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About this manual
This manual is for internal Forest Service use, 
primarily to guide the application by Forestry 
Inspectors of the Appropriate Assessment Pro-
cedure (AAP) across the various workstreams 
(afforestation, forest road construction, thinning 
/ felling, aerial fertilisation). 

It incorporates all previous internal releases, 
memos and SOPs relating to the Forest Service 
AAP, and is to be considered in conjunction with 
the AAP Information Note compiled for the for-
estry sector (see consolidated version 06 March 
2013).

Any feedback, comments or suggestions on this 
manual would be gratefully received. Please 
pass same onto Kevin Collins or Orla Fahy.

Release date: 04 September 2013

All photos Forest Service, except page 20. 

© Forest Service, Department of Agriculture, 
Food & the Marine, Johnstown Castle Estate, 
Co. Wexford





Under the Habitats Directive (transposed under 
S.I. 477 of 2011), in relation to activities requiring its 
consent / approval / licensing, the Forest Service 
must undertake a ‘screening’ for appropriate 
assessment to evaluate if there is a possibility of 
the project – alone or in combination – having 
a significant effect (*) on the conservation 
objectives and associated qualifying interests of 
a NATURA site, i.e. a Special Area of Conservation 
(SAC) or a Special Protection Area (SPA). 

If the answer to this question is ‘yes’ or ‘uncer-
tain’, an actual ‘appropriate assessment’ is re-
quired. The Applicant is then required to submit 
a NATURA Impact Statement (NIS). Based on the 
NIS (and other information), the Forest Service 
undertakes the appropriate assessment to eval-
uate: 

 � whether or not (where previously uncertain) 
the possibility of a significant effect on a 
NATURA site exists;

 � the nature of the possible significant effect 
(including in-combination) on the NATURA 
site; and 

 � the effectiveness of any proposed mitiga-
tion measure(s) designed to avoid the risk of 
the significant effect. 

The project (**) can only receive approval (***) 
if the Forest Service has determined (either at 
screening or at appropriate assessment) that it 
will not significantly affect the NATURA site.

* What is a ‘significant effect’? 
A project may have a significant effect on a 
NATURA site(s) if it:

 � reduces the area of an Annex I habitat, the 
habitat of an Annex II species, or the overall 
NATURA site(s);

 � damages the physical quality of the envi-
ronment (e.g. water quality and supply, soil 
compaction) within the NATURA site(s);

 � causes serious or ongoing disturbance to 
species or habitats for which the NATURA 
site(s) is selected, e.g. increased noise, 
human activity;

 � results in direct or indirect damage to the 
size, characteristics or reproductive ability of 
populations within the NATURA site(s); or

 � interferes with mitigation measures put in 
place for other plans or projects.

** Typical forestry projects include: 
 � applications for consent under S.I.558 of 

2010 (as amended by S.I.442 of 2012) for af-
forestation or forest road construction works; 

 � applications under any grant scheme (incl. 
affor. and roading); 

 � applications for a felling licence (incl. thin-
ning) under the 1946 Forestry Act; and

 � applications for an aerial fertilisation licence, 
under S.I.125 of 2012.

*** ‘Approval’ includes:
 � consent issued under S.I.558 for afforestation 

& forest road construction works;
 � grant scheme approval;
 � felling licence; and 
 � aerial fertilisation licence.

Section 1: 
Overview the 
Forest Service 

Appropriate 
Assessment 

Procedure
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Please note, currently…

 � For applications involving forest road con-
struction works, felling and aerial fertilisation, 
SCREENING and APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT 
are currently carried out using manually 
completed hardcopy forms – see Appendix 
A and B.

 � For applications involving afforestation 
(including non-grant aided afforestation, 
and afforestation under the Afforestation 
Scheme, FEPS and NWS Est.), SCREENING 
and APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT are carried 
out on iFORIS.

The following sections describe the SCREENING 
and APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT stages in detail, 
based on the use of hardcopy forms. Specific 
procedures regarding iFORIS are included later 
in the document. 

Key points to remember throughout:

 � The SCREENING Form and the APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT Form (hardcopy and iFORIS-
based) are open to public inspection. 
Therefore, please ensure that all relevant 
questions are answered (e.g. an ‘N/A’ 
answer to a relevant question may 
invalidate the entire process) and use clear, 
concise and neutral language for any free 
text used.

 � In all cases, the project can only receive ap-
proval if the Forest Service has determined 
that it will not significantly affect the NATURA 
site.

                       

There can be some confusion among different 
bodies regarding the procedures and language 
surrounding this area. In summary:

 � The Forest Service undertakes the SCREEN-
ING for APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT.

