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Background:
The Habitats Directive and The Birds Directive was negotiated over a period of 6
years (1986-1992) and were adopted in July 1992.
The process of ratification was deeply flawed, in that the people most directly affected
were not informed and consulted at an early stage as to what was being proposed.
The bio-geographical seminars which had the final say on Site Designations appear to
have been secretive and the sole preserve of the “experts”. No invitation to attend
was ever extended to Domestic Turf Cutters, even when the designation of their own
bogs was on the agenda. Domestic Turf cutters were not even informed as to the
existence of the bio-geographical seminars.
Species in the HD are referenced to in Latin. Latin may be the universal language of
ecologists and university researchers but it’s inclusion in such reports, as have been
made available to rural communities has rendered them unintelligible.
The justification for the widespread use of Latin, has been the need to minimise
linguistic difficulties between scientists and experts across the EU. No such
consideration has been extended to the people who are most directly affected by the
Directive. Exclusion is further exacerbated by the existence of secret Circe sites
under Eionet which may only be accessed with special permission.
Bog owners in particular and rural people in general, were not permitted to nominate
their own representatives to the bio-geographical seminars . Nor were they informed
by the authorities as to who had been chosen to represent them. They were therefore
denied the right to consult with, and brief their “would be” representatives. Bog
owners were not even granted observer status at the bio-geographical seminars.
Despite the expenditure of very significant amounts of tax payers’ money on this
process, there has never been any serious attempt to liase with, involve or include land
owners. Instead they have been systematically excluded.
In February 1997 the Habitats Directive was transposed into Irish law by Ministerial
Order (S.I. 94) and not, as would have been required at that time, by Act of the
Oireachtas. Since it’s inception, and since the 1999 agreement that gave birth to the
unregistered 10 year derogation, Domestic Turf Cutters have received several political
guarantees with regards to domestic turf cutting.
Minister Michael D. Higgins who brought the Habitats Directive into force has stated
repeatedly that it was never his intention to prevent small scale turf cutting for
domestic use. As recently as the summer of 2008, junior Minister Michael Finneran,
(in the current Government) announced publicly that the Cutting of Turf for domestic
purposes would not be outlawed.
Successive Governments have abdicated their responsibilities with regards to the
Habitats Directive, to a coterie of NGOs and “experts”. Consequently, there was no
proper democratic oversight, and this has resulted in the designation of significantly
more of Ireland’s national territory than was necessary. Together they now intend to
pursue this flawed policy, oblivious to the hardship and injustice that will be inflicted
on an already struggling rural population.
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Social, Economic & Legal
The Habitats Directive provides for the consideration of information of an Economic
and Social nature. In Ireland’s case, this type of information has neither been
presented nor considered.
The BMW region has “Objective 1” status. The pre-eminent and most intractable
problem in such areas is population decline. The Clar programme also identified areas
in the west suffering from population decline, poverty and peripherality. Upwards of
80% of these areas are now designated.
People living in marginal areas are identified as deprived under County Socioeconomic Profiles based on Census of Population results. Most live on welfare, many
are elderly and live alone. Their only dignity and independence derives from the
energy independence afforded by having their own turf banks. Turf is used for both
heating and cooking . Converting to oil or gas would cost upwards of €10,000.
Converting cooking facilities a further €1,000. Annual fuel costs would thereafter be
in the region of €2,000.
For rural communities, this is a "matter of over-riding public interest", such as was
identified by the European Court of Justice in the Peene Valley Case.
In direct contravention of this judgement, it is being demanded of people, who are
already enduring straitened economic circumstances, that they surrender the
equivalent of an oil well in their localities to faceless technocrats. This is ethnic
cleansing of the population from the most deprived areas of Ireland and it “gives the
lie” to the much vaunted policy of social inclusion .
Approximately 30% of the entire land area of County Galway is under some form of
designation. The figure is 52% of the county west of the Corrib. If designated rivers
and lakes in this area are included, the figure is 70%. This equates to an area the size
of County Offaly. In relation to raised bogs, 40% of Galway’s, 17% of Mayo’s and
22% of Roscommon’s bogs are designated.
The European Convention on Human Rights imposes an “onus of proportionality” on
the actions of the “High Contracting Parties”. In September 2006 the European
Court in section 4 of it’s judgement asserts that, in spite of a negative assessment of a
site, for reasons of overriding public interest including social and economic reasons,
the State must take measures to protect people in those areas. In Ireland the Social &
Economic pillars have to date, not been taken into account at all.
In Ireland, the appeals procedure stipulates that only scientific information and
