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 8/6/2021        Ref: FS006233  

Report: Harvesting Seaweed by Oileann Glas Teorant (OGT) Ltd.  
at Trawbreaga Bay, Rutland Island and Sound and Mulroy Bay, Co. Donegal 

 

Foreshore Application on behalf of Oilean Glas Teo (OGT) to hand harvest seaweed in 

Trawbrega Bay, Rutland Island and Sound, and Mulroy Bay in Donegal (FS006233) –your minute 

of 20/1/2021 and attachments refer- 

In relation to the above a Foreshore Licence Application has been received from Oilean Glas Teo 

(OGT) to hand harvest a total of 14000 Tonnes of Asophyllium nodosum (seaweed type) for 

commercial purposes in the following areas along the Donegal coastline: 

Rutland Island and Sound  8000T 

Mulroy Bay    2000T 

Trawbrega Bay   4000T 

Also included with this licence application is a request to harvest in the above areas for R and D 

purposes the following species of seaweed: 

100 T of Laminara Digitata 

100T of Fucus sp (Wrack) 

100 T of Chondrus crispus (Carrageen) 

100T of Palmaria palmata (Dillisk) 

My report in relation to this application is as follows: 

SUBMITTED DOCUMENTATION 

The following Documentation was submitted by OGT with the support of Aquafact (acting as 

their Consultants for this project) in support of this application: 

Completed Application Form dated 17/9/2013 

 

Natura Impact Statement  for hand harvesting of Ascophyllium nosodum  in Mulroy Bay SAC 

prepared by Aquafact Consultants and dated 6/9/2013 

 

Natura Impact Statement (Version II) for hand harvesting of Ascophyllium nosodum  in Rutland 

Island and Sound  SAC prepared by Aquafact Consultants and dated 25/2/2014 



 

Natura Impact Statement (Version II) for hand harvesting of Ascophyllium nosodum  in 

Trawbrega  Bay SAC prepared by Aquafact Consultants and dated 25/2/2014 

 

Memorandum and Articles of Association  and Certification of Incorporation for OGT 

 

OGT ‘’Algae Feed’’ and ‘’Algae Green Amenity’’ Brochures, OGT ‘’Algae Feed ‘’ information 

leaflet and OGT ‘’Raw Materials Management ‘’ document. 

 

Notes regarding the Company overview and accompanying brief outline of the company’s 

current management operations both nationally and overseas 

 

Seaweed Resource  Management Power Point Presentation by OGT dated28/11/2013 (A4 copy ) 

 

OGT’s  5 Year Harvesting Plans for the three areas based on field biomass surveys undertaken by 

Aquafact  on 6/9/2013 and 9/9/2013  

 

OGT DAFM Register and OGT ‘’GMP B2 (2010) Certificate ‘’ 

 

 

Drawings Maps as follows(all prepared by Aquafact ) 

 

Key to Plan Maps 1 to 4 (1:50000 on A3) –re Mulroy Bay application- 

Maps No’s 1, 2, 3 and 4 (1:20000 on A3) –re Mulroy Bay detailing Foreshore Licence application 

areas hatched red 

Admiralty Chart for Mulroy Bay (A3 size)- showing overview to harvesting locations including 

access points and summary biomass details 

Admiralty Chart for Mulroy Bay (A3 Size) specifically delineating Harvestable Area and Access 

Points 

Key to Plan Maps 1 to 3 (1:30000 on A3) –re Coast of Rutland Island and Sound application- 

Maps No’s 1, 2, and 3 (1:15000 on A3) –re Coast of Rutland Island and Sound application 

detailing Foreshore Licence application areas hatched red 



Admiralty Chart for Rutland Island and Sound (A3 size) - showing overview to harvesting 

locations including access points and summary biomass details 

Admiralty Chart for Rutland Island and Sound (A3 Size) specifically delineating Harvestable Area 

and Access Points 

Key to Plan Map 1 (1:15000 on A3) – re Trawbreaga Bay application- 

Maps No 1 (1:15000 on A3) –re Trawbreaga Bay application detailing Foreshore Licence 

application areas hatched red 

Admiralty Chart for Trawbreaga Bay (A3 size) - showing overview to harvesting locations 

including access points and summary biomass details 

 

OVERVIEW 

OGT started operating in September 2004 and operate out of a 1500m2 Udaras factory based in 

Kilcar Co Donegal. The company employ 18 full time staff. In addition 8 seaweed harvesters are 

employed as harvesters and operate under the management of the company’s Sustainable 

Seaweed Harvesting Programme’’ OGT spent its first 15 months developing ,testing and 

perfecting a liquid seaweed product under the name –‘’AlgaeGreen’’ 

Specific Markets into which OGT operate include for the following: 

Amenity Market 

AlgaeGreen was launched onto the Irish Golf Course market in 2006 as an organic peat, 

.Conditioner for trees, greens and fairways .OGT has 50% of the Irish Golf course market and 

exports to Golf Courses in UK, France, Portugal, Spain and USA (including Pebble Beach) 

Diversifying to other sectors this product is now used on top horse race courses in UK, European 

Premier and Champions League Clubs including Arsenal, Real Madrid and tennis clubs including 

Wimbledon. 

Agriculture and Horticulture 

The product is used for all types of fruit and vegetable growers. OGT’s entire product carries the 

European Organic IMO certification. 

Animal Health 

This market began for the company in 2011 and already accounts for 10% of the company’s 

export business. The animal food products carry the GMP European Quality Certification. 

The seaweed harvesting presently occurs along the shoreline in the area of Rutland and Sound. 

The nearest town is Dungloe. As the business expands and in order to maintain reliable and 



consistent source of supply, this proposal requests the opportunity to also harvest seaweed in 

Mulroy Bay and Trawbreaga Bay. 