 � The Applicant provides the NATURA Impact 
Statement (if required).

 � The Forest Service undertakes the 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT (if required).

 



In general, AA SCREENING applies to all projects 
within, partially within, or outside an SAC or SPA. In 
practice, however, there will be situations where 
the possibility of a significant effect is realistic 
(e.g. a 10 ha afforestation adjoining a SPA), and 
other situations where the possibility of a signifi-
cant effect is unrealistic (e.g. a 1.0 ha broadleaf 
thinning 5 km downstream of an SAC). 

The following AAP Table represents a high level 
SCREENING of all forestry projects. 

The table lists scenarios where the possibility of a 
significant effect on a SAC or SPA may realistical-
ly exist. 

If the application at hand falls within any of the 
scenarios listed...

...the Forestry Inspector must undertake 
individual SCREENING of that application, 

based on the completion of the SCREENING 
Form (either hardcopy or on iFORIS). 

If the application at hand falls outside any of the 
scenario listed...

...individual SCREENING is, in general, deem 
unnecessary. However, the Inspector can trigger 

individual SCREENING for any such application, 
if s/he deems the procedure necessary in order 

to evaluate whether or not the possibility of a 
significant effect on a NATURA site exists. (See 

the last scenario listed for each application 
type.)

Section 2: 
Screening

(The AAP Table also outlines interaction with 
other Forest Service procedures. The AAP Table 
will evolve over time.)

If required, individual SCREENING must take 
place after the Forestry Inspector has evaluated 
the complete application and all responses aris-
ing from necessary referrals (*). 

(* Note: Referral to NPWS to take place as per 
the current Forest Service & NPWS Referral 
Matrix, which sets out the various mandatory 
and discretionary referral scenarios that apply. 
Applying Inspector’s discretion, as set out in 
the referral matrix, may give rise to situations 
whereby referral to NPWS does not take place, 
even if individual SCREENING is required. This is 
acceptable.)
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Application for...

Approval under S.I.558 / 2010 (with / without 

grant aid) for 

AFFORESTATION

(incl. Afforestation Scheme, FEPS and NWS 

Est.)

Approval under S.I.558 / 2010 (with / without 

grant aid) for 

FOREST ROAD CONSTRUCTION 
(incl. ancillary works)

1. Within a SAC or SPA (Note 1).

2. Within the 0-0.5 km buffer zone of a SAC or SPA.

3. Within the 3 km buffer zone, upstream of, and hydrologically connected to, a SAC or SPA.

4. Within an area where the Forest Service Freshwater Pearl Mussel (FPM) Requirements apply 
(Note 2).

5. Within a section of a ‘Red Area’ extending outside a Hen Harrier SPA (Note 3). 

6. Individual projects elsewhere, as deemed necessary by the Forest Service.

1. Within a SAC or SPA.

2. Within the 0-0.5 km buffer zone of a SAC or SPA.

3. Within the 3 km buffer zone, upstream of, and hydrologically connected to, a SAC or SPA.

4. Within an area where the Forest Service FPM Requirements apply (Note 2).

5. Coillte-owned & located anywhere within the top eight FPM catchments or within the 6 km 
zone of the River Nore FPM population (Note 4).

6. Within a Hen Harrier SPA or a section of a ‘Red Area’ extending outside a Hen Harrier SPA 
(Note 3). 

7. Individual projects elsewhere, as deemed necessary by the Forest Service.

AAP Table

Apply individual SCREENING if the project area, or any part thereof, is...
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Application for...

Limited or General Felling licence under the 
1946 Forestry Act for 

THINNING 
(incl. 1st, 2nd & subsequent)

Limited or General Felling licence under the 
1946 Forestry Act for 

CLEARFELL
(incl. reforestation)

1. Within an area where the Forest Service FPM Requirements apply (Note 2).

2. Within a Hen Harrier SPA or a section of a ‘Red Area’ extending outside a Hen Harrier SPA 
(Note 3).

3. Individual projects elsewhere, as deemed necessary by the Forest Service.

 1.   If 0.1 ha or greater, and...

 � within a SAC or SPA,

 � within the 0-0.5 km buffer zone of a SAC or SPA,

 � within the 3 km buffer zone, upstream of, and hydrologically connected to, a SAC or SPA,

 � within an area where the Forest Service FPM Requirements apply (Note 2),

 � Coillte-owned & located anywhere within the top eight FPM catchments or within the 6 
km zone of the River Nore FPM population (Note 4), or

 � within a Hen Harrier SPA or a section of a ‘Red Area’ extending outside a Hen Harrier SPA 
(Note 3).

