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Introduction and Project Rationale

1.1 Introduction
Envirico have been commissioned by Ofti€€ublic Works (OPW) to provide ecological consultancy
services for the proposed development of ORMérkers Toilet Skellig MichaelCo. Kerry. A full

description of the proposed works is detailed in Sectic¢h 4.

In accordance with the EC Habitats Dirdc @S dHKkn ok 99/ OKSNBI FGISNI WK
Screening for Appropriate Assessment (AA) must be undertaken for all projects and/or plans to assess
whether there is potential for Likely Significant Effects (LSEs) from the project or plan on European

sites (Natura 2000 sites); comprising Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) and Special Protection Areas
(SPAs). The proposed development site is located within the island of Skellig Michael, Co. Kerry, with

the immediate surrounds typically made up of ighthouse complex workers huts and coastal

habitats. No surface water environments are within the project boundary. A location map is presented

in Figure 1.

1.2 Project Rationale

The proposed development consists of the construction of a composting fadiity within the lower
lighthouse compoundExternal pipe work associated with old oil tankare to be removed and 2.8m

of the existing bund wall is to be demolished. The complete structure will have a total footprint of
2.76m x 2.7m. This includdset external stairsThe toilets are necessary to provide adequate sanitary

conditions for the seasonal workers on Skellig Michael.

1.3 Statement of Authority

This NIS Report has been prepared by Maurice O Connor, Environmental Consultant. Maurice holds
BSc(Hons) degree in Wildlife Biology from Institute of Technology Tralee and an MSc in Ecological
Assessment from National University of Ireland Cork (UCC). Maurice is an experienced ecological
consultant with over7 @ S| NE Q LINR FSaaA 2y lwbrking bdadeNderlyaddas any L NB f
employee within consultancy. He has strong generalist ecological field skills in terrestrial and riparian
environments and through his experience can demonstrate undertaking a range of ecological surveys
including habitat,invasive and protected species survey, delivering initial site appraisals and
identification of ecological constraints to inform Ecological Impact Assessments (EclA) and AA.
Maurice has undertaken ecological assessments and surveys on a variety of ogscte.g. road
schemes, waste, water, energy and housing) involving survey, mitigation and enhancement. During
his time as an environmental consultant, Maurice has completed numerous AA assessments for both

plans and projects.



2. The Appropriatdssessment Process

2.1Legislative Context for Appropriate Assessment

Legislation 42 of the European Communities (Birds and Natural Habitats) Regulations 2011 (S.I. 437 of
2011) (as amended) transposes Article 6 of the Habitats Directive (92/43/EEQ)sinttawv. The
regulations require that where a public authority wishes to progress a project (which is not directly
connected with or necessary to the management of the site as a European Site), a screening for
Appropriate Assessment (AA) of the projectshbe carried out by the public authority to assess, in

view of best scientific knowledge and in view of the conservation objectives of the site, if that project,
individually or in combination with other plans or projects is likely to have a signififiat en the
European site. AA screening is required under Article 6(3) of European Union Council Directive
92/43/EEC (also known as the Habitats Directive), section 177U of the Planning and Development Act

2000 to 2018 and amendments (Amendment of PaiB X&ppropriate assessment)).

In accordance with the requirements of the Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) and the Birds Directive
(2009/147/EC), Member States have identified a network of sites of conservation importance, hosting
habitats and/or species ideffied in the Directives as needing to be either maintained at or returned

to favourable conservation status. These sites are known as the Natura 2000 network and in Ireland,
Natura 2000 sites comprise areas designated as Special Areas of Conservatign q@alitiate

Special Areas of Conservation (cSACs), Special Protection Areas (SPAs) and candidate Special

Protection Areas (CSPAS).

These Directives require that where a project is likely to have a significant effect on a Natura 2000
Site, while not diretty connected with or necessary to the nature conservation management of the

AA0ST Ad akKrFff 0SS adzo2SOG G2 W' LIINRBLINRIGS !aasSa

(e} V4

the site's conservation objectives. Specifically, Article 6(3) of thét&ia Directive states:

AAAAA

Glye LELFY 2N LINR2SOG y2i RANBOGfEe O02yySOGSR oAk
to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination with other plans or projects,

shall be subject to A@NR LINR I S | aaSaavySyid 2F Ada AYLI AOFGA
conservation objectives.

In the light of the conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site and subject to the
provisions of paragraph 4, the competent natioaathorities 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
FLILINBLINAF GSS FFGSNI KIF@AYy3 200FAYySR GKS 2LIAYAZ2Y 32

Article 6(4) states:



a L Tspite df & negative assessment of the implications for the [Natura 2000] 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 sosiadconomic nature, Member States shall take all
compensatory measures necessary to ensure that the overall coherence of Natura 2000 is protected.

LG aKkff AyTF2NY (GKS /2YYA&darazy 2F GKS 02YLSyal G2

This screening for Appropriate Assessinbas been carried out in accordance with the following
European Commission Guidance:

9/ 6wnnn g HAMyO Walyl3Ay3a blddz2Ny wnnn {AGSayYy ¢f
PHKNOKI99/ QT

9/ o6unnmL W aaSaavSyid hEffettibgNgtdra 2000 Ritest MeEh@Sldgicad a A 3y
JdZA Ry OS 2y (KS LINRP@ZA&AAZ2YA 2F ! NIAOES coo0 | yR ¢
bt2{X 591 [D O6HAnnd 9 HAMAOD W!I LIINBLINRIFGS 1 4385838 YS¢

tfFyyAy3d 1 dziK2NAGASEAQ
9dzNB LISIY [/ 2YYA&daAz2y OoHnncLu®d® Wbl {ddz2NB yR . A2RAGSN

2.2 Stages in Screening and Appropriate Assessment

Screening for Appropriate Assessment (AAhisoffour distinct stagesf the appropriate assessment

process as outlined in the European Commission Guidance document (2001). Within these stages the
potential of significant impacts/effects upon a Natura 2000 site will be assessed and detailed. The four
stages of an AA are summarised below. Article 6(3thefHabitats Directive, which details this
assessment process, is implemented into law in Ireland through the provisions of Sections 177U and
MTTx 2F (KS WtftlyyAy3a FyR 5S8S@St2LSyd ! O wnnn

All potential effects between activities associated wtie proposed development and the ecological
components of European sites must be considered. This includes potential effects on mobile species

notably, birds, mammals, invertebrates, and migratory fish.

