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1 INTRODUCTION 
The Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government (DHPLG) is currently preparing a National 
Marine Planning Framework (hereafter referred to as the NMPF), which will set out, over the next 20 years, 
how Ireland intends to manage its marine area by providing an effective management tool to allow for more 
sustainable use of marine resources.  

This report comprises information in support of screening for Appropriate Assessment (AA) of the NMPF in 
line with the requirements of Article 6(3) of the EU Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) on the Conservation of 
Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora as transposed into Irish law through the European 
Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations, as amended. 

Appropriate Assessment is a process for undertaking a comprehensive ecological impact assessment of a 
plan or project, examining its implications, on its own or in-combination with other plans and projects, on one 
or more European Sites in view of the sites’ Conservation Objectives, as referred to in Article 6(3) of the EU 
Habitats Directive. 

1.1 Legislative Context 
The Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora, 
better known as the “Habitats Directive” provides legal protection for habitats and species of European 
importance.  Articles 3 to 9 provide the legislative means to protect habitats and species of Community 
interest through the establishment and conservation of an EU-wide network of sites known as the Natura 
2000 Network.  These are Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) designated under the Habitats Directive 
and Special Protection Areas (SPAs) designated under the Conservation of Wild Birds Directive 
(79/409/ECC) as codified by Directive 2009/147/EC (the Birds Directive), collectively referred to as European 
Sites. 

Articles 6(3) and 6(4) of the Habitats Directive set out the decision-making tests for plans and projects likely 
to affect European Sites (Annex 1.1).  Article 6(3) establishes the requirement for AA: 

Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the [European] 
site but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination with other 
plans or projects, shall be subjected to appropriate assessment of its implications for the site in view 
of the site’s conservation objectives. In light of the conclusions of the assessment of the implications 
for the site and subject to the provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national authorities shall 
agree to the plan or project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity 
of the site concerned and, if appropriate, after having obtained the opinion of the general public.  

Article 6(4) states: 

If, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for the [European] site and in the absence of 
alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out for imperative reasons of 
overriding public interest, including those of a social or economic nature, Member States shall take 
all compensatory measures necessary to ensure that the overall coherence of Natura 2000 is 
protected.  It shall inform the Commission of the compensatory measures adopted. 

The Habitats Directive has been transposed into Irish law by the Planning and Development Act 2000 (as 
amended) and the European Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (as amended).  In 
the context of the NMPF, the governing legislation is principally Article 27 of the Birds and Natural Habitats 
Regulations which sets out the duties of public authorities (in this case the DHPLG) relating to nature 
conservation and Article 42 which addresses assessment (AA) of implications for European Sites.  If 
screening for AA determines the likelihood for significant effects on a European Site, then full AA must be 
carried out for the plan, including the compilation of a Natura Impact Statement (NIS) to inform the decision 
making process. 
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1.2 Purpose of AA Screening 
The purpose of the screening for AA is to assess, in view of the best scientific knowledge and in view of the 
conservation objectives of the sites, if that plan or project, individually or in combination with other plans or 
projects is likely to have a significant effect on the site. 

Screening is the process that addresses and records the reasoning and conclusions in relation to the first 
two tests of Article 6(3):  

• Whether a plan or project is directly connected to or necessary for the management of the site, and  

• Whether a plan or project, alone or in combination with other plans and projects, is likely to have 
significant effects on a European Site in view of its Conservation Objectives. 

It is the responsibility of the public authority to carry out AA screening and record their AA screening 
determination. 

1.3 Overlap with SEA Process 
An SEA is being carried out concurrently with the AA process.  The purpose of the SEA is to evaluate at an 
early stage, the range of environmental consequences that may occur as a result of implementing the NMPF 
and to give interested parties an opportunity to comment upon the perceived or actual environmental impacts 
of the proposal.  There is a degree of overlap between the requirements of both the SEA and AA and in 
accordance with best practice, an integrated process of sharing gathered data, such as that potentially 
affecting the integrity (threats and sensitivities) of European Sites has been carried out. These processes 
together will inform and shape the development of the NMPF. 

It is also noted that there are issues relevant to the Habitats Directive that are not strictly related to AA.  
These include Article 10 and 12 of the Directive.  In these cases, the issues have been brought forward to 
the biodiversity, flora and fauna section of the SEA and have been addressed in that context as part of the 
wider environmental assessments informing the NMPF. 
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2 OVERVIEW OF THE NATIONAL MARINE 
PLANNING FRAMEWORK 

2.1 Background 
In 2007 the EU adopted an Integrated Maritime Policy (EU-IMP) which seeks to provide a more coherent 
approach to cross-cutting maritime issues, with increased coordination between different policy areas such 
as blue growth, marine data and knowledge, integrated maritime surveillance, sea basin strategies and 
maritime spatial planning. EU-IMP encourages all coastal Member States to develop integrated maritime 
policy and plans at a national level.  This has since been supported by policy initiatives and legislative 
measures.  The key legal framework underpinning maritime planning is as follows: 

• Water Framework Directive (2000/60/EC) requires all Member States to protect and improve water 
quality in all waters so that we achieve good ecological status by 2015 or, at the latest, by 2027. It 
applies to rivers, lakes, groundwater, transitional and coastal waters (out to one nautical mile).  

• Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) 2008/56/EC is the environmental pillar of the EU’s 
Integrated Maritime Policy and requires European Member States to reach Good Environmental Status 
in the marine environment by the year 2020 at the latest. The directive is very similar to the Water 
Framework Directive, but the focus is on the marine environment. 

• Maritime Spatial Planning (MSP) Directive 2014/89/EU establishing a framework for maritime spatial 
planning (adopted in July 2014). The Directive obliges all coastal Member States to establish maritime 
spatial plans by 2021. 

The development of an overarching national marine spatial plan was identified as a Government policy 
objective in Ireland’s Integrated Marine Plan, Harnessing Our Ocean Wealth (HOOW) (2012).  HOOW found 
that the organisation and regulation of marine-based activity in Irish waters was being carried out on a 
sectoral and demand-driven basis, without a strategic framework in which sectoral policy objectives could be 
envisioned, planned and delivered over the long term.    

Where HOOW provides the strategic national policy context for Ireland’s maritime area, the NMPF will be the 
spatial articulation of that overarching policy vision.  The NMPF will set out, over the next 20 years, how 
Ireland intends to manage its marine area by providing an effective management tool to allow for more 
sustainable use of marine resources.  The NMPF will be a parallel document to the National Planning 
Framework (NPF).  The latter has recognised the need for integration and coordination between the marine 
and land planning regimes at the national, regional and local level recognising that many activities and uses 
that take place on land or in the sea can have impacts on both the maritime and land areas.   

The NMPF will apply from the high-water mark in Ireland’s coastal waters, territorial seas, exclusive 
economic zone and in designated parts of the continental shelf as shown in Figure 2.1.  The maritime area 
comprises approximately 490,000 km2 and extends from mean high water mark at the coast seaward to in 
excess of 200 nautical miles in parts. It is proposed that a single plan will be prepared for the entire area with 
the possibility of more detailed regional plans being made at a later date. 

This chapter provides an overview of the draft NMPF, its policy objectives which have been subject to the 
SEA and AA process as documented in this report.  The material assessed and presented in this report 
relate to the draft NMPF for public consultation.  

2.2 Scope and Function of the Framework 
The NMPF will be a single plan covering all marine activities which reflects the need for a coherent strategic 
vision for marine planning in Ireland.  The draft planning framework is a long-term strategy for the next 20 
years which will set the groundwork for the development of the marine waters surrounding Ireland.  The 
starting point for the strategy is to lay the groundwork for a better quality of life for all and a basis for 
sustainable economic growth.  It is intended that the draft NMPF will both provide a strong focus to guide 
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and inform integrated investment decisions.  The NMPF will address both opportunities and challenges to 
deliver policy directions across a broad spectrum.  The policy areas to be considered include the following 
broad headings:  

• Aquaculture 

• Cultural Heritage Assets 

• Defence and National Security 

• Energy – Offshore Renewables 

• Energy – Petroleum 

• Energy – Transmission Systems 

• Fisheries 

• Marine Aggregates and Mining 

• Marine Environment 

• Telecommunications Cables 

• Wastewater Treatment and disposal 

• Ports, harbours and Shipping 

• Seaweed Harvesting 

• Tourism 

• Sport and Recreation 

The NMPF process is being led by the DHPLG and overseen by a cross sectoral Steering Group, chaired by 
the Minister for Housing Planning and Local Government and consisting of senior personnel across 
government departments, industry representatives and NGOs covering both natural and cultural heritage 
and broader environmental issues such as climate change. 
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Figure 2-1: Key Boundaries [source: NMPF, DHPLG 2019] 
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3 APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT 
3.1 Stages of Appropriate Assessment 
The AA process progresses through four stages.  If at any stage in the process it is determined that there will 
be no adverse effect on the integrity of a European Site in view of the sites’ Conservation Objectives, the 
process is effectively completed.  The four stages are as follows: 

• Stage 1 – Screening of the proposed plan or project for AA; 

• Stage 2 – An AA of the proposed plan or project; 

• Stage 3 – Assessment of alternative solutions; and 

• Stage 4 – Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest (IROPI)/ Derogation. 

 

Stage 1: Screening for AA 

The aim of screening is to assess firstly if the plan or project is directly connected with or necessary to the 
management of European Site(s); or in view of best scientific knowledge, if the plan or project, individually or 
in combination with other plans or projects, is likely to have a significant effect on a European site.  This is 
done by examining the proposed plan or project and the Conservation Objectives of any European Sites that 
might potentially be affected.  If screening determines that there is a likelihood of significant effects or there 
is uncertainty regarding the significance of effects, then it will be recommended that the plan is brought 
forward to the next stage of the AA process. 

Stage 2: Appropriate Assessment 

The aim of Stage 2 of the AA process is to identify any adverse impacts that the plan or project might have 
on the integrity of relevant European Sites.  As part of the assessment, a key consideration is ‘in 
combination’ effects with other plans or projects.  Where adverse impacts are identified, mitigation measures 
can be proposed that would avoid, reduce or remedy any such negative impacts and the plan or project 
should then be amended accordingly, thereby avoiding the need to progress to Stage 3. 

