

(6) Negative Impact on ‘fundamental grounds’ for granting planning development F17A/0691

as detailed below.

¢ We have concerns regarding the ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT as detailed below.

On the basis of the above, we, the undersigned, trust our concerns/observations/objections will be
taken into consideration prior to a decision being reached on this planning application,

Yours Sincerely,

Signed for and on behalf of the ‘undersigned’
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OBJECTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION FT9A0169 by RESIDENTS

SECTION : PLANNING APPLICATION ISSUES

1. TITLE OF LAND — CONFLICT OF INFORMATION SUPPLIED
ESB TELECOMS LTD erected a mobile phone mast on FOLIO DN 191841F (Planning application
F17A/0691) In August 2018.

FOLIO DN19184F is completely owned by ESB TELECOMS LTD and being a Limited company is a
separate legal entity from ESB Networks

ESB Networks do not own any part of FOLIO DN191841F and should not have been entered as part
owner on planning application F17A/0691

On planning application - submitted by ESB Telecoms they describe their legal interest in
FOLIO DN191841F as ‘occupler’

N LR O
| rase et Trasrs's
| A Nawtie (]

i0-11-17 F17A/0691
FINGAL €0.C0. PLDEPT
10, Legal Interest of Apphcant ¥ the Land or Structure.
‘ Pleare ik appeopoate box (o show apphoants legal wtered) in A Ownet B AXcupler
the Land o strin hre X
.o o
S
Wheee legal wterest i Other | pleate wapand furthier oo youu b NQ\W'\A-‘ \
cher st i the Larsd of shr i ture q Y -
Bh \‘L..l'\\ 0an 'u\\ M\% :
o you ate 1t the legal vwnes, pleare state (he tame and 5 radwishay  DNC
i ens of 1he gerson wha bs and soppdy 4 letter of consent froem
the cramwer 10 make The apgheation Ay kated s Ihe ACOmanyng \"\\'NM M-
dos mentaon ' V“M .,
| S

PLANNING APPLICATION [SIJBEES by £58 TELECOMS LTD is seeking permission for a cable
landing station

9, Description of Proposed Development:

T . B wum "o e

hldounptmo‘ \ar :&4. \‘-' k)“”‘

wwowcmd SA k‘t tr\
“\:3\3 om\l. ‘-\6"3
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OBJECHONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0M09 by RESIOENTS

And located at

Location of Proposed Development: | 10

(Postal sddiess or e 'y P “ m Yo/ S\&xm 1

l'ualo::du Voca | Lo f\n S\asrey . 'B\A.\u\

(a5 may best identity {

the land of structure

o )_ $h — YV Y ._1

Ordnance Survey Mf‘ & —ﬁﬁ (‘ :

M A 6 et ARE Co -
G

kil f 3 w&w 125‘501

[ v L ASWG T56q3Y | ': 7 :
> .W ‘1‘}’!1

pe of planning permission (please tick appropriate box):
g Permission . ot u. »on

ESB TELECOM LTD describe their interest in the land as ‘occupier’

q S R However according to
"m:mo:“mbouommmnbummmn A Owner D «NWE the ‘site location’ map

below, supplied by ESB

. Other

TELECOMS LTD, with
T planning application
Mereit i the kaed 6 Siruture F19A/0169 the location
"you are et the Tegal Oy, please SLace the Aame and i‘)b &r-» of the "3ndlng station’
\\

Bavess of Do povson w1 and suppdy & letter of conters from
:::wvvnnuhlhm&nmnlmmwutwm‘ will straddle approx.

subwression of
P M#MMWWW::\MMZE:‘WWH.(GM(MMIE|*‘Id p'annln‘ ’pp“catlon

(FISA/GIES) form
conflicts with the
information provided in the section INTEREST OF APPLICANT IN LAND OR STRUCTURE of the
planning application (F17A/0691).

The information as provided both above and below by ESB TELECOMS LTD clearly shows that
planning application F19A/0169 overlaps the same ‘land’ as planning application F17A/0691.

—_ — - - _ half of FOLIO DN19184f

(up to butt of mast) and
e e e U Y — . part of FOLIO DN3746
A yod e o sy Vel posaing appliatens peroisly made mpect o Bl ondructine? as shown below. This
vn[ZIm ] means that the
m:myam-umnumwmuummuwmmmm. Information provided in

section INTEREST OF
meterencerts SVAR[ON BN pue  AOJWIFR . APPLICANT IN LAND OR
M vl planaing appication bus Been made in eespedt of tNs Lind o struchure ¥ the & months peioe to the STRUCTURE of the
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2. PURPOSE OF ‘LANDING STATION’ (must align with Rural objective & vision)

The ‘CLAIM’ by ESB TELECOMS LTD has 2 parts

% Provide resilience to the North Atlantic and Northern European telecoms networks
«» Strategic national importance to Ireland

ESB Telecoms have been approached by a sub-sea fibre cable provider who are
landing a new fibre cable at the beach at Loughshinny. The fibre cable landing at
Loughshinny forms part of a larger New Jersey - Denmark fibre route, linking
Dublin to Blackpool and the North of England, carrying on as a subsea cable to
Denmark. The aim of the cable is to provide resilience to the North Atlantic and
Northern European telecoms networks, offering an alternative fibre connection to the
London-New York cables route which have dominated the North Atlantic fibre
market to date. In response to the substantial increase in data centre provision in
Ireland over the last number of years, online services provides are keen to increase
investment in this growing sector. The new subsea cable is one of strategic national
importance to the telecommunications industry in Ireland as it will enhance the

country’s global connectivity, which is critical to the further development of the
sector over the coming decade.
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JBJECTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0169 by RESIDENTS

What C.E.O of AQUA COMMS believes — make money for AQUA COMMS and their partners
FACEBOOK, GOOGLE, and BULK

(Nigel Bayliff, CEO for Aqua Comms)

“When economic opportunity came along for Aqua Comms, we jumped on
it and worked with partners such as Facebook, Google, and Bulk,”
commented Bayliff. “OTTs have massive requirements between a couple of
points across an ocean and are leveraging private network links — not
public telecom networks.

oga it e e 1T Mokt B 21TV

The difference with Aqua Comms is that we are only a carriers’ carrier. We
do not service directly the end customers in any geographic location. We
don’t sell to enterprises, we don't sell to consumers, we don’t sell to any
end-users. We simply provide capacity for the companies that use
telecoms as part of their businesses — ISPs, major content providers and
carriers.

This technical description fs bullt with the following assumptions: (Note: FB = Facebook - AQ =
Aquacomms - BU = Bulk)

LOUGHSHINNY and BLACKPOOL
ASN B AQ BU Total
Initial Capacity (kW) Day 1 0,5 5 4 2 1
Total Capacity (kW) EoL 0,5 33 12 3 58
Total Area (rack 600x600) & 15 7 1 23+CTR
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OBJECTIONS 10O PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0169 by RESIDENTS

ULUL (L S—
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AQUA COMMS are one of the biggest owners of submarine cable in the world. This new cable is
just one of many more planned for the next few years. For them, and ESB TELECOMS Ltd, it is only
about profit and that means working with very large ‘multi -million’ pound companies located in
the major cities of the world. Their partners in this venture openly state “We don't sell to
enterprises, we don't sell to consumers, we don't sell to any end-users”

(Nigel Bayliff, CEO for Aqua Comms) so this ‘landing station and submarine cable’ are
of no strategic importance to the people living in this area or Fingal in general.

ESB Telecoms Fibre Network is concentrated between the M50 and the IFSC centre in Dublin City
centre. It Is also connected to their existing submarine cable to Wales which comes ashore in
Portmarnock (presumably to a
WS landing station there).

Any connection between ESB
Telecoms Ltd ‘fibre network’
and this new cable / landing
station will only be for the
benefit of thelr major customer
“» | inDublin City centre area.

ESB TELECOMS EXISTING SUBMARINE CABLE Therefore the proposed landing
station and associated works fail
to meet the requirements of the

area as outlined in the development plan 2017 ~ 2023 and which are

Objective: Protect and promote in a balanced way, the development of agriculture and rural-related

enterprise, biodiversity, the rural landscape, and the built and
cultural heritage.

Vision: Protect and promote the value of the rural area of the

County. This rural value is based on:

| = Agricultural and rural economic resources

| = Visual remoteness from significant and distinctive urban

influences,

* A high level of natural features.

Agriculture and rural related resources will be employed for the
. o benefit of the local and wider

- g o LT population. Building upon the rural value will require a

balanced approach involving the protection and promotion of

| €58 TELECOMS NATIONAL NETWORK
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rural biodiversity, promotion of the integrity of the landscape, and enhancement
of the built and cultural heritage.

In addition there are more suitable sites available to ESB Telecoms Ltd to build a ‘landing station’
including a site they already own in Portmarnock as shown here. There is adequate space on their
site to build a 10m x 8m ‘landing station’ if they so choose. This site Is also adjacent to their fibre
network as shown above.

Broomfieid
Co Dublin

B

North Atlantic and Northern European telecoms networks’. Other operators seem to use the ‘one
landing site’ for multiple cables as can be seen from the submarine cable map below. This allows
the ‘limited number of landing locations’ along the coast to be used by other operators thus
avoiding a ‘monopoly’ situation which is not in the strategic interest of the country
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3. SITE NOTICE

The site notice was absent from the site from Saturday 18" May 2019 onwards
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4, APPLICATION FORM ERRORS

(1) The location of the ‘landing station’ as given by the co-ordinates (Easting 725507 Northing
756934) above is on private property adjacent to the ESB Substation

Latituda

53.647374 -6.1068481

X (M ' "

725524 756940

X (s} yuom

691738

6937060

| Hing mag of poinl (e rbernal)
| Google Map of point (extemal)

| Google Shootview of pasnt (extomal)
B8 ar Code tor this Port

=6 Link for tus Poinl

4 Zoom here

{2) ESB Telecoms Ltd are claiming their ‘landing station’ is a ‘utiliti installation and therefore
allowed in an area zoned RU

ESB TELECOMS APPLICATION FISAI016Y

The site is zoned RU = Rural, the objective of which is to “protect and promote, in
balanced way, the development of agriculture and rural related enterprise,
biodiversity, the rural landscape, and the built and cultural heritage”. A review of
the zoning matrix shows that teleccommunications infrastructure is “pormitted in
principle” as a utility installation. Given the existing telecoms usage of this site, the
proposed location for this telecoms exchange is the obvious location in the vicinity.

Fingal Development Plan 2017 - 2023 Appendix 4 defines 'Utility Installations’ as

Utility Installations Appendix 4 fingal development plan 2017 2023
A ST Commposedd OF Onee o more priece of vqupnent connected to or part oF o structune

wd/ o a facility destrned ta provide o public otility service such a5 e praovision of heat

LIy, PefecOommunie ations, Wate'r or Sewagh disposal anedZon reatinent
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IECTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0169 by RESIDENTS

The CRO (Companies Registration Office) lists ESB Telecoms Limited as a private company
whose customers are mainly located in Dublin City area.

Details 11 /search.crode/ o, I
Type LTD - Private Company Limited by Shares
Number 33999
Name ESB TELECOMS LIMITED

Their partners in this venture openly state "We don't sell to enterprises, we don't sell
to consumers, we don't sell to any end-users” (Nigel Bayliff, CEO for Aqua
Commes).

The definition of a ‘public utility’ is

Definition and meaning. A public utility is a company that operates as a public-service
corporation, and provides essential services to the public such as electricity, telephone
service, natural gas, water or postal services. The public utility is typically regulated by
the national, state or local government

Neither AQUA COMMS not ESB TELECOMS meet this definition and are therefore not providing a
‘public utility service’ as defined in Appendix 4 of the Development Plan.

(3) ESB Telecoms Ltd don't seem to be sure what the actual extent of the development Is.

The height Is variably shown as 3.65m or 3.7m

The dimensions of the station are variably shown as (8.1m x 10m) or (10m x 10m)

The generators might be inside or possibly outside

The stated (200m?) development area does not match that outlined on the drawings

The equipment contained within the building requires ‘humidity’ control and a ‘fire
suppressant system’ both of which require a water connection and drainage piping but no
drainage outlet system has been shown on the drawings and no water supply has been
applied for

The application seeks permission for the locating of a new telecoms cable landing
station measuring 8.1m x 10m x 3.7m (height) located to the front of the utility site
(south). The reason for needing to locate the landing station at this location is to
allow for the potential future expansion of the ESB Networks substation site to the
northern end of the site. Proposals to add an additional 2 busbars to accommodate
{uture solar and/or wind development in the area are currently being considered by
ESB Networks.
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OBRJECTION! PLANNING APPLICATION F 19OANGY by RESIDENT

As such, the potential impacts on Lhe residential amenity of the nearby dwellimgs has
been taken into account. Upon the request of ESB, the cabin has been reduced in
height from 3.85m to 3.65m. This is the minumum height required by the developer

-0ss floor space of proposed works in m’ ? F2)

compound at ESB's Loughshinny 38kV substation site. The proposed structure is
single story and 3.65 metres above ground level at the highest point. The structure
has a total floor area of 81m2. The layout of the proposed development is provided in

Appendix |,

As an option, ONLY for OUGHSHINNY (IRELAND), the diesel generators module, shall be
detachable from the MCLS. This constrains s linked to the piece of land where the MCLS
will be installed within a total surface equal to 100m? (10m x10m)

l
v

- ——
ESBT Exiabeg Devebpment Ares - 100
FSAT Proposes Developesend Arsa - 100m

Tol' Developrant Aren - 200

T wormar e i s el

(4) NOISE IMPACT — BASED ON WHICH HEIGHT AND WHAT FLOOR AREA

Noise impact is greatly affected by dimensions of the building and ESB Telecoms are unsure of
actual dimensions of the landing station.

A Noise Impact assessment has been carried out on behalf of MKO Planning
Consultants by Aona Environmental and has been submitted as part of the planning
application and is included in Appendix 3. The assessment conclusions, set out on
page 18 of the report, broadly determines that “there will be no significant residual
impact from the operation of the Loughshinny ESB Cable Station”. A Contruction

Even then Aona Environmental can only say “..broadly determines that “there will be no
significant ... impact”.

Aona Environmental did not take into account the ‘singing noise’ from the existing mast when
they arrived at their vague conclusion.
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In addition Aona Environmental also did not take into account that the diesel generators may not

HONS TO PLANNIN

APPLICATION F19A0169 by RI

be positioned within the building as envisaged in the ‘noise impact’ assessment study

P CAMRATONAION i i ASSes SiY

™he generator room shall be sound grooted In order 1o obtain an avevall nose lewel, meawred
outside (with door closed) At 2 metees from any will, which does not excead 45 AllA.

