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District Court Area of Letterkenny - District No. 1

In the Matter of the Director of Public Prosecutions versus John Riney - initiated by :
1. Whereas on the __day of 19 __ an application was made to this office by
{Insp. G. Sullivan on behalf of) the above named Prosecutor for the issue of a summons
2, Purportedly issued by: Edith Sutcliffe, Appropriate District Court Clerk, at the District
Court Office . dated this _ (See SUMMONS)
pursuant to s.1.(2) of the Courts (No.3) Act, 1986

Submission to the Honourable District Judge Thomas Fitzpatrick at
Letterkernny District Court No. 1 on Friday November 19, 1999,

Preliminary Objection to the Honourable District Judge’s Jurisdiction
made by John Riney, the Accused.

1t is clear that the issue of a summons need not be based on a complaint. It can be issued on a
simple application by a person designated in s.1(4) of the Courts (No.3) Act, 1986 and the
summons is then issued ‘as a matter of administrative procedure’.

The application for the issue of a summons did not constitute the making af a complaint in
accordance with the 1851 Act (Petty Sessions (Ireland), Act) and there was no complaint until
the matter was communicated to the district judge.

Held by Morris P at 1. and 3. respectively in Murray v. McArdle [1999] 2 ILRM 285

Constitutional Rights of Accused - Fair Procedures

Bunreacht na hEirearm, Airteagal 38.1. provides:
Ni cead aon duine a thriail in aon chuis choriuil ach mar is cui de reir dii.
(No person shall be tried on any criminal charge save in due course of law).
This constitutional guarantee has notably been interpreted by the learned:
Cearbhall .0 Dalaigh in re Haughey {19711 IR 217
Gannon J. and O’Higgins C.J. in The State (Healy) v. Donoghue [1976] IR 325
Denham J (O’Flaherty concurring), D. v. Dir. Public Prosecutions [1994] 1 ILRM 435

O Dalaigh, C.J. in the course of his judgement in re Haughey at p.264 says:
then a person whose conduct has been impugned as part of the subject matter of an
inguiry must be afforded reasonable means of defending himself. To deny such rights
is, in the ancestral adage, a classic case of clocha ceangailte agus madrai scaoiite.

Gannon J in The State (Healy) v. Donoghue at p. 335-6 says:

Among the natural rights of an individual whose conduct is impugned and whose
Jreedom is put in jeopardy are the rights to be adequately informed of the nature and substance
of the accusation, to have the matter tried in his presence by an impartial and independent
court or arbitrator, to hear and test by examination the evidence offered by or on behalf of his
-accuser, to be allowed to give or call evidenee in his defence, and to be heard in argument or
submission before judgement is given. By mentioning these I am not to be taken as giving a
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complete summary, or as excluding other rights such as the rights to reasonable expedition and
the right to have an opportunity for preparation of the defence. The rights I have mentioned
are such as would necessarily have a bearing on the result of a trial. In my view, they are
rights which are amterior to and do not merely derive from the Constitution, but the duty to
protect them is cast upon the Courts by the Constitution.

Denham J (O’Flaherty concurring) in H. v. Director of Public Prosecutions at p. 442 says:
The applicant s constitutional rights must be protected. Under the Constitution Article

38.1 provides: No person shall be tried on any criminal charge save in due course of law.

The unenumerated rights of Article 40.3 (1° The State guarantees in its laws to respect, and, as
far as is practicable, by its laws to defend and vindicate the personal rights of the citizen

2° The State shall, in particular, by its laws protect as best i may from unjust attack and, in the
case of injustice done, vindicate the life, person, good name, and property rights of every
citizen.) a right to fairness of procedures. ....

The applicant’s right to a fair trial is one of the most fundamental constitutional rights
afforded to persons. On a hierarchy of constitutional rights it is a superior right.

A court must give some consideration to the commumities right to have this alleged crime
(indecently assaulting a young girl in a boat off the Donegal coast) prosecuted in the usual way .
However, on the hierarchy of constitutional rights there is no doubt that the applicant s right to
Jair procedures is superior to the communities right to prosecute.

