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Combhairlitichan ar an Dréacht Raiteas Beartais ar Thaiscéalaiocht Mianrai agus

Mianadoireacht, Tuarascail Chomhshaoil agus Raiteas Tionchar Natura.
An Roinn Comhshaoil, Aerdide agus Cumarsaide

15/10/2021

A chara,

Feictear dom nach gcomhlionann agus nach gcloionn an préiseas comhairlitichain poibli
seo le Coinbhinsitn Aarhus agus da bhri sin gur sart ¢ ar bhunphrionsabail an

Choinbhinsitin sin ¢ agus an stadas reachtuil ata aige, le n'dirim:

-An Coinbhinsitin maidir le Rochtain ar Fhaisnéis
-Rannphairtiocht an Phobail i gCinnteoireacht
-Rochtain ar Cheartas don Chomhshaol

An bhfuil an t-Aire, Eamonn Ryan sasta go gcuimsionn an chéad chéim den
chomhairliichan poibli fiortil, ar an gcéras Zoom - prdiseas a mhair 1 uair an chloig-
prionsabail na rannphairtiochta pobal? An nglacann s¢ leis go mba leor 60 nd6iméad? Ar
1¢éirigh lion na rannphadirtithe go raibh an t-eolas faoin gcomhairlitichén scaipthe go

forleathan agus le fail go héasca?

An bhfuil an t-Aire Ryan sasta gur raibh an dara céim den chombhairliuchdin poibli, aris
fioruil, ar Zoom - fad 2 uair a chloig - ag cloi go hiomlan le prionsabail Rochtain ar
Fhaisnéis agus Rannphairtiocht an phobail? Ar chuir srianta an structuir bac ar an

rannphairtiocht?

Go bunusach an bhfuil an t-Aire Ryan sasta nach bhfuil sarti déanta ar chearta an phobail,
an duine aonair agus an comhshaoil faoin gCoinbhinsitin Aarhus san gcur chuige a
roghnaigh sé? Sileadh dom fhéin agus don ghriipa CAIM, a bhfuilim mar bhall de agus a
bhfuil ballraiocht oilean iomlan na hEireann aige, nach raibh agus is d4 bharr sin go

ndearnamar badhcat ar an dara céim den chomhairlitchain poibli seo.



Is mar sin a thagaim chuig an 30 céim seo den chomhairlitichain poibli, agus aris fiafraim
don Aire, cén fiuntas dairire né an bfuil fiti seasamh dlisteanach ag an bproiseas mar ata
agus € bunaithe ar gach a chuaigh roimhe; ¢ sin lochtach, srianta agus easnamhach ar gach

bealach go dti seo?

Mar bhreis eolais: Ni raibh fail ar an bhfogra i nGaeilge i aon mhor fhoilsitichan aitheanta
na in aon nuachtdn contae na cuige.
Ni raibh agus nil f6s, fail ar an Meastinu Straitéiseach Comhshaoil (SEA) né ar an

Measunu Cui (AA) i nGaeilge: nach ionann sin agus saru cearta rochtain ar thaisnéis?

Fiafraim an n'aontddh an t-Aire Ryan liom nach raibh an t-am a roghnaigh sé cui,
réastnach na feilitinach le tus a chur le proiseas comhairliachdin poibli agus srianta
Chovid 19 i bhfeidhm? Ar choéir gur 1 bhfad roimhe seo, a mbeadh tis curtha leis an
bproiseas seo, siar ag an am sular achtaiodh Acht na Mianrai agus Mianadoireachta i
2017? Agus an raibh sé ceart gur bhronn an t-Aire lear mor ceadlnais taiscéalaiochta ar
chomhlachtai mianaddireachta ar fud na tire, gan comhairlitichdin poibli cui a bheith
déanta agus gan feidhm fos ag Acht 2017? Cuimsionn an limistéir talin até dlite don
mhianadéireacht breis agus 27% do thalamh na hEireann 6 dheas den teorann. (T4 25% do
thalamh Thuaisceart na hEireann 6 thuaidh dlite do mhianadéireacht, rud a fhagdann go
bhfuil 52% d'oiledn uile na hEireann dlite do mhianadédireacht).

Ni thaispedanann an Raiteas Tionchar Natura, nach mbeidh aon tionchair dhitltacha ar an
gcomhshaol ar thimpeallachtai Natura 2000. Sa chas seo, faoi fhordlacha na dTreoracha
Ein agus Gnathdg ta feidhm ag an bPrionsabal Réamhchuraim agus nior cheart dul ar
aghaidh leis an mbeartas sa riocht ina bhfuil sé faoi lathair.