As an option, ONLY for QUGHSHINNY (IRELAND), the diesel generators modute, shall be
detachable from the MCLS. This constraing (s linked to the plece of land where the MCLS
will be installed within a total surface equal to 100m! (10m x10m)

(5) NO PROVISION FOR A WATER SUPPLY

The planning application states room conditions will be controlled within the following
parameters. A water connection will be required to maintain humidity within the stated

parameters

Module Temperature Relative humidity (RH)
[ Equipment Area (ASN / FB / AQ) 20°C+5°C 50% +10 % /- 20%
Power (except Diesel Generator) 22°C+/-4°C 50% +/- 30%

The modules temperature and humidity shall be maintained at the following internal conditions:

- Have an internal environment that is clean with controlled temperature and humidity,

A water supply Is also an essential in order to meet the safety requirements of the MCLS.

The fire suppression system shall be implemented with FM200 gas or equivalent (e.g., Ecaro25,
NOVEC) for the equipment (FB, BU, AQ, and common) and power room and based on water mist (eg
.Hi-Fog® or equivalent) in the generator room
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IMPACT ON F17A/0691

| FoToses |

| I8V teeminal Pylon focated i Subatation laner Compound

Existing treeshedgerows— |
essential for screening ‘mast will |
be removed. A single tree, which
if planted, will be a sapling about
1ttal

\\,
— lh-(lgz alng roadsice

' : A
B2 Tt . s 1 = s N o AT e, A AP PO PR

This implies that some of the ‘infrastructure’ as provided under planning application F17A/0691
will be moved to make way for the ‘landing station’.

It also means that the ‘natural screening’ as provided by the hedgerows and scrub which were an
‘assential part’ of planning application F17A/0691 will be removed.

The ‘proposed screening’ as part of planning application F17A/0691 along the eastern boundary
of FOLIO DN19184F (which has yet to be provided) would not now be possible to plant. Along

the Line (C;) essential screening for the mast to the east will be removed or severally cut back.

Anything to the north of  will be removed, anything to the south of  will be cut back to the

line to allow ‘line of sight’ for vehicles departing the site. The extent of the hedgerows / trees to
be affected by this development is enclosed in box (B)

Compare this devastation of views / hedgerows to points (1) and (2) below
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HEGTHONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0169 by RESIDENTS

1) What was to be according to Fingal Co Council when granting planning application
F17A/0691 was granted

If permission for planning application F19a is granted then permission for planning application
F17A/0691 has to be revoked as they are mutually exclusive planning applications. F17A/0691

requlres extensive ‘natural screening’ to meet the conditions of the application whereas
{ 169 needs to clear away all the ‘natural screening’ to make space for the landing

statlon

measuring 10m x 10m. New landscape planting could be undertaken at the
eastern side of mitigate as much as possible against visual obtrusion to
adjoining property. The structure would be made available to all operators as

A 20m brown wooden pole structure was chosen for this site, Given the
existing landscape sensitivity in this area, this structure is deemed the most
suitable in terms of height and limiting visual impact on nearby residential
properties. This coupled with the proposed landscaping will ensure that the
structure is not obtrusive and accords with the zoning whilst also allowing
for a continued telecommunication service to the area,

solely on the impact on residential amenity and devaluation of property. Whilst the planning history
on the site is noted, on balance and having regard to the siting of the proposed structure within an
existing ESB compound alongside existing pylons, fencing and overhead wires, the presence of
extensive screening, along the eastern boundary of the site, in the absence of any national or local

accommodates a 38kV substation. The monopole structure is to be sltuated alongside an existing
compound which comprises pylons, fencing and overhead wires, These existing structures together
with mature trees and hedgerow in the vicinity of the site afford some mitigation in terms of visual
impact with the majority of the lower part of the monopole structure being entirely screened. The
upper element of the monopole structure where it Is proposed to locate the dishes and antennae
will however be visible being above the tree line and given the undulating topography in the vicinity
will be visible from the R128 to the south-east. Notwithstanding the desienatinn nf the area ac a

2) Fingal Co Councils stated objectives in the Development Plan 2017 - 2023

Objective RF59

(b) Protect existing trees, hedgerows, townland boundaries and watercourses which are o
amenity, historic or biodiversity value and ensure that proper provision is made for thei
protection and management in future development praposals.

(d) Reqquire appropriate landscaping and screen planting of proposed developments by using
predominantly indigenous/local species and groupings.
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OBJECTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0169 by RESIDENTS

The hedgerow network throughout Fingal is a valuable natural resource and should be
protected. While it is recognised that development sometimes necessitates the loss of trees
and hedgerows, this should be minimised and where remaoved should be compensated and
replaced on site. In general, the retention of trees and hedgerows Is critical in protecting the
positive attiibutes of landscape character and heritage features and providing for an attractive
living environment. Existing trees, hedgerows, townland boundaries and watercourses which

3) Planning requirements for Rural dwellings

Objective RF63

Ensure the retention of hedgerows and other distinctive boundary treatments in rural
areas, Where removal of a hedgerow, stone wall or other distinctive houndary treatment is
unavoidable, provision of the same type of boundary/provision of agreed species of similar

length will be required within the site,

s Minimum Separation Distances Between the gables of non-adjoining dwellings - 4 metres

¢ Minimum Building Set Back from Public Road Local County Road — 18 metres

# The existing roadside boundary should be retained save where it may be interfering with the
provision of adequate sightlines, and there is no alternative site available. Where a roadside
boundary has to be set back to achieve sightlines a new boundary hedge, set behind the
sightlines shall be constructed. All remaining existing natural boundaries should be retained

and supplemented where practical

Objective NH34

Enswre development reflects and, where possible, reinforces the distinctiveness and sense
of place of the landscape character types, inchuding the retention of important features
oF characteristics, taking into account the varlous elements which contribate to theis
distinctiveness such as geology and landform, habitats, scenic quality, settfement pattern,
Bistorc heritage, local vernacular beritage, land-use and tranquility.

Objective NH3S

Resist development such as houses, forestry, masts, extractive operations, landfills, caravan

parks and large agrxulturalhorticulture units which woukl interfere vath the character of

highly sensitive areas or with a view or prospect of special amenity value, which it is necessary

1o preserve,

Objective NH38

Ensure that new development does not implnge In any significant way on the character,

integrity and distinctiveness of highly sensitive areas and does not detract from the scenic

value of the ared. New development i highly sensitive areas shall not be permitted if it:

« Causes unacceptable visual harm

« Introduces incongruous landscape elements

+ Causes the disturbance o boss of (1) landscape elements that contribute to local
distinctiveness, (I histonic elements that contribute significantly to landscape character
and quality stch as field or road patterns, () vegetation which is & characteristic of that
landscape type and (iv) the visual condition of landscape elements,

Objoctive NH37
Ensure that new development meets high standards of siting and design,

Objective NH38
Protect skylines and ridgelines from development,

Objective NH39

Require any necessary assessments, including visual inpact assessments, to be prepared
prior to approving development in highly sensitive areas.

ESB Telecoms
belleve thata 1"
sapling will be
enough to meet
all the objectives
listed opposite

The Trees and
Hedgerow
shown at Exhibit
A, along with
Trees and
Hedgerows
shown along
LINE (C) were not
included in the
‘impact
assessment’
provided by ESB
Telecoms,
thereby
invalidating the
entire
assessment
report.
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OBJECTIONS TO PLANNING AFPLICATION F19MIG6S by RESIDENTS

5. Existing Fence and Equipment - FI7A/0691

The proposed vehicle parking spaces (2) and the oll storage tank for the diesel generators
will be located within the existing fenced area containing the mast. This has not been
highlighted on the plans submitted.

In order for the parking area to be incorporated as above it requires the landing station to
be moved forward towards the road thereby reducing / eliminating the ‘road offset’
requirement of planning regulations.

According to the drawings submitted there is also an exit door from the building, facing
northward, which requires a ‘clearance area’ around it. It seems improbable that there is
sufficient space within the proposed 200m? development area to cater for the building,
parking spaces, oll tank, entrance ramps, palisade fencing, entrance gates, clearance
distances from boundaries, ditches, road offsets and all the other requirements for a new
building, not to mention the possibility of the generators being located outside also.
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OBJECTIONS 1O PLANNING APPLICATION F1SA0169 by RESIDENTS

5. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Planning application F19A/0169 cannot be considered in isolation as there would be no
requirement for a ‘landing station’ if the proposed submarine cable route did not arrive in
Loughshinny Harbour,

"\ Natlonal Parks and vvaiie Servicas
\ d Map Vwoe

\ -:'T J W= L"
g |

Figure 2 - Proposed Inshore Survey Route

The ‘proposed submarine cable route’ passes
straight through

‘Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC (special area
of conservation)
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OBJECTIONS TO PLANNING APPLICATION F19A0T69 by RESIDENTS

The Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC (together with the Birds Directive (79/409/EEC)) forms the
cormerstone of Enrope's natare conservation policy. The dicective protects over 1000 animals and plant
species and over 200 "habitat types” which are of European importance. In the Dicective, Articles 3 1o 9
provade the legislanve means to protect habatats and species of Enropean Community interest through the
establishiment and conservation of an EU-wide network ol conservation sites (NATURA, 2000, These are
Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) designated under the Habitats Directive and Special Protection
Areas (SPAs) designated nader the Bieds Divecave), Article 6(3) and 6(4) of the Habitats Directive set ont
the decision-making tests for plans and projects likely to altect NATURA 2000 sites (Annex L1). Article
6(3) establishes the requirement tor Appropaate Assesament:

"Any pli ar posgect et dinctly comected with er wecessany o the management of the NATURA 20007 site bust likely to
hare a siguificant ¢ffect thoron, cither fadiidmadly or it combriation with other plans and projects. shall be snlyected to

the assesement of the implication for the site aud swlyject to the provisions of pargph 4, the compencut national antbortics
shall agree to the plan or project ouly after having asrtasned that it will yat gdursel qffit the intogrity of the site converned
and. tf appropisate, after baving ebtaised the opinion of the genenid paiiic
As outlined in the guidance document on Acticle 6(4) (Januacy 2007

“Anpropriate assessueuts of the implications of the piau or project for thr site voncerved must precede its approral and take
sitto accomut the cinnrdative dffects ahich msult from the comlination of that plist or pesject with sther plaus or projects in rien
of the site's consevation elyectives. This implies that all aspicts of the plan or project which wan, eitbor individnally or in
coulination with otber plivis or projects, affect those olyritivvs uinst by ideatified iu the fight of the fvst sotentific koiledge in
e field,

appwpriole assessnnit of its toplications for the site int ciew of the sitd's couservation eljectives. e light of the coundivsions of

National Parks and Wildlife Service

Under the EU Habitats Directive all cetacean species are included in Annex IV and two species,
harbour porpoise and bottlenose dolphin, are included in Annex Il requiring the designation of
Special Areas of Conservation

The Irish Sea appeared to be an important area for this species, both in summer and winter of 2015-

17, with this area consistently having higher densities than the other strata.
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OBJECTIONS 10 PLANNING APPLICATION F19AD169 by RESIDENTS

Harbour porpoise
sightings by season
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Impact Assessment carried out by ALTEMAR Marine & Environmental Consultancy on behalf of ESB
TELECOMS LTD shows that there will be an adverse effect on the harbour porpoise (should not

cause death
Obgecuve: To mantun the fvonable conservation condinon of Tasbons porposse - Rockabull 1o or injury) but
Dalkey Island SAC, which is detined by the tollowing list of attubntes and targets y
they hope
T.'u'gﬂ | Species range wh'hiu the site shordd not be muiu'«ll by acuticial barniess to site nse, ' this will not
Thas tasget may be considered relevant to proposed acuvities o1 operatzons that will resnlr i the
permanent exchision of hathonr posposse from paut of its range within the site, or will permanently have a Jong-

prevent access for the species 1o snitable labisat thetein. It does not teter to shott-term ar temporay term effect.
estiiction of access ar range, Ealy cossudtation o scoping with the Depatment in advance of tounal
application s advisable for proposals that are Lkely 1o tesult us permanent exchison

Tasget 2 Houman activities shonld ocom at levels that do not adversely aftect the habou pospoise
commuaity at the site.

Proposed activities o1 operations slonld not intoduce man-niade eneigy (e.g. aernl o1 wleswates
noise, kpht or thermal eneigyl at levels that conld result in a sigaificant negative smpact on individnals
and /ot the comnmmity of lartborr porpoise within the site, This refers to the aguatic habitats ssed by
the species w addition 10 anportant natal behavios dnung the species annnal cycle. This maget also
selates 1o proposed activities o1 opesations that may cesnlt in the deteronnion of ker 1esonces (eg.
water quality, feeding, etc) npon which habone porpoises depend. In the absence of complete
knowledge on the species ecologacal requisements u this site, such considerations shonld be assessed

whete appiopiiate an a cieby.case basis. Proposed activities o1 opesations should not cose death o, | The

ity to indivaduals to an extent that snav sltimately attect the Iacbon poy Appropriate

Assessment
(AA) is inadequate as Article 6 {2) and 6 (3) have not been fully
carried out, The AA did not assess the potential impacts of the seismic waves from the survey on
the Grey Seal, Harbour Porpoise, Bottle-nosed Dolphin, all of which are an Annex |l species.
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In addition, it is of concern that indirect impacts on prey abundance and foraging activity of
species have not been addressed at all.

Offshore Survey

3.15 A continuous bathymetric swathe (Multibeam Echosounder), along with side scan
sonar imagery and sub-bottom profile will be obtained, centred on the preliminary route
and along all wing lines needed to complete the corridor coverage. A minimum depth
accuracy of 0.5% is required. Sub-bottom equipment will be able to discern the nature
and density of upper 3m of seabed, and is to be used on a non-interfering basis with
other sounding systems. Additional sounding lines may be necessary to develop any
obstacles or archaeological features that may be encountered, and/or to meet the
overlap and corridor requirements.

3.18 An acceptable sample is defined as;

- Grab Sample — recovery of approximately a full bucket of soils. Recovery of
rocks and/or large size granular material will be taken as indication of a hard
seabed and be deemed an acceptable sample.

- Gravity Core — recovery of no less than a 2m deep core of soil. If stiff or hard
solls are encountered below 1m of seabed and are clearly indicated in the
sample, a 1m+ soil sample will be deemed acceptable. Any sample site yielding
less than 1m of recovery must be investigated a second time unless there is
obvious damage to the coring equipment indicating a hard or rocky substrate.