Administrative Procedures pursuant to Courts (No.3) Act, 1986
and Defects in the Summons in the Instant Case

(i) Application for the issue of 2 summons and the Prosecutor

The 1986 Act provides as follows:
1. -(4) An application for the issue of a summons in relation to an offence may be made to the
appropriate office of the District Court by or on behalf of the Attorney General, the Director of

Public Prosecutions, a member of the Garda Siochana or any person authorised by or under
statute fo prosecute the offence. '

The summons on its face states; WHEREAS onthe ___ day of 19 ___ an application was

made to this office by ( Insp. G. Sullivan on behalf of) the above-named Prosecutor for the issue
of a summons to you, the above-named Accused, ...

In view of the fact that the Prosecutor in Court o the 6* day of May 1999 {the date summoned
to the District Court) before the Honorable Judge John M. O’Donnell was Garda Inspector T.V.
O’Brien who sought and was granted an adjournment despite the Accused’s request that it be
heard, the Prosecutor at the special sitting on 25™ June 1999 before the Honorable Judge
Thomas Fitzpatrick was Prosecuting Garda, Inspector Eugene McGovern who again sought and
was granted an adjournment, and after further adjournments/for mention all at the behest of the
prosecution the Prosecutor on October 28 1999 when November 19 was fixed for hearing
was Garda Inspector Greg Sullivan-also the Applicant for the Summons -
the questions arise:

1. In what capacity did Insp. G. Sullivan apply for the summons?

2. Is the Prosecutor the Director of Public Prosecutions as stated on summons?

Page 2 of 6 Pages
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1t is vital to the Accused’s defence and the fair procedures guaranteed by Arteagel 38. 1.
Bunreacht na hEireann that defects of omission/deletions/surplusage etc. on the face of the -
summons be amended under the Honorable District Judge’s powers of amendment.

1. Capacity of Applicant? Xfit is the case that Insp. Greg Sullivan made the application for the
summons as a common informer the Accused respectfully submits the summons be amended to
expressly state this. Alternatively if, as stated on the face of the Summeons, he applied on behalf
of the above named Prosecutor (viz. The Director of Public Prosecutions) then he should be
requested to produce to the Honorable Court his specific authorisation from the Director to
have applied for the summons. If, as provided for by s. 1(4) of the 1986 Act, he applied as a
member of the Garda Siochana then it is respectfully submitted the Summons be amended by
insertion of Garda before Insp. on the face of the Summons. (People v. Roddy [19771 TR 177)

2. Prosecutor the Director of Public Prosecutions? As it appears from the proceedings to
date in the instant case that members of An Garda Siochana are acting as Prosecutors and the
title of the Summons does not expressly state that they are prosecuting at the suit of the
Director of Public Prosecutions they must be either prosecuting with the specific authorisation
of the Director, alternatively the policemen are prosecuting summary charges as common
informers. The Honourable Judge is respectfully referred to the judgement in People v. Roddy
As Held by the Supreme Court {Griffin and Parke JJ., O’Higgins C.J. dissenting)

Semble: The title of each prosecution should be amended by inserting as complainant the

Director of Public Prosecutions or the name of the policeman bringing the prosecution.

(ii). Issug of Summons -Duty of Appropriate District Court Clerk

The 1986 Act provides as follows:
1. -(1): Proceedings in the District Court in respect of an offence may be commenced by the
issuing, as a matter of administrative procedure, of a document (referred to subsequently in
this section as a “summons”) by the appropriate office of the District Court.

(2) Summonses shall be issued under the general superintendence of an appropriate District
Court Clerk and the name of an appropriate District Clerk shall appear on each sumntons.

(3) In any proceedings, a document purporting to be a summons shall, unless the contrary is
shown, be deemed to be a summons duly applied for and issued.

s. I (2) clearly imposes a mandatory statutory duty on the appropriate District Court Clerk to
issue summonses under hig’/her general superintendence and to ensure that the expressed and
implied prescribed administrative procedure, which commences Proceedings in the District
Court in respect of an offence by the issuing of a summons, is strictly observed.