arguments may be presented to the exclusion of the Social and Economic pillars. The
appeals procedure further limits the appellants options by stipulating that either, the
appellant themselves may speak, or an expert may speak on their behalf, but not both!
Only the appellants are bound by decisions of the appeals body.
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The ECJ’s Advocate General in 2000 laid down guidelines as to how the Habitats
Directive should have been interpreted from it’s inception. At the very least these
should have been adhered to. Turf Cutters were not, and still are not being consulted
and notified. Therefore they have been denied the right to a fair hearing.
Furthermore, individuals in rural Ireland have difficulty retaining the services of
professionals in this field. Most practitioners are already working with the EU /
Government or Government / EU funded NGOs, or the hope to do so in future.
Were such a practitioner available, individuals from deprived rural communities could
not afford their services, nor fund the extensive research and studies required to
counter the unbalanced material amassed by the Government at tax payers’ expense,
while utilising the full resources of the state and indeed the EU itself.
This deficiency is further compounded by the fact that the “Aarhus Convention”
which would give ordinary citizens access to funding to assist with the interpretation
of environmental law, has not been ratified by the Irish Government. Consequently,
people living in Ireland require legal assistance to interpret EU regulations on a case
by case basis. To date, such legal assistance has not been forthcoming.
Compensation.
The Government’s compensation package for the cessation of turf cutting, values an
acre of bog at €3,000 (€3,500 for 1st. acre), or alternatively the offer of an equivalent
amount & quality of bog in an undesignated site.
The Government’s figure of €3,000 an acre is derisory. At today’s ever increasing
oil prices, €3,000 would heat the family home for little more than two years.
Judiciously used, the same acre of bog would heat the family home for approximately
150 to 200 years. Furthermore, using a locally sourced Irish fuel is considerably more
sustainable and environmentally friendly than shipping oil from geo-politically
unstable regions on the other side of the planet.
Bord na Mona place a value of €280,000 an acre on their bogs and commercial turf
cutters have been paid the equivalent of €30,000 an acre as part of cessation
agreements.
An acre of raised bog with a depth of 7 meters and an area of 4,000 square meters
results in a volume of 28,000 M³ per acre. Based on 10% turf, one acre contains an
estimated 2,800 tonnes of turf. The calorific value of turf is 50% that of coal. Thus
2,800 tonnes of turf equates to 1,400 tonnes of coal. Coal has a current value of
approximately €200 per tonne. Therefore in fuel terms, one acre of bog has a
minimum fuel value of €280,000.
The above figures do not incorporate compensation for the inherent “energy security”
and “security of supply” provided by the family owned Turf Bank. Considering the
current geopolitical state of the planet, these are not trivial concerns. All the more so,
for persons in disadvantaged rural areas who would not be in a position to compete
financially for fuel should there be another oil crisis.
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It is estimated that Ireland’s bogs contains 1.2 Billion tonnes of Co2. Therefore, the
newly emerging value of Carbon Credits must also be taken into account in this
context.
Page 100 of the EU’s “Clim Soil” Report suggests the creation of “Organisations
such as farmers’ collectives” to help ease the transactions costs of getting payments
for Carbon Credits to those who actually realise the carbon sequestration.
On page 100 it further states “…it is essential that the credits are actually paid to the
local owner.”
It appears, that rather than allow Ireland’s small holders enjoy the use of their private
property, the EU / Government are using the Habitats Directive as a means to seize it
for themselves, while disingenuously offering a pittance in the place of adequate
compensation.
Misconceptions & Misinformation about Domestic Turf Cutting.
Domestic Turf Cutting is often confused with peat extraction, which it is not. For
peat extraction, both the raised bog and the spreading area need to be dried out and
the surface area is denuded of living cover .
Domestic Turf Cutting on the other hand, does not require the high bog to be dried at
all. In almost all cases, the turf is spread on the cutaway, not on the high bog. In the
rare cases where turf is spread on the high bog, it is spread within the bounds of the
Turf Cutters own plot, which usually does not exceed 1 or 2 acres in extent.
For the purpose of Domestic Turf Cutting, it is better for the cutting process (Hopper
System) and the quality of the turf, if the High Bog remains wet.
With the Hopper System, the turf can be spread at a considerable remove from the
face bank. . Hopper machines exert less pressure on the ground per square inch, than
the human foot. Therefore a relatively wet cutaway area close to the face bank is not
a problem. With careful use of this system, the cutaway area close to the face bank
could begin regeneration almost immediately. Active Bog growth on the cutaway in
such circumstances could match that of the Raised Bog in many instances. Perhaps, as
in the case of a hedge that’s been coppiced, such newly generating active bog on the
cutaway may be even more vigorous.
NPWS commissioned reports claim that, Domestic Turf Cutting entails the removal of
bench of 5M to 6M in width. This is inaccurate. The width of the bench removed in a
Domestic Turf Cutting operation is 2.5M to 3.0M in width at most.