- CPT -~ Penetration to the 2m below seabed. Any push resulting in less than 2m

penetration will warrant a second attempt.

Under the Wildlife (Amendment) Act 1976-2005, all
cetaceans and seals are protected species listed on the 5th Schedule. The acoustic emissions

from the seismic surveying equipment are likely to affect the cetacean communities in the area.
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Celtix. Connect - Hayhingsten Telecommunication Cable Dublin

Reference Number:
FS006915

NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT CLAIM by AQUA COMMS - RESUBMITTED EiS [TI1E

SECTION 1: PROJECT DEFINITION in E15 document submitted

This application is one elemant only of the ‘North Atlantic Loop’ project and must be assessment in conjunction

with all other elementa of this project.

Thes sarne model wil be ased for The 3 new cobles That 1t s buld
Americs Lurpe Conmect 2= '

Ceftix Connect 2

North Ses Conmect

he combimation of these & caties will delrver the Mo Aflartic Loop (boe
'

ey werte 12163 801088 MUigie combirations Detaeen T I (rlend e

FACUS i
AEC-1 & AEC-2

e All Environmental
Impact Statements
must address each
element of this project
as defined by AQUA
COMM'S as the “North
Atlantic Loop’

e AQUA COMMS
have not complied with
this requirement of the
EU Directive.

¢ Fingal Co Council
have, due to pressure
from residents, linked
this foreshore
application, the cable
landing station and the
road opening licences
associated with the
ductwork_ Again,
AQUA COMMS do not
reference all elements
of the project in their
environmental impact
statement

® Public confidence
in the planning
process is
fundamental to
sustainable
development.
Therefore the
‘process’ must be
seen to be beyond
reproach and
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RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOSED CABLE

scrupulous in its application of the rules. Sadly, in this instance this has not been
the case so far. The breaches of procedure by the applicant have been many to
date and include

= Mot disclosing the true and full extent of the ‘project’, treating each

element as a separate application contrary to EU Directives

=  Commencing work prior to receiving planning approval

= Providing misleading and inaccurate information
If proper procedures were being followed this application would have been
rejected before now.

# The position as of today is that one element of the ‘North Atlantic Loop® project
has been refused planning permission (F194,/0169 — Cable Landing Station]) by
Fingal Co Council.

Objective NH15 of the Fingal Development Plan 201 7-2023 states “strictly protect
areas designated or proposed to be designoted as Notura 2000 sites {ie. Special
Areas af Canservation (SACs) including any areas that may be praposed for
designation ar designoted during the pericd of this Plon.”

Fingol Co Council Planning found that

! e hE proposed development would contravens materially Ohjective NH15 of the
Fingo! Development Plan 201 7-2023 and would be contrary to the proper planning
and sustainable development of the areo.”...

# This ‘Tforeshore application’ is to allow a submarine cable to land in Loughshinny
and be connected to the Cable Landing Station.
The applicant has submitted an Environmental Impact Statement as part of the
application and the purpose of this document is to describe the impacts on the
environment as a result of a proposed action (submarine cable) or linked actions
[Morth Atlantic Loop) as well a5 ways to mitigate negative impacts
® __ the "environment" considered in an EIS includes land, water, air,

structuras, living organismis, environmental values at the site, and the
social, cultural, and economic aspects..

" Included in EIS is the relationship of people with the environment
* The EIS submitted does not address all these aspects and therefore

ON THIS BASES ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENGE APFLIGATION MUST BE REJECTED

# The information submitted with this application is so seriously flawed as to render
the application mull and void

= Please refer to APPENDIX 1A for examples which demonstrate the “flawed’
nature of this application

ON THIS BASES ALONE THE FORESHORE LICEMNCE APFLICATION MUST BE REIECTED
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* The information submitted with this application does not meet the requirements
as per the governing legislation
= Please refer to APPENDIX 1B for reasons which demonstrate the
‘procedural’ errors which occurred.

ON THYS BASES ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENGE APFLICATION MUST BE REJECTED

SECTION 2: INACCURATE ‘FIGURES’ in EI5 document submitted

*  The minimum standard to be expected from such a document is that it is properly
researched, accurate in its presentation and the conclusions presented be based on
‘scientific evidence” in accordance with the EU Directives.

* The document submitted does not reach this ‘minimum standard’. Information is
presented throughouwt this document which is ‘not accurate’

Table 1-1Consuliation for Ireland route (re-submitted document Jan'20)

Loughshinmy Cormmunity 11062015 Introduce the project
Association and provide point of
contact

= This claim was not in the onginal EIS document submitied in Oct' 19 Committee members have no
recollaction of any such meeling faking place

" Local emgagement only commenced 17+ Seplember 2010, which was only afler the Applicant was
requested to provide Fingal Co Council with additional information following the lodgement of
okpeciions agairst planning application F19A/1 69, Prior to this point fhere was no engagement
with residests on ary element of this project. [refer APPENDIX A)

[ — Following the planning objections lodged with Fingal Council we have
been azked to submit further information (through ESB), for which we
have an absolute deadline of Dec 105, We wish to do this as quickly as
we can, however before we do, | belisve iz would be more fruitful for us
to start the local engagemeant process now......

{Kevin Foley, CFO, AQUA COMMS, email dated 17 September 2013

Table 5-3Inifial screening of relevant MNatura 2000 zites

Oct’'19 EIS Document Jan'20 ElI5 Document
Site NAME & CODE - Distance to ‘installztion Distance to Tnstallation and
and maintenance aclivities’ maintenance zclivifies'
Skerries Islands SPA [IE004127] 2.03km 2.28km
Riogerstown Estusry SPA [IED04015 Z.65km 2.74km
| ReEsrstayn Estuzry 3AC [IEQ00208] 2.65km 2.82km
Lambay Island SPA [IE004065] 4.9km 49km
Lambay lsland SAC [IEC00204] 5.36km 5.33km
Morth Anglesey Marine SAC Tkm from the
Irizh /UK median line
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hizlahide Estuzry SPA [IED04025] 8.56km 7.56km

Baldaoyle Bay SPA [IE 003015 18.26km 14.0%km

Ireland's Eye 3P4 [IE 004117] 14.26km 14 26km

River Mzanmy Estuary and Shore SPA [IE 004158] | 14.53km
14.45km

West Wales Marine SAC [UKD030357] 98.5km | 93.3km

Ll=yn Peninsulz and the Sarnay SAC 102.Ham
[UKD012117] 104.4km

MNorth Channel 3AC [UK0030239] 4&km 60.5%km
Cardigan Bay SAC [UKD012712] 160km 160km
Briztol Channel SAC [UKD030396] 260km 223km

= According to both documents submitted [Oct’19 E1S and Jan'20 EIS)

A geographic informafion spstem (GI15) waz u=zed to map the boundanes of SACs
and 5PAz in refation fo the proposed installstion and mainfenance acfivities. Al
[llabyg, 2000 =ifes which are within the search areas cutlined in Table 5-1 hawve
besn soreened for refevant ing interestz.  There ars

A fotal of IF Eies were screemed in iz
gezesament and are shown in Table 5-3 and Fﬁ' 5-2 iDrEwmi F2228-FROT-

2). For each sie i was

h between the installation and maintenance acfivities and the
Susitong mes (<. TR T 1
defermined by companng information such as fthe zone of influence with
information regarding the Gualifiing Inferest e g species foraging distances,
spafial exfent of hsbifatz efc. The inferactionz were defined &= follows

=Pozsibier A pathway befween the proposed insfallsfion and mainterance
activities and the qualifying inferest feafure can be identified that is lilely to resulf
in an effect; or

=Unlikely: Either a pathway befween the proposed inefallaiion and mainterance
gotivities and the Qualifying Inferazf cannof be identified; or 5 pathwsy exiztz buf
there iz no physical overfap of fhe prezsure and the Gualifing Infemest . or no
prezsure-recepfor pathway can be esfablizhed

To measure the distance between 2 points is a simple and straightforward
calculation. As can be seen from the above this simple task was beyond the
capahilities of the applicant. Practically every “distance” measured and
reported in Table 5-Zinitial screening of relevant Nafura 2000 sifes £S5 document
submitted Oot19 is different when compared to the exact same

‘measurement’ as reported in Table 5-3initial 2creening of relevant Naturs 2000
sifes EIS submitfed Jan"20

This raises serious concerns concerning the ability of the applicant to
accurately measure and report on any variable in any or all documents
submitted with the foreshore application.

Indeed, this characteristic of ‘inaccurate figures f inaccurate information” is
a feature of all documents submitted by the applicant to the various state
bodies charged with processing different planning applications relating to
the project “Morth Atlantic Loop®.

ON THYS BASES ALONE THE FORESHORE LICEMNCE APFLICATION MUST BE REIECTED
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RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOSED CABLE

SECTION 3: INACCURATE ‘INFORMATION’ in E15 document submitted

The EIS document submitted in Jan'20 repeatedly states ‘no significant impact” for each
species, etc, assessed. Information presented for each SAC is sketchy, outdated, and of such
a general nature as to be useless for the purpose of assessing ‘environmental impact”.

Taking “Skerries Islands’ as an example the section titled ‘Assessment against conservation
objectives. The section reads like a “travel itinerary’ for a cruise liner and concludes with the
oft repeated

Screening Conclusion: Mo likely significant effects. AA ks not required.

* A professionally produced independent assessment of Skerries Island SPA would
have identified the islands as ‘Sites supporting numbers of national importance’ of
Eurasian Curlew. Furthermore, the Eurasian Curlew is a protected species on the

The Eurasian Curlew is protected under lrish and EU law. It is Ireland's only EEIEER
bird species on the IUCH list of threatened species. A national survey commissioned
by NPWS in 2013 and 2016 found drastic declines of the national breeding population of
Curlews.

‘red list’ of

459 Carlew e e | threatened species
and in serious
decline.

Eremationad ehreshold: 765 Populstion change (*} * [t is inexcusable
Al ralisd dhrashold: 150 Syear s that the applicant
did not incude this
bird species in their
‘environmental
impact
assessment’, but
understandable
when one considers
the survey
‘statistics’
gathered.

Populatiaa sles (2011 - D&k 12 yoar- -1
All-Ireland: 35040 I pear =10
A R Hupzeieal 2

d with ROISPA ¥ 15408 At ige brsssil CRange. -28

This report was
produced by NPWS
IRISH WETLAMD
BIRD SUURVEY:
WATERBIRD
STATUS AND
DISTRIBUTION
2009/10 - 2015/16
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RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOSED CABLE

The full NPWS report is included in APPENDIX 2. This report contradicts the
entirety of claims made by AQUA COMI's as the vast majority of bird species are
in serious decline and as the ‘Supreme Court’ have ruled that any project not
directly linked to the ‘management of a site’ will adversely offect the integrity of
that site

Semmary — Judgment of the Court (Thir! Chamber), |11 Apnl 2013

I Enviromuent — Conservation of natwral hahitats wnd of wild faws and flora —
the Member States to safegwand their ecological interest

(Council Directive 9243, Artx 4(1) and 6(2) w0 (4))

2. Envtromment — Conservation of murural hahitaty and of wild fauma and ,!mv
Directive 9243 — Special areas of convervation — Ohligations of the Member States —
dssevamont of u project s igplications for o st Authorisation for u plan or project on o
protected site - Condition — No adverse effoct on the integriny of the site — Concepr of
adversely affecting the integrity of the yite

{Comncil Divective 9243, A1 6(3))

I See the woxt of the decision

(sec paras 22, 23)

2 Article 6(3) of Directive 92/43 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild

(mmandl\onmmulmMumg‘ﬂmnghnu?glmdirmlxm'w
with or necessary to the management of 8 site will adversely affect the integnity of that sitc if

Skerries islands are listed as a ‘site of national importance’ for this threatened bird
species As the applicant failed to inciude this bird species in their environmental
impact statement their foreshore application is seriously flawed

® Other species of bird on skerries islands, in serious dedline and not included in the
‘environmental impact assessment’

451 Purple Sandpiper Calidris man tima Cobadin cosbhui

rearitons, N, Europe & W Sebersa (be)!
manitoma N E. Canada & Greenland (br)

International threshold: 71071108 Popalation chasge (%

All-Ireland threshold: 2 S year 356
Population size 20112016k 12 year 631
All-Ireland “ 2 year 6
ROU 3 Historscal 578
Aswciated with RO SPA network ©° Averare annual chanee: Sk
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RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOSED CABLE

4.6 Tarmslone Arvmiria inferprs Fiardilai tri

interpres, M E. Carada, Greenland (bey

Intermational threshold: HE- Fapulstion change Mk

Al drelamd threshald: ¥ 5 year: ¥
Population size (2001 - 2016 12 year: k]
All-lpeland 3,480 22 year: 210
ROI 6296 Histszteal.

Assaciated with RO SPA netvack 2352 Avweage arcal changs 3

444 Ringed Plover Charaanius biatioeds Feadig chladaigh

Marferuia M. Europee (be)

Intermational threshold: =40 Fepulation change (%}

Alblreland thresbold: 120 5 v 7S
Population wixe (2001-20161 1 vwar: -1
All-Ireland- 140 b vear: i
ROL 10,545 Historical 198
Associaied with SPA neneoric 3,083 Average armual change: -Quis

* The fact that the applicant selected two species of bird for this SPA and included
them in their assessment is troubling. It possibly points to a bias in their reporting
of the facts. Certainly, to exclude a ‘red listed” species from an environmental
impact assessment needs to be explained and it is hard to fathom why this was so
other than to conclude the species were excluded because it was not in the
applicants favour to mention them.

[P T———

Papulalion siie 1218.0000 12 s -
Y A el e 2 o _
! L o Hislaricad aar
,- Avorished il SPA prearh LE ] Arerage anrad changr =
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RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOS

#® Having included both these species of bird the applicant then failed to properly
assess the risks to these birds from the introduction of this submarine cable to
their environment. The OSPAR COMMISSION, referenced below, identify further
risks due to submarine cables on these birds which AQUA COMMS failed to
address in their EIS submitted

* Anindependent assessment needs to be carried out to verify the facts of the
situation concerning the ‘cumulative affects’ of this type of activity which are
expected to occur over the next 25 years on this environment

ON THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE APPLICATION MUST BE REIECTED

SECTION 4: Opinion vs Scientific Evidence in eis document submitted

Birdwatch Ireland in their
statement to the dajl on July 279,

prorerTing Burdh and Slocerry

.....We are 5 science-based orgamisation and
Ireland's Wild Birds our staffi 165 i tionally
How are they faring and what can be done to help them? recognised experts. We are the lish
Statement read out to the Direachtas Committee on Culture, Heritage representafive of Bl i Infemational, the
' world’s largest consarvation partnership, and
and the Gae we collaborate with a wide ramge of
fuly 2% 2019 stakeholders to achieve our goals

Today we will cuthine the consenvation status of
Irefand’s wild birds, the pressurss and thregs
they are facing, what we are doing to help and what elze needs to be done. The DRil declared & biodiversity and climate
emergency on May 9th 2019 and also called for biodversily loss to be addressad by the Cilizens” Assembly. This indicates
that as 3 nation we recognise that cur wildifa iz in trouble and wgent action is needed to protect and safeguard owr

#® The applicant has relied on ‘opinion’ to justify every claim of ‘no significant
impact’. Usually this ‘opinion’ is preceded by some general comment taken from
some research done in the early 2000's and padded out with general waffle before
jumping to an opinion of ‘no significant impact’. This approach alse uses selective
use of examples as shown in the Skerries Islands SPA example in Section 3.