Stage 3: Alternative Solutions 

If it is not possible during Stage 2 of the AA process to conclude that there will be no adverse effects on site 
integrity, Stage 3 of the process must be undertaken which is to objectively assess whether alternative 
solutions exist by which the objectives of the plan or project can be achieved.  Explicitly, this means 
alternative solutions that do not have adverse impacts on the integrity of a European Site. It should also be 
noted that EU guidance on this stage of the process states that, ‘other assessment criteria, such as 
economic criteria, cannot be seen as overruling ecological criteria’ (EC, 2002).  In other words, if alternative 
solutions exist that do not have adverse impacts on European Sites, they should be adopted regardless of 
economic considerations.  This stage of the AA process should result in the identification of the least 
damaging options for the plan or project. 

Stage 4: Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest (IROPI)  

This stage of the AA process is undertaken when it has been determined that a plan or project will have 
adverse effects on the integrity of a European Site, but that no alternatives exist.  At this stage of the AA 
process, it is the characteristics of the plan or project itself that will determine whether or not the competent 
authority can allow it to progress.  This is the determination of ‘over-riding public interest’.  It is important to 
note that in the case of European Sites that include in their qualifying features ‘priority’ habitats or species 
(Special Areas of Conservation), as defined in Annex I and II of the Habitats Directive, the demonstration of 
‘over-riding public interest’ is not sufficient and it must be demonstrated that the plan or project is necessary 
for ‘human health or public safety considerations’.  Where plans or projects meet these criteria, they can be 
allowed, provided adequate compensatory measures are proposed.  Stage 4 of the process defines and 
describes these compensation measures. 
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3.2 Guidance Documents on Appropriate Assessment 
The AA requirements of Article 6 of the Habitats Directive follow a sequential approach as outlined in the 
following legislation, guidance documents and Departmental Circulars, namely: 

European and National Legislation 

• Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora (also 
known as the ‘Habitats Directive’); 

• Council Directive 2009/147/EC on the conservation of wild birds, codified version, (also known as the 
‘Birds Directive’); 

• European Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 to 2015; and 

• Planning and Development Act 2000 to 2014. 

Guidance 

• Appropriate Assessment of Plans and Projects in Ireland: Guidance for Planning Authorities. DEHLG 
(2009, revised 10/02/10); 

• Assessment of Plans and Projects Significantly Affecting Natura 2000 sites: Methodological Guidance 
on the Provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC. European Commission 
(2001); 

• Communication from the Commission on the Precautionary Principle. European Commission (2000b); 

• EC study on evaluating and improving permitting procedures related to Natura 2000 requirements under 
Article 6.3 of the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC. European Commission (2013); 

• Guidance Document on Article 6(4) of the ‘Habitats Directive’ 92/43/EEC. Clarification of the concepts 
of: Alternative Solutions, Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest, Compensatory Measures, 
Overall Coherence, Opinion of the Commission. European Commission (2007);   

• Managing Natura 2000 sites: the provisions of Article 6 of the ‘Habitats’ Directive 92/43/EEC1. 
European Commission (2000a); and 

• Marine Natura Impacts Statements in Irish Special Areas of Conservation. A working Document. DAHG 
(2012). 

• Guidance document on the implementation of the birds and habitats directive in estuaries and coastal 
zones with particular attention to port development and dredging. European Commission (EC, 2011); 

• Guidance document on the strict protection of animal species of Community interest under the Habitats 
Directive 92/43/EEC’ (EC, 2007); and  

• Interpretation Manual of European Union Habitats. Version EUR 28. European Commission (EC, 2013).  

Departmental/NPWS Circulars 

• Appropriate Assessment under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive: Guidance for Planning Authorities. 
Circular NPWS 1/10 and PSSP 2/10. (DEHLG, 2010); 

• Appropriate Assessment of Land Use Plans. Circular Letter SEA 1/08 & NPWS 1/08; 

• Water Services Investment and Rural Water Programmes – Protection of Natural Heritage and National 
Monuments. Circular L8/08; 

                                                      

1 The Commission has notified its intent to revise this guidance and a draft revised document was published in April 2015. It would 
appear that this has not been finalised to date, and no revised guidance document is available on the Commissions official website as 
of February 2017. 
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• Guidance on Compliance with Regulation 23 of the Habitats Directive. Circular Letter NPWS 2/07; and 

• Compliance Conditions in respect of Developments requiring (1) Environmental Impact Assessment 
(EIA); or (2) having potential impacts on Natura 2000 sites. Circular Letter PD 2/07 and NPWS 1/07. 

3.3 Guiding Principles and Case Law 
Over time legal interpretation has been sought on the practical application of the legislation concerning AA 
as some terminology has been found to be unclear.  European and National case law has clarified a number 
of issues and some aspects of the published guidance documents have been superseded by case law.  
Case law has been considered in the preparation of the AA screening report for the draft NMPF. 

3.4 Information Sources Consulted  
The following general sources of information have been consulted for background environmental information.   

• Information provided by Department of Housing, Planning, Community and Local Government on the 
NMPF; 

• Datasets provided by the Marine Institute: Ireland’s Marine Atlas – https://atlas.marine.ie/; 

• Department of Housing, Planning, Community and Local Government Baseline Report; 

• Department of Housing, Planning, Community and Local Government – online land use mapping 
www.myplan.ie/en/index.html;  

• GeoHive online mapping http://map.geohive.ie/mapviewer.html;  

• Ordnance Survey of Ireland – online mapping and aerial photography www.osi.ie;    

• National Parks and Wildlife Service – online European Site information www.npws.ie; 

• Northern Ireland Environment Agency – online European Site information www.daera-ni.gov.uk; 

• Ireland’s Article 17 Reports 2019, National Parks and Wildlife Service; 

• Ireland’s Article 12 submission to the EU Commission on the Status and Trends of Bird Species (2008-
2012); 

• Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) – ENVision maps www.epa.ie;   

• CORINE (Co-Ordinated Information on the Environment) data series was established by the European 
Community (EC) www.epa.ie/soilandbiodiversity/soils/land/corine/; 

• Information on River Basin Districts  – www.wfdireland.ie; 

• Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI) – geology, soils and hydrogeology www.gsi.ie;  

• Forest Cover Datasets  https://www.agriculture.gov.ie/forestservice; 

• Format for a Prioritised Action Framework (PAF) for Natura 2000  
www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/general/PAF-IE-2014.pdf; and 

• Irelands National Biodiversity Plan 2017-2021 (DCHG, 2017)2. 

3.5 Approach to Screening for NMPF 
In line with best practice guidance the AA Screening involves the following: 

1. Description of the plan; 

2. Identification of relevant European Sites; 

                                                      
2 Available online at: https://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/publications/pdf/National%20Biodiversity%20Action%20Plan%20English.pdf. 
Accessed September 2019. 

https://atlas.marine.ie/
http://www.myplan.ie/en/index.html
http://map.geohive.ie/mapviewer.html
http://www.osi.ie/
http://www.npws.ie/
http://www.epa.ie/
http://www.epa.ie/soilandbiodiversity/soils/land/corine/
http://www.wfdireland.ie/
http://www.gsi.ie/
https://www.agriculture.gov.ie/forestservice
http://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/general/PAF-IE-2014.pdf
https://www.npws.ie/sites/default/files/publications/pdf/National%20Biodiversity%20Action%20Plan%20English.pdf
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3. Assessment of likely significant effects; 

4. Screening statement/ determination with conclusions. 

An overview of the NMPF, including background and context are provided in Chapter 2 of this document. 
The identification of relevant European Sites and assessment of likely significant effects is covered in 
Chapter 4.  The screening recommendation is included in Chapter 5. 
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4 SCREENING PROCESS 
4.1 Introduction 
European Sites comprise (a) Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) that are designated under the Habitats 
Directive as requiring the conservation of important, rare or threatened habitats and species (other than 
birds) and (b) Special Protection Areas (SPAs), which are designated under the Birds Directive to conserve 
certain migratory or rare birds and their habitats.  Collectively these sites form the Natura 2000 Network.  In 
accordance with DEHLG Guidance (2009), the AA also takes into account of transboundary impacts where it 
is identified that the implementation of the plan has the potential to impact on European Sites outside the 
Member State territory. 

4.2 Management of European Sites 
AA Screening is not required where the plan or proposed development is connected with, or necessary to 
the management of any European site. In this case, the proposed plan is not directly connected with or 
necessary to the management of any European site(s). 

4.3 Identification of European and Zone of Influence 
In the Republic of Ireland, sites within the Natura 2000 Network are referred to as European sites and 
comprise SAC and SPA.  SAC are concerned with the protection of specific Qualifying interests (QI) and 
SPA are concerned with the protection of specific Special Conservation Interests (SCI).  

In identifying the Zone of Influence for the draft NMPF a number of considerations were taken into account, 
notably the national and strategic nature of the plan; the relationship of listed QI and SCI for Ireland with the 
maritime area; and European sites understood to have connectivity with the maritime area. 

In the Republic of Ireland, there are 439 SAC which are designated for one of more of 59 habitat types 
(Annex I of the Directive)  and 24 species (Annex II of the Directive). Seven marine habitats types require 
SAC to be designated: sandbanks, sea caves, estuaries, tidal mudflats, large shallow inlets and bays, reefs 
(both rock and biogenic reefs) and submarine structures made by leaking gases.  

Coastal habitats that are transitional from land to sea include saltmarshes and lagoons. Four entirely marine 
species require SAC designation: harbour porpoise, bottle-nosed dolphin, grey seal and harbour (common) 
seal. Other partly marine species such as otter may also be listed for marine sites. One or more of the above 
listed habitats or species are included as qualifying interests in 159 SAC3. These are mostly inshore but a 
small number of reef sites lie far offshore. The total area of the marine SAC network is 10,420 km2. In 
addition to the marine mammals listed on Annex II of the Habitats Directive, there are further 22 cetacean 
species and the leatherback turtle listed on Annex IV. These species require strict protection and, like 
species on Annex II, require monitoring.  

Through the Birds Directive, SPA designated for the protection of endangered species of wild birds including 
listed rare and vulnerable species, regularly occurring migratory species as well as wetland habitats that 
support such species. Currently there are 1654 SPA designated within the Republic of Ireland, of which 89 
contain a marine elementError! Bookmark not defined.. The marine area involved is 1,593km2. Many of these 
encompass cliffs and islands and adjacent waters that support breeding seabirds. Others comprise bays and 

                                                      
3 National Marine Planning Framework: Baseline Report. Government of Ireland, 2018. Available online at 
https://www.housing.gov.ie/sites/default/files/publications/files/national_marine_planning_framework_baseline_report.pdf. Accessed 
September 2019. 