This duty, given the gravity of the proceedings, would require the District Court Clerk to
superintend the issue of a summons pursuant to the law in force, and not act as a rubber stamp.
A summons duly issued pursuant to the 1986 Act and pursuant to the law in force would not be
expected to have defects (of the putent type in The People(AG) v. O 'Brien[1965] LR 142 or the
Jundamental type of defect of The People (D.P.P.) v. Kenny [1990] 2 LR. 110.) on the face of
the summons. The absence of administrative defects, either patent or fundamental, from the face
of a summons musf be a condition precedent to confer jurisdiction on the Court to try a case?

Page 3 of 6 Pages



Defects on the Face of the Summons Purportedly issned on 8/4/99, Served on Accused.

The following outline list of possible defects on the face of the Summons is respectfully
submitted to the Honorable District Judge which he may consider require amendment under
Schedule 8 0.38 District Court (Criminal Justice) Rules, 1998 (S.1. No. 41 of 1998) in order to
confer jurisdiction to allow the proceedings to go to trial.

1. Q.15 r.2. District Court Rules, 1997 (S.1. No. 93 of 1997) provides:

(1) When, upon application made to an office of the District Court pursuant to section 1(4) of
the Courts (No. 3) Act, 1986 for the issue of a summons in relation to an offence, a summons is
issued, such summors shall be in the Form 15.2 Schedule B.

The shall in this rule makes Form 15.2 mandatory. The Summons issued is not in that form.
2. The title “box” in the Summons issued is blank - SUMMONS Title 15 ornitted.

3. The identity of the Prosecutor is uncertain - is the Director of Public Prosecutions
prosecuting under the functions conferred on that Office under the Prosecution of Offences Act,
1974 (or other statutory powers) or alternatively are members of An Garda Siochana
prosecuting as common informers under common law or otherwise (see also 2. p.3 above)?

4. InForm 15.2 Schedule B, the phrase:  .... an application was made to this office
by *(on behalf of} the above named Prosecutor ... has been altered
in the summons issued with (Insp. G. Sullivan on behalf of) all within the ( ) brackets,
instead of the brackets being deleted or the asterisked inapplicable bracketed words deleted.
If the contents within brackets in the Summons issued is surplusage (People v. Roddy) the result
reads: an application was made to this office by the above named Prosecutor (viz. DPP).

8. The phrase: alleging that you did between 11.45 p.m. on 15.12.98 and 12.15.a.m. on
16.12.98 in the body of the Summons:
(i) is inserted at the expense of the mandatory. onthe day of , 19 . which is deleted,
(i) makes the Summons bad for duplicity (two different days) - unless an affray is alleged.
(iif) if & discrete act is alleged the time of the alleged offence should be particularised

6. The insertion after af of: _the Lennon Lodge, Licensed Premises, Ramelion
(i) is in the position where one would expect the time 10 be inserted in Form 15.2
(ii) alleges that the Lennon Lodge is a Licensed Premises
(iii) alleges the Lennon Lodge, Ramelton - Co. Donegal O.S. maps reveal no Ramelton.

7. (i) The Courts (No. 3) Act, 1986 provides:
1. (3) A summons shall -
(a} state shortly in ordinary language the particulars of the offence alleged

(ii) The District Court Rules, 1997 (S.I. No. 93'of 1997), O. 15, r.9 provides:
9. In alleging an offence contrary to any statute or statutes it shall be sufficient to state

the substance of the offence in ordinary language with such particulars of the offence
as may be necessary for giving reasonable information as to the nature of the complaint,
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The Summons issued in body of the document states:
alleging that you did between 11.45 p.m. on 15.12.98 and 12.15 a.m, on 16.12.98 *
at the Lennon Lodge, Licensed Premises, Ramelion
within the Court Area and District aforesaid,
Assault onte James Gallagher

Contrary to Section 2 of the Non-Fatal Qffences Aguainst the-Person Act 1997

There is ample space in the Summons to state shortly in ordinary language the particulars of
the offerice alleged. The Summons issued reveals no particulars of the offence alleged.