® EU Directives transposed into Irish Legislation and backed up with Supreme Court
judgements state only ‘scientific evidence’ can be used in Environmental Impact

Assessments and that conclusions drawn must be based on that ‘scientific
evidence’
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® Birdwatch Ireland are recognised by the authorities here as being an organisation
who produce evidence-based reports which help guide policy. So, when they say
that
....... Our most recent I-WeBs survey analyses shows that ireland has lost around half
a million water birds, almost 40%, in less than 20 years.....
it is time for people to stop, listen and take remedial action. This includes
Government Bodies charged with protecting our environment.
The only conclusion that can be drawn from the applicants EIS document, when
compared to the factual evidence contained in, for example, 1RISH WETLAND BIRD
SURVEY: WATERBIRD STATUS AND DISTRIBUTION 2009/10 — 2015/16 by NPWS is
that it is a document written to fulfil a requirement of the planning process and
done 50 in a way that provides the ‘authorities’ with a fig leaf as cover for bad
decisions

® Another expert view is the OSPAR COMMISSION. Upon reading their report it
becomes clear that the applicant ‘understated’ the environmental impact effects of
their cable, both as a singular cable and in combination with cables.

Assessment of the

o S PAR environmental impocts
COMMISSION of cables

O5PAR Convention
Assessment of the The Convention for the

i ) Praotection of the Narine
environmental impacts of cables Environment of the
Naorth-East Atlantic {the

“OSPAR Convention™)
was opened for signature at the Ministerial Meeting of the former Oslo and Paris
Commissions in Paris on 22 September 1992, The Convention entered into force on 25
March 1998. it has been ratified by Belgium, Denmark, Finland, Fronce, Germany,
iceland, treland, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, Portugaol, Sweden, Switzerlond
and the United Kingdom and approved by the European Community and Spain

It is expected that the number of submarine telecommunicotion and in particular
power cables will increase in the coming yeors. In particular, the number of offshore
wind farm transmission cables is predicted to grow rapidly. This could intensify
potential environmental impacts resulting from submarine cables. Developments in
the Eurapean energy market may also reswlt in an increase in submarine electricity
transfer cables

Cahble-laying temporarily disturbs seabed habitats

Ag far as the construction phase [i.e. the placement) of both power and telecommunication
cables is concerned, the assodated impacts [disturbance, habitat damage) are generally not
likely to be detrimental to the overall guality status of the O5PAR region because they are

maostly local and temporary. The main long-term impact of submarine cabies is the presence
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of the cable itself and any accampanying pratective structures. These can pravide artificial

hard substrate habitats that ottroct floro and fauna that moy not be typical of the area.

Again, since it is confined to the cable route itself, such change is not likely to be significant

The various potentiol impacts of submarine cobles aiffer considerabiy in terms of their spatial

extent, duration, frequency and reversibiiity. A general overview is given in Table 1. The
various impacts oct on different components of the ecosystem in gifferent ways. Seabed

disturbance and thermal rodiotion may impact benthic orgonisms, underwater noise is mast
relevant for marine mammals, electromognetic fields moy hove effects on sensitive fish ond
marine mommals and visuo! disturbonce {incuding visuo! and oerial noise) has the potential

to disploce sensitive seo birds and seals. The extent of such impacts is determined by the
technical design of the cobles, the laying equipment, and in the case af power cables, the

omaunt af electricol power transmitted. Same enviranmental impocts are mainly linked to

the instalfation phase and/or maintenance, repair octivities ond removal. Others are anly
relevant during operation.

Table 1: Main environmental impacts associated with submarine cables

Installation, Maintenance and Repair

Operational phase
work, Removal e P

Seabed disturbance
Damage/disturbance of organisms
Telecommunication Re-suspension of contaminants Intraduction of artificial hard
cable Visual disturbance substrate

MNoise (vessels, laying machinery)
Emissions and wastes from vessels

Seabed disturbance

Damage/disturbance of organisms Introduction of artificial hard
Re-suspension of contaminants substrate

Power cable Visual disturbance Electromagnetic fields
Moise (vessels, laying machinery) Thermal radiation

Emissions and wastes from vessels
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# Not once in their application did the applicant say their cable would have a ‘long
term’ effect.

The application of protection along the cable route in areas characterized by soft sediments will
lead to artificial introduction of hard substrates. The submarine cables themselves, if not buried,
will also provide a solid substrate for a variety of species (Figure 1). This ‘reef effect’ has been
extensively discussed in literature (see for example, Wenner et al., 1983; Reimers & Branden,
1554, Birklund & Petersen, 2004} and essentially leads to the introduction of non-lecal fauna and
thus to an alteration of the natural benthic community. In most cases effects will be localized
although - In general, if armouring is required, inert natural stone material should be
usad to minimise the degree of impact

Though modern equipment and installation technigues can reduce the re-suspension
of sediment during cable burial or removal, remaining turbidity may nonetheless
ohstruct the filtration mechanizsms of some benthic and pelogic organisms at least

temporarily {gjiﬁi et al, 2000). If can also affect the growth of the macrobenthos

and may hove on same species.

®  The applicant also stated that the cable would not be recovered when its useful life
Was over

Contamination arising from seabed disturbance is only a risk in heovily contaminated
locations. Again, avoidance of such areas would be an appropriate mitigation
measure. Release of contaminants into the environment from the cable itself can only

ocour _ after decommissioning or if operational cables are

domaged, in particulor if fluid-filled cables are domaged.

® The applicant did not address either of these outcomes in their EI5 document

There are no clear indications that underwater noise caused by the installation of
sub-sea cables poses o high risk of horming marine founa. Richardson et al. {1935)
provide an overview of investigations into behavioural responses of cetoceans to
dredging, on octivity emitting comparatively higher underwater noise levels.
However, it is not clear if behavioural responses were due to sound or the increased
presence of ships. Appropriate scheduling of cable-laying activities will minimise the
potential for such impoacts on sensitive species (for example, marine mammals or
turtles). In addition, performing aerial or other surveys, with suspension of activities
if sensitive species are found, are possible mitigotion measures.

® The applicant did not at any stage outline specific mitigation measures which is a
requirement of an EIS

Some sea bird species, for example, divers, are very sensitive to visual disturbance and
are disploced by ship traffic (Mendel et al., 2008). i can be expected that the working
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RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOSED CABLE

vessel during the installation process will have the same effect and that these birds will
avoid these areas during the cable-laving. Scheduling these activities ond/or avoiding of

wintering, resting and foraging areas of such sensitive species are possible mitigation
MEasures

However, if migration of electromagnetic-sensitive species is affected, the environmental

impact will not be restricted to the clase vicinity of the cables. The same would be the case if
increased sediment temperature results in major changes of benthic communities. Additional

extensive field research is needed to understand the significance of such effects.

® The applicant did not address species migration effects or thermal heating effects

on the benthic commumnities all of which are requirements of an EIS

ON THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE APPLICATION MUST BE REIECTED

SECTION 5: Changes to Original Documentation -by applicant

® The reason for the revised documentation as given by Marine Planning & Policy does
not stand up to scrutiny. The applicant was afforded a second chance to reword their

submissions to overcome objections lodged.

The list of changes made is shown in APPENDIX B and is clear evidence this process

is more favourable for some applicants than others.

FW: F50065915 Celtix Connmect Ltd - Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable - Foreshore Licence Application

Frowve foeeshore

Senl: 19 Marudry 20020 16:16

Sulbjesch; FRO0G5 LS Cefe Conmast Lid - Havhingrben Teleooenmignication Cable - Foreshone Lisenoe Applcation

W ikt n b Fsvrsbosie Boanin applcaton on behall of Calin Contaol Lid - Hivhisgsien Telscomimmrecatien Cabia, larding at Lovghahinsy, Ca. Duls

Pabc coraulution i relaion i B apploation was bl betvsen the perod 21 Augrisl ared 2T Taphisnbe 2009, within which e o made & subimissios

Dueta P with the o taon on display deriag that publc conmeltation period this Dapariment insinscied e applcant i repeal e publc
“czmkaton
o updated Bronce appd Yoo wnd 1ting dac i Baret P Do Subemintend by e agpoant bor ot Cuntenl (sacond] pubds Coreiuten and

hens havs Esen uplcaded ko e Depariment s webaite. Distaily of e updaisd application documsntalion can be found on cur weballs al

Pipann forwaed sy subeniiony. you may have on B apdaled sppdcation by cioss of Business 71 Febusry 200

iredl regards
wie!

e Waka
M Plsieg, Poscy and Deveopment

ON THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE APPLICATION MUST BE REIECTED
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APPENDIX A

Kevin Foley | Aqua Comms <kfoley@aquacomms.com=
Tue9/17,/2019 8:19 PM
Dear Sean and Eoghan,

It was a pleasure to meet you and the other residents earlier today in Lgughshinny. Having listened
to the feedback | will try to summarise the main points as a take away.

1

There is a lot of latent anger and mistrust of the ESB largely historical which has
unfortunately tainted our desires to locate at the planned site. This has been exacerbated by
the lack of feedback from EZB on requests for more detail submitted by yourselves.

You would like to see more clarity on how the planned works will sit in the existing site, the
layout of the proposaed building and how this will potentially impact the local environment.
a. Specifically the impact on the existing trees and hedgarow,
b. Orientation of chiller units and generator exhawst due to the potential for noise
disruption to local residents.
. Benefit to the local community

Local engagement, there was disappointment that we had not engaged in @ meaningful way
locally for the planning application on the CLS site. As | explained, the process up until now
has been run by ESB, [who will lzase us the site]. They had advised against any local
engagement. On the basis that they had been successful with previous applications at the
site we believed they were capable to manage the process. Following the planning
objections lodged with Fingal Coundil we have been asked to submit further information
[(through ESB), for which we have an absolute deadline of Dec Q7 We wish to do this as
quickly as we can, however before we do, | believe is would be more fruitful for us to start
the local engagement process now. Rather than organise a large general meaeting, we would
propose calling to each of the houses in the area to explain the project, hear any concerns
and understand how these can be best addressed. | understand that this was the approach
taken by the nursing home which you stated had worked well.

The correspondence, with Fingal Council was discussad, in particular the investigation for
patential unauthorised works in connection with the site. Noel had pointed out that he had
lodged the complaint to Fingal, and showed a copy of a letter he had received this morning. |
had mentionad that work had been done to construct the fronthaul duct under twe Tz rozad
opening licenses. This work was done by M&M Contractors on our behalf. This was to
plug into additional ducts being constructed by Aurara Telecom (Borg Gais) and also the
ESB Telecom network as we would be leasing the site from ESB.

| had mentioned that we had received a letter frem Fingal and that that ESB would have
received the same, We had communicated to Fingal as mentioned above that the ducts
constructed were needed for the cable, were done under the Tz licence and would link
into an Aurora, netwerk. That ideally the CLS would be located at the proposed site but it
was not & critical failure point for the project if the CLS was not as currently planned. Itis
our positicn that the builds were separate elements in the scheme but you considered
them to be linked due to a nature area we were passing through. It was also noted that
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the letter Noel had received back frem Fingal referenced the wrong planning application,
however this is cutside our contral.

5. Itis my interpretation that the major concams (outside of the historic ESB issues) are what
the building will look like?, how it will fit into the proposed site?, impact on the existing
hedgerow and trees, what additional screening we can provide?, and what If any noise
impact it will have for local residents who are close to the site? Another point raised was
compliance with the local developrment glan, particularly distance from the road, and to
other existing structures. This site in particular appears to be a sensitive location given its
history. Im a hypothetical scenario if we could find & new site along the L1285 road {i.e. not
the ESE site], where there was sufficient space to be set back from the road, have
appropriate distance from existing residential structures where we can add additional trees
screening would it be seen favourably? Passibly with your local assistance to identify such a
location, and if we were able to lodge a new planning application after local consultation
perhaps this might be more beneficial for everyone? | would be interested to hear your
views on this.

If we are to remain at the existing site, as we discussed we have no objection to constructing
a footpath or financng Fingal council to do the same once it is specified in the planning
conditions. Without Fingal clearance we do not have authority to do this on our own
initiative.

6. Separately to the application for the planning permission there were some questions raised
about the foreshore licence application to land the cable itself. It was mentioned by Eoghan
that it said in our documentation that the public were consulted during the process, who it
was however was unclear. There were guestions arcund power feed to the cable and
dizruption and future use etc. As a take away we will clarify with Alcatel/Intertek what local
groups were consulted during the process. | thought it would be worth clarifying some other
issues also in advance

3. The cable from Loyghshinmy to Blackpool and the Isle of Man, is unpowered. There
is power at the station to power the equipment at the site, this is not for the cable.
There is no power, only light in the actual cable. On the other side of the UK from
Mewcastle to Denmark due to the distance the cable is powered, but thisis a
different system. | wanted to categorically clarify this.

b. Dwuring the installation of the cable at lower tide we will dig 3 narrow trench to about
2 meters deep into which we will lay the cable. As the cable is about the size of
garden hose this will be quiet a narrow trench. Once installed the trench will be
filled in and the beach fully restored. There will be no visible trace once work is
completed. The cable will be buried to 2 meters depth along its length, so it will not
impact on going use of the harbour. Should there ever be any plans to develop the
harbour further we will work with Fingal to best accommodate this if the event
arises_ 50 aside from the few days disruption during installation there will be no
ongoing impact to the local use and enjoyment as exists now.

. You had some guestions around ELA which we will need to assess, and revert, but it
is our understanding that all the reguirements in regards to the ElA and the licence
application have been fully complied with, and there will be no ongoing impact to
the natural environment.

| hope you feel this is an accurate summary of the discussions today. If you can permit us, we will
formulate responses to the points raised and revert back to you in the coming weeks. | would hope
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we could have something by October 11" {3 weeks), but we will endeavour to revert sooner. In the
meantime | am happy to hear any feedback you may have.