4 Where difference exist in the stated number of European sites (SACs and SPAs), e.g. between the 2019 NPWS Article 17 Report and 
the NPWS spatial dataset, the highest number of sites/features are used under the precautionary principle.   

https://www.housing.gov.ie/sites/default/files/publications/files/national_marine_planning_framework_baseline_report.pdf
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estuaries that host important populations of wintering water birds. Ireland has yet to conclude an assessment 
of bird data from offshore waters to determine if SPAs are required there. 

Table 4-1 provides a summary breakdown of the European sites in Ireland and also the number which are 
associated with the maritime spaceError! Bookmark not defined..  The number of European sites with connectivity to 
the maritime area as a result of habitat or species life cycles are also noted.  While many are obvious based 
on their location, other links are more circumspect.  A good example of this relates to SAC designated for 
Freshwater Pearl Mussel.  Although exclusively a freshwater species, it relies on salmon for part of its life 
cycle and salmon migrate between freshwater and marine over their lifecycle.  As such Freshwater Pearl 
Mussel has been considered as a sensitive QI for the purposes of this NIS.  Appendix A presents the 
analysis of QI and SCI with a potential link to the maritime area, directly or indirectly.   Figure 4.1 illustrates 
the distribution of the Irish SAC and SPA in relation to the draft NMPF study area. 

It is acknowledged that the number of European sites designated, and their boundaries, are subject to 
change over time and must therefore be verified on an ongoing basis. 

Table 4-1: European Sites in the Republic of Ireland 

 Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) Special Protection Area (SPA) 

Total European sites 439 165 

European sites containing a QI/SCI 
considered to have a marine 
influence/elementError! Bookmark not 
defined. 

159 89 

 

4.4 Transboundary Considerations 
There is potential for the zone of influence of the draft NMPF to encompass transboundary site(s) within the 
EU Natura 2000 Network outside Irish waters.  No specific actions or locations are proposed therefore it is 
not practical for this report to identify transboundary sites in any detail.  As a starting point however, a 50km 
buffer has been applied around the NMPF study area and all transboundary sites encountered within that 
area are presented in Appendix B of this report and are displayed on Figure 4.2.   

4.5 Assessment of Likely significant Effects 
Potential sources of impact could include: 

• Aquaculture 

• Fisheries 

• Marine Aggregates and Mining 

• Offshore Renewables 

• Petroleum 

• Transmission Systems 

• Wastewater Treatment and disposal 

• Ports, harbours and Shipping 

• Tourism 
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• Sport and Recreation 

• Telecommunications 

Potential pathways for effects include the following: 

• Habitat loss or destruction; 

• Loss of key supporting habitats and ecosystem complexes; 

• Habitat fragmentation or degradation; 

• Disturbance to habitats/species; 

• Species mortality; 

• Alterations to water quality and/or water movement;  

• Alterations to air quality;  

• Alternations due to climate change. 

 

The draft NMPF, at present, does not detail geographic specificity and the objectives could inform future 
plans/ programmes / projects anywhere within the maritime area relevant to the Republic of Ireland.  
Although no geographic specificity has been included in the draft NMPF, an analysis of the potential for all QI 
and SCI in Ireland to be impacted by the NMPF has been completed and is presented in Appendix A of this 
screening.  A total of 24 QI habitats, 14 QI species, and 67 (68 including wetlands) SCI birds have been 
identified as having potential to be affected by the implementation of the draft NMPF (Table 4-2).  Further to 
this, as the draft policy base emerged, each marine policy was also screened to determine potential for 
Likely Significant Effect (LSE) on any European site(s).  This is presented in Appendix C of this screening 
report. 

Table 4-2: Summary of QI/SCI Species and Habitats with Possible LSE Identified 

 Total in Republic of Ireland Possibility for Likely Significant Effect 
Identified 

QI Habitats 59 24 

QI Species 25 14 

SCI Birds 67 (68 including wetlands) 67 (68 including wetlands) 

 

4.5.1 In-combination Effects 
It is a requirement of Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive that the in-combination effects with other plans or 
projects are considered.  Consideration has been given, at this stage of the NPF, to other relevant plans on a 
similarly strategic level that have clear potential to have a cumulative impact upon European Sites.  

Given the level of detail currently available for the NMPF and that potential likely significant effects cannot 
currently be ruled out as a result of implementation of the plan, it is considered that the NMPF has the potential 
to result in in-combination effects with other plans.  A preliminary list of key plans considered are identified in 
Table 4-3. 
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Table 4-3: National Plan Relevant to the NMPF* 

Level Key Relevant Plans and Programmes 

EU and 
International  

The Seventh Environmental Action Programme (EAP) of the European Community (2013-2020) 

The EU Biodiversity Strategy 

Bern Convention (Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats) 

2030 EU Climate and Energy Framework 

Paris Agreement (COP21) 

National National Planning Framework 

Regional Spatial and Economic Strategies 

National Climate Mitigation Plan 

National Climate Change Adaptation Framework  

Climate Action Plan to Tackle Climate Breakdown 

National Strategic Plan for Sustainable Aquaculture Development (and mid-term review) 

Irish Offshore Plans 1-5 

Offshore Renewable Energy Development Plan  

Harnessing Our Ocean Wealth 

Get Active Ireland – The National Physical Activity Plan 

The National Broadband  Plan 

River Basin Management Plan 

Water Services Strategic Plan 

National Water Resources Plan 

NPWS Conservation Plans and/or Conservation Objectives for SACs and SPAs 

Foodwise 2025 

All Island Grid Study  

National Ports Policy  

*Relates to plans and programmes.  Policy statements and legislation not listed. 

Given the lack of geographic specificity anticipated for the plan, consideration of LSE has been in relation to 
QIs and SCIs for Irish sites in the first instance.  The potential for LSEs on QIs and SCIs has been completed 
and is reported in Appendix A.  Potential for LSE have been identified for a total of 24 QI habitats, 14 QI 
species, and 67 (68 including wetlands) SCI birds resulting from the draft NMPF (Table 4.4).  Using the 
precautionary principle, at this stage a Likely Significant Effect on any European site(s) which may contain 
these QI or SCI cannot be ruled out as a result of implementation of the draft NMPF. 

Table 4-4 Summary Potential for LSE on QI/SCI Species and Habitats 

 Total in Republic of Ireland Possibility for Likely Significant Effect 
Identified 

QI Habitats 59 24 

QI Species 25 14 

SCI Birds 67 (68 including wetlands) 67 (68 including wetlands) 
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Furthermore, impact on migratory / mobile species relevant to European sites outside Ireland cannot be 
ruled out at this stage as a result of implementation of the draft NMPF. 
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5 SCREENING CONCLUSION 
On completion of the AA Screening, it was determined that the potential for likely significant effects on 
European sites could not be ruled out and the draft NMPF should undergo AA.  Furthermore it was noted at 
that time that given the high level nature of the NMPF, mitigation in the form of protection policies would 
likely be required to prevent adverse impacts on site integrity.  With this in mind, the AA process then 
proceeded to the preparation of a NIS to inform the AA to be undertaken by DHPLG.  
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Appendix A 
 

QIs and SCIs with 
Potential for LSE 
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Appendix A1: Screening of Habitats 

Code Habitat Screen In 
(Y/N) Notes on Screening In/Out 

1110 Sandbanks Y Coastal/marine habitat 
1130 Estuaries Y Coastal habitat 
1140 Tidal mudflats Y Coastal habitat 
1150 Lagoons* Y Coastal habitat 
1160 Large shallow inlets and bays Y Coastal habitat 
1170 Reefs Y Coastal/marine habitat 
1180 Submarine structures made by leaking gases Y Marine authigenic reefs/carbonate mounds 
1210 Annual vegetation of drift lines Y Coastal habitat 
1220 Perennial vegetation of stony banks Y Coastal habitat 
1230 Sea cliffs Y Coastal habitat 
1310 Salicornia mud Y Coastal habitat 
1330 Atlantic salt meadows Y Coastal habitat 
1410 Mediterranean salt meadows Y Coastal habitat 
1420 Halophilous scrub Y Coastal habitat 
2110 Embryonic shifting dunes Y Coastal habitat 
2120 Marram dunes (white dunes) Y Coastal habitat 
2130 Fixed dunes (grey dunes)* Y Coastal habitat 
2140 Decalcified Empetrum dunes* Y Coastal habitat 
2150 Decalcified dune heath* Y Coastal habitat 
2170 Dunes with creeping willow Y Coastal habitat 
2190 Dune slack Y Coastal habitat 
21A0 Machair* Y Coastal habitat 
3110 Oligotrophic soft water lakes N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
3130 Soft water lakes with base-rich influences N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
3140 Hard water lakes N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
3150 Natural eutrophic lakes N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
3160 Dystrophic lakes N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
3180 Turloughs* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
3260 Floating river vegetation N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
3270 Chenopodium rubri N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
4010 Wet heath N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
4030 Dry heaths N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
4060 Alpine and subalpine heath N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
5130 Juniper scrub N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
6130 Calaminarian grassland N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
6210 Orchid-rich calcareous grassland* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
6230 Species-rich Nardus upland grassland* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
6410 Molinia meadows N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
6430 Hydrophilous tall herb N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
6510 Lowland hay meadows N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7110 Raised bog (active)* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7120 Degraded raised bogs N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7130 Blanket bog (active)* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7140 Transition mires N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7150 Rhyncosporion depressions N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7210 Cladium fen* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7220 Petrifying springs* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
7230 Alkaline fens N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
8110 Siliceous scree N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
8120 Calcareous scree N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
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8210 Calcareous rocky slopes N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
8220 Siliceous rocky slopes N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
8240 Limestone pavement* Y Coastal interactions possible 
8310 Caves N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
8330 Sea caves Y Caves in the coastal/marine space 
91A0 Old oak woodlands N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
91D0 Bog woodland* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
91E0 Residual alluvial forests* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  
91J0 Taxus baccata woods* N Habitat type not considered sensitive  

1320 Spartinia swards N No longer formally assessed in Ireland as 
dominated by invasives. 

Total with Marine Link: 24 
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Appendix A2: Screening of Species 

Code Species (Art. 17 list) QI 
Species 

Screen 
In (Y/N) Notes on Screening In/Out 

1013 Vertigo geyeri Y N Terrestrial invertebrate  
1014 Vertigo angustior Y N Terrestrial invertebrate  
1016 Vertigo moulinsiana Y N Terrestrial invertebrate  
1024 Kerry Slug (Geomalacus maculosus) Y N Terrestrial invertebrate  
1029 Freshwater Pearl Mussel 