‘’Other traditional foreshore users in the current harvesting sites are aware of the Company’s 

harvesting programme and all parties work in harmony with each other’’ and ‘’the harvesting 

programme is traditional to the area for hundreds of years ‘’ (so states Applicant).  

 

PROPOSED HARVESTING METHODOLOGY 

Details of the proposed seaweed harvesting method , which will apply to all three locations, are 

provided in the Application documents and in particular with reference to  the Seaweed 

Resource  Management Power Point Presentation by OGT dated28/11/2013 (A4 copy ) and can 

be summarised as follows: 

 

All seaweed is freshly harvested by hand by experienced harvesters (14 no contracted by OGT) 

as has been done traditionally for several centuries. At low tide the harvesters use a hook in 

order to cut the seaweed plant from the rock leaving app 20 cm of the main shoot attached to 

the rock. This allows the seaweed plant to replenish within 3-5 years depending on the water 

flow in the area.  All sites operate a harvesting management programme whereby a section of 

mature seaweed will be retained adjacent to areas of freshly harvested seaweed.  This process 

protects the habitat of local species and allows for a continuous germination programme. OGT’s 

proposed 5 Year Harvesting Plans for the three areas based on field biomass surveys undertaken 

by Aquafact on 6/9/2013 and 9/9/2013 is included in the documents submitted in support of 

this application. It can be seen from these programmes that the sustainable harvesting biomass 

for each area is of the order of 15% with the licensed tonnages being sought in each case being 

approximately 10% of the total biomass. Therefore subject to these 5 year harvesting 

programmes OGT propose to operate comfortably within the sustainable biomass harvesting 

limits which is acceptable-it also would allow for some limited take up by other operators  in the 

same areas should the issue arise in the future- 

A rotation programme within sites allows for the harvested areas to remain untouched for a 

period of time until new seaweed plants get sufficient time to reach maturity. Only then will the 

harvester return to the area to harvest the older and more mature seaweed. 

 

The seaweed is put into nets pulled by boat up to the shore (if offshore). The seaweed then 

bound with nets and ropes is left at low shore allowing high tides to float the bundle (which 



would weigh app one tonne ) higher up the shore  to facilitate easier  transportation to a 

suitable pier where it is collected by truck –with use of lifting crane- for onward delivery to 

OGT’s processing factory at Kilcar. No seaweed will remain onshore for any more than a few 

days before collection. The access landing points for access/truck collection purposes are shown 

(by red arrows) on the Admiralty Chart Maps (of A3 size) in the submitted documentation for 

each of the three locations. It can be seen that for Mulroy bay there will be 11 No access points 

servicing app 90km of harvestable coastline, in the case of Rutland Island and Sound 11 No 

access points will service app 95.7km of harvestable coastline while for Trawbreaga Bay 4 No 

access points will service app 15km of harvestable coastline.  The access points in the main shall 

consist of existing small landing piers/slipway facilities. A joint site inspection on 15/10/13 , with 

O.G.T and MLVC members, of a couple of these facilities  confirmed that these type landing 

facilities are suitable for the  truck collection of the harvested seaweed and should not impact 

on any other legitimate uses of the same landing facilities by other parties.  

 

PROPOSED FORESHORE DEVELOPMENT/HARVEST COLLECTION 

The proposed hand harvesting of seaweed at the three locations shall be undertaken over a 

significant extensive area of foreshore along the coastline as outlined with reference to Maps 

1,2 ,3 and 4 (Mulroy Bay) , Maps 1, 2 and 3 (coast at Rutland Island and Sound) and Map 1 

(Trawbreaga Bay) and in summary the proposed collection  details are as follows: 

 

Mulroy Bay 247Ha (90km of coastline) 2000T per annum (harvest collection) 

 

Rutland Island/ Sound  567Ha (95.7km of coastline) 8000T per annum (harvest collection) 

Trawbreaga Bay  536.18Ha (15km of coastline) 4000T per annum (harvest 

collection) 

 

Also included with this licence application is a request to harvest in each of the above areas for 

R and D purposes the following species of seaweed: 

100 T of Laminara Digitata 

100T of Fucus sp (Wrack) 

100 T of Chondrus crispus (Carrageen) 

100T of Palmaria palmata (Dillisk) 

 



REVIEW OF NATURA IMPACT STATEMENTS FOR EACH AREA 

In the case of all three proposed locations a Natura Impact Statement has been prepared by 

Aquafact Consultants on behalf of OGT for each area. . These documents dated 9/9/2013 

(Mulroy Bay) and 25/2/2014 (Version II for ‘Rutland Island and Sound’ and ‘Trawbreaga Bay’) are 

included with the Application. These documents will be reviewed in time by the Department’s 

Environmental Consultants in relation to carrying out an Appropriate Assessment determination 

on behalf of this Department as the Competent Authority and can be summarised as follows: 

1 Mulroy Bay 

Figures 4.1 and 4.2 show the c SACs and SPAs within 15km of the harvesting area and Table 4.1 

details the qualifying interests of each of the Natura 2000 sites. Following a Screening Stage the 

designated Natura 2000 sites of relevance to the proposed seaweed harvesting activities are the 

Mulroy Bay c SAC (IE002159), Sheephaven c SAC(IE001190), and Greers Isle SPA(IE004082)  

within which  harvesting will occur and also further designated sites in close proximity to 

proposed harvesting area which are Lough Swilly c SAC(IE002287), Leannan River c 

SAC(IE002176), Cloghernagore Bog and Glenveigh National Park c SAC(IE002047), Horn Head 

and Rinclevan c SAC(IE000147), Lough Swilly SPA(IE004075), Lough Fern SPA(IE004060), 

Derryveagh and Glendowan Mountains SPA(IE004039) and Horn Head to Fanad Head 

SPA(IE004194). 