Le taiscéalaiocht agus le mianaddireacht ta forbairti beartaithe ar shuiomhanna a bhfuil
riosca tuile leo. Ni thaispeanann an feidhmchlar nach mbeidh tionchar do-ghlactha ag
tionchair na forbartha agus éifeachtai a ghniomhaiochtai ar an gcomhshaol uisce, lena n-
airitear uisci dromchla, cdiliocht screamhuisce agus cdiliocht na gconairi abhann agus na
mbogach gaolmhar, uisci inbhir agus uisci césta. Creidim go mbeadh drochthionchar ag na
héifeachtai carnacha seo ar bhithéagsulacht agus ar chomhthathd comhshaoil na Limistéir
Faoi Chaomhnu Speisialta (SACs) agus an lionra Natura 2000. Faoi fhoralacha na
dTreoracha Ein agus Gnathég ta feidhm ag an bPrionsabal Réamhchuraim agus caithfear
seo a chosaint.

Beidh drochthionchar ag taiscéalaiochta agus mianadodireacht mar ata beartaithe ar
chaidéil agus ar sholathar fioruisce.

Ni fheicim go gcomhliontar ach an oiread le Coinbhinsitin Uisce agus Prétacal maidir le
hUisce agus Sldinte Coimisiin Eacnamaioch na Naisitin Aontaithe don Europ (UNECE)?
Molaim gan dul ar aghaidh leis an mbeartas seo agus feidhm a bhaint as an bPrionsabal

Réamhcharam.



Le meas,




Dear Sir/Madam,

It seems to me that this public consultation process does comply or fully comply with the
Aarhus Convention and that it is therefore in breach of the fundamental principles of the
Convention and its statutory status, which includes the following:

-Convention on Access to Information
-Public Participation in Decision Making
-Access to Justice for the Environment

Is the Minister, Eamonn Ryan happy that the first phase of the virtual public consultation, on
the Zoom system - a 1 hour process on the principles of community involvement? Does he
assume 60 minutes would suffice?

Did the number of participants indicate that information about the consultation was widely
disseminated and readily available?

Is Minister Ryan happy that the second phase of the public consultation, again virtual, on Zoom
- duration 2 hours - fully complies with the principles of Access to Information and Community
Involvement? Have the constraints of the structure hindered participation?

Essentially is Minister Ryan satisfied that public rights have not been violated, that rights of
the individual and the environmental rights under the Aarhus Convention have not been
violated by the approach he has chosen? It seems to me, and to the CAIM group, of which I
am a member and of which everyone on the whole island of Ireland is a member, our rights
have been violated and that is why we have chosen to boycott the second phase of this public
consultation.

That is how I now come to this 3rd stage of the public consultation, and I ask the Minister
again, what real merit or even what legitimate position does the process have as it stands, based
on all that has gone before; that which is flawed, restricted and deficient in every way so far?

For further information: The advertisement was not available in Irish in any major recognised
publication nor in any provincial county newspaper.

The Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and the Appropriate Assessment (AA) in Irish
was not made available in Irish, and is not available: does this not constitute a breach of access
rights to information?

I ask if Minister Ryan would agree with me that the time that has chosen was not appropriate,
reasonable nor appropriate to initiate a process of public consultation with Covid restrictions
in place? Should this process not have been commenced long before now, at the time before
the Minerals and Mining Act was enacted in 2017? And was it right that the Minister granted
a large number of exploration licenses to mining companies nationwide, without undertaking
appropriate public consultations and without even the 2017 Act having taken effect yet? The
area of land which is due for mining includes over 27% of Irish land south of the border. (25%
of land in Northern Ireland is due to be mined, which means that 52% of land for the whole
island of Ireland is due to be mined).

The Natura Impact Statement does not show that there will be any negative impacts on the
environments of Natura 2000. In this case, under the provisions of the Birds and Habitat
Directives, the Precautionary Principle applies and the policy should not continue in the way
in which it currently stands.



With exploration and mining, developments are planned on sites that have flood risk. The
application does not show that the impacts of the development and the effects of its activities
on the aquatic environment, including surface waters, groundwater quality and the quality of
river corridors and associated wetlands, estuarine and coastal waters will not have an
unacceptable impact. I believe that these cumulative effects would have a negative impact on
the biodiversity and environmental cohesion of the Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) and
the Natura 2000 network. Under the provisions of the Birds and Habitats Directives The
Precautionary Principle applies and this must be protected.

Exploration and mining as planned will adversely affect pumps and freshwater supply.

I do not see any compliance with the Water Convention and Protocol regarding the Water and
Health United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE)?

I recommend not to proceed with this policy and apply the Principle Precautions.

Yours faithfully,
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