Kind regards
Kevin

Kevin Foley
Chief Financial Officer
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Celtix Connect - Havhingsten Telecommunication Cable Dublin

Reference Number:
FS006915

STRATEGIC IMPORTANCE CLAIM by AQUA COMMS [T

Thiz application is one element only of the ‘North Atlantic Loop® project and must be assessment in conjunciion
with all other elements of this project.

& Al Environmental Impact Statements must address all elements of this project as defined by AGUA
COMM'S a3 the ‘North Atlantic Loop’

® Mo element of this project within 'EU Boundaries’ can proceed prior to recedving the required planning
approvals.

The foreshore fion” is of the ‘North Atfantic " project and within the Co Council areg is
linked to

[206677: ESE Lowabshiony 28KV substation, Featherbed Lane, Loughshiony. Skemies (F19AR169)]
[T2 ROAD OPENING LJCENGES,  20190F0451; 2019F0674; 2019DF0E76]

[sexesal marine notices have been issued and work completed including the laying of submarine cable
and land based activities within the area of Irish Jurisdiction]

® In contravention of EU Directives and Irish Statute Law from the ‘beach manhole’ to the ‘proposed landing
station’ (referred fo within this foreshore application) all civil works have been completed by AQUA
COMMS or their agents.

®  |arge paris of the ‘Morth Atlantic Loop® project within the area of reaponsibility of the Irish Government
have been completed in contravention of EU Directives and Supreme Court (of Ireland) judgements
o AS THE PROPER PLANNING PROCEDURES WERE NOT FOLLOWED BY THE AFPFLICANT OR
THEIR AGENTS) ON THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE MUST BE REJECTED.
o NEITHER LACK OF KNOWLEDGE OF THE PLANMING REGULATIONS OR COST INCURRED TO
DATE CAN OVERRIDE ADHERENCE TO THE FLANNNG REGULATIONS AND THEREFORE THIS
APPLICATION MLUST EE REJECTED

®  Not withstanding the above the applicant has failed to provide any supporting data to substantiate their
claim that this “cable’ is of ‘strategic importance” to lreland, a ‘claim’ which they are using to ride
roughshod over the Fingal Development Plan for this area. Without this evidence and taken in conjunction
with the fact that other documents submitted by the applicant {or their agents) in connection with this
“foreshore’ application confained a large amount of Tfactually incormect’ data and were littered with “claims’
which have been proven inaccurate by residents the claims made by the applicant in this foreshore
application should automatically be discounted as Tactual’ until scientific based evidence is produced to
substantiate any such claim made.
ON THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE MUST BE REJECTED

®  The applicant has also failed to consider the Governments Strategic Infrastructure plan in its entirety and
has if approval for this “project” goes ahead it will be contrary to some very substantial and strategically
important elements of the ‘Strategic Infrastruecture Plan®
ON THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE MUST BE REJECTED

The Role of Data Centres in Ireland’s Enterprise Strateqy
This stotement outlines the role dota centres play in Irefand’s ambition to be o digitol economy hot-
spat in Europe. ireland currently hosts severol globol players in the ICT sector and boosts o strang
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codre of techrology-rich irish owned enterprises. The evidence speaks for itself with 16 of the top 20
software campanies, 3 of the top 10 US ICT companies, the top 10 ‘barn on the web companies’, and
4 af the top 51T services companies based here. Data centres are central to the digital ecanamy

Dato centres require significant communicotions infrastructure, international cable capacity, ond
facal fibre cannectivity. Ireland hos been well served in this regard. reland’s attractiveness as g
location for dota centres will be enhanced with the completion of planned direct cable connection to
the EU. Such internotional telecom connections may take on odded importance in light of the United
Kingdom's decision ta leave the European Union (EU), as doto centre operotions locoted outside the
EU gre not subject to refevont EU regulation or legislation (e.g. General Data Protection Regulation
{GDPR) ar the EU-US Privocy Shield).

*  AQUA CONMMS claim this cable is of ‘strotegic importance’ to Ireland but
according to the Government in their strotegy document ‘Ireland has been
well served in this regard” thereby diminishing AQUA COMMS’ daim of
‘strategic importance”

it is important thot investments in communications infrostructures are made that leveroge the
aavontoge af a number of regionol locations in terms of energy supply. Avoilability of dedicated and
resilient communications infrastructure in regional locations where renewable energy resaurces are
developed would focilitate increased development of data centres outside af the Dublin orea.

*  Whatever importance’ the cable has in relation to the ‘Strategic
Infrastructure Plan’ it is not dependent on the AQUA COMM selected
‘route’.

®  The route was chosen by AQUA COMMS simply because it was the
‘cheapest’ option to meet their objective

® This submarine cable is but ‘one element’ of a larger project whose
objective is to provide a more efficient backup to existing ‘internet
backbone' routes linking 3 continents (Morth America, Europe & Asia)

RETM SELECTS ACHLLA COMMS TO DELIVER TRANSATLANTIC
COMMECTIVITY
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From Interxion Ireland DAC - DUB2 Data Centre

‘Located just 8km from Dublin City Centre and connected te the TS50, Dublin's Metropolitan
Broadband Network, Interxion's DUB2 data centre is an ideal home for your business critical
ICT infrastructure. |GGG thc facility offers
uninterruptible power supplies, diverse data communication connections, environmental
controls including climate control and fire suppression, and state-of-the-art security.

About RETN

Interxion DUB2

ADORESS

Hume avenue, 24, Dublin, keland

(intsoson DUB2)

AVAILABLE SERWCES

NTERAET  ETHERNET
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*  For AQUA COMMS this cable is of Strotegic importance’ for their company
from an ‘investment’ point of view. The cable is of strotegic importance’ to
their customers who are ‘global backbone internet providers” and this cable

allows RETN for example connect to the US

Agcar Lo Meaf-Genavation fibre-Cpt Cabde St Provides the Sacifooe Setwren £ INT

vy Hrk drd £ ot Points of Presence ey Commime it pheaed thai RETH har seiecied AECOnner, our nex-
With e than 100 Thin of detgresd chpanty, AECEnRRL & & 100G penmnation Hbreoptic cable myvem, B0 prowide tamatlansc
Complianr, [ober 0T SPOMESR] SEnem (et olifeel inndvather opmcal pohsdctialy e the compal beckbans Aeteark” et Rgel
sechnologies, indudiag the lates mchaokogy of 130 x 10 Gbps per Mre Bargifl, Chied Eeunbve OfMos of Agua Comms. “Offering dbersity
padr, Tramsatlantic tevts conducied over AlConnact valldate the of B-0M wavebsagthn  beween two ol the major Isteraational hebe, this highly secere and
sunning al 200 Gh, and 16-CAM winelergihs rurning a1 150 Ghsi BETH owri and operates @ iec gHally wpdem b aiss futene-prooled
Desse Dbz RATHM ] rtvmdh el COverags in Ggaedl inceased capacity requirementi, & dermand thin only
Eamen Eurnge ard sl which [rreddes varboundcy ey serdces aroas thiee  AfConmect, and ot legacy mpsdem, can wihfy”
Speiicerts sod 7% oprarier,

®  The ‘main purpose’ of this cable in the words of AQUA COMMS’ CEO

Hurricane Electric Selects Aqua Comms Tor High-Capacity Connection
Between New York and Dublin

0 Gigabvt Waves of High Capacity Connectivity 00 Amencs Ewnpe Connect- [ Provides Low
Ladwncy Roufe Thal s Devoarse From Company'® Pty Trantafiante Crooefs

DUBLIM - MARCH 20, 201® - Agua Comms DAC ("Aqua Comma], the
i|'|| 1 eparator of Iraland's Nrst Sedicated subsea fibre-oplic setwork interconnecting
Hawm Fork, Oublin sndl London, announces loday that Byrricains Cleciris has
activated sne L0 Cigalit mawes of high Cagadity conssctivity Batwesn New vark
AQUACOMMS  and Dublia o Agua Comms’ America Eursps Conmect-1 [ABC-1) jubsaa cable
wystam. The provisioning of sscure and rellable capscity on Aqua Comma’ et
generation undersea network will improwe the speed, performance and resibency of Hurricana
Electric’s glotal Intemet backtons, and consequently a8 its P Transit Custoemers” natwarks,

“dqua Comms’ Amerca Europe Conned-1 subsea cable system
prowides an impertast lisk Batwesn several of the weeld's mest
wital social snd scenamic hubs,” tates Migel Bayll, Chisl
Excutive OMcer, Aqua CHmmS. "We e pleased that Hurmicana Eleorss has selecbed AEC-1 10
provide 100G minvas Servicn. This high capatity connsctivity will daliner sssentisl transgart on a lom
Iatency rowte from Kew York to Dublin, coward 1o Manchester snd Amuterdsm, and mainland
Europe, which s diverss from its existing CirouEs bo London snd Parks,”

HURRKANE ELECTRIC
INTERSET BERVICES

® This project is simply to leveroge a current investment in ‘infrastructure’
when the expected ‘tenfold” increase in caopocity requirements roise the

value of ‘submarine cables’ in general. This cable adds no value to this area,

and does not meet the ‘objectives of the Development Plan” for this thigh
amenity’ area in a ‘rural” landscape
OM THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE MUST BE REJECTED
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*  The employment figures directly associoted with ‘dota centres” in ireland is
quoted directly from the

Government-Statement-Data-Centres-Enterprise-Strategy. pdf

Employment in data centres are high value jobs, and although the numbers directly employed in
data centres is relatively low at 1,800

Aside from the 1,900 or so workers involved each year in the construction of data centres here,
according to the Construction Industry Federation, our Irish owned construction firms now compete
effectively on international markets and generate @ further 5,600 jobs through overseas activities.

®*  The seafood industry employs 11,000 of which 1650 are bosed in Dublin
region. Submarine cables are a direct threat to the future of this industry
AQUA COMMS do not provide any scientific evidence to support their claim
that ‘this cable and other known projects” will not significantly impact the
environment

Employment in the Fisheries Sector

The seafood industry supports the economic viability of many coastal communities. directly genarating or supporting
approdmately 11,000 jobs. This includes full and part time/casual employment in the fisherles, aguaculture, seafood
processing and ancillary services seciors and is basaed on the maost recent BIM survay data available

0N THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE MUST BE REIECTED

® There are many more ‘issues’ identified with the provision of ‘strategic
infrastructure’ which AQUA COMMS did not oddress in the ‘environmental
impact assessment’. The fully loaded power consumption of the ‘Tonding
station’ alone is 40Kw. The Government clearly stotes the need to toke
‘mitigating” steps

However, os lorge consumers of electricity, doto centres also pase particular challenges to the
future pianning ond operation of o sustoinoble power system. The Government recognises these
challenges and will toke steps to mitigote them

The incregsed renewable electricity requirement linked ta energy intensive investments will be mainly
delivered by the development of the new Renewable Energy Suppart Scheme (RESS) which will olsa
refiect falling costs ocross a range of renewoble technologies and an ambition to INcregse community
and citizen participotion in renewabie energy profects

# Direct impact on environment — electricity generation causes air pollution
and is a significant contributor to global warming. AQUA COMMS did not
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address this issue in relation to the power consumption of both ‘landing
stations’ in their Environmental Impact Statement

Currently, o large portion af existing ond planned dota centres thot ore due to connect ta the
electricity system are expected ta be in the Dublin areq. Bosed on existing doto centres, committed
expansion and expected growth, total demand could treble within the next ten years. A consistent
and suppartive whole of gavernment approoch will be brought to the realisation of the transmission
and distribution ossets required to support the level of doto centre ambition thot we adapt

* |mpact on the environment is immediate when additional Data Centres or
increased bandwidth (such as additional submarine fibre cables (HAVFRUE [/
AEC2) is provided. AQUA COMMS intend to provide part, if not a substantial
part, of this ‘tenfold’ expected future increase in capacity requirements.
They have not provided any assessment of the “future’ requirements of this
industry or their intended plans to provide future ‘infrastructure’ which are
known at this stage due to the large investment costs involved. Their
‘environmental impact assessment” does not address this aspect of their
plans nor the expected tenfold increase in bandwidth requirements
generally

Government Stotement on The Role of Dota Centres in irelond’s Enterprise Strategy

_..In line with Enterprise 2025 Renewed, Project Irelond 2040 and IDAs Winning: Foreign Direct
Investment 2015-2019 strotegies to stimulate regional development, IDA Irefond is intensifying its
activities to pramote o range of regional aptions for dota centre investment, hoving regard ta the
success af Dublin in attrocting doto centre investment to dote ond copocity for future growth. 1DA
Irelond has recently identified specific sites in regions thraughout Ireland that ore potentiaily suitable
Jor occommaodating the sustainable development of large scole doto centre projects in terms of
proximity to necessary energy and other appropriote infrastructures .

*  AQUA COMMS did not address this aspect of the Government Strategic
Development plan in their application giving reasons as to why these
‘identified’ locations were not chosen for their ‘cable landing’ point

0N THIS BASIS ALONE THE FORESHORE LICENCE MUST BE REIECTED

In summary AQUA COMMS failed in every sense to support their claim that this proposed
cable is of a strategic nature and that their only option was to land this cable in
Loushshinny, a small coastal village over 20Km from the T50 fibre ring.

The reality is this project is no more than a group of investors trying to take the ‘easy
route’ of aligning with a private limited company called ESB Telecoms Limited who have
used their relationship with ESB Networks and EjrGrigd to use land within designated ESB
Sub-stations to pursue their objective of ‘maximising profits’ for all parties involved. It
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was for this reason that Lpyghshinny harbour was chosen as just 2Km inland there existed
an "ESB Sub-station’ with the required ‘unused’ land just waiting for a ‘cable landing
station’ to appear. The fact that the following paragraph is contained in the

Government Statement on The Role of Doto Centres in ireland’s Enterprise Strategy document is
pure coincidence

-EirGrid ond E58 Netwarks work clasely and innovatively with dota centre developers to maximise
the capobility of the network to support timely connection and operation of doto centres...

ON THE BASIS THAT ESE OWN A SUBSTATION WITH SPARE CAPACITY, WITH EXCESS LAND WATHIN THE SITE
NOT BEING USED, WITH INSIDE KNOWLEDGE OF THE FLAYERS IN THIS INDUSTRY [INCLUDING AQUA COMMUSE)
THE DECISION TO USE LOUGHSHINNY AS THE LANDING SITE WAS MADE FOR THE SIMPLE BUSIMESS REASON
OF LEAST COST TO EACH PARTY IN THE CONSORTILIM

S0 COMFIDENT WERE THEY OF THE OUTCOME THAT THEY COMMENCED DIGGING UP THE ROADS IN THIS
AREA FRIOR TO RECEIVING ANY FLANMNG FERMISSION.