Table 5.1 lists these Natura 2000 sites and their distances from the seaweed harvesting area 

Figure 5.1 and 5.2 show their locations in relation to the harvesting area. A detailed discussion 

on the ‘’Characteristics of the Designated Sites is presented at Section 5.2 of the NIS. and the 

‘’Conservation Objectives ‘ for the Natura 2000 sites are presented and discussed in Section 5.3. 

 

Section 6 of the NIS outlines details of the receiving environment which includes for an 

Environmental Survey whose aims were to map the harvestable areas and determine the 

biomass of Ascophyllium nosodum within Mulroy Bay c SAC and determine the effect harvesting 

would have on the Mulroy Bay c SAC in terms of its conservation objectives. This survey was 

undertaken by Aquafact personnel on 24/7/2013. Figure 6.1 shows the survey locations and the 

results and data from this survey are presented in Table 6.1 (Pg. 61-64). 

There is 90.06km of harvestable coastline in Mulroy Bay c SAC. The green line in Fig 6.3 shows 

the harvestable areas of A. nosodum. The survey concludes that there is a total biomass of 

19712 T for the area and OGT intends to harvest 2000T annually which is 10.15% of the total 

available biomass. 



Section 7 of the NIS presents an ‘’Assessment of the likely effects’’ of the proposed harvesting 

activity on the designated Natura 2000 areas.   The harvesting activity will result in the following 

potential effects: 

Trampling of flora and fauna during weed cutting 

Uncovering previously hidden fauna e.g. winkles, crabs, fish thereby making them available as 

prey items 

Uncovering of sediment and subsequent desiccation by sunlight thereby impacting infauna 

Reduction in ‘dampening effect’ of the weed thereby increasing sediment erosion 

Disturbance by cutters and boats to birds, seals and otters 

Removal of biomass that would have previously been taken up naturally by ecosystems 

Based on the above the potential impacts to the Natura 2000 sites were determined and are 

outlined in the NIS (more detailed review by the Department’s Environmental Consultants  

In Combination Effects (ref 7.12 of NIS) 

‘No existing or proposed activities occur in the area that would result in in combination effects’. 

COMMENT 1 

Foreshore Unit have previously received a communication from DAFM (dated 9/1/2014  before 

this Application was parked ) confirming that there is substantial aquaculture operations in 

Mulroy Bay and that  indeed the seaweed application overlaps with 13No aquaculture sites ( 

both licensed and applications pending decision by DAFM at that time ) From a technical 

viewpoint these operations can co-exist in the same general area since they will not be 

competing for the exact same footprint of area (I e seaweed on jagged irregular rocky outcrops, 

oyster trestles on flat sand surface).Furthermore it is noted at Q 4.3 of the completed 

Application Form that ‘’other traditional foreshore users in the current harvesting sites are 

aware of the company’s harvesting programme and all parties work in harmony with each 

other’’. If this is the case then it would appear that heretofore the traditional seaweed 

collection activities have not impinged on any on-going aquaculture activities and is unlikely so 

to do in the future either. The Department’s Environmental Consultants can take this into 

account in their review of the NIS for Appropriate Assessment purposes from an ‘In 

Combination Effects Perspective’’ 

Mitigation Measures 

These are presented at S8 of the NIS. 

OGT  has prepared a sustainable harvesting plan for the annual harvesting of A. nosodum in 

Mulroy Bay ( ref OGT’s  5 Year Harvesting Plan for Mulroy Bay  based on field biomass surveys 



undertaken by Aquafact  on  9/9/2013 ,included in the suite of application documents). This will 

act as a mitigation measure to ensure that conservation status of the c SAC is safeguarded 

 

The annual cutting of c 2000 T of A. nosodum will have a residual impact of removing app 

10.15% of the total biomass of these algae. Site rotation will ensure that the plants have the 

possibility to re-grow prior to future harvesting four years later. Given the total biomass of A. 

nosodum in Mulroy Bay, it is not considered that this residual impact will have any significant 

negative impact on the functioning of the SAC. 

 

Conclusion (in NIS)  

The NIS concludes that ‘’none of the qualifying interests, habitat functioning or conservation 

objectives of Mulroy Bay c SAC(IE002159), Sheephaven c SAC(IE001190),and Greers Isle 

SPA(IE004082) (within which the harvesting will occur) or  Lough Swilly c SAC(IE002287), 

Leannan River c SAC(IE002176), Cloghernagore Bog and Glenveigh National Park c 

SAC(IE002047), Horn Head and Rinclevan c SAC(IE000147), Lough Swilly SPA(IE004075), Lough 

Fern SPA(IE004060), Derryveagh and Glendowan Mountains SPA(IE004039) and Horn Head to 

Fanad Head SPA(IE004194), will be significantly negatively impacted by the proposed seaweed 

harvesting operation in Mulroy Bay.  

 

COMMENT 2 

See COMMENT 1 re in combination effects and the existence of aquaculture activities. This 

would be a matter for the Department’s Environmental Consultants in their review of this NIS 

and preparation of an Appropriate Assessment Determination on behalf of this Department  

2 Rutland Island and Sound 

Figures 4.1 and 4.2 show the c SACs and SPAs within 15km of the harvesting area and Table 4.1 

details the qualifying interests of each of the Natura 2000 sites, the potential impact (if any) 

upon them and the screening assessment for each qualifying interest. Following this  Screening 

Stage the designated Natura 2000 sites of relevance to the proposed seaweed harvesting 

activities are the Rutland Island and Sound c SAC(IE002283) within which harvesting will occur 

and also further designated sites in close proximity to proposed harvesting area which are 

Termon Strand c SAC(IE00195), Gweedore Bay and Islands c SAC (IE001141), Illancrone and 

Inishkerragh SPA(IE00004132), West of Ardara/Mass Road c SAC(IE000197) ,Roaninish SPA and 

West Donegal Islands SPA (IE004230). 