(Margaritifera margaritifera) Y Y Lifecycle dependent on migratory fish 

1065 Marsh Fritillary (Euphydryas aurinia) Y N Terrestrial invertebrate  
1092 White-Clawed Crayfish 

(Austropotamobius pallipes) Y N Freshwater invertebrate  

1095 Sea Lamprey (Petromyzon marinus) Y Y Migratory fish passing through resource 
areas  

1096 Brook Lamprey (Lampetra planeri) Y Y Migratory fish passing through resource 
areas  

1099 River Lamprey (Lampetra fluviatilis) Y Y Migratory fish passing through resource 
areas  

1102 Allis Shad (Alosa alosa) [vagrant]  Y Migratory fish passing through resource 
areas  

1103 Twaite Shad (Alosa fallax fallax) Y Y Migratory fish passing through resource 
areas  

1106 Atlantic Salmon (Salmo salar) Y Y Migratory fish passing through resource 
areas  

1202 Natterjack Toad (Bufo calamita)  N Annex IV freshwater amphibian 
1213 Common Frog (Rana temporaria)  N Annex V freshwater amphibian 
1223 Leatherback Turtle (Dermochelys 

coriacea) 
 Y Marine amphibian 

1303 Lesser Horseshoe Bat (Rhinolophus 
hipposideros) Y Y Terrestrial mammal but may overfly 

resource area  
1309 Common Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus 

pipistrellus) 
 N Annex IV mammal 

1314 Daubenton’s Bat (Myotis 
daubentonii) 

 N Annex IV mammal 

1317 Nathusius’ Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus 
nathusii) 

 N Annex IV mammal 

1320 Brandt’s (Myotis brandtii) [vagrant]  N Annex IV mammal 
1322 Natterer’s Bat (Myotis nattereri)  N Annex IV mammal 
1326 Brown Long-Eared Bat (Plecotus 

auritus) 
 N Annex IV mammal 

1330 Whiskered Bat (Myotis mystacinus)  N Annex IV mammal 
1331 Leisler’s Bat (Nyctalus leisleri)  N Annex IV mammal 
1334 Mountain Hare (Lepus timidus)  N Terrestrial mammal 
1345 Humpback Whale (Megaptera 

novaeangliae) 
 Y Marine mammal 

1348 Northern Right Whale (Eubalaena 
glacialis) [vagrant] 

 Y Marine mammal 

1349 Bottle-Nosed Dolphin (Tursiops 
truncatus) Y Y Marine mammal 

1350 Common Dolphin (Delphinus delphis)  Y Marine mammal 
1351 Harbour Porpoise (Phocoena 

phocoena) Y Y Marine mammal 

1355 Otter (Lutra lutra) Y Y Aquatic mammal potentially present in 
coastal areas 

1357 Pine Marten (Martes martes)  N Terrestrial mammal 
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1364 Grey Seal (Halichoerus grypus) Y Y Marine mammal 
1365 Common Seal (Phoca vitulina vitulina) Y Y Marine mammal 
1376 Maerl - Lithothamnion corralloides  Y Marine corraline alga 
1377 Maerl - Phymatolithon calcareum  Y Marine corraline alga 
1378 Cladonia subgenus cladina  N Terrestrial plant found in bogs which have 

been screened out 
1393 Shining Sickle Moss (Hamatocaulis 

vernicosus) Y N Terrestrial plant  

1395 Petalwort (Petalophyllum ralfsii) Y Y Terrestrial plant however known sites are 
coastal 

1400 Leucobryum glaucum  N Terrestrial plant of peatland areas 
1409 Sphagnum genus  N Terrestrial plant of peatland areas 
1413 Lycopodium genus  N Terrestrial plant of peatland areas, open 

wet ground and wet heaths 
1421 Killarney Fern (Trichomanes 

speciosum) Y N Terrestrial plant 

1528 Marsh Saxifrage (Saxifraga hirculus) Y N Terrestrial plant 
1833 Slender Naiad (Najas flexilis) Y N Terrestrial plant  
1990 Irish Freshwater Pearl Mussel 

(Margaritifera durrovensis) Y Y Lifecycle dependent on migratory fish 

2027 Killer whale  Y Marine mammal 
2028 False killer whale [vagrant]  Y Marine mammal 
2029 Long-finned pilot whale  Y Marine mammal 
2030 Risso's dolphin  Y Marine mammal 
2031 White-sided dolphin  Y Marine mammal 
2032 White-beaked dolphin  Y Marine mammal 
2034 Striped dolphin  Y Marine mammal 
2035 Cuvier's beaked whale  Y Marine mammal 
2037 True's beaked whale [vagrant]  Y Marine mammal 
2038 Sowerby's beaked whale  Y Marine mammal 
2618 Minke whale  Y Marine mammal 
2619 Sei whale  Y Marine mammal 
2621 Fin whale  Y Marine mammal 
2622 Pygmy sperm whale [vagrant]  Y Marine mammal 
5009 Soprano pipistrelle  N Annex IV terrestrial mammal 
5020 Blue whale  Y Marine mammal 
5029 Beluga/ white whale [vagrant]  Y Marine mammal 
5031 Sperm whale  Y Marine mammal 
5033 Northern bottlenose dolphin  Y Marine mammal 
5034 Gervais' beaked whale [vagrant]  Y Marine mammal 
5046 Killarney shad (Alosa fallax 

killarnensis) Y N Freshwater QI fish, not marine-dependent 

5076 Pollan  N Annex V fish 

Total Species with Marine Link: 40 

Total: QI Species with Marine Link: 14 
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Appendix A3: Screening of SCI Species 

Code Species Annex I SCI Water 
Dependent 

Screen 
In 

(Y/N) 
Notes on Screening In/Out 

A001-A Red-throated Diver (Gavia 
stellata) Y Y Yes Y Coastal bird 

A003 Great Northern Diver 
(Common Loon) (Gavia 
immer) 

Y Y Yes 
Y Coastal seabird 

A004 Little Grebe (Tachybaptus 
ruficollis) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A005 Great Crested Grebe 
(Podiceps cristatus) N Y Yes 

Y Primarily inland resident but 
migratory numbers 
increasing 

A009 Fulmar (Fulmarus glacialis)* N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A013 Manx Shearwater (Puffinus 

puffinus) N Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A015 Leach's Storm-petrel 
(Oceanodroma leucorhoa) Y Y Yes Y Seabird 

A016 Gannet (Morus bassanus) N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A018 Shag (Phalacrocorax 

aristotelis)* N Y Yes Y Seabird 

A028 Grey Heron (Ardea cinerea)* N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 
A037 Bewick's Swan (Cygnus 

columbianus bewickii) Y Y Yes Y coastal/migratory bird 

A038 Whooper Swan (Cygnus 
cygnus) Y Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A043 Greylag Goose (Anser anser) N Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 
A045 Barnacle Goose (Branta 

leucopsis) Y Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A046 Light-bellied Brent Goose 
(Branta bernicla hrota) N Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A048 Shelduck (Tadorna tadorna) N Y Yes Y Coastal bird 
A050 Wigeon (Anas penelope) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 
A051 Gadwall (Anas strepera) N Y Yes Y Scarce inland and coastal 

bird 
A052 Teal (Anas crecca) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 
A053 Mallard (Anas 

platyrhynchos)* N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A054 Pintail (Anas acuta) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 
A056 Shoveler (Anas clypeata)* N Y Yes Y Mainly inland but coastal 

and callows 
A059 Pochard (Aythya ferina) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 
A061 Tufted Duck (Aythya 

fuligula) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A062 Scaup (Aythya marila) N Y Yes Y Coastal wintering only 
A063 Eider (Somateria mollissima) N Y Yes Y Resident in NI; winters along 

ROI coasts 
A067 Goldeneye (Bucephala 

clangula) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A069 Red-breasted Merganser 
(Mergus serrator) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A082 Hen Harrier (Circus cyaneus) Y Y No N Primarily terrestrial bird/ 
forest habitat 
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A098 Merlin (Falco columbarius) 
Y Y Yes 

Y Migratory bird, 
summer/winter visitor to 
inland and coastal areas 

A122 Corncrake (Crex crex) Y Y Yes Y Inland and coastal areas 
A125 Coot (Fulica atra) N Y Yes Y Inland waters but also found 

in estuaries 
A130 Oystercatcher (Haematopus 

ostralegus)* N Y Yes Y Seabird 

A137 Ringed Plover (Charadrius 
hiaticula)* N Y Yes Y Seabird, resident and inland 

summer visitor 
A140 Golden Plover (Pluvialis 

apricaria) Y Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A141 Grey Plover (Pluvialis 
squatarola) N Y Yes Y Exclusively coastal 

A142 Lapwing (Vanellus vanellus) N Y Yes Y Mainly inland but also 
coastal areas 

A143 Knot (Calidris canutus) N Y Yes Y Coastal bird 
A144 Sanderling (Calidris alba)* N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A148 Purple Sandpiper (Calidris 

maritima) N Y Yes Y Coastal bird 

A149 Dunlin (Calidris alpina 
alpina) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A156 Black-tailed Godwit (Limosa 
limosa) N Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A157 Bar-tailed Godwit (Limosa 
lapponica) Y Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A160 Curlew (Numenius arquata) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 
A162 Redshank (Tringa totanus) N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A164 Greenshank (Tringa 

nebularia)* N Y Yes Y Coastal bird 

A169 Turnstone (Arenaria 
interpres)* N Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A179 Black-headed Gull 
(Chroicocephalus ridibundus) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A182 Common Gull (Larus canus) N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 
A183 Lesser Black-backed Gull 

(Larus fuscus)* N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A184 Herring Gull (Larus 
argentatus)* N Y Yes Y Inland and coastal bird 

A188 Kittiwake (Rissa tridactyla)* N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A191 Sandwich Tern (Sterna 

sandvicensis) Y Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A193 Common Tern (Sterna 
hirundo) Y Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A194 Arctic Tern (Sterna 
paradisaea) Y Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A199 Guillemot (Uria aalge) N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A200 Razorbill (Alca torda) N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A204 Puffin (Fratercula arctica) N Y Yes Y Seabird 
A229 Kingfisher (Alcedo atthis) 

Y Y Yes 

Y Primarily inland riverine 
habitat - however 
sometimes found in 
estuaries in poor weather 
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A346 Chough (Pyrrhocorax 
pyrrhocorax) Y Y Yes Y Coastal resident 

A395 Greenland White-fronted 
Goose (Anser albifrons 
flavirostris) 

Y Y Yes 
Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A631-A Little Tern (Sterna albifrons 
albifrons) Y Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