If the prospect of LSEs occurring cannot be excluateithe basis of objective information, the project

is taken forward to the next stage of the process, Appropriate Assessment. At Screening, the burden
of evidence is to show, on the basis of objective information, and beyond reasonable scientific doubt,

that the project will have no LSEs on a European site. If the effect may be significant, or is not known,
it would trigger the need for Appropriate Assessment. The entire process can be broken down into

four stages (EC, 2001), as outlined below:

Stage 1- Sreening:Screening for an AA, in relation to the construction, management/operation and

decommissioning of a specific proposed plan or project, shall be completed in order to assess whether

6



said development, either individually or in combination with athés likely to have a significant effect
dzL2y bl Gdz2Ny wnnn &aAGSa t20Ftfes NBIA2ylLtfte 2Nyl

Stage 2 Appropriate Assessmenffhe competent authority detailing the AA shall, under Article 6(3)

and{ SOGA2Y mTT* 2F GKS WtflyyAy3a FyR 5S@St2LIYSyi
or not the proposed development would affect or impact upon the integrity of a Natura 2000 site.
Where there are adverse effects on site integrity identifiedtigation measures are proposed, as
appropriate, to avoid adverse effects, and as such a Natura Impact Statement is then required. For
projects, the AA process is documented within a Natura Impact Statement (NIS). This is provided to

the competent authorityby the applicant, to facilitate an informed assessment of the project.

Stage 3- Assessment of Alternative Solutionsf following AA, including proposal of mitigation,
adverse effects on site integrity remain, or uncertainty remains, an Assessmenteafiadiltes is
required. This process examines alternative ways of achieving the objectives of the project or plan

that avoid adverse impacts on the integrity of the European site.

Stage 4- Assessment where no alternative solutions exisihere alternativesolutions, locations,
etc. are absent, or if such solutions are likely to have increased levels of impact upon Natura 2000
sites, the competent authority must establish whether or not the plan or project can be considered as

necessary for Imperative Reasoof overriding public interest (IROPI).

2.3 ThelLikelySignificant Effect test

Screening is underpinned by an interpretationLdfely Significant Effedt$F, as this interpretation

provides the benchmark for a finding of likely effects. Any assessofiesijnificance must satisfy the

principles that underpin a satisfactory determination for LSE with regard to the accumulation of
impacts and an understanding of the nature, probability and severity of potential impacts. The terms
WEA1SEEeQ BNRKWHDESIBEBYOIRSEAYSR I NA2dzafteé o0& 3I20S
following sections seek to provide clarification on the current interpretation of these key terms as

determined by recent guidance and case law

2.3.1Aninterpretation2 ¥ Wt A1 St & Q

9dzNRB LSy OFrasS fl¢g KIFa SaidlofAakKSR KFd GKS 0SyOK
as a measure of probability in the context of an AA. Rather, a LSE finding is an acknowledgment that

the risk of a significant effect occurring exists. Tdpproach is consistent with the findings in the
WaddenzeedzZRISYSyYy (i 2 ¢ KA DK cafatday Bxcluded,| o thei basis of objective
information, that it will have a sigficant effect onthatsitt G KSy F [{9 FAYRAYy3 Aa



More recently,this position was upheld in the European Court of Justice (ECJ) in Q&S C
6{6SSGYlYy @ 'y . 2NR tfSFIytfl O6LNBflIYROI BKSNBE (iF
testis setatalowerlevél I YR & i KS NB bhsh sughzn &cS iSiftnerél@ ne@ssdny to
determinethai G KSNB Y I & 0I8 cadedahkre thefe isS Hefefnation that there is no
AAAYATFAOLYyG SFFSOUsT GKS 21 RRSyi SS 2dzR3IYSyid Sail
scientific doubt astothe @Sy OS 2F & dzOK SFFSOGadé

2.3.2Aninterpretation2 ¥ WaA3IYyAFAOlI Yy Q

It was clarified in the ECJ Cas#&2Z/02 (the Waddenzee judgment) that the measure of significance

should be made against the ecological objectives for which the site was dedig¥iatekedaolan or

projectAd f A1 Ste (2 dzyRSNX¥YAYS (KS aArAisSQa O2yaSNII GA:
AAIAYATAOLIYyG STFSOG 2y GKFG arAGaSéo

The proposedvorksarenot directly connected with or necessary to the management of any European

site therefore Screening for AA is required. This involves the following:

w Proposed development description

w European site(s) identification, qualifying interests and conservation objectives
W Ecology baseline conditions within and in close proximitygraposed development
w Assessment of likely effects

w Screening conclusion.



3. Screening Methodology

3.1 Desktop review

An ecological desk review was undertaken on 22 of November 2021in order to assess the
potential impacts of the proposed proje@s detailed irSection 4.1f this document. The purpose of
this review is to collate available data and information relating to the site and relevant Natura 2000

sites. Within this review, sources, publications, and datasets that were consulted idclude

9 Aeiral photography and 1:50000 mapping
1 National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS)

1 Details and qualifying interests of European sites

3.1.1 Zone of Influence (Zol)

DHLGHGuidance states that screening for Appropriate Assessmentl@ghmai carried out forany
Europeansite within the likely Zone of Influence of a plan or project. For projects, the guidance
recommends that the Zone of Influence must be evaluated on a-lbgsase basis regarding the
nature, size and location of the project, and the sengitig of the ecological receptors, and the
potential for in combination effects. Projects have the potential to impact on European sites beyond

the confines of the individual sites themselves.

The Zone of Influence of a project is the area in which qirdjfinterests are present which are
sensitive to the ecological impacts that may be caused by the activities associated with the project.
The zone of influence will therefore vary relative to the scale of the impact and relative to the ecology

of the sendive receptor.
The potential Zone of Influence is defined as:

Areas directly within the land take for the proposed development

1

1 Areas which will be temporarily affected

9 Areas likely to be impacted by hydrological disruption
1

Areas where there is a risk pbllution and disturbance (e.g. noise)

To establish the zone of influence, nationally available data on protected habitats and species was
mapped using GIS. This data was interrogated for any physical, hydrological, or ecological connectivity

to the activties associated with the proposedilet constructionworks.

The deslbased assessment of available records of protected species and habitats included the

following sources:
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1 Conservation Status Assessment Reports [1] (CSARSs), Backing Documents gwdpaagd
in accordance with Article 17 of the Habitats Directive

1 Published and unpublished NPWS reports on protected habitats and species including Irish
Wildlife Manual reports, Species Action Plans, and Conservation Management Plans

9 Existing relevant mggpng and databases e.g. waterbody status, species and habitat

distribution etc. (sourced from the Environmental Protection Agertatyp://gis.epa.ie/, the

National Biodiversity Data Centrénttp://maps.biodiversityireland.ieand the National Parks

and WIdlife Services http://www.npws.ie/mapsanddata)

3.1.2 European Sites within Zone of Influence

TheSkelligs SPA (004003 the only Natura 2000 site within tt®ne ofinfluence, this being the area
within which there is potential for impacts from thoject works. FurtheNatura 2000 sites within a
15km radius are detailed in Table 1 beldihese sites have been assessed for ecological connectivity
with the project.Owing to small scale of the project, the remote island nature of the site and lack of

connectivity there is no potential for likely significant effect.