2.    Individual projects elsewhere, as deemed necessary by the Forest Service.

AAP Table, continued

Apply individual SCREENING if the project area, or any part thereof, is...

5



AAP Table Notes
Note 1 Currently, in the absence of agreed levels, no afforestation is permitted within Hen Harrier SPAs.

Note 2 As set out in AAP Info. Note Appendix D (FPM), current FPM Forms A and B to be submitted with the application and form part of the information 
considered for SCREENING.

Note 3 AAP Info. Note Appendix C (HH & dist.ops.) applies. Regarding Aerial Fertilisation, as set out in Appendix C, this activity is not permitted anywhere 
within a Hen Harrier SPA or within a section of a ‘Red Area’ extending outside a Hen Harrier SPA, during the bird’s breeding season 1st April to 15th August 
inclusive.

Note 4 As per existing Forest Service / Coillte / NPWS agreement. For Forest Road Construction, Forms A and B are to be submitted with the application and 
from part of the information considered for SCREENING. For Clearfelling, revised FPM Forms 1-3 apply.

Note 5 As set out in AAP Info. Note Appendix C (HH & dist.ops.), aerial fertilisation is not permitted anywhere within a SPA during the breeding season of any 
bird species included as a qualifying interest. 
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Application for...

AAP Table, continued

Apply individual SCREENING if the project area, or any part thereof, is...

Licence under S.I.125 / 2012 for

AERIAL FERTILISATION

1. Within a SAC or SPA (Note 5).

2. Within the 0-0.5 km buffer zone of a SAC or SPA.

3. Within the 3 km buffer zone, upstream of, and hydrologically connected to, a SAC or SPA.

4. Within an area where the Forest Service FPM Requirements apply (Note 2).

5. Within a Hen Harrier SPA or a section of a ‘Red Area’ extending outside a Hen Harrier SPA 
(Note 3).

6. Individual projects elsewhere, as deemed necessary by the Forest Service.



Some guidance on individual 
SCREENING...
SAC and SPA Site Names and Site Codes can 
be extracted from the MAP VIEWER on iFORIS. 
Information on the Qualifying Interests of each – 
which the Inspector needs to review during his/
her SCREENING – are summarised on the Inspec-
tor’s Folder (G:\Forestry Inspectorate\Inspectorate\Ap-

propriate Assessment Procedure), alongside whether 
or not forestry is likely to be relevant as a poten-
tial threat. Full information on SACs and SPAs is 
available on the National Parks & Wildlife Service 
website (www.npws.ie/protectedsites). 

For guidance and ‘business rules’ on answering 
the various SCREENING questions, see the notes 
attached to the various questions on the hard-
copy SCREENING Form. 

During individual SCREENING, the Inspector con-
siders various sources of information, including:

 � the application itself (which may, as rele-
vant, be accompanied by various docu-
mentation (*); 

 � iFORIS and from other data sets; 

 � responses from referral bodies and members 
of the public; and

 � the Forestry Inspector’s local knowledge (in-
cluding knowledge gained from site inspec-
tion, if undertaken). 

(* For example, FPM Forms A & B,  (as per AAP Info. 

Note Appendix D); revised FPM Forms attached to 

Coillte FL applications within priority FPM catchments; 

Coillte ‘Phase II Screening Report’ (as per e-mail 

05July12); Hen Harrier Potential Breeding Habitat Sur-

vey or Breeding Survey (as per AAP Info. Note Appen-

dix C); Kerry Slug ecological survey (as per the Forest 

Service Forestry and Kerry Slug Guidelines).)

The Inspector can conclude that there is no pos-
sibility of a significant effect if s/he deems that 
adherence to particular conditions will suffice. 
These conditions may include adherence to 
specific Forest Service environmental guidelines, 
requirements or procedures, or adherence to 
appropriate measures identified by the Forestry 
Inspector his-/or herself (include measures arising 
from the referral process). However, such condi-
tions must be clearly specified and attached to 
any approval issued. 

The Inspector can also consider measures de-
scribed in the initial application which approxi-
mate those within existing Forest Service guide-
lines. However, the Inspector should not consider 
measures that are ‘above-and-beyond’ (e.g. 
major engineering solutions involving earth-
works). Such applications should be directed to-
wards APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT, and the meas-
ures proposed fully detailed within the context of 
a NATURA Impact Statement (NIS).

The Inspector can seek further information 
without triggering an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT, 
as long as the information is sought and received 
before SCREENING, and as long as it is of the 
type that should have been submitted with the 
application in the first place (e.g. missing FPM 
Forms A and B, cultivation details). However, if the 
Inspector requires information beyond what is 
typically required (e.g. any type of ecological or 

hydrological survey), the application should be 
directed towards an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT, 
and the information sought through a NIS. 