A683 Cormorant (Phalacrocorax 
carbo carbo) N Y Yes Y Seabird 

A694 
European Storm Petrel 
(Hydrobates pelagicus 
pelagicus) 

Y Y Yes 
Y Seabird 

A706 Common Scoter (Melanitta 
nigra) N Y Yes Y Seabird (entirely marine in 

winter) 
A708 Peregrine (Falco peregrinus 

peregrinus) Y Y Yes Y Commonly found hunting in 
coastal areas 

A733 Roseate Tern (Sterna 
dougallii dougallii) N Y Yes Y Seabird/migratory bird 

 

Total SCI Species with potential Marine Link: 66 
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Appendix B 
 

Sites within 50km of 
NMPF Area 
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Site Code Site Name 
Memb

er 
State 

FR5302015 Mers Celtiques - Talus du golfe de Gascogne FR 
FR5212016 Mers Celtiques - Talus du golfe de Gascogne FR 
UK0013039 Luce Bay and Sands UK 
UK0019775 Glac na Criche UK 
UK0019774 Feur Lochain UK 
UK0013045 St David`s / Ty Ddewi UK 
UK0030268 Rostrevor Wood UK 
UK0012712 Cardigan Bay/ Bae Ceredigion UK 
UK0030271 Clogwyni Pen Lln/ Seacliffs of Lleyn UK 
UK0013117 Pen Lln a`r Sarnau/ Lleyn Peninsula and the Sarnau UK 
UK0019773 Eilean na Muice Duibhe UK 
UK9003351 Glen App and Galloway Moors UK 
UK0013116 Pembrokeshire Marine/ Sir Benfro Forol UK 
UK0030247 Rinns of Islay UK 
UK9003051 Gruinart Flats, Islay UK 
UK9003057 Rinns of Islay UK 
UK9003121 Loch of Inch and Torrs Warren UK 
UK9003058 The Oa UK 
UK9003052 Bridgend Flats, Islay UK 
UK9014062 Ramsey and St David`s Peninsula Coast UK 
UK0016603 Cuilcagh Mountain UK 
UK0016609 Black Bog UK 
UK0030055 Rathlin Island UK 
UK0016607 Pettigoe Plateau UK 
UK0030083 Banagher Glen UK 
UK0016612 Murlough UK 
UK0016618 Strangford Lough UK 
UK0030089 Binevenagh UK 
UK0030224 North Antrim Coast UK 
UK0030277 Slieve Gullion UK 
UK0030300 West Fermanagh Scarplands UK 
UK9020328 Irish Sea Front UK 
UK0030384 The Maidens UK 
UK0030365 Red Bay UK 
UK9020011 Rathlin Island UK 
UK0030324 Deroran Bog UK 
UK0030074 Afonydd Cleddau/ Cleddau Rivers UK 
UK0030361 River Faughan and Tributaries UK 
UK0030067 South-East Islay Skerries UK 
UK9003053 Laggan, Islay UK 
UK0016608 Teal Lough UK 
UK0030321 Cranny Bogs UK 
UK9020221 Killough Bay UK 
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UK9020271 Outer Ards UK 
UK9020301 Antrim Hills UK 
UK0030353 Haig Fras UK 
UK0030359 Stanton Banks UK 
UK0030389 East Rockall Bank UK 
UK9020042 Larne Lough UK 
UK9020161 Carlingford Lough UK 
UK0013046 Glannau Ynys Gybi/ Holy Island Coast UK 

UK9014051 
Skomer, Skokholm and the Seas off Pembrokeshire / Sgomer, 
Sgogwm a Moroedd Penfro UK 

UK0030187 Corsydd Lln/ Lleyn Fens UK 

UK0030229 
North West Pembrokeshire Commons/ Comins Gogledd 
Orllewin Sir Benfro UK 

UK0016599 Ballynahone Bog UK 
UK0030212 Moninea Bog UK 
UK0030320 River Foyle and Tributaries UK 
UK0030323 Dead Island Bog UK 
UK9020051 Pettigoe Plateau UK 
UK0030084 Bann Estuary UK 
UK9020302 Slieve Beagh - Mullaghfad - Lisnaskea UK 
UK0016613 Magilligan UK 
UK0016621 Magheraveely Marl Loughs UK 
UK9020021 Sheep Island UK 
UK9020111 Strangford Lough UK 
UK9020290 Belfast Lough Open Water UK 
UK0030397 West Wales Marine / Gorllewin Cymru Forol UK 
UK0030220 Mull of Galloway UK 
UK0030398 North Anglesey Marine / Gogledd Môn Forol UK 
UK9003071 Kintyre Goose Roosts UK 
UK9003054 Eilean na Muice Duibhe (Duich Moss), Islay UK 
UK0016606 Garron Plateau UK 
UK0030233 Owenkillew River UK 
UK0030236 Peatlands Park UK 
UK0030045 Largalinny UK 
UK9020031 Lough Foyle UK 
UK0030319 Ballykilbeg UK 
UK9020071 Upper Lough Erne UK 
UK0030110 Carn-Glenshane Pass UK 
UK0030296 Upper Ballinderry River UK 
UK0030379 Pisces Reef Complex UK 
UK9020091 Lough Neagh and Lough Beg UK 
UK9020291 Copeland Islands UK 
UK0016620 Derryleckagh UK 
UK0016622 Slieve Beagh UK 
UK0030381 Croker Carbonate Slabs UK 
UK0030214 Montiaghs Moss UK 
UK9014041 Grassholm UK 
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UK9013061 Anglesey Terns / Morwenoliaid Ynys Môn UK 
UK9013101 Glannau Ynys Gybi/ Holy Island Coast UK 

UK9013121 
Glannau Aberdaron ac Ynys Enlli/ Aberdaron Coast and 
Bardsey Island UK 

UK0016614 Upper Lough Erne UK 
UK0030047 Lough Melvin UK 
UK0030116 Cladagh (Swanlinbar) River UK 
UK0030180 Lecale Fens UK 
UK0016615 Eastern Mournes UK 
UK0016619 Monawilkin UK 
UK0030068 Fardrum and Roosky Turloughs UK 
UK0030169 Hollymount UK 
UK0016610 Garry Bog UK 
UK0016611 Fairy Water Bogs UK 
UK0030199 Main Valley Bogs UK 
UK0030097 Breen Wood UK 
UK0030244 Rea`s Wood and Farr`s Bay UK 
UK0030211 Moneygal Bog UK 
UK0030303 Wolf Island Bog UK 
UK0030318 Aughnadarragh Lough UK 
UK0030360 River Roe and Tributaries UK 
UK9020101 Belfast Lough UK 
UK0030326 Tully Bog UK 
UK0030383 Skerries and Causeway UK 
UK0030291 Turmennan UK 
UK0030322 Curran Bog UK 
UK0030363 North West Rockall Bank UK 
UK0030325 Tonnagh Beg Bog UK 
UK0030399 North Channel UK 
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Policy Area Draft GMPP  Potential for Likely Significant 
Effects? 

Biodiversity 1 Proposals incorporating features that enhance or facilitate 
species adaptation or migration, or natural native habitat 
connectivity will be supported. 
 

Yes – uncertainty in relation to 
statement of case. 

Biodiversity 2 Proposals that may have significant adverse impacts on 
species adaptation or migration, or on natural native habitat 
connectivity must demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference:  

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

significant adverse impacts on species adaptation or 
migration, or on natural native habitat connectivity. 
 

Biodiversity 3 Proposals that protect, maintain, restore and enhance coastal 
habitats where important in their own right and/or for 
ecosystem functioning and provision of ecosystem services 
will be supported. Proposals must take account of the space 
required for coastal habitats where important in their own right 
and/or for ecosystem functioning and provision of ecosystem 
services and demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference:  

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate 

for net loss of coastal habitat. 
 

Biodiversity 4 Proposals that protect, maintain, restore and enhance the 
distribution and net extent of priority habitats and distribution 
of priority species will be supported. Proposals must avoid 
reducing the distribution and net extent of priority habitats and 
other habitats priority species rely on. 
 

Biodiversity 5 Proposals must demonstrate that they will in order of 
preference: 

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

 
significant adverse impacts on marine or coastal natural 
capital assets, or 

d) if it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse 
impacts on marine or coastal natural capital assets 
proposals should state the case for proceeding. 

 
Proposals should seek to enhance marine or coastal natural 
capital assets where possible. 
 

Disturbance 1 Proposals must demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference:  

a) avoid,  
b) minimise, or  
c) mitigate   

significant disturbance to, or displacement of, highly mobile 
species. 

Yes – increased access may lead to 
significant effects associated with 
increased visitor pressure e.g. 
trampling, disturbance of coastal 
species / habitats, marine litter, spread 
of invasives. 

Disturbance 2 Proposals, including those that increase access to the marine 
plan area, must demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference: 

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

adverse impacts on priority habitats. 
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Effects? 

Marine Protected 
Areas 1 

Proposals that support the objectives of marine protected 
areas and the ecological coherence of the marine protected 
area network will be supported. 
Proposals that may have adverse impacts on the objectives 
of marine protected areas must demonstrate that they will, in 
order of preference:  

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

adverse impacts. 

Yes – MPAs cover European sites but 
also relevant to other aspects such as 
commercial fisheries.  Lack of spatial 
context and nature of MPA leaves 
potential for LSE. 

Marine Protected 
Areas 2 

Proposals that enhance a marine protected area’s ability to 
adapt to climate change, enhancing the resilience of the 
marine protected area network will be supported. 
Proposals that may have adverse impacts on an individual 
marine protected area’s ability to adapt to the effects of 
climate change and so reduce the resilience of the marine 
protected area network, must demonstrate that they will, in 
order of preference: 

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

adverse impacts. 
Marine Protected 
Areas 3 

Where statutory advice states that a marine protected area 
site condition is deteriorating or that features are moving or 
changing due to climate change, a suitable boundary change 
to ensure continued protection of the site and coherence of 
the overall network should be considered. 
 

Marine Protected 
Areas 4 

Until the ecological coherence of the marine protected area 
network is confirmed, proposals should demonstrate that they 
will, in order of preference:  

a) avoid,  
b) minimise, or  
c) mitigate  

adverse impacts on features that may be required to complete 
the network, or 

d) if it is not possible to mitigate adverse impacts, 
proposals should state the case for proceeding. 

