
Celtic Sea Ecological sensitivity Analysis

• 3rd May 2024 – Public Consultation on South Coast DMAP

• NWWAC submission highlighted issues with the analysis
• Technically and economically attractive areas for developers
• No account of impact on biodiversity or fisheries

• Marine Protected Areas Bill – process ongoing

• 27th June Ecological Sensitivity Analysis of Celtic Sea 
• Exec summary - “in order to safeguard areas 

environmentally sensitive to the potential effects of 
ORE development in the near term, a detailed scientific 
analysis and report on the ecological sensitivity of the 
Irish part of the Celtic Sea was undertaken between 
November 2023 and May 2024”.

• Stated aims of the ESA
1. provide rationales and recommendations for the identification of areas for potential designation as MPAs in 

the Celtic Sea, through processes that align with provisions set out in the forthcoming MPA legislation.
2. provide data and analyses that can inform planning decisions on the potential siting of ORE infrastructure, 

taking account of stakeholder views, ecological features, conservation requirements and sectoral activity.



Celtic Sea ESA 



• Output of the prioritisation exercise without any sectoral cost layers added. 
• Yellow indicates level of sensitivity to (A) ORE operations  (B) bottom trawling i.e. conservation priorities.

Celtic Sea ESA – Zonation output 



• Existing Activities
• Fishing
• Shipping

 

Celtic Sea ESA – Sectoral Activity Cost layers



• Potential future activities
• ORE – SC-DMAP
• At February stakeholder meeting –analysis based on larger draft DMAP area
• Final report the 4 refined SC-DMAP areas included
• 4 areas are smaller than the larger draft area – likely differences in how those would be weighted in the analysis

Celtic Sea ESA – Sectoral Activity Cost layers



Celtic Sea ESA

• Zonation output with sectoral activity layers



• Generates a network of MPAs containing set proportions of features of conservation interest.

• Aims to minimise overlap with sectoral activities

• Different scenarios tested – 27 runs in Appendix 12

Celtic Sea ESA – Prioritizer analysis 



• Generates a network of MPAs containing set proportions of features of conservation interest.

• Aims to minimise overlap with sectoral activities

• Different scenarios tested – 27 runs in Appendix 12

Celtic Sea ESA – Prioritizer analysis 



Celtic Sea ESA – Summed Solution
• Only 10 scenarios included in the summed solution
• Presented at start of the report
• Only included runs with SC-DMAP areas
• The analyses are directed to avoid those areas
• Also doing this for fisheries – minimal overlap for most fisheries



Questions

• Does the ESA output “safeguard areas environmentally sensitive to the 
potential effects of ORE development in the near term”. 
• No, the analyses were forced to limit overlap with the four SC-DMAP areas 

• Does the ESA output “provide data and analyses that can inform planning 
decisions on the potential siting of ORE infrastructure”
• Not in its current form as the output is biased by the inclusion of the SC-DMAP



Celtic Sea ESA – Issue #1
• Summed Solution presented at the start of the report
• Implication is that the SC-DMAP does not overlap with priority conservation areas – not true 
• ESA will be used as further justification to support the SC-DMAP areas despite the analysis preventing 

overlap with these areas as far as possible
• The ESA should have been done in advance of the SC-DMAP and used to inform that process
• When were the MPA Advisory group given the 4 refined SC-DMAP areas?
• Who told them to use them in the analysis? DECC, DHLGH?
• How would the larger draft SC-DMAP been costed in the analysis? 



Celtic Sea ESA – Issue #2
• Features List – 41 features
• Output of the ESA is only as good or as relevant as the features and data included
• General lack of data on essential fish habitats  e.g. spawning and nursery grounds

• Stakeholders not shown any features data at the February meetings – feature list only
• Opportunity after the meeting to bring forward data but difficult when not told what data was already being used
• Inclusion of different features would give a different outcome



Celtic Sea ESA – Issue #3
• Celtic Sea ESA was conducted only on part of the Celtic Sea – Area of Interest

• Celtic Sea ESA was conducted in isolation from the Irish Sea and from UK and French waters

• No connectivity of features was considered

• Differences in the approaches used in the Irish Sea and Celtic Sea

• How can a coherent network of MPAs be developed from isolated analyses?



Summary

1. ESA outputs will likely be used to inform the future MPA designation process

2. ESA outputs exclude the most sensitive areas identified for potential protection

3. Analysis compensates by identifying more and larger areas to reach % targets

4. Validity of the results – are the identified areas the most appropriate?

5. Question the objectivity of including sectoral activities that do not currently exist

6. The included features exist in the presence of fishing and shipping

7. The impact of ORE on these features is unknown – precautionary approach?

8. ESA should have been done prior to identification of the 4 SC-DMAP areas
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