Tablel Natura 2000 sites withid5km

Natura 2000 Site Site Code Distance from Works (Km)
Puffin Island SPA 004003 11
Skelligs SPA 004007 0
Iveragh Peninsula SPA 004154 13

10
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Project Location within
Skelligs SPA (004007)

Legend
Specially Protected Areas (SPA)

Figurel: Location of the pposed development within Skelligs SPA (004007)

Qualifyingfeaturesof the Skelligs SPA (004007) are displayed in Table 2 below.

Table2 Skelligs SPA (0040@pecial Gnservationinterests(SCIs)

Special Conservation Interests Skelligs SPA Species Code

Fulmar (Fulmarus glacialis) [A009]
Manx Shearwater Puffinus puffinu$ [A013]
Storm Petrel (Hydrobates pelagicus) [A014]
Gannet (Morus bassanus) [A016]
Kittiwake (Rissa tridactyla) [A188]
Guillemot Uria aalge [A199]
Puffin (Fratercula arctica) [A204]

The site comprises Great Skellig and Little Skellig islands. figé$e exposed and isolated islands,
which are separated by a distance of 3 km, are located in the Atlantic some 14 km and 11 km
(respectively) off the County Kerry mainland. The geology of the islands is of Old Red Sandstone, with
a little slate and veinsf white quartzite. Both islands are precipitous rocky sea stacks, Great Skellig
rising to 218 m and Little Skellig to 134 m. Great Skellig supports a sparse maritime flora on shallow
soils. Common plant species include Theftnjeria maritimg, Sea Camepn (Silene maritima and

Rock Seapurrey Spergularia rupicolawith patches of Red Fescueegtuca rubrg Dock Rumex sp

11



and Sea MayweedMatricaria maritimg occurring frequently. Its lichen flora is notable for the
number of rarities that occuincluding several species not recorded elsewhere in Ireland. Little Skellig
is largely unvegetated, due both to the low soil cover and to the effect that the nesting birds have on
the vegetation. However, Sea Mayweed occurs on ledges that are too smé@hforets, and Tree
Mallow (Lavatera arborep a local species in Ireland, has been recorded. The site is a Special
Protection Area (SPA) under the E.U. Birds Directive, of special conservation interest for the following
species: Fulmar, Manx ShearwateQrgt Petrel, Gannet, Kittiwake, Guillemot and Puffin. It is also of
special conservation interest for holding an assemblage of over 20,000 breeding seabirds. The Skelligs
comprise one of the most important seabird colonies in the country for populationsspredies
diversity. Great Skellig has an internationally important population of Storm Petrel (9,994 pairs in
2002), with birds nesting both in the stonework associated with the monastic settlement and in
natural crevices amongst the scree and rock. LBkellig is best known for its long established and
internationally important Gannet colony, with 29,683 pairs in the last full census in 2004. This is by far
the largest colony in Ireland and one of the largest in the world. Great Skellig also hastmkafest

Puffin colonies in the country, with 6,000 pairs estimated in 2002. Other seabird species which occur
on the islands in nationally important numbers are as follows: Fulmar (830 pairs), Manx Shearwater
(902 pairs), Kittiwake (1,035 pairs) andillemot (1,652 pairsy; all data from 2002. Razorbill (283
pairs- five year mean between 1998 and 2002) occur but below the threshold of national importance.
Great Skellig is a traditional site for Chough, though the relatively small size of the igipodsonly

one nesting pair. Peregrine has also nested in some years. The breeding seabirds on the Skelligs have
been fairly well documented over the years, with references to the Gannets dating back to the 1700s.
Owing to the high importance of the iskds for birds, each has been designated a Statutory Nature
Reserve. In addition, the negovernmental organisation, Bird Watch Ireland, holds a-iemgn lease

on Little Skellig. This site is one of the top five seabird sites in the country and is o&fiteah
importance on account of both the assemblage of over 10,000 pairs of breeding seabirds and the
individual populations of Storm Petrel and Gannet. The site also holds nationally important
populations of a further five species of breeding seabirdoAff note is the regular presence of three

species, Storm Petrel, Chough and Peregrine, which are listed on Annex | of the E.U. Birds Directive.

12
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4 Screening for Appropriate Assessment

4.1 Description of Project

The proposed development consists of g@nstruction of a composting toilet facility within the lower
lighthouse compound on Skellig Michael. Existing oil tanks and associated external pipe work are to
be removed and 2.8m of the existing bund wall is to be demolished. The complete structuraueil

a total footprint of 2.76m x 2.7m. This includes the external stairs.

4.2 Description of project location
Skellig Michael is an island stiuthwestlreland in the Atlantic Ocean. It lies approximately 12km off
the Iveragh Peninsula in Co. Kerry. The island forms part of the Skelligs SPA and is a World Heritage

being home to an Early Christian settlement with wetserved access steps, a monastaryemote

KSNXYAGF3IS YR 20KSNJ Y2yl adAO adiNHzOGdzNBad ¢KS Aa

these monastic remain®HLGH & OPW, 2020)

4 3 Baseline Charactsation

4.3.1 Overview of Baseline Data

The site of the proposed works is locatiedthe lower lighthouse compound, Skellig Michael within

the Skelligs SPA (004007). This island is a World Heritage Site and Statutory Nature Reserve which is
subject to regular tourist footfall as well as maintenance works teams throughout the sumnsenrsea

Data which informs this report was gathered in summer 2021 fromvtagt to October.

13
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i Location f Proposed Development,
Skellig Michael

Legend

[ Lighthouse Compound
[ Project Site

Figure2: Location of the proposed development
4.3.2 Habitats
Rocky Sea Cliffs CS1

Rocky cliffs of varyingeights surround the islandh€& bases of these cliffs tend to be smoother where
erosion is evident and exposed bed shows signs of past collapses. The upper sections comprise of
more ledges and crevices. Vegetation has built up in several areas and is usually dominated by Sea
Campion o Thrift, in less exposed areas the vegetation varies and grasses such BssBesl and
Yorkshire Fog are found. These cliffs provide nesting habitat for several bird species listed on the
SkelligsSPA (004007) conservation objectivadmar Fulmarisglacialig, Kittiwake Rissa tidactylg),

Guillemot Uria aabe) and Puffin Eratercula arctica

Stonewalls and Other Stonework BL1

Old stone walls and stairways af ancient monastic settlement are found across the site and these
provide nesting habitafor several bird species listed on the Skell®83A (004007) conservation
objectives The primary protected species associated with this type of habitath is listed on the

conservation objectives of the site is the Storm Petrldrobates pelagici)s

14
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Buildings and artificial surfaces BL3
Buildings on the island consist of workers huts and associated storage byilimgi§pad, lighthouse
and associated outbuildings and a public composting toilet. These structures provide an important

habitat forlichens andoryophytes on the island.