Domestic Turf Cutters are being wrongly accused in NPWS commissioned reports, of
draining and burning the high bog. Domestic Turf Cutters have no such
requirements. For a Domestic Turf Cutter there is no benefit to burning the bog. We
can only assume that the fires referred to in these reports are accidental or as a result
of natural phenomena.
Drainage of the high bog is neither required for, or associated with current Domestic
Turf Cutting practice. Prior to designation, Bord Na Mona had carried out extensive
drainage works on the high bog in a number of the bogs which were subsequently
designated SAC. Such drainage works do still exist and are functioning but, have
absolutely nothing to do with Domestic Turf Cutting.
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It is also a fact that large tracts of High Bog were drained at the Government’s behest
during “The Emergency”, when army lorries were sent to these bogs to transport turf
to the country’s cities on a massive scale. These drains are still in situ, but have
nothing whatever to do with current day Domestic Turf Cutting.
The 30+ year old trenches left on the high bog by the Sugar Company’s Lilliput
machines may also be misconstrued as being associated with current turf cutting
practice. These old trenches are unrelated and can be closed off if it’s deemed
necessary. In fact, where such trenches exists on private plots and as part of an agreed
solution to this issue, turf cutting contractors are prepared to carry out this work free
of charge (with the consent of the owner) should the NPWS be prepared to liase & cooperate in a spirit of mutual respect with all of the parties involved.
Several NPWS reports refer to the mechanisation of turf cutting, suggesting that it has
or will lead to increased amounts of turf being cut. This is not a valid argument
because Domestic Turf Cutters are only interested in cutting sufficient turf for their
own use, regardless of the cutting method.
In official circles the mistaken impression that domestic turf cutting will result in the
loss of 100% of Ireland’s raised bog has been assiduously cultivated. This is patently
untrue. Domestic Turf Cutters only intend to cut that which they already own. As we
will demonstrate later in this submission, Domestic Turf Cutters only own a tiny
portion of the 32 bogs designated as SAC in 1997. Therefore, there is no clear and
present danger posed to raised bog habitat by domestic cutters. The amount and extent
of domestic turf cutting has not increased and is not likely to increase appreciably in
the future.
We note the slanted tone in the Government’s advertisement of this current Working
Group. In this context, the reference to Ireland’s only having 1% of it’s original area
of raised bog is both disingenuous and irrelevant. The Habitats Directive is not
retrospective, and does represent an attempt to preserve the extent of bog existing in
Ireland before the dawn of civilisation.
We note too, that the unnecessarily long title chosen for the Working Group implies
that the current Government’s position is at variance with what was agreed in 2004,
under which this working group is being, or should have been convened. The
document entitled:“Appendix XI - Summary Report - Assesment of impacts of Turf Cutting on designate
raised bogs 2003-2006.”
Records a provision of the 2004 agreement as stipulating that :“After the 10-year period the Department will review whether there are particular
circumstances in which domestic turf-cutting can continue on raised bogs without
damaging the bogs.”
The Government’s / EU’s claim that they only intend to take 1% of Ireland’s bogs
lacks credibility because the 32 Bogs identified in the current tranche of proposed
SAC prohibitions, are in fact 32 "Bog Complexes". Each "Bog Complex" is
comprised of perhaps as many as 6 Townland Bogs. The TCCA estimate that the
total number of "Townland Bogs" affected by this initial tranche of proposed
Domestic Turf Cutting prohibitions, is approximately 150.
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In Ireland, SACs cover an area of approximately 13,500 km². Roughly 53% of this is
land, the bulk of which is peat land. A further 148 sites, totalling 60,000 hectares of
Blanket and Raised Bog are Designated NHA. In addition to NHAs, a further 630
sites, totalling 65,000 hectares are Designated pNHA. By any reckoning these are
astounding figures.
Successive Governments have abdicated their responsibilities in this regard to an
elitist group comprising An Taisce, Bird Watch Ireland, Coastwatch Ireland, Irish
Wildlife Trust, the IPCC and other European NGOs. These self styled experts, with
the support of EU bureaucrats appear to view rural people as an invasive species,
deserving of eradication. The disclosure that this unaccountable elite have compiled
and published a "Shadow List" consisting of an additional 424 Bog Land Sites, and
are demanding that these too be designated as SACs, serves to further undermine the
Government’s credibility.
The EU Commission Press Release (IP/09/353 Brussels, 5 March 2009) introducing
the “CLIM SOIL” Report and Soil Protection Framework Directive , states “ … a
failure to protect Europe's remaining peat bogs, for example, would release the same
amount of carbon as an additional 40 million cars on Europe's roads.”
Those of us who have read chapter 5 of the said “CLIM SOIL” report and the
proposed Soil Protection Framework Directive, with which the report is associated,
can be in no doubt whatsoever that officialdom aided by the NGOs it bankrolls, plan
to halt all Turf Cutting on all Irish bogs. Thus, it is hardly surprising that rural people
now believe that the intention is, to deprive them of the right to the lifestyle that has
sustained them and their communities down the centuries