Table 5.1 lists these Natura 2000 sites and their distances from the seaweed harvesting area 

Figure 5.1 shows their locations in relation to the harvesting area. A detailed discussion on the 

‘’Characteristics of the Designated Sites’’ is presented at Section 5.2 of the NIS and the 

‘’Conservation Objectives ‘ for the Natura 2000 sites are presented and discussed in Section 5.3 

Section 6 of the NIS outlines details of the receiving environment which includes for an 

Environmental Survey whose aims were to map the harvestable areas and determine the 

biomass of Ascophyllium nosodum within the vicinity of Rutland Island and Sound and 

determine the effect harvesting would have on the Rutland Island and Sound c SAC in terms of 

its conservation objectives. This survey was undertaken by Aquafact personnel on 25 and 

26/6/2013. Figure 6.1 shows the survey locations and the results and data from this survey are 

presented in Table 6.1 (Pg.31-33). 

There is 95.7km of harvestable coastline within the Rutland Island and Sound c SAC. The green 

line in Fig 6.3 shows the harvestable areas of A. nosodum. The survey concludes that there is a 

total biomass of 67756 T for the area and OGT intends to harvest 8000T annually which is 

11.81% of the total available biomass. 

Section 7 of the NIS presents an ‘’Assessment of the likely effects’’ of the proposed harvesting 

activity on the designated Natura 2000 areas.   The harvesting activity will result in the following 

potential effects: 

Trampling of flora and fauna during weed cutting 

Uncovering previously hidden fauna e.g. winkles, crabs, fish thereby making them available as 

prey items 

Uncovering of sediment and subsequent desiccation by sunlight thereby impacting infauna 

Reduction in ‘dampening effect’ of the weed thereby increasing sediment erosion 

Disturbance by cutters and boats to birds, seals and otters 

Removal of biomass that would have previously been taken up naturally by ecosystems 

 

Based on the above the potential impacts to the Natura 2000 sites were determined and can be 

summarised as follows: 

Impacts on Rutland Bay and Islands c SAC (IE002283) 

The coastal lagoons will not be impacted by the harvesting activity as no A. nosodum occurs in 

the lagoon. Given the density of intertidal reefs, the low rate of harvesting and the sustainable 

approach to the harvesting activity, no deleterious effects will be experienced by the reefs. As 

no harvesting will take place in the sub tidal habitat i.e. large shallow inlet and bay, this 



ecosystem will not be impacted by the proposed activity. As the harvesting activity will be 

performed by one individual, the impact his presence will have on seals is minimal. In addition, 

other boats frequently use the Sound for transport, fishing and recreational activity. The 

addition of one extra boat will have an insignificant impact on seals. 

Impacts on Termon Strand c SAC (IE001195) 

The coastal lagoons will not be impacted by the harvesting activity as no A. nosodum occurs in 

the lagoon. The goldeneye and ringed plover use the intertidal area for feeding. The presence of 

one individual on the shore will have an insignificant impact on bird species 

Impacts on Gweedore Bay and Islands SAC (IE001141) 

The otter has the potential to forage in the Rutland Island and Sound c SAC. The presence of one 

individual on the shore will have an insignificant impact on this species. Any disturbance by the 

movement of the boat will be insignificant given the level of boating activity currently in the 

area. 

Impacts on Illancrone and Inishkkerragh SPA (IE004132) 

Artic tern, common tern and little tern all forage in the intertidal zone when covered by 

seawater at high tide. As cutting only occurs between ebbing half tide and back up to half rising 

tide, these species will not be able to feed when cutting is going on. The presence of one 

individual on the shore will have an insignificant impact on these bird species. Barnacle geese 

graze on off shore islands and they therefore will not be impacted by cutters who are working 

on the shore line. 

Impacts on West of Ardara/Mass Road c SAC (IE000197) 

The common seals in this c SAC have the potential to forage in the Rutland Island and Sound c 

SAC area and therefore in the seaweed harvesting area. As the harvesting activity will be 

performed by one individual, the impact his presence will have on seals is minimal. In addition, 

other boats frequently use the Sound for transport, fishing and recreational activity. The 

addition of one extra boat will have an insignificant impact on seals. 

Impacts on Roaninish SPA (IE004121) 

Barnacle geese graze on offshore islands and they therefore will not be impacted by cutters who 

are working on the shore line. 

Impacts on West Donegal Islands SPA (IE004230) 

Barnacle geese graze on offshore islands and they therefore will not be impacted by cutters who 

are working on the shore line. 

In Combination Effects (ref 7.8 of NIS) 



‘No existing or proposed activities occur in the area that would result in in combination effects’. 

 

COMMENT 3 

Foreshore Unit have received a communication from DAFM (dated 9/1/2014 ) confirming that 

there is substantial aquaculture operations in the Rutland Island and Sound area and that  

indeed the seaweed application overlaps with 14No aquaculture sites ( both licensed and 

applications pending decision by DAFM). From a technical viewpoint these operations can co-

exist in the same general area since they will not be competing for the exact same footprint of 

area (I e seaweed on jagged irregular rocky outcrops, oyster trestles on flat sand 

surface).Furthermore it is noted at Q 4.3 of the completed Application Form that ‘’other 

traditional foreshore users in the current harvesting sites are aware of the company’s harvesting 

programme and all parties work in harmony with each other’’. If this is the case then it would 

appear that heretofore the traditional seaweed collection activities have not impinged on any 

on-going aquaculture activities and is unlikely so to do in the future either. The Department’s 

Environmental Consultants can take this into account in their review of the NIS for Appropriate 

Assessment purposes  from an ‘In Combination Effects Perspective’’) 

Mitigation Measures 

These are presented at S8 of the NIS. 