Sea Wallls Piers and Jetties CC1
¢CKA& KFEoAGFEGO O2YLINRaSa 2F GKS tl-yﬁe;\ya LIA SNJ g KA OK
Open Marine Water MW1

Open marine water completely surrounds the island and is important for a variety ririengpecies.

Sea Inlets and Bays MW2

There are several naturally occurring inlets and bays located around the island including the lading at
GKS b2NIK {dSLlazX {Strta /20S FyR .fAYR alyQa /| 20¢
4.3.3 Mammals

An assessment of the likely presenceaitected and notable mammal and aquatic species, listed on

Annexes Il, IV and V of the Habitats Directive and under the Wildlife Act2ZldZ6was undertaken.

Records bterrestrial mammals weresearched for throughThe National Biodiversity Data Centre

(NBDCand the most recent records takérom ecological survey work carried out on the island from
May to October 202and are listed iffable 3 below

Table3: Mammals recorded on/from the site

Species Species Date Designation
(Common (Scientific recorded

name) name)

Common Pipistrellus 31-Aug Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Pipistrelle pipistrellus 2021 Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Soprano Pipistrellus 04-Sept | Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Pipistrelle pygmaeus 2021 Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Nathusiu€2  Pipistrellus 03-Sept | Protected Species: EU HabitatBirective |
Pipistrelle nathusii 2021 Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

[ SA&f S Nyctalus leisleri 04-Sept | Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
2021 Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Grey Seal Halichoerus 23-Aug Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
grypus 2021 Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ann
|| Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Annex V || Protected Species: WildiActs
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Bottlenose
Dolphin

Common
Dolphin

wAaazQ
Dolphin

Harbour
Porpoise

Fin Whale

Humpback
Whale

Minke Whale

European
Rabbit

House
Mouse

4.3.4 Avifauna
Skellig Michael is the larger of two islands in The SkelligsC&iPiAg the course of Ecological survey

Tursiops
truncatus

Delphinus
delphis

Grampus
griseus

Phocoena
phocoena

Balaenoptera
physalus

Megaptera
novaeangliae

Balenoptera
acutorostrata

Oryctolagus
cuniculus

Mus musculus

23-Jun
2021

23-Aug
2021

23-Aug
2021

23-Aug
2021

04-Aug
2021

20-Jut
2021

10-Aug
2021

11-Oct
2021

11-Oct
2021

Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Anr
|| Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Annex IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Protected Species: EU Habitats Directiye
Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ann
|| Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Annex |V || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts
Threatened Species: OSPAR Convention

Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive
Protected Species: EU Habitats Directive >> Ar
IV || Protected Species: Wildlife Acts

Invasive Species: Invasive Species || Invas
Species: Invasive Species >> Medium Imj
Invasive Species

Invasive Species: Invasive Species || Invas
Species: Invasive Species >> High Impact Inv.
Species

work carried out from May to October 2021 Envirico ecologist Brian Pow#re following avifauna

were recorded on or from the islan&pecial conseation interests (SCIspf the Skelligs SPA are

highlighted in bold.
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Table4: Birds recorded on/from the site

SpeciesCommon name

Species $cientific namég

First Date
Recorded

December 2021

Confirmed
Breeding

Fulmar

Manx Shearvater
Storm Petrel
Gannet
Kittiwake

Puffin

Guillemot

Shag

Peregrine

Herring Gull

Great Blackbacked Gull

Lesser Blackacked Gull

Razorbill

Rock Pipit
Wheatear
Chough

Hooded Crow
Raven

Cory's Shearwater
Oystercatcher
Pomarine Skua
Feral Pigeon
Barn Swallow
House Martin
Meadow Pipit
Pied Wagtail
Willow Warbler
Chiffchaff

Sooty Shearwater

Collared Dove

Fulmarus glacialis
Puffinus puffinus
Hydrobates pelagicus
Morus bassana

Rissa tridactyla
Fratercula arctica

Uria aalge
Phalacrocorax aristotelis
Falco peregrinus

Larus argentatus

Larus marinus

Larus fuscus

Alca torda

Anthus petrosus
Oenanthe oenanthe
Pyrrhocorax pyrrhocorax
Corvus cornix

Corvus corvax
Calonectris borealis
Haematopus ostralegus
Stercorarius pomarinus
Columba livia domestica
Hirundo rustica
Delichon urbicum
Anthus pratensis
Motacilla alba yarrellii
Phylloscopus trochilus
Phylloscopus collybita
Ardenna grisea

Streptopeliadecaocto
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18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
18-May-21
21-May-21
18-May-21
01-Jun21

18-May-21
02-Jun21

22-May-21
19-May-21
01-Jun21

28-May-21
01-Jun21

19-May-21
18-May-21
28-May-21
30-May-21
20-Jun21

22-Jun21
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Rose Coloured Starling Pastor roseus 24-Jun21 N
Cormorant Phalacrocorax carbo 08-Jui21 N
Swift Apus apus 17-Juk21 N
Starling Sturnus vulgaris 18-Jul21 N
Balearic Shearwater Puffinus mauretanicus  19-Jul21 N
Leach's Petrel Hydrobates leucorhous | 19-Jul2l N
Great Shearwater Ardenna gravis 05-Aug21 N
Turnstone Arenaria interpres 06-Aug21 | N
Purple Sandpiper Calidris maritima 06-Aug21 N
Great Skua Stercorarius skua 10-Aug21 N
Curlew Numenius arquata 10-Aug21 N
Longtailed Skua Stercorarius longicaudus 10-Aug21 N
Arctic tern Sterna paradisaea 18Aug21 N
Artic Skua Stercorarius parasiticus  15-Sep21 N
Pied Flycatcher Ficedula hypoleuca 30-Aug21l N
Sedge Warbler Acrocephalus 30-Aug21 | N
schoenobaenus
Robin Erithacus rubecula 30-Aug21 N
Spotted Flycatcher Musciapa striata 30-Aug21 | N
Snow Bunting Plectrophenax nivalis 11-Oct21 N
Kestrel Falco tinnunculus 14-Sep21 N

4.3.5 Invasive Species

Two species listed on the Narative species Risk Assessmiantireland were observed on the island.
House MouseNus musculusis listed on theHighRiskcategory (with a score of 20/25) and was
recorded regularly over summer 2021. European Raldiydtolagus cunicul)sis listed on the

Medium Risk Category (withscore of 16/25) was also recorded regularly on the island.