Favourable Reference Values.
Favourable Reference Values are key concepts in the evaluation of conservation
status. Favourable Reference Values for Habitat Area and Species Population are
defined as “…. the minimum values required for the long-term survival of the habitat
or species in question.”
If any one of four parameters, “Range”, “Area”, “Structure & Function” and “Future
Prospects” are assessed as “RED” (BAD), then the overall assessment will also be
“RED” (unfavourable – bad).
When NPWS published maps of the FRRs for active, degraded and blanket bog are
combined onto one map (See attached MAP 3), the full implications of these FRRs
for Ireland’s rural people become starkly evident.
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Favourable Reference Range (FRR)
It is stated in the Explanatory Notes & Guidelines that the FRR is not necessarily
equal to the “Potential Range”, normally FRR is smaller. Although Active (ARB) &
Degraded (DRB) Raised Bog are related habitat, they are to be treated as two distinct
habitats under the Habitats Directive.
However, the FRR shown in the map for ARB accompanying the NPWS’ "Active
Raised Bog (7110) Conservation Status Assessment Report" is identical to the FRR
for DRB (7120), the latter being by far the more extensive of the two habitats. (See
Attached maps – MAP 1 & MAP 2).
While it could possibly be argued that the FRR for the much more extensive DRB
habitat, might equate to the to the “Potential Range” of ARB, Ireland was not obliged
by the terms of the Habitats Directive to set such an unattainable FRR in the case of
ARB.
Consequently, it is stated on Page 3 of the NPWS’ “Active Raised Bog (7110)
Conservation Status Assessment Report” that the current range of ARB is 45.53%
below the FRR. A value of 10% below FRR constitutes an “Unfavourable-Bad”
conservation status. Given the unrealistic value set for FRR in the first place (Twice
the Habitat Range), how could it possibly be otherwise ?
Setting an unattainable FRR was reckless in the extreme, because when FFR is used
as the assessment criteria, a conservation status of “Unfavourable Bad”, is the only
possible outcome with the attendant threat of EU Commission fines on Ireland’s
already overburdened Tax Payers.
Favourable Reference Area (FRA)
A similar approach was used when setting the FRA for ARB, though in the case of the
FRA the resultant position for Ireland was even more disadvantageous by several
orders of magnitude. The FRR Ireland’s “experts” created for ARB was only
approximately twice the existing habitat range i.e., 13,400km² vs. 24,600km².
However, when it came to setting the Favourable Reference Area (FRA) for Active
Raised Bog, 195.7km² of DRB was arbitrarily inserted as part of the FRA for ARB.
When measured, the original extent of ARB was 19.45km², meaning an area 10 times
the existing habitat has been inserted to create it’s FRA. Consequently, the FRA for
Active Raised Bog has been set to an area 11 times the originally measured habitat
i.e.:ARB (19.45km²) + 195.7km² of DRB = 215.2km² (ARB Habitat FRA)
In a document published on the EU’s reporting web site entitled “Report on the main
results of the surveillance under article 11 for annex I habitat types (Annex D)” the
arbitrarily inserted figure of 195.7km² is characterised as “the theoretical target value
for the restoration”.
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Using such an excessively ambitious figure as “the theoretical target value for the
restoration” is laudable. It demonstrates optimism. However, arbitrarily using it to
set the FRA, with all of the FRA’s attendant legal status and potential risk of EU
Commission fines being levied against Ireland, recklessly exposed Ireland to
unnecessary risk. On the other hand, it does guarantee employment for “experts” in
the field of ARB restoration for decades to come.
As a direct result of having the FRA for ARB arbitrarily set to an excessive value, the
author of the "Active Raised Bog (7110) Conservation Status Assessment Report" was
able to say on page 6 that:“ … the current habitat area is 91% below the Favourable Reference Area (FRA)
(215.2 km²). A habitat extent which is more than 10% below the FRA is considered to
be Unfavourable Bad …”
Having themselves initially set the FRA to 11 times the habitat area, …. how could
they possibly expect the results to be otherwise … ?