O’Dataigh, C.J. in his judgement in The State(0.) v. O"Brien [1971] 1R 42 at p. 50-1
distinguishes between:

a common law offence (i.e. without adding the words “conirary to 5.47 of the Offences
Against the Person Act, 1861) or as a statutory offence simply (i.e. with the said addition)

The Non-Fatal Offences Against the Person Act, 1997 (No.26) came into force the 19™ August,
1997 just over two years ago. The effect of 5.28 of the Act which provides:
28. (1) The following common law offences are hereby abolished -

(a) assault and battery,

(b) assault occasioning actual bodily harm

(c) Kidnapping, and

(d) false imprisorment
and the creation of new statitory offences is exhaustively interpreted under the The Interprét-
ation Act, 1937, Statutory Interpretation, Common Law Rule, and The Constitution by
McGuinness J in Quinlivan v. Governor of Portlavise Prison [1998] 2 LR. 113.

The Non-Fatal Offences Against the Person Act, 1997 at section 2 provides:

Assault 2. (1) A person shall be guilty of assault who, without lawful excuse,
intentionally or recklessly -
(a) directly or indirectly applies force to or causes an impact on the body of
another, or
(b) causes another to believe on reasonable grounds that he or she is likely
immediately to be subjected to any such force or impact,
without the consent of the other.
(2) In subsection (1)(a), “force” includes -
) (a) application of heat, light, electric current, noise or any other form of energy
and
(b) application of matter in solid liquid or gaseous fotm
(3) No offence is committed if the force or impact, not being intended or likely to
cause injuty, is in the circumstances such as is generally acceptable in the
ordinary conduct of daily life and the defendant does not know or believe that it
is in fact unacceptable to the other person.
(4) A person guilty of an offence under this section shall be fiable on summary
conviction to a fine not exceeding £1,500 or to imprisonment for a term not
exceeding 6 months or both. :
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The statutory offence Assaulf created by 5.2 of the Act of 1997 clearly preserves the two
elements, mens rea and actus reus, essential for the offence to be a criminal offence. The word
“assault”, by virtue of its definition in the context of “force”in s.2 and further elaborated on in
.18 (Justifiabie nse of force), 5. 19 (Justifiable use of force in effecting or assisting lawful arresy),
5.20 (Meaning of the “use of force” and related provisions) and §.28 which abolished the common law
offence of assault, is clearly not now and probably never was, a word of ordinary language.
Since in the instant case the offence alleged is Assault the particulars of the offence alleged can
be framed in ordinary language with the assistance of the definitions of Assault in s.2.

In the Summons the mens rea of the offence alleged should have been particularised as either
intentionally or recklessly, but not both, as that might make the summons bad for duplicity.
The actus reus (if only one) of the offence alleged should have been particularised in ordinary
language to give the Accused reasonable information as to the nature of the complaint.
How is the Accused to prepare a defence to an allegation or allegations of the broad spectrum of
“uses of force™ that may be “Contrary to Section 2 of the Non-Fatal Offences Against the
Person Act, 1997 - Assault - the statutory offence newly created by the Act of 1997.
Gannon J in The State (Healy) v. Donoghue [1976] IR 325 says:
Among the natural rights of an individual whose conduct is impugned and whose
freedom is put in jeopardy are the rights to be uately informed of the nature and
substance of the accusation, ...

The Accused respectfully requests this Honourabie Court that the Summons be amended to have
the particulars of the offence alleged included on its face so that the Accused is adequately
informed of the nature and substance of the accusation made against him.

8. One of the functions, among many others, of the appropriate District Court Clerk is to
“rubber stamp” the summons with the date stamp of the DISTRICT COURT OFFICE
LETTERKENNY to verify that it was duly issued by the Office on the date stamped.
The Summons issued was not stamped with the District Court Office date stamp.