WTHIN THE Government Statement on The Role of Data Centres in Ireland’s Enterprise Strotegy

COCUMENT THERE ARE TWO PARAGRAPHS AND' WE WALL KNOW SHORTLY WHETER THEY MEAN ANYTHING OR
ARE JUST FINE WORDS

Government Stotement on The Role af Dota Centres in Ireland’s Enterprise Strategy
... The Government recognises that there aiso is @ balance to be struck between the need to take
account aof community ond public concerns around individuo! prajects...

... has robust lows and reguiations in ploce which govern planning ond environmental considerations
and allow for proper consultation and appeol for each propased investment. Indeed, it is ireland’s
focus on quality and sustainable growth that reinforces our ottractiveness as o location for dota
centre investment by corparations that hove a high regard for corparate sociol responsibility and
enviranmental sustainability over the longer term. lreiand’s...

BASED ON ALL OF THE ABOVE THE FORESHORE LICENCE MUST BE REJECTED
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|
APPENDIX 1A

®  There is certain basic information which any applicant must provide for an
application for a foreshore licence. This information is provided so that the
application can be judged on its merits. For example the planned route of the cable
must be provided, a survey of this route must be undertaken so that the ‘potential
impact’ of the cable on the environment can be estimated. The route survey also
provides information of a ‘safety’ nature in relation to ‘unexploded ordnance’.
Obwiously, this information needs to be gathered in a timely manner so that it is
‘current’ and therefore relevant to the application

*  AQUA COMMS have failed in this step. The information they have based their EIS
statement on, for example, is ‘dated’ and therefore not of relevance to the
proposed project. The original survey carried out to ascertain the suitability of the
proposed route was carried out at various times commencing in September 2018,
If this project goes ahead then this information will be approx. two years out of
date

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the results obtained during the inshore and shallow water survey
for Segment 51-1 of the Havhingsten Cable Route fram BU Port Erin to BMH
mm.MmmﬁmmaﬁtEEw.

Alcatel Submarine Metworks (ASN) commissioned Fugro, to undertake the survey for
cable route design and engineering.

Thee proposad Segment 51-1 route between BL Port Erin to BMH Loughshinny, is B0L626
lom long (PSRO3_29 APR 2019).

This report presents detailed results for the survey. It comprises a descriptive text and
dm-lsdmﬂr? the bathymetry and geclogy along the route, together with appendices
of supporting information.

The ﬁkmﬂmmmmnaﬂib%ﬂ:mmmm
was on 06 June 2019. The inshore survwey was out from 25 September
to 03 October 2018 using the inshore vessel Alumaster.

The offshore geophysical survey for this segment was carried out by MY Fugro Helmert.
MV Fugra Helmert operated between 4-8, 17-18, 20 and 23 October 2018 on this

segment.

The offshore geotechnical survey for segment 1 was conducted from 16 to 26 November
by 05V Cecilia

The following table summarises the operations performed for the survey anea.

Vessel | 555 | SBP | MBES | MAG | PC | GC | G5 | CPT | Diver | Topo | SBES

MVFugro | o | v v
Helmert

03V Cecllia L

Alumaster | ¥ o HiA| ¥
s ey e —
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#®* However, more seriously, the survey preceded the Air Corps firing exercises and
the Air Defence Artillery firing exercises which were carried out throughout the
period 1* January 2019 to 31* December 2019 in an area adjacent to the ‘proposed
cable route”

FUGRO GERMANY MARINE GMBH

Layles 53°39.2535 N 6° 09.7542' W

Vessel activities:

* Current position: LAT: 537 39 2535 N, LON: 0067 09.7542 W
» At ancheor. Waiting on weather
Operarions:
* 5V Fugro Helmert is conducting a Geophysical Survey along the planned cable route.
* As soon as the sea state improves sufficiently Fugro Helmert will proceed to the very southern part
of Block 6 as indicated by the red arrow in Figure 1 below:
* Operations will continue around the area indicated by coordinates 1 and 4 in Figure 2 below
* Survey operations consist of running lines, towing squipment approx. 200 m behind the stern of the
vissel
The works from Loughshinny in North Co Dublin

on an east-northeasterly route were scheduled to
commence yesterday (Wednesday 26 September)
and will last for around 30 days.

HEF)

Motice to Mariners

Fuiighed 7| oichber 1
Peorm [epam trams o Tarbrran

AlR CORPS FIRING EXERCISES AND AIR
DEFEMNCE ARTILLERY FIRING
EXERCISES

WCTICE 5 HEREEY GRVEN thal A Corps Evirc bt ihor Dhfirnco iy
Flrrng Emrchiams will b bk - ot sl b wrder
EAST CXMAT - BEN HEAD [DAKCER AREAD 1)

Throughout the period § BNLIAETY o 3L DECEMBER Air Corpa. sncl Adr
Dl ot By Furig B s safll beb oo ngt ins o s oof BEM HEAD),

The Kurger 5 i 0 s cont: e Foliosing oo

il

i b By i e e o 300 contrd an GORRMARE TOM AF It naf
RO M DS LT W

= Wi ey vl o i ! il 100 i s DR MARETON
AERCHRCMAE (ST Y T R O™ LT T W e et encing seswand with
il R . (o (o ot D 11 5l 005
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®* |t would be easy to say that artillery shells, being heavy, would sink straight down
to the seabed and therefore not end up in the route of the cable. But that would
be excluding the possibility of storms and/for fishing vessels in combination or
separately moving the unexploded ordnance slowly southward into the proposed
route of the cable. AQUA COMMS's do have a section on ‘unexploded ordnance”
which states that ‘none’ were discovered during the ‘route survey'. So the only
claim AQUA COMM's can make based on this data is that no ‘unexploded
ordnance” from the 2017 live fire exercises made their way south into the path of

the ‘proposed cable’.

s g g sy ey ey i - ey azmicy npaany

| [T (D Bk b [ |
== ) = T 1 ..

Fila: HAVHINGETEN_S1_BAIH LOUGHEHRNY . BU POAT lwﬂ!%
Sateni  Srplen

B R st gy B

2 Sample of the ‘Toute survey’ report which is dated 19" October 2018

5 2019
- EAST COAST - BEN HEAD (DANGER AREA [ 1)
- Throughout the period 1 JANUARY to 31 DECEMBER Air Corps and Air
B
T Defence Artillery Firing Exercises will be carried out in the area of BEN HEAD.

= = the smaller segment of a cirdle of radius 10MM centered on GORMARNSTON

- [ T~ = AERODROME [53%38°31° N; 06%1:3'43° W) and extending seawards with
—— _/ radial boundaries on the true bearings 015 and 104°
= r =
- “Eabmuing (3t
Fl ~ I o
L

*  AQUA COMM's claim that 2 further ‘cable route works’ were carried out, one using
hull mounted multibeam echo sounder lines to survey the route. AQUA COMM's
provided the Dept of Marine with the co-ordinates for where the ship, MV FUGRO
HELVERT, will be carrying out this work, who then issued Marine Notice 35, of
2018, which is shown below with the map provided.

® The second ‘cable route works" involved 3 days of ‘pre lay grapnel run and route
clearance’. AQUA COMM's provided the Dept of Marine with the co-ordinates for
where the ship, ||j D"AIX, will be carrying out this work, who then issued Marine
Motice 13, of 2019, which is shown below with the map provided.
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Marine Notice No. 35 of 2018
Notce 0 sl SEpowners, Fishag Vessel Owiers, AQents, SvOmasey Skppen Fabes
Yachiomen ond Sestrwy

The Depanment of Transpor, Toutsm and Spon has been scvised that Fugro wil e
caning ol madne cpealions on beball of Akcatel Submardne Networks for the
Havhingsien Subsea Cadle System project, The works are scheduled 0 Comments on e
20" Seotember 2010 803 baat for approxiwaiely 30 days

The vessal ivolved wil be the MV Fugro Helmerr' (Catsign: ZONME)

The veasel wil be munning hud mounted Mulbean eco sounder Ines Worg e reposed
rte. Towng oG SUCh 38 Mag! and side SCan 30N Wil Be used duning
Do shalow wikier phase, Fom ca. 105 m of waler depth and shaliower, The vessel will slow
“own of 5% tom Sme 1© Bne 0 measue he speed of sound I the water, and 10 periorm

Seomchnical measurements

Survey Ares:
| SYAFITEN
{ SYUITIIN

Marine Notice No. 13 of 2019
Notce 5 ol Shpowners, Faweg Vessel Oaners, Agests, Shprecies. Sippers Fabers
Yochtsomo and Seslwers

The Depanment of Transpon, Touwtsm aad Spon Ras been sdvised Ml &8 pan of
ARG of e Marne DA of e HAVHINGSTEN submaning Tbre oplic cabie system, »
pre-lay N and route wii be n ieh walers ke 3
cays rom 31 May 2010 % 2 Jure 2019,

The s AN Wl Be subject 10 change Sue 1o extensl
Bciors, Incuding, but not necessartly Wiled 1o, weather, SQUDMEnt of vasser downlime.

The kocation of 1o Pre-Lary Grapnel Run in Msh waters s indicated by Seg 1.1 In he image
at Figure 1 below, with the coordinates a3 follows

— PO 2
Betesen Lﬁ‘!o"i’ﬁ

[
(o [sssen

The Pre-Lay Geapne! Run will De compieied By the Cabis Sn ‘e TAKR (Catagn FICT)

Busgow Denmark
o
Oderne
; United .
Kingdom e ;
b NS08 v
@ of Man
<
Covet rdaw M e
Wﬂ o
Q
Liverpool | au:m
) \v
Amsterdam £ Hanover
UNGLAKD R~ . < ENe Sy
». =
oo WALES = The Hagues Netherlands Z¥
LB pEUSR LIRS NOSESH
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# Unfortunately the co-ordinates provided are somewhere off the Dutch coast and
are clearly not related to the application submitted for a ‘foreshore licence’ in
Loughshinny Co Dublin. The ‘red pins’ are Marine Notice 35 and the ‘blue pins' are

Marine Notice 13
# Extracts from other documentation which ‘dates’ the survey work to Sept/Oct
2018
Revision Date Drescription Prepared by Revised by Approved by
L F. Hesemann,
0 0512728 | Preliminary L. Palamenghi M. Wagner B. Wichand
D. Pryne,
1 22703/2019 Provisional L. Fal hi M. Wagner B. Wichand
2 | 1970602019 Final L Palamenghi |\ wagner | . Wichand
The following wersions of this report have been issued:
Revision Ho, Date Description
2 Final 19/06/201%  |Final Results
1 Provisional | 22/03/2019 |Provisional Results
0 Preliminary | 05/12/2018 [Pretiminary Results
Approval
Docurment Prepared By: Date: 19/06/2019
L. Falarnenghl, Reporting
Manager
Approved for kssue: Date: 19/06/201%9
M. Wagner, Delivery Manager
Date: 19/06/2019
B. Wichand, Project Manager
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RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOSED CABLE

lAPPENDIX 1B

® The appropriate legislation states that an ‘appropriate assessment’ is required as

part of the ‘Environmental Impact Assessment’. AQUA COMM'’s have complied

with this by producing
B Appendss A - Erwi A Methodology
B Appendx B - Apphcation Cormidor Coords

[2) Appenda C - Cable Burial Assessment

(5] Appenda D - Fisherses Activities Repont

(8 Appenda E1 - Marine Ascharology Desk Based Asseisment
(5] Append E2 - Marine Aschaeclogy Foreshore Sueveys

(3] Append E3 - Marine Aschaeclogy Geepbrysical Survey

(5) Appenda F - Appeopriate A ~Stage 15 3
(3] Appenda G - Underwates Sound Medeling
(5] Appenda H - Sesiment Susp and Cable

[3) Appendax 1 - Marine Survey Repart - BU Port Exin to MM Loughshinny
[5) Appendan |2 - Intertidal Habitat Report

[5) Appenda 13 - Benthic Characterization Report

[2) Appenda ) - Pre-Appication Consukation

The outcome of this is an
Environmental Impact Statement

Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) is a process for
anticipating the effects on the
environment caused by a
development. An Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) is the
document produced as a result

of that process.

® The applicant has failed to comply with the rules as can be seen below
o Applicant failed to disclose full scale of project
o Applicant failed to disclose ‘transboundary effects’

* Al pre-appication stage, when the developer infally dscusses the project wih
HPLG (Mame Planning and F Section), e per i er 0
0 00800 M SOE-IDIBCINCN COMFUININE Wil) StARIROKE'S

+ In Bccordance with he Admus Convendon Implementason Guide, Insh
logislaien parntanag t Envitosmentas Inpact Assessment ACoRS %
Informaton on e EMecnmant and putic PAMICHABIN PrOCeSUIeS MUres
NOtCes of 3ppicatons to e publshed 1) 3 NEWSDADE: Nat is crculated In the
relovant area and'or cndne The F Act 1933 (35 amended)

that an who has an mpact

statement (E1S)_Mmuzt pulblen § CONCE I @ newspaper arculating i the detnct
In which is sBusted e foreshore %0 Which he 3ppBCANon Tetales stating

+ Tl Me perscn has made an appcaton and ndicating the Jocaton and

Jgtute of B pecooe 1o which the appbcation relates,

* S18005 that 40 EXS has Dean orepared n espact of e proposal

* Statng whithee secton 10C of e Fereshore Act which conceens

nat have TS 1 the
« StaBng that I NINS1( &5 1e5DONTRIE TOF MAkIng 3 COCHION 6N N
Sppicaton and that the Minstar may o2ner grant, apsrove of consent 1o

e apoication wih our wihout CONABONS Of agF
where apphcable, or refuse the appication
+ staang that o n refaton to Me effects

on the esvronment of he proposal may be made in witng %o the
sppropriate Mirster within § weeks foom Ihe peblcaton of e nobice.