4.3.6 Aquatic Environment

There were no freshwater aquatic features within the confines of, or adjacent to the site. The marine
water environment is characterised by Figures 3 and 4 below.ShathwesternAtlantic Seaboard

(HAs 21;22) is the coastal water body adjacent to the site and within the Skelligs SPA (004007). Water
Framework Directive status of this coastal water body is as of yet unassigned. This water body is

deemed Not at Risk by tHePA.
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Coastal Water Framework Directive Status, A
Skellig Michael

South Western Atlantic Seaboard (HAs 21;22)

Legend

3 Lighthouse Compound
[ Project Site

Coastal WFD Status

Il Bad

[ Good

B High

[1 Moderate

[ Unassigned

Figure3: Coastal Water Framework Directive Status

Coastal Risk Status, Skellig Michael

Legend

[ Lighthouse Compound
[ Project Site

Coastal EPA Risk Status
B At risk

[ Not at risk

[ Review

Figure4: Risk Status of Coastal Waterbodies
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4.4 ldentification of European Sites

The site of the proposed works is within the boundary of the Skelligs SPA (004007), which is located
approximatelyl2km from the mainlandThere are three other Natura 2000 sites within a 15km radius
However, theseare nd considered to beavithin the Zone of Influenceowing to the isolated nature of

the site and a lack of connectivity

4.5 Assessmendf Potential Likely Significant Effects

Based on the project description as set out in Section 4.1 anddhe ofInfluence of the project,
using professioriajudgement and published guidance, potential effects can be identifiedhle5
focuses on the potential effects that could occur during the construction and operational phase of the

proposed project.

Tableb: Potential Likely Sidficant Effects (LSES)

Potential LSEs Description of Effect Zol- likely area over which effect

could occur

Construction

Noise and Potential for noise from Owing to the small scale of the
vibration/unfamiliar demolition and construction project it is not envisaged this will
visual stimuli works have any impact on thepecial
(e.g. machinery/people) conservationnterests of the SPA
Spread of Invasive Potential for invasive mammal Owing to best practice measures
Species numbers to increase with in place for the site this should
materials for construction. have no impact on the island in
termsof invasive species.
Operational
Pollution Events Pollution from spillage of sewag Solid waste will be stored in a
waste from the composting sealed unit which will be emptied
toilet unit disturbing protected = and disposed of offsite. Leachate
bird life nesting in the area will be disposed of offsite.

Given the proposals, nature and scale of the proposed development there is potential for Lik
Significant Effects on Skelligs SPA (004007)

45.1 Potentialin-combination Effects

1 AA Screening must identify all aspects of the project which would have Likely Significant Effects
on a European site, eith@lone (as identifiedn Table 5pr in-combination with oher aspects of
the same projecand/or with other plans or projects. Two types ofdambination effects should
be considered. Intrgroject effects are the combined effects of different types of impact within
the proposed projectfor example the combined effects of disturbance and changes to water
quality. Interproject impacts are combined impacts from differgmbjects andthose resuing

from the proposal, dr example, a similar operation in close proximity. Ifqiesject in
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combination effects are considered to be those that may arise from the projemrirbination
with other plans and projects that are completed, as well as thsposed and consentebut
not yet built and operational. Plans or projects that are propo@ad not yet approved) should
also be considered in this context (EC, 20823earch for relevant plans and projects within the
Zol wasundertaken for assessment of-gombination impacts, the source listed below were
seached:

1 Kerry County Council

1 An Bod Pleanala

Owing to the isolated nature of the site and the absence of any other projects in the area there is no

potential for ircombination effects.

4.6 Screening Conclusion

Following examination of the propos@doject, including the nature and locaticof works, it has been

concluded that there is potential for Likely Significant Effects to occur for:
Skelligs BA 004007

The proposedroject has the potential to impact othe SCl®f the Skelligs SPANn the absence of
mitigation, impacts could be sigitant. This Screening for AA has established that the proposed
project has the potential to undermine the conservation objectives for the site, either alone, or in
combination with other plans or projects. Therefore, an Appropriate Assessment (AA)wbused
projectis required. Further assessment of the potential impacts onSRéwill be required through

the preparation of a NIS (Natura Impact Statement).
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5 Information for Appropriate Assessment

5.1 General Ecology of the Area

The proposed projectsite is located withinthe Skelligs SPA (004007). No Annex | species were
recorded within the boundary of the proposed works areaveh species of bird are listed as SCls for
the Skelligs SPA, six of which nest on Skellig Michael. Aatertigt of these species can be found in
Table 2 Fulmar andPuffin nest on ledges in close proximttythe proposed works witl&orm Petrel,
Kittiwake andGuillemat nesting nearby. No Manx Shearwater nests are known from the immediate

area.

HabitatsalR Ff 2N} GAGKAY GKS LINRPLR2 &SR RS@OSt2LIYSyd aii
Guide to Habitats in Ireland (Fossitt, 2000). Within each habitat, dominant and abundant plant species
and indicator species were recorded. Habitats recorded withie proposed development site

comprised the following

1 Rocky Sea Cliffs (CS1)

1 Stone Walls and other stonework (BL1)

9 Buildings and Atrtificial Surfaces (BL3)

1 Sea walls, Piers and Jetties (CC1)

1 Open Marine Water (MW1)

1 Seainlets and bays (MW2)

A search of théNational Biodiversity Data Centre (NBDC) database identifiednnex IV (Habitats

Directive) speciesThis searchidentified the presencef two invasive species on the Island, house

mouse and European rabbit.

Four species of bat were recorded on thamsl between the 28 of August and B of September 2021

(see Table 3No suitable roost habitat is located within the proposed project area.

5.2. European Sites Taken to Stage 25kalljgs SPR04007))
The proposed project site is within the Skelligs SPA (004007). The Skelligs BBRAe Atlanti©cean

andis comprised of Skellig Michael, Little Skelhig some of the surrounding marine area.

