Complaint regarding the Mulkear LIFE Project “Restoration of the Lower Shannon SAC (Mulkear River) for Sea Lamprey,
Atlantic Salmon and the Eurasian Otter”
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Limerick City
Ireland
T. +353 61 419477
F. +353 61 414315
e. info@oldrivershannon.com
w. www.oldrivershannon.com

European Commission
Environment DG
B - 1049 Brussels
Belgium
16th February 2015
To Whom it Concerns,
Re: Complaint regarding the Mulkear LIFE Project “Restoration of the Lower Shannon SAC (Mulkear River)
for Sea Lamprey, Atlantic Salmon and the Eurasian Otter”
I wish to make a formal complaint regarding the above project which was located in the Lower River Shannon
candidate Special Area of Conservation (Site Code 2165), and part-funded with €1,740,818 of EU LIFE funds.
This project did not meet the requirements of Article 6 of the Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) as it was not
assessed correctly for its potential to cause significant adverse effects on the Natura 2000 network. Indeed, a
number of activities associated with this project clearly required Appropriate Assessment, not to mention
planning permission.
Significant adverse effects on the populations of Petromyzon marinus (Sea Lamprey) [1095] and Lampetra
fluviatilis (River Lamprey) [1099] in the Lower Shannon cSAC were realised during the implementation of this
project. This was primarily due to major instream works being undertaken during the spawning times of these
species, which are key conservation interests of this Natura 2000 site. Furthermore, there was no scientific
information produced for lamprey “passes” designed and installed as part of the project. Apart from during
select periods of low river flow, it seems unlikely that these “passes” had the potential to provide any
significant benefits to Sea Lampreys. They never represented an effective or sustainable fish passage solution.
This fish pass design offered no benefits to the other two lamprey species in this cSAC, and could also not be
used by the critically endangered European Eel Anguilla Anguilla. These passes have now been washed away
so clearly cannot provide any long-term benefits. A key element of the project was to build a rock ramp fish
pass at Ballyclough Weir on the lower reaches of the River Mulkear. However, this was never built and a weir
of regional archaeological value was partially destroyed, in the absence of any water quality or archaeological
mitigation. Two barriers to migration remain in the river downstream of this weir. Benefits to other species
resulting from the Mulkear LIFE project are also in question, with Salmo salar (Salmon) [1106] stocks on river
declining from favourable to unfavourable conservation status over the duration of the project.
The Lower River Shannon cSAC already had too many pressures, mainly from the activities of many of Mulkear
LIFE’s project partner’s. We believe that this project became yet another pressure on this Natura 2000 site
and - rather than bringing the benefits promised – caused damage to the integrity of the Lower River Shannon
candidate Special Area of Conservation.
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Key areas of complaint:
1.

The overall Mulkear LIFE project should have been subjected to Appropriate Assessment. This project
involved significant instream works and used invasive procedures (e.g. the radio tagging of a
significant proportion of the proportion of the population of an Annex II species which had to be
captured on its spawning grounds). These activities clearly had at least the potential from the outset
to be capable of causing significant adverse effects. Just because it could be claimed - and this
approach was not taken by any Screening for Appropriate Assessment Report prepared by Mulkear
LIFE - that this project was in some way linked to the management of the subject designated site,
should not have been used as an excuse to avoid the Appropriate Assessment of likely significant
adverse effects.

2.

We are concerned that the original LIFE funding application did not include all the works that were
eventually undertaken within the Lower River Shannon cSAC. We are also concerned that LIFE
funding made was available to a project without adequate Article 6 reporting. At the end of the day it
was LIFE funding that facilitated damage to this Natura 2000 river.

3.

In May 2010 Mulkear LIFE radio-tagged 50 sea lamprey adults on their spawning grounds below
Annacotty Weir on the River Mulkear (see Figure 1). Many of these lampreys were already engaged
in spawning activity when this work was undertaken. This resulted in severe disturbance to the 2010
spawning population and did not produce any relevant scientific information. Annacotty weir has
always been recognised as being a passage barrier for sea lampreys (Igoe et al, 2004). This work was
therefore unnecessary. If radio tagging was required, to answer migration questions, then lampreys
should have been captured further downstream, and earlier in the season, to avoid disturbing them
at the sensitive spawning time. It is clear that ammocoete surveys would have been more
appropriate and less invasive. The radio tagging work was supplemented with redd counting, which is
likely to have significantly overestimated the numbers of sea lampreys spawning in the river, and
represented the start of Mulkear LIFE introducing qualitative observational “data” to support their
work.