* Spechying the times 8 which #nd e place where, withn § weeks Som e
Pubhcaton of e nolice, B copy Of e JppBCAN0N, 1he EIA 8nd sy olher
TONVANt (P OF NIOMMALON (NChadng COPMS Of aty SDMES0nS

o oy he Mirestor =ay be
N500C103 1ee of Charge of pUIChased 3t 3 pece 10 Do detenmunad Dy that
Ministor {which shall not be moce than the reascnatie cost of Be making
1 COpY OF COPRS CONCemed)
» Where further = by HPLG a

Dageemoyssine RS

EEEET

ANl .l!.cllcul .E

e oy

ot
-

‘on the

Dot 2000 Jarnsary 2000

e, Saneteh it 2t

RESPONSE OF LOUGHSHINNY RESIDENTS TO PROPOSED CAEBLE

® The foreshore governing legislation calls for the following
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APPENDIX 2: CHANGES TO EIS SUBMITTED JAN'20

QCT19 EIS DOCUMENT JAN'20 EIS DOCUMENT
Table 3-2 lists the meetings and discussions held prior to submission of the Foreshore Applica and people contacted
Loughshinny Community Association

Skerries Islands SPA [IEQ04122] 2.03km 2.28km
Rogerstown Estuary SPA [IE004015 2.65km 2.74km
Rogerstown Estuary SAC [IEGO0208] 2.65km 2.82km
Lambay Island SPA [IECR4069] 4.9km 4.8km
Lambay Island SAC [IE000204] 5.36km 5.33km
MNorth Anglesey Marine SAC 7km from the Irish/UK median line

Malzhide Estuary SPA [IE004025) B.56km 7.56km

significant numbers | high numbers
Az such, there is potendal for mstallaton works to have a distwbance efiect onthe species | As such, there is potental for mssallation works to have 3 disturbance efiect on the species which may be Traging fom tis sie

Baldoyle Bay SPA [IE 004016) 14.26km 14.0%km
Ireland’s Eye SPA [IE 004117) 14.26km 14.26km
River Nanny Estuary and Shore SPA [IE 004158] 14.45km 14 58km
West Wales Marine SAC [UKDB030397] 98.5km 99.3km
Lieyn Peninsula and the Sarnau SAC [UKD013117) 104.4km 102.4km
Morth Channel SAC [UKO0030395] 46km 60.9km
Cardigan Bay SAC [UKOD12712] 160km 160km
Bristol Channel SAC [UKD030326] 260km 222km

MNOTE : Distances are fixed and easily measurable. Environmental impact not so

Skerries Islands SPA 2.03 km 2.28km
Baldoyle Bay SPA B.56 14.09km
Malzhide Estuary SPA 14.26km 14.08km
Lambay Island SAC 5.36 km 5.33km
MNorth Anglesey Marine SAC Tkm Tkm
West Wales Marine SACSB.5 km 99.3km
Lleyn Peninsula and the Sarnau SAC 104 4km 102.4km
MNarth Channel SAC 46km 60.9km
Cardigan Bay SAC 160km 160km
Bristol Channel SAC 260km 222km

Ireland’'s Eye SPA [IE 004117] 14 26km not in summary table 5.4

not expecied o significandy aflect fhe population dynamics of eher cormorant or chag breeding pairs, encunng
the congeryaion objecives for the siie are mamiained,

Az the pressurs-recepior pathway i the zame for 2l sitee they have been grouped together for dizcuszion below

not expecied o reducs he range or afiect the population dynamics of eifher comorant or chag breeding pars,
locaed on and surounding Parick's island encuning the conservaton objeciives for the oife are mamiained.

Az cetacean are highly mobils species and [As] the pressursrecepior pathway i the came for all sites they have been grouped together for dizcussion below
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High miensily noises such as fom seismic survey, explosions ...

potentally leading o the death of the animal (Southall et al. 200)....

Injury from continuous sound — cable installation

There is little information on potential effects of sound on marine mammals, resulting
from the installation and operation of subsea cables; research has typically focused on
high intensity impulsive sound sources such as seismic survey and piling. The Oslo and
Paris {O5SPAR) Convention (2012} considered that sound associated with the
installation, remowal or operation of submarine cables is less harmful compared to
impulsive sound activities such as seismic surveys, military activities or construction
work imvolving pile driving (O5PAR Convention 2012). However, frequent noise
exposure can lead to longer term effects assodated with continuous stress (National
Research Coundl 2003). Chronic stress in marine mammals can result in infectious,
neoplastic, allergic, inflammatory and autoimmune diseases, and also can reduce
reproduction; however, stress-induced reactions are hard to identify {Mational

The Irish Planning Report - Technical Appendix F concudes that sound resulting from
cable installation activities {DP vessel, trenching, rock placement etc.) does not exceed
the thresholds for permanent (PTS) or temporary (TTS5) injury. Cetaceans and pinnipeds
are therefore not at risk of injury from the cable installation {rock placement and vessel
noisa).

Disturbance from continuous sound — cable installation

The modelling presented in the Irish Planning Report - Technical Appendix F concuded that
all marine mammals are vulnerable to disturbance from cable installation activities, but the
zone of influence is small; 130m radial distance from activities. The cable installation
activities will move slowly along the marine cable corridor and although animals may briefly
awoid the activity they will return to an area once the activity has passed through. The
current level of shipping and ambient sound within the Irish 5ea will not increase significantly
from the presence of the project vessels during the cable installation

Depending on the timing of the installation and maintenance activities it may overlap
with the peak peried (August) for harbour porpoise sightings in Irish waters

no Unexploded Qrdanance Survey carried out

OFPOSITE PARAGRAPG COMPLETELY REMOWED FROM 2020 APPLICATION

The Irish Planning Report - Technical &ppendix F concludes that sound resulting from
cable installation activities (DP vessel, trenching, rock placement etc.) does not exceed
the thresholds for permanent (PT5) or temporary (TT5) injury. Cetaceans and pinnipeds
are therefore not at risk of injury from the cable installation (rock placement and vessel
noise).

Disturbance from continuous sound — cable installation

The highly precautionary modelling presented in the Irish Planning Report -
Technical Appendix G [F] concluded that all marine mammals have the potential
to be disturbed if within 130m of the installation vessel (based on ship using
dynamic positioning). This value is highly precautionary and the Z0I is likely to
much reduced due to the effect of ambient noise in the marine environment
(appendix g). produced from cable installation will be extremely low level and
localised and limited to the footprint of the vessel and immediate surrounding
area. The current level of shipping and ambient sound within the Irish 5ea will
not increase significantly from the presence of the project vessels during the
cable installation

Harbour Porpoise occur[s] year-round within the site...

The peak peried for Harbour Porpoise sightings in Irish waters is August. Harbour
porpoise from the site are expected to be present within the installation and
maintenance area, with 6.93 animals/km2 being identified within the northern half the
site (MPWS 2013d)
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Assessment against conservation ohjectives

The ZOI of disturbance from cable installation and maintenance activities is small, up to
130m from the installation vessel affecting up to 0.053km2 [approximately 0.019% of the
SAC) around the vessel at one time which will progress slowly through the SAC. This area
is highly conservative. Animals will be able to return to the surrounding area as the
installation progresses across through the SAC. The change in underwater noise will not
be sufficient to cause death or injury or significant disturbance i.e. disturbance that
excludes animals from more than 20% of the relevant area of a site in any given day. In
addition, as existing levels of shipping within the site are moderate (reaching 20 hours of
vessel activity per month at points (EMODnet 2019)), animals are likely to be habituated
to vessel noise and the installation and maintenance activities will be within background
levels. Wessels will pregrass quickly through the area and animals will be able to return
within hours. Therefore, the installation and maintenance activities will not adversely
affect the harbour porpoise pogulation within the site. There will be no artificial barriers
to site use ensuring access to suitable habitat is maintained.

It is possible that harbour porpoise from these sites may be observed in the proposed
installation and maintenance area given that the proposaed activities are located inthe
same MU as these sites [Celtic and Irish S5ea MU), and there is known to be an interchange
of animals across the MU.

The four sites are located between 7km and 260km from the installation and lie within UK
waters. As highly mobile species it is possible that harbour porpoise from these sites will
be present within the installation and maintenance corridor. Disturbance effects will be
the same as for animals from the Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC i.e. brief, with animals
able to use the area within hours of the vessels passing through. In additicn, noise
generated from cable installation and maintenance activities will not affect harbour
porpoise habitat or pray availability and harbour porpoise will still be a viable component
of these sites. The marine cable corrider also passes through other jurisdictional waters
(UK offshare (Wales and Northern Ireland), and the Isle of Man), and therefore the effects
of the project have also been considered by the Havhingsten UK Habitats Regulations
Assessment (HRA) which will include details of the Welsh sites, with any protected sitesin
Isle of Man waters being covered by the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the
lecation.  As Havhingsten is a linear project the activities in the marine environment will
occur as one set of activities i.e. the cable installation spread will move along the cable
route passing through the Irish Offshore through to UK offshore and Isle of Man waters.
Animals disturbed will be able to move in and around the works returning to areas quickly
after the activity has passed through. The level of disturbance will be brief and will not
adversely affect the harbour porpoise population at the sites. Therefore, there will be no
intra-project cumulative effects

Assessment against conservation objectives

The ZOI of disturbance from cable installation and maintenance activities identified in
Appendix G is highly precautionary and does not account for background noise levels
from shipping, fishing activities and pleasure craftwhich would effectively reduce the ZOI
further if included in modelling. Existing levels of shipping within the site are moderate
(reaching 20 hours of vessel activity per month at points (EMODnet 2018)), The Z0I for
assessment purposes is up to 130m from the installation vessel affecting up to 0.053kma2
[approximately 0.015% of the SAC) around the vessel at one time.

The Z01 surrounding the installation will progress slowly through the SAC and will be
within the site for up to 14 hours (worst case). The short duration and extent of the
potential disturbance will not produce a barrier to the species range within the site and
will not in any way effect the species population through disturbance. Animals will be
able to use the area throughout installation and / or maintenance activities. Animals
range widely across their Management Unit and therefore effects to harbour porpoise
from installation and maintenance activities will not adversely affect the harbour
porpoise population within the site or other Annex Il or Annex IV animals form other
more distant sites and within their Management Unit. Animals within the area are
unlikely to be affected by the vessel noise and cable installation and no potential for
significant effect to harbour porpoise population within the Rockabill to Dalkey Island
SAC has been identified from the proposed activities

It is possible that harbour porpoise from these sites may be observed in the proposed
installation and maintenance area given that the proposad activities are located inthe
same MU as these sites [Celtic and Irish Sea MU), and there is known to be an interchange
of animals across the MU.

The four sites are located between 7km and 222km from the installation and lie within UK
waters. As highly mobile species it is possible that harbour porpoise from these sites will
be present within the installation and maintenance corridor. The simple Z0| of
disturbance calculation from cable installation and maintenance activities identified in
Appendix Gis highly precautionary and does not account for background noise levels from
shipping, fishing activities and pleasure craft which would effectively reduce the ZO|
furthernif included in the modelling. Existing of shipping within the site are moderate
{reaching 20 hours of vessel activity per month at points (EMODnet 2019)), The Z01 for
assessment purposes is up to 130m from the installation vessel affecting up to 0.053km2
at any one time surrounding the vessel. If animals from these sites are within the
installation area it is expected that disturbance effects will be the same as for animals
from the Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC i.e. brief, with no restriction to animal range, prey
availability or which would have effects to their population will occur. Some disturbance
to the seabed will acour during cable installation, however no significant disturbance to
the supporting habitat for harbour porpoise is expected.

P

le basis is 'other noise' does not effect animals
should be cumulative effects
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Assessment against conservation chjectives

It is possible that bottlencse dolphin from these sites are observed in the marine cable
carridor given that the proposed installation and maintenance activities are located in the
same MU (i.e. the Offshore Channel and SW England MU). However, the baseline description
concluded the densities of animals in the region are low.

The zone of disturbance from cable installation is small (130m). Lleyn Peninsula and the
Sarnau SAC and Cardigan Bay SAC are located 104.4km and 160km from the proposed
installation and maintenance activities. Therefore, noise generated from cable installation
and maintenance activities will not result in significant disturbance to bottlenose dolphin
from these sites.

Assessment against conservation objectives

The Lambay Island SAC lies 4.8km from the marine cable corridor and therefore it is possible
that grey and harbour seal from the site will be present in the water around the installation
vessel. From August through to December animals are likely to be hauled up on beaches for
pupping. Seals are likely to flee if vessals approach within 900m (Brasseur & Reijnders 15%4),
suggesting that they will avoid the area before they encounter sound levels that will harm
them. Given the large foraging ranges of pinniped species and given the distance to breeding,
moulting and resting sites is greater than 200m from the corridor then the presence of the
installation vessels will not cause animals to flee when engaged in their lifecycle activities.
Therefore breading, moulting and resting sites will b2 maintained in a natural condition.
Underwater noise will not act as an artificial barrier as noise changes will be brief, and animals
€3N return to waters once vessel passes through. Therefore, installation and maintenance
activities are not expected to adversely affect both harbour and grey seal populations at this
site

Assessment against conservation cbjectives

It is possible that bottlenose dolphin from these sites are observed in the marine cable
corridor given that the proposed installation and maintenance activities are located in the
same MU (i.e. the Offshore Channel and SW England MU). However, the baseline description
concluded the densities of animals in the region are low.

The zone of disturbance from cable installation is small (130m). Lleyn Peninsula and the
Sarnau SAC and Cardigan Bay SAC are located 102.4km and 160km from the proposed
installation and maintenance activities.  As highly mobile species itis possible that bottle
nase dolphin from these sites could be present within the installation and maintenance
corridor in low numbers.  The simple Z01 of disturbance calculation from cable installation
and maintenance activities identified in Appendix G is highly precautionary and does not
account for background noise levels from shipping, fishing activities and pleasure craft which
would effectively reduce the Z0I further if induded in modelling. Existing levels of shipping
within Irish Sea are moderate. The Z0I for assessment purposes is up to 130m from the
installation vessel affecting up to 0.053km2 at any one time surrounding the vessel. If animals
from these sites are within the installation area it is expected that disturbance effects will be
the same as for animals from the Rockabill to Dalkey Island SAC i.e. brief, with no restriction
to animal range, prey availability and no effect to population or condition of the species will
ocour form the proposed activities. Therefore, noise generated from calle installation and
maintenance activities will not result in significant disturbance to bottlenose dolphin from
these sites.