Non-indigenous 
species 1 
 

Proposals that reduce the risk of introduction and / or spread 
of invasive non-indigenous species should be supported. 
Proposals must demonstrate a risk management approach to 
prevent the introduction of and / or spread of invasive non-
indigenous species, particularly when:  

a) moving equipment, boats or livestock (for 
example fish or shellfish) from one water 
body to another, 

b) introducing structures suitable for settlement 
of non-indigenous invasive species, or the 
spread of non- indigenous invasive species 
known to exist in the area of the proposal 

No LSE – control of introduction and or 
spread of IAS will have benefit for 
Natura 2000 network. 

Water Quality 1 
 

Proposals that may have significant adverse impacts upon 
water quality, including upon habitats and species beneficial 
to water quality, must demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference:  

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

significant adverse impacts. 

Yes – proposals to improve water 
quality could include new or upgraded 
WwTP or outfalls.  Potential for LSE on 
European sites if in the zone of 
influence of such projects. 

Water Quality 2 
 

Proposals delivering improvements to water quality or 
enhancing habitats and species which can be of benefit to 
water quality, should be supported. 

Sea-floor Integrity 
1 
 

Proposals which incorporate measures to support the 
resilience of deep sea habitats will be supported. Proposals 
which may have significant adverse impacts on deep sea 

Yes – proposals may require 
disturbance of deep-sea habitats which 
are part of Natura network. Lack of 
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Effects? 

habitats must demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference: 

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate significant adverse impacts on deep sea 

habitats. 

spatial context and nature of proposals 
leaves potential for LSE. 

Marine Litter 1 
 

Proposals that facilitate waste re-use or recycling, or that 
reduce marine and coastal litter will be supported. 
Proposals that could potentially increase the amount of 
marine litter that is discharged into the marine area, either 
intentionally or accidentally, must include measures to, in 
order of preference: 

a) avoid,  
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

the discharges. Demonstration of these measures must 
provide satisfactory evidence that the proposal is able to 
manage all waste without creation of litter. 

Yes – reuse or recycling may impact 
on terrestrial / marine sites with 
potential for LSE. 

Underwater Noise 
1 
 

Proposals that generate impulsive or continuous noise must 
take account of any currently agreed targets under Marine 
Strategy Framework Directive descriptor 11 and demonstrate 
that they will, in order of preference:  

a) avoid,  
b) minimise, or  
c) mitigate  

significant adverse impacts on highly mobile species. 
Where significant impact on highly mobile species is identified 
and cannot be mitigated, a Noise Assessment Statement 
should be prepared by the proposer of development.  The 
findings of the Noise Assessment Statement should 
demonstrably inform determination(s) related to the activity 
proposed and the carrying out of the activity itself. 
The content of the Noise Assessment Statement should be 
relevant to the particular circumstances and could include: 

- An assessment of the potential impact of the 
development or use on the affected species in terms of 
environmental sustainability. 
- A recognition that the impacts on highly mobile species 
should be minimised as far as possible. 
- Demonstration of the public benefit(s) that outweigh the 
significant impacts identified. 
- Reasonable measures to mitigate any impacts which 
the proposed development or use may place on highly 
mobile species. 
 

Yes- if impacts identified for QI species 
then determination would be under AA.  
Potential for LSE if connection to AA 
not clarified in Nosie Assessment 
Statement. 

Air Quality 1 
 

Proposals that support a reduction in air pollution will be 
supported. Proposals must demonstrate consideration of their 
contribution to air pollution, both direct and cumulative. 
 

Yes – lack of clarity on the nature of 
proposals that could reduce  air 
pollution.  This could be provision of 
alternative fuels at port locations 
however new infrastructure would have 
potential for LSE if in or adjacent to a 
European site as may ports are. 

Air Quality 1 Where proposals are likely to result in or facilitate increased 
air pollution, proposals should demonstrate that they will, in 
order of preference: 

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or  
c) mitigate  

air pollution. 
Climate Change 1 Proposals that support a reduction in greenhouse gas 

emissions will be supported. Proposals must demonstrate 
consideration of their contribution to greenhouse gas 
emissions for the lifetime of the proposal, both direct and 
indirect. 

Yes – adaptation measures may have 
LSE on European site where they 
include new infrastructure, 
enhancements to existing infrastructure 
of use of marine storage options such 
as CCS and gas storage. Lack of 
spatial context and nature of 
adaptation leaves potential for LSE. 

Climate Change 2 Proposals should demonstrate for the lifetime of the proposal 
that they: 

1) are resilient to the effects of climate change and 
coastal change, and 
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Policy Area Draft GMPP  Potential for Likely Significant 
Effects? 

2) will not have a significant adverse impact upon 
climate change adaptation measures elsewhere. 

In respect of 2) proposals should demonstrate that they will, 
in order of preference: 

a) avoid,  
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

the significant adverse impacts upon these climate change 
adaptation measures. 

Climate Change 3 Proposals that are likely to have a significant adverse impact 
on coastal change should not be supported. 
 

Climate Change 4 Proposals that enhance habitats that provide a flood defence 
or carbon sequestration will be supported. 
 

Climate Change 5 Proposals that may have a significant adverse impact on 
habitats that provide a flood defence or carbon sequestration 
ecosystem service must demonstrate that they will, in order 
of preference: 

a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  

significant adverse impacts. 
Climate Change 6 Proposals that reduce or buffer carbon dioxide concentrations 

in seawater should be supported. 
Co-existence 1 
 

Proposals should demonstrate that they have considered how 
to optimise the use of space, including through consideration 
of opportunities for co-existence and co-operation with other 
activities, enhancing other activities where appropriate. 
If proposals cannot avoid significant adverse impacts of their 
activity (including displacement) on other activities they must, 
in order of preference:  

(a) minimise significant adverse impacts,  
(b) mitigate significant adverse impacts or  
(c) if it is not possible to mitigate significant 

adverse impacts, proposals should state 
the case for proceeding. 

Yes- potential for LSE as a result of 
cumulative impacts from co-existence 
of multi-sectoral activities. 

Infrastructure Appropriate land-based infrastructure which facilitates marine 
activity (and vice versa) should be supported. Proposals for 
appropriate infrastructure that facilitates the diversification or 
regeneration of marine industries should be supported. 

Yes – potential for LSE from new 
infrastructure especially in coastal 
locations which are often sensitive for 
QI and SCI habitats and species. 

Access 1 Proposals, including in relation to tourism and recreation, 
should demonstrate that they will, in order of preference:  

a. avoid,  
b. minimise, or  
c. mitigate  

significant adverse impacts on public access. 

Yes – tourism and access proposals 
have potential for LSE resulting from 
visitor pressures such as trampling, 
pressure on water and wastewater 
services, increased air emissions. 

Access 2 Proposals demonstrating appropriate enhanced and inclusive 
public access to and within the marine area, and that consider 
the future provision of services for tourism and recreation 
activities, will be supported. 

Employment Proposals resulting in a net increase to marine related 
employment should be supported, particularly where the 
proposals are in line with the skills available adjacent to the 
maritime area. 

Yes – increased employment 
proposals have potential for LSE 
resulting from pressures on water and 
wastewater services, increased air 
emissions, competition for space, 
displacement, etc. 

Heritage Assets Proposals that demonstrate they will contribute to enhancing 
the significance of heritage assets will be supported. 
Proposals unable to contribute to enhancing the significance 
of heritage assets will only be supported if they demonstrate 
that they will, in order of preference: 
a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 

Ys –potential for LSE where heritage 
features are used by QI or SCI for 
roosting/ nesting along coasts. 
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c) mitigate harm to the significance of heritage assets, 
d) if it is not possible, to minimise or mitigate harm, then the 
public benefits for proceeding with the proposal must 
outweigh the harm to the significance of the heritage assets. 

Rural Coastal and 
Island 
Communities 

Proposals contributing to access, communications, energy 
self-sufficiency or sustainability of rural coastal and/or island 
communities should be supported. 

Yes –access proposals have potential 
for LSE resulting from increased 
pressure on water and wastewater 
services, increased air emissions, 
disturbance etc. 

Seascape and 
Landscape 1 

Proposals should demonstrate how the impacts of a 
development on the seascape and landscape of an area have 
been considered. The proposal will only be supported if they 
demonstrate that they will, in order of preference: 
a) avoid, 
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate 
significant adverse impacts on the seascape and landscape 
of the area. 

Yes – some landscape / seascape 
features are important for supporting 
habitat for European sites QI and SCI 
e.g. vegetated seacliffs.  Potential for 
LSE unless this is recognised within 
the policy. 

Seascape and 
Landscape 2 

If it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse impacts, the 
public benefits for proceeding with the proposal that outweigh 
significant adverse impacts on the seascape and landscape 
of the area and its significance must be demonstrated. 

Social Benefits 1 Proposals that enhance or promote social benefits should be 
supported. Proposals unable to enhance or promote social 
benefits should demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference:  
a) minimise, or 
b) mitigate  
significant adverse impacts which result in the displacement 
of other existing or authorised (but yet to be implemented) 
activities that generate social benefits. 

Yes – tourism and access proposals 
have potential for LSE resulting from 
visitor pressures such as trampling, 
pressure on water and wastewater 
services, increased air emissions, 
disturbance. 

Social Benefits 2 Proposals that increase the understanding and enjoyment of 
the marine environment (including its natural, historic and 
social value) or that promote conservation management  and 
increased education and skills should be supported. 

Transboundary Proposals that have transboundary impacts beyond the 
maritime area, either on the terrestrial environment or 
neighbouring international jurisdictions, must show evidence 
of consultation with the relevant public authorities, including 
terrestrial planning authorities and other country authorities. 

No – consultation with consultation 
with the relevant public authorities will 
not have LSE. 
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Aquaculture Policy 1 Proposals for aquaculture development that demonstrate 
use of innovative approaches and / or contribute to 
diversification of species being grown in a given locality, 
particularly proposals applying a multi-trophic approach 
should be supported. 

Yes - There is no detail on the nature 
of the innovations proposed 
[biological, technical, operational] or 
the location for/nature of the 
diversification of species being 
considered for a multi-trophic 
approach therefore potential for LSE..  Aquaculture Policy 2 Non-aquaculture proposals in existing or within potential 

aquaculture production areas must demonstrate 
consideration of and compatibility with aquaculture 
production. Where compatibility is not possible, proposals 
must demonstrate that they will, in order of preference:  

a) avoid; 

b) minimise; 

c) mitigate significant adverse impacts on aquaculture.   

If it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse impacts, 
proposals should state the case for proceeding. 

Defence and 
Security Policy 1 

Any proposal that has the potential to interfere with the 
performance by the Defence Forces of their security and 
non-security related tasks must be subject to consultation 
with the Defence Organisation.  