4.

In 2011 Mulkear LIFE installed “lamprey passes” at Annacotty weir, and one of the weirs upstream
from here (Ballyclough weir) (again refer to Figure 1). From the outset, Mulkear LIFE claimed that this
pass was a success and that it could be effectively used by sea lampreys, and set out to prove this
favourable outcome. Selected videos (made during very low flows on the river), along with
observations made by Mulkear LIFE staff themselves, have been used ever since to support this
conclusion. However, no actual scientific data has been produced to date which can explain (1) the
mechanism by which sea lampreys use this pass, and (2) under what flows and temperatures this pass
is effective. From the beginning we were was sceptical about the possible efficacy of this “pass” as
Sea Lampreys are known to be incapable of the “attach-twitch-attach” climbing ability that other
lampreys species have (i.e. Entosphenus tridentatus). Reinhardt et al (2009) stated “we found no
evidence, in either a laboratory or field setting that sea lampreys can climb up wetted surfaces using
an attach-twitch-attach strategy“. We contacted Professor Reinhardt at Eastern Michigan University
in 2013 about Mulkear LIFE’s lamprey “pass” and he confirmed his published findings and more
recent unpublished studies. He also sent us details of new research which showed that certain eel
ladders could be used by sea lampreys. However, he noted that the flows down the ramps he had
success with were much lower, with the “bungs” closer together, than is the case for Mulkear LIFE’s
lamprey pass design. Professor Reinhardt stated in his email correspondence that “I can imagine
what you showed could be challenging to pass even for the bigger sea lampreys that you have in
Ireland” and recommend a scientific study measuring flows on the ramps and monitoring movements
on the pass using PIT tags (i.e. like the one completed by Foulds & Lucas et al 2013 for Lampetra
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fluviatilus). It is clear that some Sea Lampreys may be able to use the Mulkear LIFE pass design under
particular flows and water temperatures (for example during the drought flows in 2014 when their
latest costly public relations video was made). However, it has not been demonstrated that this
design is a suitable solution under more typical conditions. It is likely that Sea Lamprey - under many
conditions - will be attracted to the pass but will be unable to ascend (as reported by Reinhardt et al
2009 for their ramps). Large groups of Sea Lampreys clinging to the lower end of the pass is actually
shown in Mulkear LIFE’s PR video. This type of activity could exhaust sea lampreys and also leave
them vulnerable to predation. Professor Reinhardt stated in an email to us that he would also have
“concern of predators cuing in on the lampreys; a tired lamprey at the top of the ramp could be a tasty
treat”. There has been a complete absence of scientific approach in relation to assessing this “pass”
by Mulkear LIFE. From the start they had concluded that this pass was an effective solution and set
out to prove this using selected videos and their own observations. They have not demonstrated,
scientifically, how and if this pass design will work, and have not considered issues like energy loss
and predation. It is also worth noting that, downstream of Annacotty weir, ammocoete nursery
habitat is in abundance and probably not a factor limiting sea lamprey production in the catchment.
Lamprey nursery habitat is sparser as you move upstream in this catchment (due to its channelised
nature), and densities of brook lamprey ammocetes are relatively low. Moreover, sea lampreys were
spawning successfully upstream of Annacotty weir prior to Mulkear LIFE installing their “pass”. This
was evidenced by older sea lamprey ammocoetes and transformed juveniles recorded in a survey
completed in 2012 (ECOFACT, 2013). There is a denil pass in the centre of Annacotty weir and some
Sea Lampreys ascend here each year since this was installed in the 1990’s. It is also clear that
Mulkear LIFE’s lamprey pass design could not be used by Lampetra fluviatilis (River Lamprey) [1099]
or Lampetra planeri (Brook Lamprey) [1096], which are also key conservation interests of the Lower
River Shannon cSAC. Although the pass design was based on an eel ladder design, it also could not be
used by the critically endangered European eel Anguilla Anguilla. Moreover, the “passes” were
damaged during the winter of 2014/15 and are no longer at the Annacotty site (see Plates), so they
cannot possibly provide any permanent solution to fish passage at this site.
5.