The geology of the island consists of primarily redgtomerate, sandstone and mudston€he SCls

for the site are listed in Table 2 and discussed in detail in section 5.3.
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5.3 Special Conservatidnterests Potentiallympactedby the Proposed Development

5.3.1Fulmar Fulmarus glacialjs

Fulmas are a memier of the tubenose familyhat nest on clif6 andledgesaround Ireland and other
coastal areas in the North Atlantic. The majority of Irish birds are found in the west of the country
(Mitchell et al., 2004)Fulmarsare on the Amber List of Birds of Conservation Concern, Ireland (BoCCl)
20202026(Gilbert, et al., 2021 Work onScottish coloniesuggestshat breeding begiain mid-May,

with chicks subsequently fledging in late August (Edwards et al., 20b8% on Skellig Micha€euring

the 2021seasorsuggests this pattern is similar on tisteand(BPower 2021, personal communicatjon

5.3.2Puffin Fratercula arcticp

Pufins areone of three species of Aukeedingon Skellig Michael, and are found well distributed
throughout the North AtlantidMitchell, et al., 2004) They ardypicallya burrow nesting specie of
seabird(Finney, et al., 2001Thebreeding period typically begins late AprilMay when a single egg
is laidwith at least some eggs hatched by rhthy (Taylor, et al., 2012). Estimates of the fledging
period vary from 36 to 83 days (DEHLG, 2015; Taylor, et al., 2012; Finney, etla\W20K on Skellig
Michael during 2021 suggests this pattern is similar on igland B Power 2021 personal
communication)They are on the Red List of Birds of Conservation Concern, Ireland (BoC&0)2820
(Gilbert, et al., 2021).

5.3.3Storm Petre(Hydrobates pelagicys

Storm petrel are a small pelagic species of sediutid thoughout the North Atlanti¢Mitchell, et

al., 2004)In Ireland the breeding population is mainly associated vsidnds off the west coasthe
breeding period typicallgommences in May/June (DEHLG, 2015), with the majority of eggs laid in late
June(Ratcliffe, et al., 1998Hatching typically occurs between midly and midAug with average
departure dates on K®kholm Islandn Wales,ranging from 6th Septembeag 20th October (Davies,
1957) Howeverthe species has a highly variable phenolofyey areon the Amber List of Birds of
Conservation Concern, Ireland (BoCCl) 20225 (Gilbert, et al., 2021).

5.34 Kittiwake Rissa tridacty)

Kittiwakesare a species of gull found throughout the Nath Hemisphere They are often a colonial
nesting specie@Mitchell, et al., 2004)The breeding season typically begins within the first tveeks

of May (Mitchell, et al., 2004; Taylor, et,&#012), although sometimes as early as January or February
(DEHLG, 2015Fledgingoccursbetween five and seven weeks (Vincenzi & Mangel, 204/8yk on

the island during the 2021 season showed Kittiwakes following this patBfPower 2021 personal
communication) Skellig Michael holds nationally important numbers of kittiwake. Data collected

under the National Seabird Monitoring Programme over the period 202918 estimated the
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breeding population of kittiwake on Skellig Michael to comprise @pParently occupied nests
(Cummins et al., 201%Rittiwakes are on the Red List of Birds of Conservation Concern, Ireland (BoCCl)
20202026(Gilbert, et al., 2021).

5.3.5Guillemot Uria aalgé

Guillemotsare a species of auk thaest on outer sea cliffs of the islankh Ireland their distribution
is scattered around the coast with Dublin, Wexfamrttl Clare holding large coloni@ditchell, et al.,
2004).Guillemotsare on the Amber List of Bits of Conservation Concern, Ireland (BoCClI)-2026.
The breeding seasonsually commences in latilarch/April with youngtypically leave the nest
sometime between midlune and midlulywhere the continue to develop at sd8irkhead, et al.,
2012; Tayloret al., 2012).

5.3.6Manx ShearwatePuffinus puffinus

Manx shearwaters are mediusizedpelagicseabirdsfound throughout the North Atlanticlreland
holds high breeding numbers of the species vBiiitain and Ireland have the majority of the global
breeding population (Mitchell, et al., 2004ylanx Shearwatemre on the Amber List of Birds of
Conservation Concern, Ireland (BoCCl) 20226. Populations in Ireland haveacalised breeding
distribution (Gilbert, et al., 2021), with thmajority of the populatiorfound on islands mainly off the
coast of counties Kerry and Galway (Mitchell, et al., 2004).

Table6 Assessment of Significan8&elligs SPA (004007

Special Conservatio Potential for Likely Rationale

Interest (SCI) Significant Effect

Fulmar[A0QY Yes 1 While no Fulmar nesting habitat is
found within the proposed works,
they are however found on cliffs
and ledges nearby.

1 There is potential for sound
disturbance withirthe vicinity of
the proposed works during the
removal of the section of bunded
wall.

1 Fulmars have been known to
become trapped within the confine:
of the bund post fledging. Remova
of tanks and opening a section of
the wall will have a positive impact
on this.

Manx ShearwatefA013] | Yes 1 Manx Shearwaters do not utilise ar
nesting habitat within the proposed
works

1 Manx shearwaters have been
known to become trapped within
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Storm Petrel[A014]

Gannet[A016]

Kittiwake [A188]

Guillemot[A199]

Puffin [A204]

Yes

No

No

No

Yes

25

the confines of the bund during
periods of bad weather and post
fledging. Removal ofinks and
opening a section of the wall will
have a positive impact on this.

Storm Petrels do not utilise any
nesting habitat within the proposed
works. They are however known tc
utilise the old lighthouse wall and
may utilise operground above the
proposed site.

During the construction phase ther
is potential for sound disturbance
within the vicinity of the proposed
works during the removal of the
section of bunded wall. This may
overlap with Storm Petrel breeding
season.

Gannets do not utilise Skellig
Michael as a breeding or roosting
site. Therefore, no significant
effects are envisaged as a result o
the proposed works

Kittiwakes do not utilise any nestin
habitat within the proposed works.
It is not envisaged that sound will
impact Kittiwakes owing to distanct
from the proposed site

Guillemots do not utilise any nestin
habitat within the proposed works
It is not envisaged that sound will
impact Guillemots owing to
topography of the island and
distance from the proposed site

Puffins do not utilise any nesting
habitat within the proposed works
They are however known to utilise
the old lighthouse wall and utilise
open ground above the proposed
site.

During the construction phase ther
is potential for sound disturbance
within the vicinity of the proposed
works during the removal of the
section of bunded wall. This may
overlap with Puffin breeding
season.
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5.5 Appraisal for Potential Impacts $kelligs SPA (004007)

The conservation objectives for the Skelligs SPA are listed as generic. The following attributes and
targets used to assess the species are taken from the conservation objectives takes Suitably

similar SPAthe Saltee IslandSPA (004002)There are no such attributes available for Manx
Shearwater and Storm Petrel and therefore these attributes have been takerPubim, listed in the

Saltee Islands SRB04002), which is gpecies with similaburrow nesting habits
Table7 Appraisal for potential impacts on Fuln&009]

Attribute Assessment of Likely Mitigation

Significant Effect

Breeding population  No significant decline Nolikely significant N/A

abundance: effect envisaged.
apparently occupied

sites (AOSS)

Productivity rate No significant decline | No likely significant = N/A

effect envisaged.