OGT  has prepared a sustainable harvesting plan for the annual harvesting of A. nosodum in 

Dungloe ( ref OGT’s  5 Year Harvesting Plan for Rutland Island and Sound  based on field biomass 

surveys undertaken by Aquafact  on  6/9/2013 , included in the suite of application documents). 

This will act as a mitigation measure to ensure that conservation status of the c SAC is 

safeguarded 

The annual cutting of c 8000 T of A. nosodum will have a residual impact of removing app 

11.81% of the total biomass of these algae. Site rotation will ensure that the plants have the 

possibility to re-grow prior to future harvesting four years later. Given the total biomass of A 

nosodum in Dungloe Bay, it is not considered that this residual impact will have any significant 

negative impact on the functioning of the SAC. 

Conclusion 

The NIS concludes that ‘’none of the qualifying interests, habitat functioning or conservation 

objectives of Rutland Island and Sound c SAC (IE002283)( within which harvesting will occur) and 

Termon Strand c SAC(IE00195), Gweedore Bay and Islands c SAC (IE001141), Illancrone and 

Inishkerragh SPA(IE00004132), West of Ardara/Mass Road c SAC(IE000197) ,Roaninish SPA and 



West Donegal Islands SPA (IE004230), will be significantly negatively impacted by the proposed 

seaweed harvesting operation in Rutland Island and Sound c SAC. 

 

COMMENT 4 

See COMMENT 3 re in combination effects and the existence of aquaculture activities .This 

would be a matter for the Department’s Environmental Consultants in their review of this NIS 

and preparation of an Appropriate Assessment Determination on behalf of this Department  

3 Trawbreaga Bay 

Figures 4.1 and 4.2 show the c SACs and SPAs within 15km of the harvesting area and Table 4.1 

details the qualifying interests of each of the Natura 2000 sites, the potential impact (if any) 

upon them and the screening assessment for each qualifying interest. Following this Screening 

Stage the designated Natura 2000 sites of relevance to the proposed seaweed harvesting 

activities are North Inishowen Coast c SAC (IE002012) and Trawbreaga Bay SPA (IE004034) 

within which the harvesting will occur (see also Fig 5.1). A detailed discussion on the 

‘’Characteristics of the Designated Sites is presented at Section 5.2 of the NIS. and the 

‘’Conservation Objectives ‘ for the Natura 2000 sites are presented and discussed in Section 5.3 

Section 6 of the NIS outlines details of the receiving environment which includes for an 

Environmental Survey whose aims were to map the harvestable areas and determine the 

biomass of Ascophyllium nosodum within Trawbreaga Bay and determine the effect harvesting 

would have on the Trawbreaga Bay c SAC in terms of its conservation objectives. This survey was 

undertaken by Aquafact personnel on 25/7/2013. Figure 6.1 shows the survey locations and the 

results and data from this survey are presented in Table 6.1 (Pg.22). 

There is 14.97km of harvestable coastline in Trawbreaga Bay. The green line in Fig 6.3 shows the 

harvestable areas of A. nosodum. The survey concludes that there is a total biomass of 41317 T 

for the area and OGT intends to harvest 4000T annually which is 9.69% of the total available 

biomass. 

Section 7 of the NIS presents an ‘’Assessment of the likely effects’’ of the proposed harvesting 

activity on the designated Natura 2000 areas ,  the harvesting activity will result in the following 

potential effects: 

Trampling of flora and fauna during weed cutting 

Uncovering previously hidden fauna e.g. winkles, crabs, fish thereby making them available as 

prey items 

Uncovering of sediment and subsequent desiccation by sunlight thereby impacting infauna 



Reduction in ‘dampening effect’ of the weed thereby increasing sediment erosion 

Disturbance by cutters and boats to birds, seals and otters 

Removal of biomass that would have previously been taken up naturally by ecosystems 

Based on the above the potential impacts to the Natura 2000 sites were determined and can be 

summarised as follows: 

 

Impacts on North Inishowen Coast c SAC (IE002012) 

Perennial vegetation of stony banks occurs on the upper shore and would only be affected by 

trampling when accessing the mid to lower shore. However in the context of the c SAC as a 

whole and the fact that harvesting will be done by one or two people on foot, the level of 

trampling is predicted to be low and so any impact will not be significant. A.nosodum attaches 

to stones and rocks, therefore areas of mudflats and sandflats which do not possess large 

quantities of suitable hard substrate will not be harvested. Due to the traditional method of 

harvesting by one or two people within an area, disturbance and trampling levels will be low. 

Cutting of the seaweed app. 20cm above the base will avoid removal and disturbance of hard 

substrate such as stones/rocks and will allow regrowth of seaweed. 

Otters occur within the c SAC and so may feed and breed in the area. The disturbance caused by 

one or two people hand cutting on the shoreline within Trawbreaga Bay will be low particularly 

in the context of the size of the c SAC as a whole.  Harvesting of ca. 10% of A. nosodum in an 

area will leave sufficient refugia as not to negatively affect the population of prey of the otter 

such as shore crabs; therefore the harvesting activity will not have a significant negative effect 

upon otters within the c SAC. 

Impacts on Trawbreaga Bay c SAC (IE004034) 

Barnacle geese graze on offshore islands and they therefore will not be impacted by cutters who 

are working on the shoreline. Light bellied Brent geese feed mostly on eel grass, which grows on 

muddy estuaries, and also on grasslands and so will not be significantly impacted by the 

proposed harvesting. The presence of one or two individuals on the shore will have an 

insignificant impact on other wetland and water birds which use the intertidal area for feeding. 

In Combination Effects (ref 7.3 of NIS) 

‘No existing or proposed activities occur in the area that would result in in combination effects’. 