This includes potential interference with: 

• Safety of navigation and access to naval facilities; 

• Firing, test or exercise areas; 

• Communication, and surveillance systems; 

• Fishery protection functions. 

Yes – Expansion of naval facilities 
have potential for LSE. 

 

Defence and 
Security Policy 2 

Proposals should only be supported where, having 
consulted with the Defence Organisation, they are 
satisfied that it will not result in unacceptable interference 
with the performance by the Defence Forces of their security 
and non-security related tasks. Proposals that have the 
potential to result in unacceptable interference with the 
performance by the Defence Forces of their security and 
non-security related tasks should be required to 
demonstrate, in order of preference, how they: 

1. Avoid adverse impacts; and/or;  

2. Minimise adverse impacts where they cannot be avoided; 
and/or;  

3. Mitigate impacts where they cannot be minimised. 

Transmission Policy 
1 

Gas or electricity transmission proposals that maintain or 
improve the security and diversity of Ireland’s energy supply, 
including interconnectors, should be supported. 

Yes-  transmission cables and pipes 
have potential for LSE on European 
sites as a result of  smothering, 
disturbance of habitats and species 
unless sited carefully. Transmission Policy 

2 
Proposals for activities that are in or could affect energy 
transmission proposals in sites held under a permission or 
that are subject to an ongoing permitting or consenting 
process for energy transmission proposals should 
demonstrate that they will in order of preference:  
a) avoid,  
b) minimise,  
c) mitigate adverse impacts,  
d) if it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse 
impacts, proposals should state the case for proceeding. 

Transmission Policy 
3 

Decisions on transmission developments should be 
informed by consideration of space required for other 
activities of national importance described in the NMPF. 
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Transmission Policy 
4 

Where possible, opportunities for land-based, coastal 
infrastructure that is critical to and supports energy 
transmission should be prioritised in plans and policies. 

Petroleum Policy 1 Proposals that maximise the long-term supply of 
petroleum should be supported, provided they fully meet 
the environmental safeguards contained within licensing 
processes. 

 

Yes – proposals for petroleum 
exploration have potential to impact 
on QI habitats and species through 
disturbance, water quality 
deterioration, noise disturbance etc. 

Petroleum Policy 2 Proposals in areas where petroleum activities or petroleum 
production infrastructure have been approved, or where 
applications are under consideration, should only be 
authorised where compatibility with the existing, authorised 
or proposed activity can be satisfactorily demonstrated or 
there are exceptional circumstances.  
 
Compatibility should be achieved, in order of preference, 
through:  
 
a) avoiding, or 
b) minimising, or  
c) mitigating adverse impacts. 
 
If it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse impacts, 
proposals should state the case for proceeding. 

Petroleum Policy 3 Proposals potentially affecting future potential activity in 
areas (blocks) subject to petroleum licensing should avoid 
sterilisation of that area for future petroleum extraction and 
demonstrate how they, in order of preference: 
 
a) avoid, or 
b) minimise, or  
c) mitigate potential adverse impacts on those activities. 
 
If it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse impacts, 
proposals should state the case for proceeding.  

ORE Policy 1 Proposals that assist the State in meeting the 
Government's target of generating at least 3.5GW of 
offshore renewable electricity by 2030 and proposals that 
maximise the long-term shift from use of fossil fuels to 
renewable electricity, in line with decarbonisation targets 
should be supported.  

Yes- ORE policies have potential for 
LSE as a result of introduction of 
turbines and other devices into the 
marine.  Tis could result in collisions, 
habitat loss and disturbance of 
species as a result on construction / 
operation. 

ORE Policy 2 Preference will be given to proposals for offshore wind 
farms, including relevant enabling projects and 
infrastructure, in areas identified as designated zones for 
offshore wind, under the zoning process set out in the 
Marine Planning and Development Management Act. (Note 
- see Appendix D on Spatial Designation Process). 

ORE Policy 3 Any non-ORE proposals that are in or could affect sites 
held under a permission (see glossary) or that are subject 
to an ongoing permitting or consenting process for 
renewable energy generation (wind, wave or tidal) should 
demonstrate that they will in order of preference: a) avoid, 
b) minimise, c) mitigate adverse impacts, d) if it is not 
possible to mitigate significant adverse impacts, proposals 
should state the case for proceeding. 

ORE Policy 4 Decisions on ORE developments should be informed by 
consideration of space required for other activities of 
national importance described in the NMPF. 
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ORE Policy 5 Proposals for activity that may adversely impact ORE test 
projects by virtue of being within or adjacent to ORE test 
sites, or between site and landfall of ORE test projects that 
may adversely impact ORE test site projects, should 
demonstrate that they will in order of preference:  
a) avoid, b) minimise, c) mitigate adverse impacts. 

ORE Policy 6 Proposals for infrastructure enabling local use of excess 
electricity generated from emerging marine technologies 
(wave, tidal, floating wind) should be supported. 

ORE Policy 7 Where potential for ports to contribute to ORE is identified, 
plans and policies related to this port must encourage 
development in such a way as to facilitate ORE and related 
supply chain activity. 

ORE Policy 8 Proposals for ORE must demonstrate consideration of 
existing cables passing through or adjacent to areas for 
development, making sure ability to repair and carry out 
cable-related remedial work is not compromised.  

ORE Policy 9 A permission for ORE must be informed by inclusion of a 
visualisation assessment that supports conditions on any 
development in relation to design and layout. Where a 
development consent is applied for in an area already 
subject to permission, proposals must include a 
visualisation assessment to inform design and layout. 
Visualisation assessments must demonstrate consultation 
with communities that may be able to view any future ORE 
development at a given site with the aim of minimising 
impact. Visualisation assessments will be informed by 
specific emerging guidance but in absence of this should 
include elements identified in related policy and good 
practice [Reference to be inserted]. 

ORE Policy 10 Opportunities for land-based, coastal infrastructure that is 
critical to and supports development of ORE should be 
prioritised in plans and policies, where possible. [this will 
be linked to section on Marine-Land planning interaction] 

ORE Policy 11 Where appropriate, proposals that enable the provision of 
emerging renewable energy technologies and associated 
supply chains, will be supported. 

Fisheries Policy 1 Proposals that may have significant adverse impacts on 
access for existing fishing activities, must demonstrate that 
they will, in order of preference:  
 
a) avoid,  
b) minimise, or 
c) mitigate  
 
such impacts.  
 
If it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse impacts 
on fishing activity, the public benefits (see glossary) for 
proceeding with the proposal that outweigh the significant 
adverse impacts on existing activities must be 
demonstrated. 

Yes- fisheries industry can lead to 
conflicts with QI and SCI species for 
food.  Possibility for displacement, 
disturbance, mortality from shipping 
etc. 

Fisheries Policy 2 Proposals supporting a sustainable fishing industry, 
including the industry's diversification and or enhanced 
resilience to the effects of climate change, should be 
supported. 

Fisheries Policy 3 Infrastructural proposals that enhance access to fishing 
activities, should be supported, provided they fully meet the 
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environmental safeguards contained within licensing 
processes. 

Fisheries Policy 4 Proposals, regardless of the type of activity they relate to, 
enhancing essential fish habitat, including spawning, 
nursery and feeding grounds, and migratory routes should 
be supported. If proposals cannot enhance essential fish 
habitat, they must demonstrate that they will, in order of 
preference:  
 
a) avoid,  
b) minimise,  
c) mitigate  
 
significant adverse impact on essential fish habitat, 
including spawning, nursery and feeding grounds, and 
migration routes. 

Fisheries Policy 5 Where significant impact upon fishing activity is identified,  
a Fisheries Management and Mitigation Strategy should be 
prepared by the proposer of development or use, in 
consultation with local fishing interests (and other interests 
as appropriate) in the development of the Strategy. All 
efforts should be made to agree the Strategy with those 
interests. Those interests should also undertake to engage 
with the proposer and provide best available, transparent 
and accurate information and data in a timely manner to 
help complete the Strategy. The Strategy should be drawn 
up as part of the discharge of conditions of permissions 
granted. 
The content of the Strategy should be relevant to the 
particular circumstances and could include: 
- An assessment of the potential impact of the 
development or use on the affected fishery or fisheries, 
both in socio-economic terms and in terms of 
environmental sustainability. This assessment should 
include consideration of any impact upon cultural identity 
within fishing communities 
- A recognition that the disruption to existing fishing 
opportunities/activity should be minimised as far as 
possible. 
- Demonstration of the public benefit(s) that outweigh the 
significant impacts identified. 
- Reasonable measures to mitigate any constraints which 
the proposed development or use may place on existing or 
proposed fishing activity. 
- Reasonable measures to mitigate any potential impacts 
on sustainability of fish stocks (e.g. impacts on spawning 
grounds or areas of fish or shellfish abundance) and any 
socio-economic impacts. 

 
Where it does not prove possible to agree the Strategy with 
all interests: 

- divergent views and the reasons for any divergence of 
views between the parties should be fully explained in the 
Strategy and dissenting views should be given a platform 
within the Strategy to make their case 

- where divergent views are identified, relevant public 
authorities should be engaged to identify informal and 
formal steps designed to enable proposal(s) to progress 

Fisheries Policy 6 Ports and harbours should seek to engage with fishing and 
other relevant stakeholders at an early stage to discuss 
any changes in infrastructure that may affect them.  
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Any port or harbour developments should take account of 
the needs of the dependent fishing fleets with a view to 
avoiding commercial harm where possible.  

Where a port or harbour has reached a minimum level of 
infrastructure required to support a viable fishing fleet, 
there should be a presumption in favour of maintaining this 
infrastructure, provided there is an ongoing requirement for 
it to remain in place and that it continues to be fit for 
purpose. 

Marine Aggregates 
and Mining Policy 1 

Proposals that enhance the economic benefits of the 
aggregates industry to skilled, stable employment and the 
generation of income through the construction industry 
supply chain should be supported, provided they fully meet 
the environmental safeguards contained within licensing 
processes. 

Yes- potential for LSE from 
disturbance of habitats and species 
as a result of mining activities if 
located in the zone of influence of a 
European site -  sources could 
include deterioration of water quality, 
avoidance behaviours etc.  