Active Raised Bog Extent.
In some respects ARB is more akin to a crop than a anything else. Therefore, attempts
to measure it progress empirically are fraught with difficulty. Farmers expect
variability in the yield of their crops. Even so, they too have been disappointed in
recent years, despite the use of careful cultivation and modern farming techniques.
Nature does not conform to man’s timetable. Given the extremely long life cycle of a
bog, it is unsurprising that periods of natural inactivity can span decades or perhaps
even longer. Different parts of a bog system will tend be active or inactive at
different stages. We should not expect the growth of bogs to be steady and uniform,
or divorced from the current climatic conditions. It hasn’t in the past, why should it
now ?
Bogs are especially sensitive to climatic conditions, and the reference period for the
assessment of ARB habitat just happens to coincide with a decade of increased
concern about global warming, climate change and the stronger than usual El Nino in
1998. The European Commission’s “DG Environment News Alert Service”, issue
130 dated 20-Nov-2008, acknowledges that “Climate Change” does have an impact
on the landscape and induces alterations in vegetation.
Account should also have been taken of the fact that, for approximately half of the
reporting period, no restrictions of any kind were in place with regard to the
commercial exploitation of these bogs. Commercial turf cutting and Moss Peat
extraction continued apace.
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It has also been noted in various NPWS reports that commercial exploitation either
did, or is suspected of having continued even after restrictions came into force. If
indeed this is the case, it is not the responsibility of Domestic Turf Cutters who did
not engage in such practice. Nor should such suspicions or suggestions be used to
justify an attempt to evict Domestic Turf Cutters from their own private plots.
Domestic Turf Cutters unreservedly condemn such activity and are prepared to work
in partnership with the Government to bring such activity to an end, should it be
shown to exist. If a failure has occurred in this respect, then it is the NPWS and
Government themselves who are culpable for years of neglect.
The Turf Cutters and Contractors Association (TCCA) have conducted a review of
turf cutting on 15 of the 32 SAC bogs, on which the Government propose to outlaw
Domestic Turf Cutting in 2009. The results of this review are presented on the
following sheets.
The figures used are the figures for the total amount of turf cut over the 10 year
period, assessed against the NPWs’ own figures for Raised Bog extent and based on
the amount of turf in one acre of 12 spit raised bog (approximately 12ft high), with 15
inches of cleanings taken off top and placed in the cutaway where it can regenerate.
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Carrownagappul Bog, Site Ref 001242
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