COMMENT 5 

Foreshore Unit have received a communication from DAFM (dated 9/1/2014 ) confirming that 

there is substantial aquaculture operations in Trawbreaga Bay and that  indeed the seaweed 



application overlaps with  a very significant 54No aquaculture sites( both licensed and 

applications pending decision by DAFM). From a technical viewpoint these operations can co-

exist in the same general area since they will not be competing for the exact same footprint of 

area (I e seaweed on jagged irregular rocky outcrops, oyster trestles on flat sand surface). 

Furthermore it is noted at Q 4.3 of the completed Application Form that ‘’other traditional 

foreshore users in the current harvesting sites are aware of the company’s harvesting 

programme and all parties work in harmony with each other’’. If this is the case then it would 

appear that heretofore the traditional seaweed collection activities have not impinged on any 

on-going aquaculture activities and is unlikely so to do in the future either. The Department’s 

Environmental Consultants can take this into account in their review of the NIS for Appropriate 

Assessment purposes from an ‘In Combination Effects Perspective’’ 

Mitigation Measures 

These are presented at S8 of the NIS. 

OGT  has prepared a sustainable harvesting plan for the annual harvesting of A. nosodum in 

Trawbreaga Bay ( ref OGT’s  5 Year Harvesting Plan for Trawbreaga Bay  based on field biomass 

surveys undertaken by Aquafact  on  6/9/2013 , included in the suite of application documents). 

This will act as a mitigation measure to ensure that conservation status of the c SAC is 

safeguarded 

The annual cutting of c 4000 T of A. nosodum will have a residual impact of removing app 9.69% 

of the total biomass of these algae. Site rotation will ensure that the plants have the possibility 

to re-grow prior to future harvesting four years later. Given the total biomass of A. nosodum in 

Trawbreaga Bay, it is not considered that this residual impact will have any significant negative 

impact on the functioning of the SAC. 

Conclusion 

The NIS concludes that ‘’none of the qualifying interests, habitat functioning or conservation 

objectives of the North Inisowen Coast c SAC(IE002012)  or of Trawbreaga Bay SPA(IE004034), 

within which harvesting will occur, will be significantly negatively impacted by the proposed 

seaweed harvesting operation in the Trawbreaga Bay SPA. 

COMMENT 6 

See COMMENT 5 re in combination effects and the existence of aquaculture activities .This 

would be a matter for the Department’s Environmental Consultants in their review of this NIS 

and preparation of an Appropriate Assessment Determination on behalf of this Department  

GENERAL COMMENTS 



For all three locations the NIS’s in each case conclude that there would be no significant impacts 

on the relevant designated Natura 2000 sites as a result of the proposed harvesting operations. 

However in terms of in combination effects  cognisance of the existing and proposed 

Aquaculture activities which overlap with the proposed harvesting areas  needs to be 

considered in particular in the case of Trawbreaga Bay where 54 No Aquaculture sites (licensed 

or pending decision by DAFM) overlap the areas sought for harvesting. As mentioned in my 

comments earlier from a technical viewpoint these operations can co-exist in the same general 

area since they will not be competing for the exact same footprint of area (I e seaweed on 

jagged irregular rocky outcrops, oyster trestles on flat sand surface). Furthermore it is noted at 

Q 4.3 of the completed Application Form that ‘’other traditional foreshore users in the current 

harvesting sites are aware of the company’s harvesting programme and all parties work in 

harmony with each other’’. If this is the case then it would appear that heretofore the 

traditional seaweed collection activities have not impinged on any on-going aquaculture 

activities and is unlikely so to do in the future either. The Department’s Environmental 

Consultants can take this into account in their review of the NIS’s for Appropriate Assessment 

purposes from an ‘In Combination Effects Perspective’’) 

The 5 year Harvesting Programmes indicate that on average app 10% of the available biomass 

will be taken up in each case. This is well within sustainable levels (15%) and acceptable 

.However this then only would leave app 5% of the total biomass in respect of any subsequent 

applicants for the same areas. Foreshore Unit may need to consider this in the determination of 

this application (Marine Institute may also have views in this regard). The biomass surveys, on 

which the proposed 5 year harvesting programme and sustainability limits were based, were 

undertaken by Aquafact in the summer of 2013. The biomass availability and sustainability 

levels need to be monitored on an on-going basis and so it is recommended that this survey 

should be repeated on at least a three yearly cycle. The views of Marine Institute can also be 

sought in this regard as to the adequacy or otherwise of this suggested monitoring campaign. I 

would also suggest that yearly seaweed harvesting record report should be submitted to the 

Department on an annual basis detailing the total quantity of seaweed harvested in tonnes in 

respect of the three proposed locations. This should be prepared and submitted in the same 

format as   the submitted 5 year Harvesting Plans (i.e. referencing each specific sub area and 

detailing the total annual tonnage of seaweed collected for each sub area cross referenced to 

the appropriate map ). 



While the proposed levels of seaweed  harvesting is substantial OGT have demonstrated that 

there is a viable commercial market for the products that they will produce at their processing 

plant in Kilcar and that the project has the capability of creating a minimum of 30 new jobs in 

the immediate future  

OGT are seeking a 15 year licence. In normal circumstances seaweed collection licences are 

usually granted for no more than 5 years, however Engineering Division would have no 

objection to the licence period proposed (subject to the on-going monitoring programmes as 

suggested earlier). Alternatively it may be possible to grant a ‘’conditional licence’’ for 15 years 

subject to a review every 5 years?? 