The most significant issue that we want to raise however is that in June-July 2013 Mulkear LIFE (by
their own admission on their website at http://mulkearlife.com/an-exceptional-month-of-majorinstream-works/#an-exceptional-month-of-major-instream-works) undertook a “month of major
instream works” during the sea lamprey spawning season. These works included major instream
development works and invasive electrofishing works in areas where lampreys were spawning, or had
recently spawned. The works also included the removal of a major weir on the lower River Mulkear
(Ballyclough Weir) and the release of significant volumes of silt and suspended solids onto the main
lamprey spawning area at Annacotty and below. All these works took place at a time of low water
levels and high water temperatures and are likely to have severely impacted on lamprey spawning
success that year. Silt like this can enter into the gravels where lampreys spawn and essentially
smother the ova. The main release of suspended solids took place at the peak of the 2013 Sea
Lamprey spawning season. It is clear that all of these works should have been timed to take place
outside of the lamprey spawning season and that mitigation measures were required to protect water
quality. This weir was over 200 years old and there were hundreds of tonnes of silt deposited behind
it, and all of this was mobilised following the weir removal. The upstream banks became unstable and
were still eroding and falling into the river over 7 months later – perhaps also affecting spawning of
Atlantic Salmon and the development of their ova the following winter. Again mitigation measures
could have been employed here. However, these works were completed in the absence of planning
permission, but more importantly in the absence of an Appropriate Assessment as is required under
Article 6 of the Habitats Directive. Although the removal of the weir will have long-term benefits, a
number of significant short to medium-term impacts occurred which were avoidable and could have
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been mitigated. Mulkear LIFE prepared a ‘Screening for Appropriate Assessment’ report to cover
these works; however this was a very flawed and, perhaps, deliberately misleading document. I have
provide a copy of this document in Appendix 1 and draw attention to the following problems with this
assessment below:(a) Not following suitable guidance: The Mulkear LIFE Screening for Appropriate Assessment report
was not prepared following Ireland’s national guidance for preparing Appropriate Assessment
reporting (DoEHLG, 2009). I have attached the document in Appendix 1 and submit that would
not be acceptable - by any measure - as meeting the requirements for such documents in Ireland
or any other member state.
(b) Description of works: The proposal described in Mulkear LIFE’s screening report stated that the
works would “not result in any material change in the character of the existing weir”. It is also
stated that a rock ramp would be constructed and that this would “stretch from the exiting
breach over to the eastern bank and will run down stream for approximately 60 meters”.
Instream works were also proposed to commence during the “2nd week of July”. This proposal
was not however submitted for planning permission so it could not be reviewed or challenged.
When it came to construction works the “proposal” was significantly altered; the weir was
partially removed, no rock ramp was installed, instream works commenced in June, the
temporary access rod was constructed on a different side of the river, machines entered the river
and a causeway was built rather than using the long reached machines that were proposed, and
the entire weir was modified. This alone invalidates the original Screening for Appropriate
Assessment report as the realised project was not assessed.
(c) Misrepresentation of where lampreys spawn: The majority of the Sea Lamprey (and River
Lamprey) spawning effort on the River Mulkear occurs downstream of Ballyclough weir at
Annacotty, which is less than 2km downstream of the weir removal site. This area of the river
was clearly within the “zone of impact” of these works – however this was not identified in the
flawed screening report produced by Mulkear LIFE. In their Screening Report, Mulkear LIFE
disingenuously state “There are no known salmon redds or sea lamprey redds directly above or
below the site and sea lamprey habitat along river banks (ammocoete habitat) will be carefully
monitored during operations”. This contradicts their own findings and previous studies such as
Igoe et al (2004) which have clearly established that most/all of the sea lamprey spawning on this
river channel occurs downstream of this site. It also did during 2013 and we have provided
photos of Sea Lampreys spawning here at this time (see Plates).
(d) Requirement for mitigation was identified: It is stated in the Mulkear LIFE Screening Report that
“The level of silt discharged from the partial removal of the weir will be carefully monitored and if
deemed necessary measures will be deployed to counteract any potential negative impact of silt
and suspended solids downstream of the site”. Therefore the potential for significant adverse
effects and a requirement for mitigation was already identified and this should have resulted in
the conclusion that Appropriate Assessment was required.
(e) Impact on lamprey nursery habitats: It is clear that extensive lamprey ammocoete habitat
(mainly Brook Lamprey) was also disturbed during these works but no quantification or
assessment of this was included in the Screening for Appropriate Assessment report. In the
subject Screening Report it is stated that “there is no anticipated negative impact on brook
lamprey” – despite the fact that water levels on up to 700m of impounded river channel with
extensive silt deposits ( = lamprey nursery habitat) was being lowered, and there were direct
impacts on these silt habitat areas including building a temporary causeway into the river. All
juvenile lampreys should have been removed out of the affected area prior to works taking place.
(f) Impact on River lampreys: All River Lampreys in River Mulkear are confined to below Annacotty
weir (<2km downstream and within the zone of impact of silt pollution). They are unable to use
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the denil pass at their weir, and certainly could not use Mulkear LIFE’s lamprey “passes”.
However the Mulkear LIFE screening report misleadingly or erroneously concludes that “there is
no anticipated negative impact on River Lamprey. All work will be undertaken using a long-reach
machine away from potential lamprey habitat along river banks”. The works also were not
undertaken like this and machines entered the river to do these works (see photos on Mulkear
LIFE’s website at http://mulkearlife.com/major-barrier-to-fish-passage-removed-on-the-mulkearriver/#major-barrier-to-fish-passage-removed-on-the-mulkear-river). The release of significant
volumes of silt as a result of the weir removal works happened just after River Lampreys had
spawned, and probably before all their larvae had emerged. Therefore this species would have
been indirectly impacted on in a similar way as Sea lampreys. As the entire River Lamprey
population was located in the zone of impact the significance of impacts on this species may even
have been higher than Sea Lampreys.
(g) Ongoing impact on water quality: It is stated in the Mulkear LIFE screening report that “Slight
water discolouration will occur during the partial removal of the weir and the installation of the
rock ramp for a short period but there will be no long-term impact on water quality”. It is noted
that the project was changed and no rock ramp was ever built, there was a catastrophic release
of silt into the river during the works, and destabalised banks continued to erode and release silt
and sediment into the river for over 7 months (see plates).
(h) Cumulative impacts: The potential for cumulative impacts was not considered – it was only
stated in the screening report that “There is no anticipated cumulative impact other than the
minimal impact outlined above”. We believe that there was the potential for cumulative impacts
both from other elements of the Mulkear LIFE project and also from other projects and plans in
this Natura 2000 site but no attempt was made to identify same. In Ireland’s national guidance
for preparing reports to inform the Appropriate Assessment process (DoEHLG, 2009) it is
specifically stated that “simply stating that ‘there are no cumulative impacts’ is insufficient”.
6.