It is respectfully suggested to the Honourable Court that the above apparent defects on the face
of the Summons issued and served on the Accused, would, if not amended,

(i) prejudice the Accused in his constitutional rights to a fair trial

(i) putin question the jurisdiction of the Honourable Court to proceed to trial,

The Irish Times Wednesday, November 10, 1999 at p.4 reports a similar situation:

The Henourable Judge Desmond Windle: made the decision over a question of
jurisdiction when he noticed that the words “Dublin Metropilitan District” on the top qf the
summons had been crossed out by the computer. Mr. Ronan O Neill, of the State Solicitor’s
Office, said that procedural errors in issuing suntmonses were “cured”’ by the appearance in
court of the accused. Judge Windle did not accept this ;

“I'm not going to make amendments to give myself jurisdiction”, he said

Finally the prosecuting Gardai referred to 21 witnesses on June 25 and 23 potential witnesses
on October 28", but that they would be only calling 5 “essential” witness (June 25" and 4
“essential” witnesses (October 28™) which they would not identify out of the 23 “potential””.

It is a duty on the Prosecution to make available all those who can give relevant evidence,

so Held Kenny J. at p.9 in The People (AG) v. Byrne [1974] I‘:R. 1.
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INTRODUCTION

Preliminary

1. This is a consultative case stated dated 2°¢ March 2022 from Judge Sandra Murphy in

Doneggl District Court which raises a single issue:

“Does section 1 of the Courts (No. 3) Act, 1986 as amended by S.49
of the Civil Liability and Courts Act 2004 authorise the issue of a
summons on the application of “V.P. McMuilin” being a firm of

solicitors and an unincorporated body of persons?”

Facts

2. The following are the facts as found by Judge Murphy:

@ A summons on the 8% June 2018, alleging the offence that the Accused being
a person on whom an enforcement potice dated 30 November 2017, was
served by the Prosecutor in accordance with the Planning and Development
Act 2000 relating to an unauthorised development (as detailed in the Second
Schedule of the said notice) at Croagh, Dunkineely within the Donegal Court

Area and District did not, within the period specified in the said notice, take

! §ee Order 102, r. 12 of the District Rules (as amended); DPP (Travers) v Brerman [1988] 4 LR, 67; The DPP

(at the suit of Garda Liam Varley) v Ciaran Davitt & the Attorney General [2023] IESC 17.
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fishp b landlady won a land-
mark court case in Europe
‘againgt the English Premier
League, could mean tens of
thousands more peopie here
making arrangements to cir-
-cumvent monthly subscrip-
tions to Sky Sports and other
satellite broadcasters.

:+ Pub landiady Karen Mur-
‘phy, originally from Cork, who
Tumns the Red White and Blue
pub in Portsmouth, was taken
1o court by the Premier
‘League, which sold the rights
to broadeast games in this
part of the world exclusively to
Sky and ESPN for £1.8bn
(£2.1bn).

They claimed Mrs Murphy
was in breach of.copyright
and an English Court agreed
with them, fining the pub

.are already
foreign satellite services,

aiting
on this miling and its applica-
tion in Ireland.”

However, the VFI and
publicans all over the country
are seriously concerned abont
the subscriptions charged
by Sky for broadcasting pre-
mier soccer and other sports
eventis,

Monthly subscriptions
charged to publicans are based
on six bands, dependipg on
turnover.

A big pub is now paying
€945 per Sky box. However,
loss-making Setanta are offer-
ing cheaper packages.

However, other publicans
accessing

according to David Maher of

stay (T tSee. TS 214
ing will add firthér impetus,”
David told the Sunday Inde-
pendent,

“People are usingan Afban-
ian sateliite TV service called
Tring, which costs about €250
to €350 here in Ireland,” he
said.

There are three to five
sports channels on Tring but
it only broadcasts whenthere

is a match on. But the down--

side is that, while some match-
es have English commentary,
others are in Albanian,

They provide Premier
League, FA Cup, the Europa
League, the Russian League,
and South American foothall,
including the Brazilian Pre-
miership.

However, in: the sports sec-

) [OTCIETT e e
public houses “constitutes a
commuunicatior T the public
of certain copynghi-protected /ér
warks incorporated n the
broadeast (i the formof. fer
example, the FAPL anthem.
pre-recorded footage showing |
highlights of recent matches
and various graphics)” This
could provide a get out clause
for Sky and the Premier
Leagne.

Mr Collins points out that
the case now reverts to the
English High Court, which
will apply the European Court
of Justice findings to the facts
of the case involving Karen
Murphy of the Red White and -
Blue pub.

