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The target species in the proposal are ¢  Laminariales, Laminaria
digitata shall be the primary ts ?g@’g ag‘i{,a ies. It is predicted that harvesting activity
will result in a variety of's ‘ ; ed including: Laminaria digitata,
Laminaria hyperborea, Saccharing latissima, Sacchoriza polyschides, and Alaria
esculenta. The variety of material being landed may result from the natural
distribution of Laminariales, the 5%;&{}%% variation in populations {e g A
esculenta) localized variation cau s benthic topography, exposure and wave
action, and the selectivity of %ésf sbre 1 gear emploved, Regarding L%‘aﬁ issue of
nomenclature, the term kelp is used in é%@ text application because it a commonly
used term with which to describe Laminariales. In the context of this application
the term kelp does not mean 4. nodosum wh s also, meorrectly, referred to as

Kw

kelp in a number of regions along 11 sh coast.
COS are a recently established U??”%’g%g&iﬂz m er the directors have been ‘émag

involved in the marine commercial sectc
COS are confident that the company has a | igh
with exceptional competencies in the ares
é@'@f@iﬁﬁz‘aﬁzm and management, envir

health and safety, The company is als i}é}ﬁf zczi ﬁf fg%a? ’im ¥ haw access to mm z“mi.,
support in the areas of new product development, marketing and sales and
overseas §’i’i«3}‘§x{i development. COS are confident that they have adequate

resources and access to further resources to develop the proposed develop and the
processing and transformation activities which shall develop later.
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