Ballyclough Water Mills date from 1750-1770 and is a large complex of regional cultural heritage
importance. The destruction of part of the weir by Mulkear LIFE was undertaken in the absence of a
supervising conservation specialist or monitoring archaeologist and as such was not historically or
archaeologically recorded. This is considered to be a significant negative impact. Mulkear LIFE caused
further damage during their misguided attempts to “upgrade the heritage value of the site” which
they did using crude construction methods. It is clear that it would not be possible to “upgrade”
heritage value as claimed on their website at http://mulkearlife.com/major-barrier-to-fish-passageremoved-on-the-mulkear-river/#major-barrier-to-fish-passage-removed-on-the-mulkear-river.

7.

When construction works were completed at Ballyclough weir it is not clear what happened to the
valuable stone that was removed from the weir structure. However, the material used for the
temporary access road was apparently illegally dumped some 3km upstream alongside the river and
within the boundary of the cSAC (see Plates). This was again done without planning permission or
Appropriate Assessment.

8.

It must be noted again that Sea Lamprey passage problems in the Mulkear catchment have not been
solved. Below Ballyclough weir there are two barriers to migration. The first barrier is Annacotty weir
and Mulkear LIFE’s lamprey “passes” are no longer present here. The second barrier upstream is a
crump weir below Ballyclogh Weir which is also likely to be a significant barrier to migration but was
ignored by Mulkear LIFE as this weir is run by Inland Fisheries Ireland – Mulkear LIFE’s parent entity.