Distribution: breeding No significant decline No likely significant = N/A

colonies effect envisaged.
Prey biomass No significant decline | No likely significant = N/A
available effect envisaged.
Barriers to No significant increase No likely significant ~ N/A
connectivity effect envisaged.
Disturbance at the No significant increas¢ Potential for noise Yes
breeding site pollution causing

) . See section 6.
disturbance to nesting

birds in close
proximity to the site
of the proposed

works.
Disturbance at marine No significant increase¢ No likely significant ~ N/A
areas immediately effect envisaged.
adjacent to the
colony
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Table8 Appraisal for potential impacts ddanx ShearwatefA013]

Attribute

Assessment of Likely

Significant Effect

Mitigation

Breeding population  No significant decline No likely significant ~ N/A

abundance: effect envisaged.

apparently occupied

burrow (ACBSs)

Productivity rate No significant decline | No likely significant = N/A
effect envisaged.

Distribution: breeding No significant decline No likely significant ~ N/A

colonies effect envisaged.

Prey biomass No significant decline  No likely significant = N/A

available effect envisaged.

Barriers to No significant increase¢ No likely significant  N/A

connectivity effect envisaged.

Disturbance at the No significant increas¢ No likely significant = N/A

breeding site effect envisaged.

Disturbance atmarine No significant increase No likely significant ~ N/A

areas immediately effect envisaged.

adjacent to the

colony

Occurrence of Absent or under Increase in cargo and| Yes

Mammalian control equipment boat trips Seesection 6

Predators to and from the

Table9 Appraisal for potential impacts dstorm Petre[A014]

Attribute

island.

Assessment of Likely

Significant Effect

Mitigation

Breeding population  No significant decline No likely significant ~ N/A

abundance: effect envisaged.

apparently occupied

sites (AOSSs)

Productivity rate No significant decline | No likely significant = N/A
effect envisaged.

Distribution: breeding No significant decline No likely significant = N/A

colonies effect envisaged.

Prey biomass Nosignificant decline = No likely significant = N/A

available effect envisaged.

Barriers to No significant increase No likely significant ~ N/A

connectivity effect envisaged.
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Disturbance at the No significant increas¢ Potential for noise Yes

breeding site pollution causing
disturbance to nesting
birds in close
proximity to the site
of the proposed
works.

See section 6.

Disturbance at marine No significant increas¢ No likely significant ~ N/A

areas immediately effect envisaged.
adjacent to the
colony
Occurrence of Absent or under Increase in cargo and Yes
Mammalian control equipment boat trips See section 6
Predators to and from the

island.

Tablel0Appraisal for potential impacts d@annet{A016]

Attribute Assessment of Likely Mitigation

Significant Effect

Breeding population = No significant decline No likely significant = N/A

abundance: effect envisaged.
apparently occupied

nests(AONS)

Productivity rate No significant decline | No likely significant = N/A

effect envisaged.

Distribution: breeding No significant decline No likely significant ~ N/A

colonies effect envisaged.

Prey biomass No significant decline | No likely significant = N/A
available effect envisaged.

Barriers to No significant increase No likely significant ~ N/A
connectivity effect envisaged.
Disturbance at the No significant increas¢ No likely significant = N/A
breeding site effect envisaged.
Disturbance at marine No significant increase¢ No likely significant ~ N/A
areas immediately effect envisaged.

adjacent to the

colony
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Tablell Appraisal for potential impacts dfittiwake[A188]

Attribute

Breeding population
abundance:
apparently occupied
nests (AONs)

Productivity rate

Distribution: breeding
colonies

Prey biomass
available

Barriers to
connectivity

Disturbance at the
breeding site

Assessment of Likely

Significant Effect

No significant decline ' No likelysignificant

effect envisaged.

No significant decline | No likely significant

effect envisaged.

No significant decline = No likely significant

effect envisaged.

No significant decline | No likely significant

effect envisaged.

No significant increase No likely significant
effect envisaged.

No significant increas¢ No likely significant
effect envisaged.

Tablel2 Appraisal for potential impacts d@uillemot[A199]

Attribute

Breeding population
abundanceindividual
adult

Productivity rate

Distribution: breeding
colonies

Prey biomass
available

Barriers to
connectivity

Disturbance at the
breeding site

Disturbance atmarine
areas immediately
adjacent to the
colony

Assessment of Likely

Significant Effect

No significant decline = No likely significant

effect envisaged.

No significant decline | No likely significant

effect envisaged.

No significant decline = No likely significant

effect envisaged.

No significant decline | No likely significant

effect envisaged.

No significant increase No likely significant
effect envisaged.

No significant increas¢ No likely significant
effect envisaged.

No significant increase No likely significant
effect envisaged.
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Mitigation

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Mitigation

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
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Tablel13 Appraisal for potential impacts dPuffin[A204]

Attribute Assessment of Likely Mitigation

SignificantEffect

Breeding population  No significant decline No likely significant ~ N/A

abundance: effect envisaged.
apparently occupied

burrows (AOBs)

Productivity rate No significant decline  No likely significant = N/A

effect envisaged.

Distribution: breeding No significant decline No likely significant ~ N/A

colonies effect envisaged.
Prey biomass No significant decline  No likely significant = N/A
available effect envisaged.
Barriers to No significant increase¢ No likely significant ~ N/A
connectivity effectenvisaged.

Disturbance at the No significant increas¢ Potential for noise Yes

breeding site pollution causing
disturbance to nesting
birds in close
proximity to the site
of the proposed
works.

See section 6.

Disturbance at marine No significant increase¢ No likely significant ~ N/A

areas immediately effect envisaged.
adjacent to the
colony
Occurrence of Absent or under Increase in cargo and Yes
Mammalian control equipment boat trips See section 6
Predators to and from the

island.
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6. Mitigation ofRisks

6.1 Ecological Clerk of Works

AqualifiedEcologicalerk of Works will be appointed to oversee the proposed works.

1 The OPW and DHLGH will meet with the ECoW at the commencement of the works to discuss
and agree all details of the proposed works.

1 The ECoW will conduct a pmeorks survey of the general area surrounding the proposed
works site to establish the presence of SCls in the anehwill submit a report to OPW on

completion of the works which will be forwarded to the DHLGH and NPWS for astnme

6.2 Timing of Works

If possible, worksshould beconducted in SeptembeMorks later in the season will reduce the

likelihood of interference with breeding SCls.

6.3 Construction Phase

During the construction phase of the proposed waitks followingmeasures are proposed in order

to avoid or reduce any potential disturbance of breeding birds irfabéorint of the site of works.