 

CONCLUSION/RECCOMENDATIONS 

In terms of the potential in-combination effects from the existence of Aquaculture Activities as 

pointed out previously these will have to be taken into account by the Department’s 

Environmental Consultants in their review of the various NIS’s and their Appropriate Assessment 

Determination on behalf of the Department.  If the proposed  project is  still proven to not 

impact significantly on the various relevant designated Natura 2000 sites ,then Engineering 

Inspectorate has no objection to the granting of a Foreshore Licence for the proposed  

commercial seaweed harvesting operations in respect of all three sites and the proposed 

additional collection of Laminaria digitata, Fucus  sp, Chondrus crispus and Palmaria palmate  at 

these sites for R and D purposes , subject to the following conditions: 

1 Seaweed collection and harvesting shall be undertaken in accordance with the 

submitted completed application form and attached documentation and in respect of the 

proposed harvesting of Ascophyllium nosodum shall not exceed the following annual quantities 

Rutland Island and Sound 8000T 

Mulroy Bay   2000T 

Trawbreaga Bay   4000T 

In addition the collection of the following species solely for   Research and Development 

purposes is permitted at each location: 

Laminaria digitata  100T 

Fucus sp (Wrack)  100T 

Chrondrus crispus (Carrigeen) 100T 

Palamaria palmate  100T 



2 Biomass surveys in respect of each site to be undertaken on a three yearly basis and the 

results of these surveys shall be forwarded to the Department on completion. Survey details to 

be provided in the same format and level of detail as that provided in the proposed 5 year 

harvesting plans submitted with the current application. 

3 Yearly seaweed harvesting record reports should be submitted to the Department on an 

annual basis detailing the total quantity of seaweed harvested in tonnes in respect of the three 

proposed locations. This should be prepared and submitted in the same format as the submitted 

5 year Harvesting Plans (i.e. referencing each specific sub area and detailing the total annual 

tonnage of seaweed collected for each sub area cross referenced to the appropriate map ). 

4(i) All seaweed harvesting and collection activities, shall be undertaken in such a manner 

that they will not impinge on, Impact or interfere with any other legitimate users of the 

foreshore, including any existing aquaculture activity (licensed or pending) . 

4(ii) The usage of existing marine infrastructure for access and seaweed collection/loading 

purposes shall be undertaken in such a manner as not to impede or obstruct any other 

legitimate foreshore users of the same facilities 

5 The Licence is valid for – No Years from (specify date) Note: If term is 15 years a new 5 

year Harvesting Plan for each site  should be submitted  at least one month in advance of the 

commencement of each 5 year cycle) 

6 Seaweed must only be removed from the areas delineated on the Maps submitted with 

the Application. 

7 The Licensee shall only collect the species and quantities of seaweed as stated on the 

completed Foreshore Licence Application Form and as specifically set out in Condition 1 above 

8 The use of mechanical methods of seaweed collection/harvesting is strictly prohibited. 

9 To facilitate regeneration of the seaweed at the areas harvested, the Licensee shall 

ensure that the bottom 10-15cms of the plant is not harvested. 

10 MONITORING 

 Other monitoring (incl reporting and submission of results) conditions may be necessary. 

Marine Institute can advise in this regard (proposed Conditions 2 , 3  and 5 above can also be 

modified based on Marine Institute Advice). 

_________________________ 

Engineer Inspector 

21/3/2021 



Marine Institute  

 

Oilean Glas Teo (OGT) has applied to the Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage 

(DHLGH) for a Foreshore Licence for the hand-harvesting of the seaweed Ascophyllum nodosum 

from the intertidal shoreline in Trawbreaga Bay, Mulroy Bay and Dungloe Bay. All bays are located in 

County Donegal. 

 

In addition to the application form and maps of the proposed harvest areas with estimates of 

standing stock, Natura Impact Statements (NIS) were also provided that consider the likely 

interaction between the proposed harvest activity and the each of the Natura sites within which the 

activity is proposed to occur. 

 

Within each area, it is proposed to harvest on an annual basis approximately 9.7%, 11.8%, and 10.1% 

of the stock in Trawbreaga, Dungloe Bay and Mulroy Bays, respectively. 

 

The date of preparation and publication of the NIS reports is 2013/2014. This would render the 

reports somewhat dated. It would be important to consider revising these reports to reflect the 

current level of activities at the sites (to assess in-combination and cumulative effects) and to also 

update the resource (stock) assessment. 

 

While the structure of the NIS reports is consistent with the guidelines produced, there are a 

number of questions for each report, the answers of which would provide greater clarity and assist 

in decision making. Following are observations on the application and NIS for each area: 

 

Trawbreaga Bay SPA/North Inishowen Coast SAC 

 

It is noted the harvesters are identified as local, the MI assumes those currently engaged with 

harvesting in the area will be retained?  It is understood that this practice has been ongoing in the 

bay for extensive time period and carried out by multiple generations within families.  It would be 

important that the current extent of harvesting be communicated in the NIS as well as other 

application material. 

 

The NIS report is lacking in detail of how often the site will be accessed and how many bodies will be 

on the shore at any one time. It suggests that the seaweed will be removed from the shore via boat 

to suitable pier. The Marine Institute is not aware that this practice is carried out currently in 



Trawbreaga Bay, where access to seaweed harvesting areas and removal of weed from the shore has 

been observed via tractor from a number of locations on the shore 

 

In addition, it is noted there is extensive aquaculture operations currently being carried out within 

the foreshore and directly overlapping the areas applied for in this current application. There is no 

reference to this in the NIS. This is important as both activities (cumulatively) can lead to disturbance 

of bird species in the bay as well as damage to the foreshore from vehicles. The report does not 

provide any assessment of the likely cumulative effect of damage to the shore from access routes as 

well as disturbance to SCI birds and proposed mitigation measures. This is considered an important 

omission. 

 

Mulroy Bay SAC 

 

The areas included in the foreshore application in Mulroy Bay include areas that directly overlap 

with aquaculture activities. There is no reference to this in the NIS and the likely in-combination 

effects of the activities on conservation features of the site.  

 

Rutland Island and Sound SAC (Dungloe Bay) 

 

As with Trawbreaga Bay, it would be important to document the current levels of seaweed 

harvesting in the area and to clarify if the proposed activity is to be carried out in addition to existing 

harvesting? In this regard, the reference to “one additional boat” (NIS-p35) in the area should be 

clarified? 