9.

The non-native fish species Dace Leuciscus leuciscus was previously confined to the lower reaches of
the Mulkear River since it was illegally introduced in the 1990’s. However since the removal of
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Ballyclough Weir this fish species has penetrated upstream and is now invading the rest of the
catchment. It is clear that this species was always going to make it upstream in this catchment.
However, the prevention of Dace moving upstream was one of the reasons why Mulkear LIFE did not
propose initially to install a rock ramp at Annacotty weir.
10. We are also concerned that Mulkear LIFE and Inland Fisheries Ireland are now promoting this lamprey
pass for use on other Irish Rivers, in the absence of a supporting scientific assessment.
We believe that an investigation into the activities of Mulkear LIFE needs to be launched. They have brought
no long-term benefits to any of the three lamprey species in the Mulkear catchment and instead have just
been another pressure on these vulnerable species. We would also see that the EU LIFE office may also need
to share responsibility here, as there was clearly insufficient oversight given to this project. A quick review of
the attached Screening for Appropriate Assessment Report will confirm this. This would not pass as a
Screening Report for any other type of development in Ireland, and I am sure elsewhere in Europe. Why was it
accepted by EU LIFE? It is clear that there needs to be proper Appropriate Assessment reporting in place for
EU conservation projects like this, and they should ideally set the standard by which private developers should
follow. It is of concern that this project was part-funded by EU LIFE in the absence of suitable reporting and
assessments.
We have raised these concerns with Mulkear LIFE on a number of occasions and have also blogged regularly in
relation to the issues raised in this complaint. A list of relevant blog posts are provided overleaf and include
further evidence of the failure of Mulkear LIFE to follow proper procedure and cause significant adverse
impacts on the Lower River Shannon cSAC.
Yours faithfully,
For and behalf of the Old River Shannon Research Group,

__________________________
Dr William O’ Connor PhD, MSc, BSc, CBiol, CEnv, FSB, MCIEEM, MIFM
Fellow of the Society of Biology
Chartered Biologist
Chartered Environmentalist
T. +353 61 419477
E. William.oconnor@ecofact.ie.

CC: LIFE National Contact Point,
Environment International, Research and Information Section
Department of the Environment, Community and Local Government,
Room 2.51,
Custom House,
Dublin 1
Ireland
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Plates – lamprey “pass”

Plate 1 The lamprey “passes” at Annacotty weir during normal flow conditions during 2013.

Plate 2 This is one of the lamprey “passes” at Annacotty weir during March 2014 – broken and a hazard to
migrating salmon.
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Plate 3 This is the pass currently – on the river bank approximately 2km downstream.

Plate 4 Mulkear LIFE originally installed one of their lamprey “passes” at Ballyclough weir but this was then
removed. This is evidence that the weir removal was unplanned, and indeed this is clear with a view of the
Screening Report and the absence of any formal planning application. We believe that this type of tile pass
never had the potential to be a fish passage solution on the River Mulkear.
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Plates – Ballyclough Weir

Plate 5 Ballyclough weir during the removal works, June 2013. This was major instream works during the Sea
lamprey spawning season within a Natura 2000 river and in the absence of planning permission or Appropriate
Assessment. It is noted that no water quality mitigation or avoidance mitigation was used. No rock ramp was
ever built even though this is what was proposed. There was also no archaeological mitigation. (Photo taken
from Mulkear LIFE website – more photos of works at http://mulkearlife.com/major-barrier-to-fish-passageremoved-on-the-mulkear-river/#major-barrier-to-fish-passage-removed-on-the-mulkear-river).

Plate 6 Sea lampreys spawning at Annacotty during late June 2013. The main spawning site for lampreys is
located under 2km downstream of the major weir removal works.
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Plate 7 The disturbed gravel areas are Sea lamprey redds downstream of Annacotty weir, late June 2013. This
is the main lamprey spawning area on the River Mulkear and Mulkear LIFE undertook a “month of major
instream works” during the peak of the sea lamprey spawning season in 2013.