Marine Aggregates 
and Mining Policy 2 

Proposals in areas where high potential aggregate 
resource (see Map) occurs should demonstrate that they 
will, in order of preference: 
 
a) avoid; 
b) minimise; 
c) mitigate significant adverse impacts on aggregate 
extraction. 
d) if it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse 
impacts, proposals should state the case for proceeding 

Marine Aggregates 
and Mining Policy 3 

Proposals that maximise the long-term and sustainable 
extraction and processing supply of minerals and metals, 
including supply of materials for clean energy technologies 
should be supported, provided they fully meet the 
environmental safeguards contained within licensing 
processes. The decarbonisation drive by use of wind, solar 
and battery technologies is dependent on the supply of 
minerals. 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 1 

To provide for shipping activity and freedom of navigation 
the following factors will be taken into account when 
reaching decisions regarding development and use: 

• The extent to which the locational decision interferes 
with existing or planned routes used by shipping, 
access to ports and harbours and navigational safety. 
This includes commercial anchorages and approaches 
to ports as well as key littoral and offshore routes. 

• A mandatory Navigation Risk Assessment. 
• Where interference is likely, whether reasonable 

alternatives can be identified. 
• Where there are no reasonable alternatives, whether 

mitigation through measures adopted in accordance 
with the principles and procedures established by the 
International Maritime Organization can be achieved at 
no significant cost to the shipping or ports sector. 

Yes- many are located in proximity to 
SPA.  Potential for disturbance of 
habitats and features for nesting, 
feeding, resting.  Potential to impact 
on QI habitats also e.g. mudflats, 
sand dunes.  Can interfere with 
coastal processes with large 
geographic consequences. 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 2 

Proposals that may have a significant impact upon current 
activity and future opportunity for expansion of port and 
harbour activities should demonstrate that they will, in 
order of preference: a) avoid, b) minimise, c) mitigate 
significant adverse impacts, d) if it is not possible to 
mitigate significant adverse impacts on current activity and 
future opportunity for expansion of port and harbour 
activities, proposals should state the case for proceeding. 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 3 

Proposals that may have a significant impact upon current 
activity and future opportunity for expansion of port and 
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harbour activities must demonstrate consideration of the 
National Ports Policy. 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 4 

Proposals for maintenance dredging activity will be 
supported where: 

- necessary compliance assessments associated with 
authorisations necessary have been carried out and 
accepted by the relevant authority; 

- there will be no unacceptable adverse impact on marine 
activities, uses  and / or the marine area with any potential 
adverse impact is, in order of preference, avoided, 
minimised and/or mitigated; 

- dredged waste is managed in accordance with 
internationally agreed hierarchy of waste management 
options for sea disposal; and 

- if disposing of dredged material at sea, existing registered 
disposal sites are used, in preference to new disposal sites 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 5 

In areas of authorised dredging activity, including those 
subject to navigational dredging, proposals for other 
activities will not be supported unless they are compatible 
with the dredging activity. 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 6 

Proposals that cause significant adverse impacts on 
licensed disposal areas should not be supported. 
Proposals that cannot avoid such impact must, in order of 
preference (a) minimise, (b) mitigate or (c) if it is not 
possible to mitigate the significant adverse impacts, 
proposal must state the case for proceeding 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 7 

Proposals for the disposal of dredged material must 
demonstrate that they have been assessed against the 
waste hierarchy (see glossary). 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 8 

Proposals identifying new dredge disposal sites which are 
subject to best practice and guidance from previous 
studies should be supported. Proposals will include an 
adequate characterisation study, be assessed against the 
waste hierarchy and must be informed by consultation with 
all relevant stakeholders. 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 9 

Proposals for capital dredging will be supported where it is 
essential to safeguard national port capacity and Ireland’s 
international connectivity. 

Ports, Harbours and 
Shipping Policy 10 

Proposals within ports limits, beside or in the vicinity of 
ports and / or that impact upon the main routes of 
significance to a port must demonstrate within applications 
that they have: 

- been informed by consultation at pre-application stage or 
earlier with the relevant port authority, and;  

- have carried out a navigational risk assessment including 
an analysis of maritime traffic in the area, and; 

- have consulted DTTAS, MSO and Commissioners of Irish 
Lights. 

Applicants must continue to engage parties identified in 
pre-application processes as appropriate during the 
decision making process. 

Safety at Sea Policy 
1 

Proposals for installation, operation, and decommissioning 
of Offshore Wind Farms must demonstrate how they will: 

• Minimise navigational risk between commercial 
vessels arising from an increase in the density of 

Yes – potential for impact from fixed 
infrastructure.  
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vessels in maritime space as a result of wind farm 
layout; 

• Allow for recreational vessels within the Offshore Wind 
Farm (including consideration of turbine height) or 
redirect recreational vessels, minimising navigational 
risk arising between recreational and commercial 
vessels. 

Safety at Sea Policy 
2 

Proposals for offshore renewable energy infrastructure that 
have the potential to significantly reduce under-keel 
clearance must demonstrate how they will, in order of 
preference:  

(a) avoid,  

(b) minimise,  

(c) mitigate adverse impacts, or 

(d) if it is not possible to mitigate significant 
adverse impacts, proposals should state the case for 
proceeding. 

Safety at Sea Policy 
3 

All proposals for temporary or permanent fixed 
infrastructure in the maritime area must ensure 
navigational marking in accordance with appropriate 
international standards and ensure inclusion in relevant 
charts where applicable. 

Safety at Sea Policy 
4 

Aids to Navigation (AtoN) must be sanctioned in advance 
of construction/deployment by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights. 

Safety at Sea Policy 
5 

Proposals must identify their potential impact, if any, on 
maritime search and rescue (SAR) operations. Where a 
proposal may have a significant impact on maritime SAR it 
must demonstrate how it will, in order of preference:  

a) avoid,  
b) minimise,  
c) mitigate adverse impacts, or 

if it is not possible to mitigate significant adverse impacts, 
proposals should state the case for proceeding. 

Sport and 
Recreation Policy 1 

Proposals that promote sustainable development of water-
based sports and marine recreation should be supported. 

Yes – potential to lead to increased 
disturbance from visitor pressure, 
new infrastructure leading to habitat 
and species loss and disturbance, 
increased pressure on services 
leading to deterioration in water 
quality etc. 

Sport and 
Recreation Policy 2 

Proposals should demonstrate the following in relation to 
potential impact on recreation and tourism: 

• The  extent to which the proposal is likely to adversely 
impact sports clubs and other recreational users, 
including the extent to which proposals may interfere 
with facilities or other physical infrastructure. 

• The  extent to which any proposal interferes with 
access to and along the shore, to the water, use of the 
resource for  recreation or  tourism purposes and 
existing navigational routes or  navigational safety. 

Sport and 
Recreation Policy 3 

Opportunities to promote inclusive development of water-
based sports and marine recreation should be supported, 
where appropriate and at the applicable scale, with a focus 
on facilities for people with disabilities. 

Sport and 
Recreation Policy 4 

Proposals that improve access to marine and coastal 
resources for tourism activities and sport and recreation 
should be supported, where appropriate, at the applicable 
scale and aligned with existing development plans. 
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Sport and 
Recreation Policy 5 

Proposals should seek to enhance water safety through 
provision of appropriate International Organization for 
Standardization (ISO) and European Committee for 
Standardization (CEN) compliant safety signage. In general 
the safety of persons should be a key consideration for 
planners and due consideration should be given to best 
practice guidance for marine and coastal recreation areas 
endorsed by the Visitor Safety in the Countryside Group. 

 

Telecommunications 
Policy 1 

Proposals that guarantee existing and future international 
telecommunications connectivity which is critically 
important to support the future needs of society and 
enterprise in Ireland, should be supported. 

Yes – potential to impact on 
European sites through disturbance 
of sediments, habitat loss, 
deterioration in water quality.  Also 
potential pathway in coastal sites for 
landfall. Telecommunications 

Policy 2 
Preference should be given to proposals where evidence is 
provided of an integrated approach to development and 
activity, such as bundling of cables (electricity and 
communications) as well as pipelines for multiple activities, 
to minimise impacts on the marine environment, 
infrastructures and other users. 

Compatibility should be achieved, in order of preference, 
through: 

a) avoiding, or 

b) minimising, or  

c) mitigating  

adverse impacts. If it is not possible to mitigate significant 
adverse impacts, proposals should state the case for 
proceeding. 

Telecommunications 
Policy 3 

Preference should be given to proposals which protect 
submarine cables whilst achieving successful seabed user 
coexistence. As far as possible, decommissioned cables 
should be removed, unless the benefits to society outweigh 
the costs to society.  If it is not possible to mitigate 
significant adverse impacts, proposals should state the 
case for proceeding. 

Telecommunications 
Policy 4 

Proposals that ensure and enhance connectivity of 
Ireland’s rural and island communities to high quality 
telecommunications networks should be supported. 

Tourism Policy 1 Proposals supporting, promoting or facilitating sustainable 
tourism and recreation activities where appropriate, 
particularly where this creates diversification or additional 
utilisation of related facilities beyond typical usage 
patterns, should be supported. 

Yes – tourism and access proposals 
have potential for LSE resulting from 
visitor pressures such as trampling, 
pressure on water and wastewater 
services, increased air emissions, 
disturbance. 

Tourism Policy 2 Proposals must take into account the impact on tourism in 
the area to be impacted and demonstrate how potential 
negative impacts to tourism in communities have been 
minimised. This must include assessment of how the 
benefits of what is proposed are not outweighed by 
potential negative impacts identified. 

Tourism Policy 3 Proposals for tourism development should seek to optimise 
facilities and use space whilst minimising environmental 
impact by taking a cross-sectoral development approach 
that provides for multiple activities. 

Waste Water 
Treatment and 
Disposal Policy 1 

Proposals by Irish Water related to the treatment and 
disposal of waste water that contribute to the realisation of 
the objectives of: 

• Ireland’s River Basin Management Plan 2018 – 
2021; 

Yes- potential for LSE as a result of 
siting and construction of new or 
expanded infrastructure. 
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• The Water Services Policy Statement 2018 – 

2025;                     
• Marine Strategy Framework Directive 2012 - 

2020;                 

should be supported, provided they fully meet the 
environmental safeguards contained within relevant 
consenting processes.  

Waste Water 
Treatment and 
Disposal Policy 2 

Proposals that have the potential to significantly adversely 
affect existing and planned wastewater management and 
treatment infrastructure where a consent (see glossary) or 
authorisation or lease has been granted or formally applied 
for by Irish Water should not be authorised unless 
compatibility with the existing, authorised or proposed 
activity can be satisfactorily demonstrated or there are 
exceptional circumstances.  
 
Compatibility should be achieved, in order of preference, 
through:  

 
(a) avoiding adverse impacts on those activities; and/or  
(b) minimising impacts where they cannot be avoided; 
and/or  
(c) mitigating impacts where they cannot be minimised.  
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