487.53 ha (1204.74 acres)
65%
316.89 ha (783.01 acres)
0.31%.
0.031%.
90%
10%
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Cloonshanville Bog, Site Ref 000614
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

225.76 ha (557.88 acres)
84%
189.64 ha (468.62 acres)
0.0071%
0.00071%
95%
5%
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Kilsallagh Bog, Site Ref 000285
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

279.73 ha (691.24)
68%
190.22 ha (470.05)
0.35%
0.035%
89%
11%

At current rates of turf cutting, we estimate that it would take Domestic Turf Cutters
up to 300 years to extract what they own.
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Bellanagare Bog, Site Ref 000592
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

1207.59 ha (2983.95)
61%
736.63 ha (1820.29)
0.54%
0.054%
93%
7%
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Lough Lurgeen Bog and Glenamaddy Turlough, Site Ref 000301
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

1162.11 (2871.69 acres)
51%
592.68 ha (1464.57 acres)
0.000985%
0.0000985%
87%
13%
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Lisnageeragh Bog & Ballinastack Turlough Complex
Site Ref 000296
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

455.49 ha (1125.56 acres)
62%
282.40 ha (697.84 acres)
0.08%
0.008
95%
5%

At current extraction rates it would take up to 20 years to use 1 acre of raised bog, and
somewhere in the region of 200 to 300 years for Domestic Turf Cutters to exhaust the
5% approx. of the bog which they own. This is sustainable use of the resource.