1 Manual methods and light hand tools should be employed as much as possible for all works
to minimise noise.

1 If use ofheavyduty mechanicalequipment is required, this should be completedn a
staggered manner to ensure birds are able to return to the nest frequently throughout the
day.

9 Erection of any scaffoldingr anchors outside of the area of the proposed wovkd be
discussed and overseen by the ECioVevoid potential disturbance to SCls and habitat.

1 All construction phase waste materials are to be removed from the island in a controlled
manner and disposed of at an appropriately licensed facility.

1 No constructiormaterials or equipment are to be left propped against wall habitats adjacent
to the site in order to avoid blocking potential nesting habitat. These should be stored in a

designated secure area.

6.4 Biosecurity

In order to avoidthe risk of accidentdly introdudng of mammalian predators to the island, all
equipment and materialeecessary for theroposed works are to be securely stored on the mainland.
These are to be checked rigorously prior to departure for the island for signs of infesitiole. 14

sets out the biosecurity protocsto be followed.
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Tablel4 Biosecurity Mesures

Implementation time Prevention measure

Prior to departure from A All equipment and cargo should be visually inspected for
mainland/another island presence of or any signs of rodent stowaways, these include
not limited to gnawing, droppings, nest material.

A Where possible empty, check and repack items into stora
containers. This is especially important when items are storec
extended period.

A Where possible any food items should be stored in clean, sea
NERSY(GnLINRE2F O2y il Ay SNA

A Inform all passengers of the associated risks of incursion

In transit A If an invasive species e.g., rodent is found onboard do
continue the journey. Return to the point of origin and ensure |
vessel is free of invasive species before subsequent departul

A Do not throw the individual(s) overboard.

A Report the incident @ inform further biosecurity
planning/measures.

A 9yadz2NB | oFAG adGrdAiazy Aa 2y
A Ensure information on biosecurity is available to all people on
vessel
On site A Be vigilant

A Maintain permanent monitoring and bait stations on the landi
sites of each island.

A Maintain securely stored incursion response pack on each isl
A Ensure the quays/piers/landing sites are as clean as possible

A Dispose of waste correctly and preferabBnmove it from the
island as soon as possible

A Report any signs of invasive species to the relevant person(s
document any evidence to inform further biosecur
planning/measures

A Do not deliberately release any narative species on the islanc

Returring to mainland A Do not leave food or waste near the quay/pier/marina or store
areas.

A Maintain bait stations at the quay or equipment storage area
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6.5 Operational Phase

The toilet system for the proposed works is a composting setup. There is to be no disposal of solid

waste or leachate on the island.

1
T

The toilet is to be checked regularly to ensure all systems are functioning correctly
Leachate is to be removed by pumgimto suitable and secure waste containers

Removed wastes are to Is¢ored in fully sealed plastic containers for removal from the island
viaboat. These waste containers are to be secured adequately during transpibre tooat
and on the boat taeducerisk of accidental spillage

All waste is to be disposed of at suitably licensed facilities on the mainland
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7. In Combination Effect

The Kerry Countipevelopment plan identifies Skellig Michael as a UNESCO World Heritage site and

highlights the needor protection of such sites.

A number ofon-goingprojects were in place during the 2021 season including the establishment of

public toiletsandarchaeological works at the Old Lighthouse

The OPW is also runnindamgerterm conservation project othe old Lighthouse Roa#hase 1 and

2 of this project are now complete. Phase 3 of the project was due to commence in 2019 and
Ministerial consent was granted f&hase 4 of this projedbdy the DHLGH. Work for these phases has
and will centre on varying deges of remedial work on the sea wadll is not envisaged that the site

of the proposed works will have any in combination effects with thesgoingworks.

7.1 Tourism

The average yearly visitor numbers to the island in the period 2008 was 13,2285@ilg Mhichil
World Heritage Site Management Plan 2620). The typical tourist seasaruns from May until the

end of SeptemberHowever there is no visitor access to the lighthouse complex so it is not envisaged

that there will be an impact from a combitian of tourism and the proposed works.
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8. Conclusion

A study to inform an Appropriate Assessment has been undertaken to assess the nature of potential
environmental effects that may result from worksthe lower lighthouse complex Skellig Michael Co.
Kerry These works ainto improve toilet facilities for workers on the islandrollowing the
identification of Likely Significant Effects at AA Screening, consideration was given as to whether those
impacts could result in adverse effects on the integdfythe Skelligs SPA (00400AA Screening
showed potential pathways for Likely Significant Effects with respect t&@is of the SPRathways

that could not be discounted at AA Screening relateddcse pollutioneffects onthe SCls.

This report exanmed the potential for changes in the baseline conditions as a result of the proposed
development in more detail against the conservation objectives Skelligs SRAIsing the best
available baseline information, and in view of the mitigation measures qeeg to mitigate the

potential for adverse effects.

In conclusion, based on the best available scientific information and professional judgement, it is
considered that there will be no adverse effects on the integritgkélligs SPdue to the size and
scale of the proposed works. On the application of the mitigatanly very weak sourceeceptor
pathways exist that could undermine the structure or ecological functioning of the site or the
conservation objectives that define theviaurable status of th&CFeatures. No supporting habitats,

such as those used for breeding or commutingiomd sourcesvould be functionally reduced.

On the basis of these weak pathways and on review of other plans and projects that could contribute
to effects, significant adverse-gombination effects with other plans and projects are also not
considered likely to occur. Therefore, no reasonable scientific doubt remains as to the absence of

effects on the integrity oSkelligs SPA
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Tablel5 Integrity of the Site in Relation to Residual Impacts

Conservation objectives: does the plan or project have the potential to:

Cause delays in progress towards achieving the conservations objectives of the site?
Interrupt progress towards achieving the conservation objectives for the site?

Disrupt those factors that help to maintain the favourable conditions of the site?

Y/
N
N
N
N
N

Interfere with the balance, distribution and density of key species that are the gators of the
Favourable condition of the site?

Other objectives: does the plan or project have the potential to:

Cause changes to the vital defining aspects (e.g. nutrient balance) that determine how the N
functions as a habitat or ecosystem?

Change the dynamics of the relationships (between, for example, soil and water or plants N
animals) that define the structure and/or function of the site?

Interfere with the predicted or expected natural changes to the site (such as water dynamic N
chemical composition)?

Reduce the area of key habitats?
Reduce the population of key species?
Change the balance between key species?

Reduce the diversity of the site?

Zz zZ2 Z2 Z2 Z

Result in disturbances that could affect population size or density or the balance between
Species?

Result in fragmentation?

pd

Result in loss or reduction of key features (eapen wall habitat burrow nesting habitat etc.)?
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