Plate 8 Lamprey redds downstream of Annacotty weir, late June 2013. Ova and the recently emerged larvae
of lampreys are sensitive to siltation in the same way that salmonids are.
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Plate 9 Ballyclough weir during the removal works, July 2013. These works took place during the sea lamprey
spawning season and no rock ramp was installed as proposed. There are still two barriers to migration located
downstream from here so this weir removal will not bring the benefits promised.

Plate 10 Temporary access road for construction machinery for weir removal works, July 2013. This access
road had no planning permission and no ecological assessment was completed. It included the removal of
hedgerows during the bird nesting season. It is noted that the “brochure” for the proposed works shows a map
where the access is on the opposite side of the river (see Appendix 2).
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Plate 11 The waste from the construction works (access road) was apparently illegally dumped along the river
within the SAC boundary approximately 3km upstream at an area known as the Longfield (townland
Garrymore). It is not clear what happened to the valuable stone which was removed from the weir itself.

Plate 12 The works at Ballclough Weir also involved the dredging of brook lamprey ammocoete habitat
without mitigation. Steep (in this case almost 90o) slopes were left which could only fall back into the river.
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Plate 13 The works at Ballyclough Weir also required a temporary causeway to be constructed across the river.
All these instream works were completed during the Sea Lamprey spawning season, with no water quality
mitigation. These works required planning permission and Appropriate Assessment.

Plate 14 Banks upstream of the Balyclough Weir were still collapsing and releasing suspended solids over 7
months later – a significant adverse effect.
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Plate 15 Evidence of the major release of sit which occurred as a result of the partial destruction of the 200
year old weir. This photo was taken 7 months after the works and large volumes of silt were still moving along
the river.

Plate 16 Over 7 months later river banks upstream of Ballyclough weir were still collapsing into the river and
releasing suspended solids.
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Plates – other

Plate 17 Brook/river lamprey ammocoetes (including a young-of-the-year) and a sea lamprey transformer
(bottom) from the main channel of the River Mulkear at Abbington Bridge during 2012 (from ECOFACT, 2012).

Plate 18 The crump weir which is operated by Inland Fisheries Ireland (IFI). This is the second barrier to
lamprey (and European eel) migration on the Mulkear River but was ignored by the Mulkear LIFE project.
There is a small vertical slot fishway on the left side of the river, but the efficiency of this for allowing lampreys
and eels to pass this obstacle has never been assessed.
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Map of subject area
Please see map at this link on Mulkear LIFE’s website for an overall map of the River Mulkear catchment and
Lower River Shannon SAC.
http://mulkearlife.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/01/area-map.jpg

Annacotty weir

Crump weir (IFI)

Ballyclough weir

Figure 1 Map of the lower River Mulkear with the location of the three weirs on the lower River. Annacotty
weir is <2km downstream of Ballyclough Weir.
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Table 1 Mulkear LIFE project aims and their outcome
Aim
Enhance populations of Atlantic salmon and Sea
lamprey through best practice instream
rehabilitation work along the Mulkear.

Remove obstacles to the annual adult sea lamprey
river upstream migration, opening up most of the
river catchment for sea lamprey spawning and
recruitment.

Monitor this work by radio-tracking sea lamprey to
determine habitat use and how they approach and
navigate obstacles.

Improve breeding, resting habitat and food supply
for European otters

Stop and reverse the damage caused by invasive
exotics (Giant hogweed and Japanese knotweed)
and restore the natural riparian zone with a
management programme to prevent re-colonisation.
Run large scale trials on the removal of Himalayan
balsam and non-native conifers in the riparian zone.