LISNAGEERAGH BOG AND BALLINASTACK TURLOUGH
BOG COMPLEX
4.92%

0.08%

% in Public Ownership
% owned by Turf Cutters
% owned by turf cutters, cut in last 10 years

95%
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Shankill West Bog, Site Ref 00326
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
=
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=

136.39 ha (337.03 acres)
52%
70.92 ha (175.25 acres)
0.057%.
0.0057%.
95%
5%
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Cloonchambers Bog, Site Ref 00600
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

348.20 ha (860.44 acres)
45%
156.69 ha (387.20 acres)
0.77%
0.077%
80%
20%
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Clara Bog, Site Ref 00572
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

836.54 ha (2067.17 acres)
44%
368.08 ha (909.56 acres)
0.98
0.098
91%
9%
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Cloonmoylan Bog, Site Ref 00248
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

554.42 ha (1370.03 acres)
71%
393.64 ha (972.72 acres)
0.33%
0.033%
65%
35%

Cloonmoylan Bog
0.33%
34.67%
% in Public Ownership
% owned by Turf Cutters
% owned by turf cutters, cut
in last 10 years
65%
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All Saints Bog, Site Ref 00566
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

369.68 ha (931.52 acres)
52%
192.23 ha (475.01 acres)
.34%
.034%
80%
20%

All Saints Bog
19.66%

0.34%

% in Public Ownership
% owned by Turf Cutters
% owned by turf cutters, cut
in last 10 years

80%
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Flughany Bog, Site Ref 00497
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

231.09 ha (571.05 acres)
47%
108.61 ha (268.39 acres)
0.50%
0.050%
95%
5%

Flughany Bog
4.5%

0.5%

% in Public Ownership
% owned by Turf Cutters
% owned by turf cutters, cut
in last 10 years

95%
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Sharavogue Bog, Site Ref 00585
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=
=

223.43 ha (552.12 acres)
61%
136.29 ha (336.79 acres)
0.68%
0.068%
unknown
unknown

Sharavogue Bog
0.68%

% uncut
% owned by turf cutters, cut
in last 10 years

99.32%
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Barroughter Bog, Site Ref 00231
Total area of S.A.C.
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
=
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters

=
=
=
=
=
=

174.02 ha (430.02 acres)
53%
92.23 ha (227.91 acres)
1.2%
0.12%
unknown
unknown

Barroughter Bog
1.2%

% uncut
% owned by turf cutters, cut
in last 10 years

98.8%
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Corliskea, Trien, Cloonfeivlle Bog, Site Ref 002110
Total area of S.A.C.=
Total % of raised bog habitat
Total hectares of raised bog
% of Raised Bog used (1999-2008)
% of Raised Bog used per annum
% of Bog in Public Ownership
% of bog owned by turf cutters =

=
=
=
=
=

725.21(1792.07 acres)
61%
442.38 (1093.17 acres)
0.99%
0.099%
Unknown
Unknown
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In addition to the data presented in the previous pages, the TCCA have extracted the
following information from documentation obtained from the NPWS under the
Freedom of Information Acts. The data provided in Tables 1, 2 & 3 demonstrates the
following:(a) As is evident in table (1), in the absence of turf cutting, the extent of ARB habitat
still deteriorated very seriously in individual bogs.
(b) As evidenced in table (2), ARB habit extent did improve in some bogs where
there was no turf cutting.
(c) As evidenced in table (3), not only can ARB habitat coexist alongside Domestic
Turf Cutting, it can prosper alongside it !
(1) NO Turf Cut – Yet Active Raised Bog Decreases
CODE
Name
Turf Cut in
ARB ha +/2003
1995-2005
6
582
679
1818
1818
2346
641
647

Killyconny
Raheenmore
Garriskill
Ballykenny
Fisherstown
Brown Bog
Clonfinane
Firville