At the end of the SCREENING, the Inspector selects an appropriate conclusion and statement for the 
NATURA site (or for each NATURA site, if two or more are involved). Available conclusions and state-
ments to select from (including free text options) are set out below. For conciseness, the relevant num-
ber and letter (e.g. Conclusion 2B) can be simply inserted into the hardcopy SCREENING Form.

SCREENING Conclusion 1: The project is necessary 
for the management of this NATURA site.

 � Statement A: Proposed operations are necessary 
to address the ecological requirements of Annex 
habitats and/or species (and their habitats) present 
on this Natura site.

 � Statement B: [Free text option.]

An APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is not required, and (from an AAP perspective)
approval may issue (with any necessary conditions attached)

Please note, Conclusion 1 only refers to projects specifically designed to address 
the ecological requirements of the Annex habitats and species (and their habitats) 
on a NATURA site. For example, a native woodland establishment project pursued 

by NPWS and specifically targeted at strengthening an existing SAC woodland, 
may warrant the selection of SCREENING Conclusion 1. Typically, SCREENING 

Conclusion 1 should only arise very occasionally, and never within the context of 
normal ‘bread-and-butter’ applications for afforestation, felling licences, etc.

SCREENING Conclusion & Statement – Options Chart

SCREENING Conclusion 2: There is no possibility that the project, individually or in 
combination with other plans or projects, will have a significant effect on this Natura site.

 � Statement A: Project is within this NATURA site. However, the project (with conditions attached, if 
applicable) will have no significant effect on the conservation objectives of the site, in the short, 
medium and long term, alone or in combination with other plans and projects.

 � Statement B: The project is proximate(*) to this NATURA site. However, the project (with conditions 
attached, if applicable) will have no significant effect on the conservation objectives of the site, 
in the short, medium and long term, alone or in combination with other plans and projects. (* As 
per the current AAP Table.)

 � Statement C: [Free text option.]

An APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is 
not required, and (from an AAP 

perspective) approval may issue 
(with any necessary conditions 

attached)
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Chart continued opposite...
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SCREENING Conclusion 3: The project, alone or in combination with other 
plans or projects, may have a significant effect on this NATURA site, OR 
uncertainty exists regarding the possibility of a significant effect, OR the 
screening process itself has become overcomplicated. APPROPRIATE 

ASSESSMENT required.

 � Statement A: The project, alone or in combination with other plans or projects, 
may have a significant effect on this NATURA site. Appropriate assessment is 
therefore required.

 � Statement B: NPWS has recommended an appropriate assessment, based on its 
evaluation that the project, alone or in combination with other plans or projects, 
may have a significant effect on this NATURA site. The Forest Service concurs 
with this position. APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is therefore required.

 � Statement C: There is insufficient information to form a sound judgement 
regarding whether or not the possibility of a significant effect arises. 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is therefore required.

 � Statement D: The SCREENING process has become overly complicated. 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is therefore required.

 � Statement E: [Free text option.]

The project must proceed to an APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT – see below

	  

SCREENING Conclusion 4: The project is incompatible with this NATURA site, 
in that any mitigation measure(s) that has been or may be proposed will 
not be sufficient to prevent a significant effect. Project cannot proceed.

 � Statement A: [Free text option.]

Approval is refused, nullifying the requirement 
for an appropriate assessment

For example, in the case of an afforestation 
project within a SAC bogland, drainage may be 

an unavoidable necessity in order to establish 
trees, but would affect the habitat itself. Therefore, 

SCREENING Conclusion 4 applies.

	  



Completion of SCREENING
Once SCREENING is complete, the file can be 
progressed. The Inspector returns the hardcopy 
SCREENING Form to the relevant section in Wex-
ford, along with his/her overall recommenda-
tions. In all cases, the recommendations must re-
flect the outcome of the SCREENING process, as 
captured by the specific conclusion and state-
ment selected. 

If SCREENING Conclusion 1 or 2 is reached...

...an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is not required, 
and the Inspector can recommend approval 
(from an AAP perspective). However, ensure that 
any relevant conditions which form the basis for 
this SCREENING decision are attached to the ap-
proval. 

Also, any changes proposed post-approval need 
to be carefully evaluated to ensure that they do 
not materially change the nature of the project, 
as this would invalidate the findings of the initial 
SCREENING.

If SCREENING Conclusion 3 is reached...