SEE SPORT, PAGE 7

Judge says sentence

HE district judge
who sentenced a
man who stole
money from a
church in Cavan, while
living illegally in the roof of
the building, to six months
in prison, has issued a
statement in which he says
that, in light of the
circumstances of the case,
the sentence was “proper
and just”, contained an
effective 50pe discount of
maximum sentence and
followed “the law of
sentencing and precedent
as laid down by the
Supreme Court of Criminal
Appeal”. :

Judge Sean M MacBride
of the Cavan District Court,
said that last week’s veport
on the case in the Sunday
Independent and
subsequently broadcast on
RTE radio were “grossly
inaecurate and was not a
fair and fmpartial reporting
of proceedings under the
law”,

He continued:

“The contents of the said
article tend to undermine
the Administration of
Justiee and question the
integrity of the court and -
are an attack on the
integrity of the court. The
article referred to in the
Sunday Independent and
broadcasted in RTE Radio 1
is the case of the Director of

B MBenS S akn
peren UCD

[Por s

Public Prosecutions and
Ossi Keyes heard before me
as the Presiding
Permanently Assigned
Judge of District Court in
District Number 5
(Cavan/Monaghan).
“Pursuant to judicial
ethies and precedent and
the constitution, I do not
propose to comment at all
on the facts of the case
heard by me at Cavan
District Court on Thursday,
September 1, 2011. However,
in order to protect the
integrity of the Court and
the Administration of
Justice regarding the
sentence of this court, the
following facts regarding
the reagons for the sentehce
which were said by me in

1 open court in my

judgement should be
published. The accused Mr
Keyes elected for trial in the
District Court on a plea of
guilty in relation to
indictable offences one
charge of handling stolen
property contrary to Section
17 of the Criminal Justice
Act 2011 Having pleaded
gnilty to the aforesaid
charges, two furthet charges
of burglary contrary to the
Provision of Section 12 of
the Criminal Justice Act
2,001 were withdrawn. The
facts of the case were
outlined to the court which
I will not comment upon.

C e oea ok m s

'Wwas ‘proper and just’

The court was informed
that the accused had two
previous convictions after
the outlined facts by the
Prosecution in 1997 and
1998 at Tullamore District
court. After the outline of
the facts by the prosecution,
the prosecuting inspeetor of
An Garda Siochana on
behalf of the Director of
Prosecutions informed the
court that the accused was
on remand to appear at
Tullamore District Court on
September 14, 2011, in
relation to over 20
indictable offences
comprising inter-alia thefts,
burglaries, forgery of an
indictable nature and that
the accused had committed
the offences before my

1 eourt in respect of which

the aceused had pleaded
guilty whilst on bail. Having
considered all the relevant
facts, the law on the matter
and submissions form both
Inspector Seamus Boyle of
An Garda Siochana Cavan
{on behalf of the DPP) and
by Ms Brid Mimnagh,
solicitor for the accused Mr
Keyes. I as Presiding Judge
of the Court did give a
proper and just sentence of
six months imprisonment
effective giving a 50pe
discount of maximum
sentence and following the
taw of sentencing and

WHEN

precedent as laid down by

INTEGRITY: Judge Sean M
MacBride issued a statement

the Supreme Court and
Court of Criminal Appeal.
The article referred to in
the Sunday Independent is
a grossty unfair and
inaccurate account of the
eourt proceedings. A fair
balanced report of the
proceedings was published
in the Anglo Celt newspaper
in the edition of Thursday,
September 8. 2011. In open
aourt 1 also stated in the
Warrant of Committal to
Castlerea Prison that the
prison authorities contact
social services regarding the
provision of secure and safy
accommadation for the
convicted accused upon his
release from prison.

“T will not be
commenting further on thi
matter and this statement
hag been made by me to
uphold the Administration
of Justice and integrity of
the Courts. I have always
honoured my Constitution:
Oath of office to administe
the law without fear, favou
affection or il will toward:
| any man or woman and to
‘ 1phold the Constitution.”