 

Similarly, while it is noted that aquaculture is carried out in the area, the extent and the likely 

interactions with seaweed harvesting is not documented. This information will inform the likely 

interactions and disturbance to conservation features, in particular seals. Some of the areas 

identified as seaweed harvesting areas are also important permanent seal haul out areas (see Figure 

1 below) and disturbance would need to be mitigated (either by restricting areas of harvest or timing 

of operations). 

 

  



Marine Survey Office  

 

As this application shall have minimal impact on navigation safety the MSO has no objection at this 

time. 

 

Due to the nature of the works proposed by the applicant within the tidal zone, the applicant should 

complete a safety statement endeavouring to mitigate the risk to persons involved. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine (DAFM)  

 

 

 

AFMD 

Dept of Agriculture Food and the Marine 

 

From: 

Sent: 05 May 2021 16:27 

To: @housing.gov.ie' 

Cc:  Foreshore 

Subject: Our Ref: FW.15.24 An application on behalf of Oileán Glas Teoranta (OGT), for the 

harvesting of seaweed at Rutland Island and Sound, Mulroy Bay and Trawbreaga Bay, County 

Donegal FS006233 

 

 

 

Our Ref: FW.15.24 An application on behalf of Oileán Glas Teoranta (OGT), for the harvesting of 

seaweed at Rutland Island and Sound, Mulroy Bay and Trawbreaga Bay, County Donegal  

DHLGH Ref: FS006233 

 

Dear M

 

I refer to your request for the Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine 

comments/observations in relation to this application by  

Oileán Glas Teoranta (OGT) for harvesting of seaweed. 

 

This Department has reservations about the age and quality of the NIS report supplied with the 

application, as per (1) the Marine Engineering report attached and (2) the Marine Institute report. 

 

Please include the conditions below in any  licence that will issue:- 

 

• The applicant will be aware of the notification process should a pollution incident take 

place during the construction period. The Killybegs SFPA office should be contacted directly on 

074-9731264 or sfpakillybegs@sfpa.ie. should any such incident occur. 

 



• Crassostrea gigas is cultured in the SE section of Dungloe Bay within the application site, 

any likely impact will need to be addressed in terms of communication/mitigation measures with 

the oyster farm operator. 

 

 

Regards,  

 

Aquaculture and Foreshore Management Division 

Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine 

National Seafood Centre 

Clonakilty 

Co. Cork 

P85 TX47 

Email: @agriculture.gov.ie 

 

 

I refer to comments below provided by me on behalf of the Department of Agriculture 

Food and the Marine on 5th May, 2021. 

 

The bullet point below was included in error by me, my apologies for this error. 

 

• The applicant will be aware of the notification process should a pollution 

incident take place during the construction period. The Killybegs SFPA office should 

be contacted directly on 074-9731264 or sfpakillybegs@sfpa.ie. should any such 

incident occur. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht (DCHG)  

 

The NPWS and UAU have no comment to make on this application. 

 

  



Inland Fisheries Ireland (IFI)  

 

MARINE LICENCE VETTING COMMITTEE: 

Re: DECLG ref FS 6233 Foreshore application on behalf of Oilean Glas Teo to hand harvest seaweed 

(in Co. Donegal – sites at Rutland Island and Sound, Mulroy Bay and Trawbreaga) 

 

Request for observations from Mr (17.12.2013 – recd in post 2.1.2014) 

 

This application is in respect of hand harvesting of seaweed (essentially Ascophyllum nodosum) to 

support a commercial venture. 

The harvesting procedure is presented in detail and is focussed on a sustainable approach to the 

management of the crop. 

Three areas of harvesting are included in the licence application, along with estimated tonnages 

(annual, wet weight) to be harvested. These include: 

•        Rutland Island and Sound 8,000 tonnes 

•        Mulroy Bay 2,000 tonnes 

•        Trawbreaga Bay 4,000 tonnes 

The figures and projections for harvesting are supported by field survey data, based on quadrat 

sampling, and details of wet wt per quadrat are provided and extrapolated up to provide a mean 

wt per quadrat (0.25 m2) and to provide a total available tonnage within each harvesting area. 

The application is based on harvesting at a rate of 10% of available biomass in each area 

(for which licence is applied) per annum 

 

Supporting Natura Impact Statements (NIS) are provided in respect of the three area for which 

foreshore licence is applied, as all lie within Natura 2000 sites (SACs or SPAs). These NIS 

documents are comprehensive and identify a suite of short-term disturbances that would arise 

from the harvesting process i.e. from the actual cutting/harvesting and arising from the loss of 

surficial cover of seaweed. The NIS conclusion is one of no negative impact on the qualifying 

habitats or species. 

 

IFI does not have issues with the licence application provided that the specific harvesting 

procedures and quantities as outlined are adhered to. 

 

Information is provided in the documentation in respect of gathering-in of the cut seaweed. It is 

noted that large bundles of material, to one tone in weight, may be involved and, in many cases, 

these will be floated to suitable jetties or piers where they can be mechanically removed by 

winching gear. If material is to be transported across beaches 

or other terrestrial habits IFI would wish to see that the actual transportation of harvested 

seaweed from the foreshore is undertaken in a sensitive manner using appropriate methodologies 

e.g. wide wheeled vehicle.  

 

 

 



It is understood that the granting of such licences is not exclusive. Concerns would arise, however, 

if other parties were licenced to extract seaweed to the same degree in the areas covered in the 

current licence application. Additional licencing would place pressure on the sustainability of the 

core crop. 

 

IFI and MLVC; and  IFI Ballyshannon 

Inland Fisheries Ireland 

6.1.2014 

 

CC: Chair MLVC

 

I have attached the note Dr Jimmy King issued in response to this application in 2014. If nothing 

has changed this advice is this valid. 

 

Kind regards 

 

 