(2) NO Turf Cut - ARB Increases
CODE
Name
382
597
604

Sheheree
Carrowbehy
Derrinea

% Increase /
Decrease

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

-33.47
-8.61
-30.65
-43.21
-26.6
-1.11
-18.78
-14.45

-87.9%
-14.23%
-43.03%
-78.04%
-51.76%
-10.21%
-95.33%
-44.79%

Turf Cut in
2003

ARB ha +/19995-2005

% Increase /
Decrease

NO
NO
NO

0.32
11.45
0.56

8.65%
16.86%
3.24%

ARB ha +/19995-2005
5.22
1.81
3.52
3.09
1.95
0.37

% Increase /
Decrease
40.03%
12.80%
8.44%
6.07%
8.25%
10.63%

(3) Turf CUT – Yet Active Raised Bog Increases
CODE
Name
Turf Cut in
2003
296
Lisnageera
YES
326
Shankill West
YES
575
Ferbane
YES
580
Mongan
YES
585
Sharavogue
YES
600
Cloonchambers
YES
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Pilot Project on Kilsallagh Bog (000285).
In Kilsallagh Bog the TCCA and local NPWS staff have begun a co-operative pilot
project with the aim of working together to address matters of mutual concern, while
at the same time furthering the objectives of ARB habitat conservation.
To these ends, agreement in principle has already been received from the Turf Cutters
located on one side of the bog, to relocate to alternative plots of a similar size and
quality within the Kilsallagh Bog complex. This would provide a consolidated area of
raised bog where Turf Cutting would no longer take place. A plan is also being
drawn up to block certain drains, at least for large parts of the year.
It is not be within the remit of this pilot project, to address the much larger issues of
Coillte’s conifer plantations and the large scale Bord Na Mona drainage grid on the
high bog. These developments are located within the 89% of this raised bog already
in public ownership and are therefore off limits to private individuals.
As these artefacts are recognised as being severely detrimental to ARB habitat, and
are on the 89% of the bog complex already owned by the government, it has always
been open to the NPWS to take remedial action. One must ask the question, why
have they neglected to do so ?
Lisnageeragh Bog (Ref:000296)
According to the summary report of the “Raised Bog Monitoring Project 2004 –
2005”, the NPWS undertook Raised Bog Restoration Projects on 10 sites between
1994 and 1999. Although the results of these restoration projects are characterised in
the report as having been “highly positive”, it is reported that new areas of ARB
habitat only developed in 4 of the 10 sites. In 2003 restoration projects took place on
3 further sites.
In 2005, Lisnageeragh Bog (Ref:000296) was the subject of a restoration project and
is therefore worthy of particular mention in this context. Active Raised Bog (ARB)
habitat increased by +5.25 Ha. Turf Cutting practice continued unchanged throughout
and 0.08% of the high bog was used in turf cutting in the course of the 10 year period.
Contrast this with Cloonshanville (Ref. 000614) where ARB habitat Decreased by
-5.25 Ha, even though only 0.0071% of the raised bog was used for Turf Cutting in
the same 10 year period.
This would indicate that Domestic Turf Cutting is not the primary causal factor in the
decrease of ARB habitat. As is the case in Lisnageeragh, Cloonshanville Bog has
high bog coniferous plantation and high bog drainage unrelated to Domestic Turf
Cutting. Even though 95% of Cloonshanville Bog is in Government ownership, no
ARB restoration project has been attempted to date. Once again, we must ask, why
not ?
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Conclusion.
The data presented herein and the particular example of Lisnageeragh Bog, speaks to
the fact that Domestic Turf Cutting is not inimical to the conservation and indeed
increase of Active Raised Bog habitat.
It demonstrates beyond doubt, that where the Government already own the vast
majority of a bog complex (90% Approx), the presence of small scale Domestic Turf
cutting does not preclude the NPWS from carrying out successful restorative projects,
should they choose to do so.
However, during the past 10 years, the Irish Government & NPWS have instead
adopted a policy of neglect towards these Priority Habitats which are already within
their control. Rather than working to preserve and enhance the vast extent of the bogs
which they already own, the Government have focused instead on evicting small scale
Domestic Turf Cutters from the 10% approx. of the bogs in private ownership.
Consequently, one would be forgiven for concluding that ending “Private Ownership”
of bog, rather than bog conservation is the true objective.
The TCCA contends that more positive results could have been achieved by the
NPWS, had resources been directed toward such restorative projects, and away from
the compilation of voluminous, repetitious and mutually referencing reports. Had they
done so, and worked in a spirit of co-operation and mutual respect with their
neighbours on the bogs, there is good reason to believe that their report to the EU
would have been significantly more favour
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Furthermore, the Fernandez report’s use of the phrase “ …. irreversibly also lost .” is
inaccurate and unduly pessimistic. Given time and the correct conditions, the “cut
away” left behind by Domestic Turf Cutters will regenerate into active bog. All
raised bogs began their life at or below the level of the current “cut away”. Such
actively growing “cut away” may eventually become more vigorous in terms of
growth and Carbon sequestration than the older raised bog.
It appears to us, that Government appointed contractors and agents have wasted no
opportunity to present Ireland in general and Domestic Turf Cutters in particular, in
the worst possible light. Additional to the setting of excessive Favorable Reference
Values, consider the following example:The front page of a document entitled “ASSESSMENT OF IMPACTS OF TURF
CUTTING ON DESIGNATED RAISED BOGS DOCUMENT 1 SUMMARY REPORT
” Fernandez et. Al. March 2006, contains a number of photographs of a section of
Monaincha bog (Ref: 00652).
However, in a small note at the bottom of page 6 of this bog’s Site Report the authors
state :“All the area subject to turf cutting (i.e. southern lobe) has been excluded from the
NHA following a informal appeal to NPWS. The above assessment was carried out
prior to the exclusion took place. Thus, this fact completely invalidates the previous
assessment. There is not active peat cutting on the remaining high bog section within
the NHA.”
So, it transpires that these rather prejudicial photographs, do not after all depict turf
cutting on a “Designated” bog, and the NPWS is well aware of this fact !
This type of misrepresentation has been allowed to pervade, due to the complete lack
of democratic oversight inherent in the process, coupled with the Irish Government’s
inability or unwillingness to stoutly defend the interests of some of it’s most
vulnerable citizens at European level.
It is widely accepted that the EU’s law making process is dominated by bureaucrats. It
is unsurprising therefore, that where there is a dearth of democratic oversight at
national level, laws emanating from Europe will tend to empower bureaucrats and
technocrats. This is what has happened with respect to the Habitats Directive.
Bureaucrats, technocrats and scientists have been placed on a pedestal of infallibility.
They are answerable to no one and they have been allowed to run amok in the Irish
countryside.
This is not without precedence. Both nationally and internationally self styled experts
have an unenviable track record of arrogantly dismissing the advice and accumulated
wisdom of local people, upon whom their mistakes often have most impact. Their
unassailable belief in their own infallibility, propels such 'experts' to pursue illconceived strategies, often to the detriment of their stated objective.
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Past examples are, ... the US National Parks Service's interference in the life cycle of
the Giant Sequoia tree, the unnecessary culling of African elephants, the Burren in
Co. Clare, the electrocution of Pike in Ireland's lakes and rivers, the Natterjack toad in
Co. Kerry, the bog slide on Dooncarton Mountain, Co. Mayo and the land slide of
Derrybrien, Co. Galway.
Not withstanding the above, we in the TCCA believe that a successful conservation
effort is only possible in a spirit of partnership, taking into account our people’s long
association with, and affinity for our bogs. Rural communities have a vested interest
in the Conservation of their bogs, but as we have demonstrated, this does not
necessitate arbitrary bans on rural families cutting their own turf for domestic use.
We live in a managed landscape. Our bogs have been carefully managed and
conserved by our people for thousands of years. This is precisely why, they are now
so valuable to the EU and coveted by a small coterie of self appointed experts.
The belief that in order to conserve Ireland’s bogs, small scale Domestic Turf Cutting
must be outlawed, while at the same time Bord na Mona, who own 80,000 Ha of Irish
bog, continue to export approximately 20,000 tonnes of turf & peat to Germany and
Holland each year, is a fallacy. Are our bogs to become the latest in a succession of
Irish resources, that the Irish People are to be prohibited from using, while we watch
them being plundered for the benefit of Europeans ?
The TCCA has previously indicated it's willingness to work towards a reasonable
resolution of this problem. In return, we expect the Government to afford us and the
people we represent, the dignity and respect to which we are entitled as human beings.
Rural Communities have legitimate concerns with regards to the future use of their
bogs. They are entitled to have their concerns not only heard, but satisfactorily
addressed. We have demonstrated that there is sufficient room within the terms of the
Habitats Directive to resolve this problem to the satisfaction of all reasonable people.
In this respect the Government have a choice, which we do not. The Government can
choose the path of co-operation or conflict. If the path of conflict is chosen, rural
communities will have no choice but to fight for their very survival. Such a contest
may appear at first glance to be an unequal one, with the Government holding all of
the cards, and all of the power. However, we draw our inspiration from the immortal
words of Terence McSweeney as he lay dying on Hunger Strike in Cork jail, ….
"It is not those who can inflict the most, but those who can endure the most who will
prevail."
END