Madtribet 82z,

7 Caprny R 146367
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Toirmeasc ar Uséidi Airithe Uisce %)
Uisce do na ceantair seo: Eireann
Ceanannas / An Seanchaislean Irish Water
(Contae na Mi), Baile na

v
nGalléglach (Contae Dhin 64(/\’1 ey @%E

na nGall) agus An Muileann
gCearr {Contae na hlarmhi)

FOGRA DE BHUN ALY 56(17) DEN ACHT UM SHEIRBHIST UISCE 2007 (ARNA LEASU).

TABHAIR FAQ! DEARA LE DO THOIL GO BHFUIL SE AR INTINN AG UISCE EfREANN GO
NDEANFAR ORDL! FAOI AGUS DE BHUN ALT 56(16) DEN ACHT UM SHEIRBHISI UISCE 2007
(ARNA LEASU) CHUN USAIDI AIRITHE UISCE A THOIRMEASC A THOSOIDH AR 00.01 DE
MAIRT 601 BEALTAINE 2025 GO DI 23:59 DE LUAIN 16U MEITHEAMH.

(% rud & gur déigh le hUisce Bireann go bhfuil easnamh tromehiliseach uisce ar fait lena dhafleadh nd go
bhféadfadh go mbeadh easnamh tromchliseach uisce ar fait lena dhiileadh sna ceantair seo; Ceanannas/
An Seanchaislean, (Co. na Mf), Balle na nGalldglach {Co. Dhiin na nGall) agus An Mutteann gCearr (Co. na
hlarmh), is é an rin acu a chumhachtal & fheidhmia faol agus de bhun alt 56(16) den Acht um Sheirbhis
Uisce 2007 {arna least) maidir le haséid uisce a thoirmeasc a shol Athrafonn Uisce Eirsann faol na haicmi
{iséide ar fad a leagtar amach i gColin a 1 thios, le haghaidh na tréimhse a shonraftear | gloliin a 2 thios,
Beirh feidhm ag an ordi beartaithe sna ceantair sec amhdin: Ceznannas / An Seanchaislean {Lontae na

M1, Baile ra nGalidglach {Contae Dhiin na nGall), agus An Muileann gCearr {Contae na Marmhf), Chur a fhail
amach an mbeidh tionchar ort, tabhair cuairt ar www.water.le/wco clicedi! ar an gebd MF thios né cuir
glaoch ar &r line thacafochta do chustaiméiri ar 1800 278 278.

tireann I:L-.

it ] O]

Ni bhainfidh an tOrdd beartaithe ach le hiséid visce nualr a sholdthraionn Uisce Eireann an t-ulisce, Ma
leanann an aimsir thirim, agus an easpa uisce tromchiiseach a bheadh nd a bheidh ar f4il le daiteadh amach
ar aghaidh, is g& an tord(i beartaitha a shineadh ar Usald( elle agus ar feadh tréimhse ama nios falde, ar
mhodh ordiiferduithe breise de bhun Acht um Sheirbhist Uisce 2007 {arna least). Dfhéadfal an t-ordd
beartalthe a bhaint roimh dheireadh na tréimhse sonraithe mas féfdlr, né a bhaint | limistéar/timistéir ar leith,
ag féachaint don aimsir thirim agus don soléthar uisce fe déileadh.

COLUN1 : _ COLUN 2

USAID THOIRMISCTHE : TREIMHSE SHONRAITHE
Usaid uisce a tharraingitear tri phioban no trf ghaireas da 00:01 Dé Mairt 6G Bealtaine
shamhail chun -~ 2028 go 23:59 D¢ Luain 16
i. uisce a chur ar ghairdin Meitheamh 2025

fi. métarfheithicil phriobhaldeach a ghlanadh trf lsald a bhalnt as plobén tl
ii. bad folliochta priobhaideach a ghlanadh -
iv. linn sndmha né lapadalola baile a lionadh nd a chothabhail
{ach amhain nuair a tsidtear coimeddain laimhe a lfontargo .
direach 6 sconna) 3
v. lochén balle a lfonadh né a chothabhiil (seachas techdin éisc)
vi. scalrdedn orndideach a lionadh né a chothabhail
{seachas uséld den sért sin chun criocha trachtdla)
vil, lochén né foch saorga né gléas ata costil leo a lionadh né a athlionadh.
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