Assessment against conservation cbjectives

The Lambay lsland 3AC lies 4.5km from the marine cable corridor and therefore it is possible
that grey and harbour s2al from the site will be present in the water around the installation
vessel. From August through to December animals are likely to be hauled up on beaches for
pupping. Seals are likely to flee if vessals approach within 900m (Brasseur & Reijnders 1554),
suggesting that they will avoid the area before they encounter sound levels that will harm
them. Given the large foraging ranges of pinniped species and given the distance to breeding,
moulting and resting sites is greater than 200m from the corridor then the presence of the
installation vessels will not cause animals to flee when engaged in their lifecycle activities.
Therefore breading, moulting and resting sites will b2 maintained in 2 natural condition. The
simple Z0I of disturbance calculation from cable installation and maintenance activities
identified in Appendix G is highly precautionary and does not account for background noise
levels from shipping, fishing activities and pleasure craft which would effectively reduce the Z0|
further if included in modelling. Existing levels of shipping within Irish 5ea are moderate. The
Z0| for assessment purposes is up to 130m from the installation vessel affecting up to
0.053kma2 at any one time surrcunding the vessel. Underwater noise will not act as an artificial
barrier a5 noise changes will be brief as the vessels pass through the areaTherefore, installation
and maintenance activities are not expected to adversely affect both harbour and grey seal
populations at this site

211



5.5 does not address 'invasive species’

The applicant must assess all risks and possible 'pressure receptor pathway'

553

lps ES8

Natura 2000 Screening Assessment — this section summarises the findings of the Natura 2000 screening assessment and Natura Impact Assessme| Summary of Screening of Appropriate Assessment — this section summarises the findings of the Appropriate

p6& Appendix) Consultation - evidence of all consultation undertaken to date for the project.
pe (Section 2.3.2.2 provides detail as to why Loughshinny was selected).

reasons why donabate was not selected

pll Table 2-2 Consultation in Ireland

2.3.3  Consultation

Table 2-2 lists the meetings and discussions held with primary advisors and consultees prior to
submission of this Foreshore Licence application.

Table 2-2  Consultation in Ireland

Stakeholder

Marine Institute

Department of Culture, Heritage
and the Gaeitacht

Department of Culture, Heritage
and the Gaeitacht

Department of Culture, Heritage
and the Gasitacht

Underwater Archaeology Unit

Department of Culture, Heritage
and tha Gasftacht

MNational Parks and Wildiife
Service (NPWS)

Marine Institute
Department of Culture, Heritage

and the Gasltacht

Fingal County Council

Irish Fish Producers

Bird Watch iraland

Date Objective

15/06/2018 hteeting — to introduce the project and identify
constraints

20/06/2018 Contact to arrange 3 mesting with Forethare Unit to
introduce the project while on site visits.

21/06/2018 Discussion with FU an the propesed Donabate
Landing Site and existing Survey Foreshore licence.
Enquire about potential variation to foreshare
licence.

/ © and gui

assessment requirements

15/06/2018 Introduce the project and identify constraints

of Foreshore Enquiry

11/09/2018 ASN meating request / enquiry fintraduction to Case
Officer = advised no meeting required at this stage

06/09/2018 ‘Contacted 1o introduce the Project and identify
constraints — advised NPWS will respand to main
apglication

11/09/2018 Quaries on technical information provided for pre-
application

12/09/2018 Foreshore Unit confirmed that the project can
proceed to Application Stage

13/09/2018, Introduction ta scope af project and enquiry for need

01/11/2018, for planning permission

20/11/2018
Contacted ta i the project

14/02/2019 Contacted regarding avaitability of Loughshinny and

surrounding area Bird Count data

does not address 'invasive species'

For there to be a potential cumulative effect (PCE) between the proposed installation and
maintenance activities and another project, plan or licensed activity there must be & commeon
pressure-receptor pathway which overlaps spatially and temporally

For there to be a potential cumulative effect (PCE) the effects from the Project and other plans and
projects must overlap spatially. If there is no spatial overlap between the pressures within a Natura
2000 site, the pressure from the plan or project can be screened out at this stage.

Electricity Supply Board

1t Screening

Pre-Application Consultation - evidence of all consultation undertaken to date for the project

2.3.2.2 Donabate

Table 2-2 Consultation in Ireland

233 Consultation

Table 2-2 lists the meetings and discussions held with primary advisors and consultees prior to

of this Licence appl

.ﬂm

Stakeholder Date

Maring Institute 18/06/2018 IMagting = 1o introduce the project and identify
constraints

Geclogical Survey of Ireland 19/06/2018 Meeting — to introduce the project and identify
constraints

Hawth Harbour Master 20/06/2018 Mesting ~ to introduce the project and identify
constraints

Department of Culture, Heritage and | 20/06/2018 Contact to arrange a meeting with Forashare Unit to

the Gaeltacht introduce the project while on site visits.

Department of Culture, Heritage and of th

the Gasftacht

National Parks and Wildlife Service 13/09/2018 Response to introduction of the project = advised NFWS

(NPWS) ‘will respond to main application

Department of Culture, Hertage and | 12/09/2018 Foreshore Unit confirmed that the project can procesd

the Gaeltacht ®, Stage

Fingal County Council 13/09/2018, Intraduction to scope of project and enquiry for need.

01/11/2018, for planning parmission
20/11/2018

Irish Fish Producers Organisation 03/02/2018 Contacted to introduce the project

Bird Watch Ireland 14/02/2019 Contacted regarding availability of Loughshinny and
surrounding area Bird Count data

Fingal County Council 13/05/2019 Provide shore end connection information for
information

Mr Faulkner (Fisherman] 11/06/2019 Intreduce the project to Loughshinny fishermen and
provide point of contact & response

Bord lascaigh Mhara (BIM) 11/06/2019 Introduce the project to Loughshinny fishermen and

provide point of contact
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In general,

251

Fingal County Council P installation for

discussion

Mr Faulkner (Fisherman) 11/06/2015 Introduce the project to Loughshinny fishermen and
provide point of contact.

Bard lascaigh Mhara (EIM] 11/06/2019 preject to L i and
provide paint of contact.

Mr Hickey (Fisherman) 11/06/2019 Introduce the project to Loughshinny fishermen and
provide point of contact.

Irigh South & East Fish Producers. 12/08/2029 Introduce the project to Loughshinny fishermen and

Organisation (ISEFPO) provide point of contact.

Mr Flanning (Fisherman) 13/06/2019 project to i and

provide point of contact.

le or no preparation of the seabed is required prior to laying cables

Seabed preparation

In general, little or no preparation of the seabed is required prior to laying cables. The route centreline
has been optimised to avoid large boulders, hard cropping rock and gravel deposits where possible.
Any smaller boulders will be removed during pre-i ion ing. In the approach to
Loughshinny the route crosses a boulder field of fine to medium sand with numerous small boulders.
In addition, the route crosses sub-cropping rock covered by fine to medium sand for approximately
100m from approximately KPE0.04, During the marine cable route survey 38 of the 42 sonar contacts
identified by the shallow water survey; and 36 of the 40 contacts in the inshore surveys were boulders.
The remainder of contacts were debris and one wreck (Fugro 2019a) One linear magnetic contact was
observed at KP72.47, no potential unexploded ordnance were identified (Fugro 2019a).

unexploded ordanance - survey carried out - live fire 2019

route. The cable burial assOffshore cable installation will commence from the
Irish/UK median line and run toward Loughshinny landing site. Onshore installation;

the installation of the BMH and horizontal directional dri

ng will be completed

before the marine cable reaches shore. essment (Appendix C) estimates that 75.74%
of the cable route in Irish waters can be installed using a plough. Trenching may not
be possible in short sections where hard seabed geological units are found, or where
the cable crosses the Interconnector 1 gas pipeline.

Offshore cable installation will commence from the Irish/UK median line and run
toward Loughshinny landing site. Onshore installation; the installation of the BMH
and horizental directional drilling will be completed before the marine cable reaches

shore.

Stakenolder Date Objective

Mr Hickey (Fisherman) 13/08/2018 Introduce the project 1o Loughshinny fishermen and
provide point of contact.

Irish South & East Fish Producers 12/06/2019 Introduce the project 1o Loughshinny fishermen and

Organisation (ISEFPO) provide paint of contact & response.

Mr Flanning (Fisherman) 13/08/2018 Introduce the project to Loughshinny fahermen and
pravide peint of contact and respanss,

Detalls of the above consultation are included in Appendix ).

CHECK APPENDIX )

In general, little or no preparation of the seabed is required prior to laying telecommunication cables.
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route.

Seabed preparation

The route centreline has been optimised to avoid large boulders, hard cropping rock and gravel
deposits where possible. Any smaller boulders will be remeved during pre-installation ploughing. In
the nearshare approach to Loughshinny the route crosses a boulder field of fine to medium sand with
numerous small boulders. In addition, the route crosses sub-cropping rock covered by fine to medium
sand for i 100m from KP80.04. During the marine cable route survey 38
of the 42 sonar contacts identified by the shallow water survey; and 36 of the 40 contacts in the
inshore surveys were boulders. The remainder of contacts were debris and one wreck (Fugro 2015a)
One linear magnetic contact was observed at KP72.47, no potential unexploded ordnance were
identified (Fugro 2019a).

The cable burial assessment (Appendix C) estimates that 95.21% of the cable

route in Irish waters can be installed using a plough. The remaining 4.79% will be
subject to post-lay burial. .

Offshore cable installation will commence from the Irish /UK median line and run
toward the Loughshinny landing site. Onshore the installation of the BMH and
horizontal directional drilling will be completed before the marine cable reaches

share

213



The embedded mitigation are detailed within each assessment Section (where
relevant to the topic) and gathered together in a Schedule of Mitigation in Section 6

P26 COMPARE SECTION 6

P27 Shipping density information were obtained for 2017 in the Irish S2a (Figure 3-1) and

in proximity to Loughshinny landing site {Figure 3-2). High shipping densities are
represented in red in these Figures, while lower densities are in blue

p29

At the Interconnector 1 crossing lecation and during any maintenance activities,
wessels may be stationary at a site for up to 3 days. The crossing is within an area of
busy shipping traffic (Figure 3-1). The implementation of a temperary exclusion zone
around the works will again cause temporary disruption to shipping traffic. However,
as for installation, there will be sufficient sea room far manoeuvring and vessels will
be able to make minor alterations to passages. The effects identified are not
significant and will be controlled by compliance with embedded mitigation as
summarised in Table 3-2.

NOTHING

The embedded mitigation is detailed within each assessment Section (where
relevant to the topic) and gathered together in Table 2-7 below.

Table 2-7 Embedded Mitigation inherent to the Project’s design

The cable route corrider in the landfall approach falls partially within the
Loughshinny harbour area. The north side of the Loughshinny cove has a concrete
breakwater / harbour wall providing mooring opportunities and protection for small
vessels predominantly used by a number of small fishing vessels and eccasional
pleasure craft. The mooring completely dries at low tide. The proposed installation
footprint is not within the Loughshinny harbeur area, however some temporary
disturbance to access of the breakwater area may occur during shore end
installation.

Shipping density information for the region were obtained for 2017 in the Irish Sea
{Figure 3-1) and in preximity to Loughshinny landing site (Figure 3-2). High shipping
densities are represented in red in these Figures, while lower densities are in blue

The cable cressing with the Interconnector 1 pipeline is located within an area of
busy shipping traffic (Figure 3.1). During any maintenance activities, vessels may be
stationary at a site for up to 3 days

The proposed crossing location with the Interconnector 1 pipeline is within an area of
busy shipping traffic. Due to increased shipping in this area, there is a higher
probability of ship collisiens. However, ASN best practice measures will be
implemented to minimise the potential for collision. The cable lay operation will be
performed on a 24-hour basis to ensure minimal time that vessels will be stationary
and reduce navigational impact on other users (in addition to maximise efficient use
of suitable weather conditions) and vessel and equipment time. Netifications will be
issued in accordance with statutory procedures to ensure navigational and
operational safety (and will include notification via Kingfisher and notice to mariners
/ NAVTEX, with confirmation of crossing position, cable type, depth and crossing
angle are sent 1 week, 48 and 24 hours in advance, as well a5 on completion of the
crossing and use of appropriate marking and lighting). The crossing is within water
depths of over 70m, therefore no reduction to water depth will occur that may be of
concern for navigational safety.

During maintenance activities, the implementation of a temporary exclusion zone
around the works will again cause temporary small scale disturbance to shipping
traffic while repairs are carried out. However, as for installation, there will be
sufficient sea roem surrounding the exclusion area for manoeuvring and vessels will
be able to make miner alterations to passages. The effects identified are not
significant and will be controlled by compliance with embedded mitigation as
summarised in Table 3-2
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p29 Table 3-2.

Table 3-2 Impact assessment summary for insta on and maintenance activities
pping & navigation
Activity Embedded  Potential Effect Receptor Magnitude  Sensitivity  Significance
Mitigation
Route 6 Vessels will be Commercial Negligible | Low Mot
clearance, requested to shipping and significant
PLGR, cable remain st least other 388 users
lay 500m (radial
distance] from
Crossing, 6 the Installation Commarcial Low Low Slight
wessels, requiring | ShiPPing and
wessels tomake | CTherses uters
route
adjustments.
* Embedded mitigation i listed by I0 code in Table 6-1
P30 On an average day, more than 1,000 fishing vessels are active in the waters around Ireland,

clocking up more than & million fishing hours per year. Most of the seabed near Ireland is
trawled at least once per year and some regions are trawled more than 10 times per year.

Fishing is clearly one of the most significant uses of the waters Ireland.

Table3-2 Impact assessment summary for installation and maintenance activities —

shipping & navigation

Determinstion of patential cflest Impact Assessment

Acsivity Embedded  Forentiel Recepron Magnitude  Sensiwity  Sgrificsnce  Project La—
Mitgation  presie Spehe Sgmheance
o Mitgution

NGR cable | ES Cisplacemant | Commarcal  Megim Low sigh: . Sight

by e wippng and

other sea wsers

— ] Coliionof | Commercial | Medium Low Sight - ight
nsmanaton vesses snipping ana
and ot sea wsers
msistanance
activities
Crangesta [— tow Norsignfeant - o
wter dezeh sigteanee
trom
Instatation of
easle
fratection

* Embedded mitigation i listed by 1D code in Table 2-7

** commarcial fishing considered in section 3.2

Most of the seabed near Ireland is trawled at least once per year and some regions are trawled
more than 10 times per year.
The greatest threat to cables from fishing a ity result from dredging and trawling activities.
Trawl scars are visible on the seabed within the marine cable corridor, indicating historical

= Nephrops — The nephrops fishery is located within the Irish Sea mud belt West and South West
of the Isle of Man. Nephrops is the main demersal species landed within the Irish Sea and are
primarily targeted using otter trawls [ICES 2018). The proposed crossing with the
Interconnector 1 cable will require the installation of rock protection utilise up to 75m long
within a footprint of up to 687.5m2. This installation will change the habitat type from fine soft
sediments to harder substrate. However, the profile of the rock berm will be over trawlable for
the protection of the cable and fishing vessels.
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