Outcome
Best practice for instream rehabilitation work was
not followed during this project. It could not be
considered to be best practice to undertake
extended major instream works during the
spawning season of a key conservation interest of
the site (Sea Lamprey). Likewise it would not be best
practice to undertake major weir removal works in
an SAC without either planning permission or
Appropriate Assessment. It is also not best practice
to propose installing one feature (i.e. rock ramp) but
decide to change the project proposal once on-site –
as Mulkear LIFE did at Ballyclough Weir.
Mulkear LIFE developed a lamprey “pass” but never
assessed the efficacy of this pass using scientific
studies. There are currently no lamprey passes on
the first obstacle to migration on the River Mulkear,
as these have been washed away. No long-term
solution to lamprey passage has therefore been
provided. It is unlikely that the lamprey pass design
was as effective as Mulkear LIFE claimed and would
never have worked for River Lamprey and Brook
Lamprey (or indeed European Eel). Mulkear LIFE
never considered the second barrier to migration on
the river, as this is a crump weir which is operated
by their parent organisation. They removed the third
barrier on the river (Ballyclogh weir). However the
works associated with this caused significant
damage to the SAC and its conservation interests
due to an absence of proper planning and
assessment.
The radio-tracking work completed by Mulkear LIFE
involved capturing and tagging Sea Lampreys on
their spawning area at Annacotty - when they had
already commenced nest building and spawning.
This caused significant and unnecessary disturbance
to this Annex II species. Little new information was
obtained from this work, and no information was
obtained which could not have been obtained from
non-invasive methods.
It is not clear if the project brought any significant
benefits to otters. It is not clear if the artificial holts
installed were beneficial, or even necessary, for the
local otter population.
This aim was far too ambitious and any benefits
here will be temporary at most, and limited to small
areas of the catchment.
No long-term benefits will have been obtained in
relation to non-native species control in the
catchment. All of these plants are still frequent
throughout the catchment.
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Aim
Address local water quality problems by working
directly with farmers to develop alternative solutions
to cattle drinks.
Develop practical prescriptions for the management
of a complex river system and its riparian zone,
ensuring that the integrity of the Lower Shannon SAC
is managed sustainably into the future.
Promote the project’s work and the issues affecting
the SAC through a range of events at a local and
wider community level.
Build on the work already undertaken by the
Mulkear Catchment Steering Group in developing
strong community links with all relevant
stakeholders.
Produce management prescriptions for habitat
rehabilitation for Atlantic salmon, Sea lamprey and
European otters which can be applied to SACs in
other Natura 2000 sites.
Promote education and awareness at local, regional
and national levels through various media and
educational events.

Outcome
This was completed, but was again limited in scale.

Not achieved. The Mulkear LIFE project itself has
had negative impacts on the integrity of this SAC.

This is where the Mulkear LIFE project excelled;
always favouring public relations and self-promotion
over science.

This is one of the most worrying outcomes of the
Mulkear LIFE project.
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Links to further comment on issues raised
Major instream works without Appropriate Assessment http://oldrivershannon.com/2013/08/03/mulkear-life/
MulkearLIFE are in breach of the EU Habitats Directive
http://oldrivershannon.com/2014/01/14/mulkear-life-are-in-breach-of-the-requirements-of-the-habitatsdirective/
Serious bank erosion as a result of Ballyclough weir removal by MulkearLIFE
http://oldrivershannon.com/2014/03/16/ballyclough-weir-removal/
MulkearLIFE’s ‘lamprey pass’ – where is the evidence that it works?
http://lampreysurveys.com/2013/04/13/lamprey-pass/
Further comment on Mulkear LIFE’s ‘lamprey pass’
http://lampreysurveys.com/2014/02/16/mulkear-life-lamprey-pass/

Other relevant issues and cumulative impacts
I would also like to draw attention to these other impacts on lampreys in the Lower River Shannon SAC that
have resulted from activities of the Office of Public Works – a Mulkear LIFE partner
New fish pass at Ennis – enough to mitigate for integrity level damage to SAC?
http://oldrivershannon.com/2013/09/08/river-fergus/
Design problems with the new fish pass at Ennis
http://oldrivershannon.com/2014/03/22/ennis-fish-pass/
Is anyone really protecting lampreys in Ireland?
http://oldrivershannon.com/2013/08/11/lampreys-in-ireland/

Angler’s protest
It is noted that Mulkear LIFE’s end of project conference attracted a major and unprecedented protest such is
the local anger against this project (see http://www.limerickleader.ie/news/local-news/anglers-wade-intorow-as-ifi-reject-conference-snub-claim-1-6309677).
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Appendix 1 Mulkear LIFE’s “Screening for Appropriate Assessment Report”
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Appendix 2 Mulkear LIFE Ballyclough weir project brochure, May 2013
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