...an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 
The Forestry Inspector requests the NATURA 
Impact Statement (NIS) via the standard ‘further 
information required’ route. Where it is clearly 
apparent to the Inspector, s/he should also 
specify the following to provide direction to the 
Applicant regarding the required focus of the 
NIS:

 � the name and site code of the relevant 
NATURA site(s);

 � the qualifying interest(s) of particular con-
cern; and

 � the particular aspect(s) of the proposed 
project that gives rise to the concern. 

JCE will then incorporate this information into the 
letter to the Applicant seeking the NIS. A stand-
ard timeframe of 12 months (or longer, if agreed) 
for the submission of the NIS will also be specified 
in the letter, to give ample time for any necessary 
survey work. A copy of the NIS Guidance Note 
(AAP Information Note Appendix A) is also sent to 
the Applicant, along with copies of any relevant 
referral letters received (e.g. from NPWS), which 
may also contain useful direction.

If SCREENING Conclusion 4 is reached...

...the Inspector must recommend refusal, detail-
ing reasons why (text from the relevant conclu-
sion & statement can be used).



Section 3: 
Appropriate 
Assessment

An APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is needed for any 
NATURA site assigned SCREENING Conclusion 3. 
In summary, the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT eval-
uates:

 � whether or not (where previously uncertain) 
the possibility of a significant effect on a 
NATURA site exists;

 � the nature of the possible significant effect 
(including in-combination) on the NATURA 
site; and 

 � the effectiveness of any proposed mitigation 
measure(s) designed to avoid the risk of the 
significant effect. 

Once received, JCE will forward the NATURA Im-
pact Statement (NIS) to the Forestry Inspector. 
The Inspector then undertakes the APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT, based on the NIS and other infor-
mation at hand, and using the current hardcopy 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form.

As set out above, the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT 
is based on the NIS and other relevant informa-
tion. The following are some important issues re-
garding the ‘quality’ of any NIS presented:

 � Appendix A of the AAP Information Note 
gives guidance for Applicants required to 
submit an NIS, and sets out the preferred 
structure of an NIS. Applicants receive a 
copy of Appendix A, along with any direc-
tion given by the Inspector, in the letter sent 
by Wexford seeking the NIS. 

 � The NIS must be compiled by a relevant 
expert, suitably qualified & experienced. 
This expert is normally an ecologist (botanist, 

zoologist, etc.), but could also be a hydrol-
ogist, an engineer, etc., or the forester him-/
herself, where the solution is wholly opera-
tional (e.g. ‘This is how I propose to avoid the 
habitat entirely’). 

 � As key ingredients, the NIS must:

• identify the relevant NATURA site(s), 
and the relevant conservation ob-
jectives & qualifying interests (with a 
survey element, if needed); 

• detail relevant operations (short, 
medium, long term); 

• identify relevant ‘dangers’ / threats 
/ impacts; 

• consider short, medium, and long 
term horizons and relevant in-
combination effects; and

• detail appropriate, realistic and 
sustainable mitigation measures.

 � The NIS is a scientific report. It may include 
original survey results, or refer to existing 
survey results held by, e.g. Birdwatch Ireland 
or NPWS. 

 � If the NIS is incomplete, ask for supplementa-
ry information via the standard ‘further infor-
mation required’ route. If you are unsure of 
any aspect of the NIS, contact Kevin Collins 
or Dr Orla Fahy.

 � If the report is incomplete, deficient, of poor 
quality, scientifically vague, anecdotal or 
unclear, the Inspector can seek additional 
information or resubmission of the entire 
NIS, via the standard ‘further information 
required’ route. The Inspector can also 
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recommend refusal, based on APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 (see below).

Having reviewed the NIS, the previously 
completed SCREENING Form and other 
information, the Inspector undertakes the 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT. Refer to the various 
notes included on the hardcopy form, for 
guidance and ‘business rules’.

At the end of the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT, the 
Inspector selects an appropriate conclusion and 
statement for the NATURA site (or for each NATU-
RA site, if two or more are involved). 

Available conclusions and statements to select 
from (including free text options) are set out in 
the following chart. For conciseness, the relevant 
number and letter (e.g. Conclusion 1A) can be 
simply inserted into the hardcopy APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT Form.
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APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 1: 
The project, both alone and in combination 
with other plans or projects, will not have a 

significant effect on this NATURA site.

 � Statement A: The project described in the NIS 
(together with any mitigation measures de-
tailed) will not have a significant effect on the 
conservation objectives of this NATURA site.

 � Statement B: [Free text option.]

Approval may issue (from an 
AAP perspective)

APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT 
Conclusion 1 applies where the 
proposed mitigation measures, 

and/or other specified measures, 
are deemed adequate to prevent 
any significant effect, and where 

these are attached as a condition 
of approval.

APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 2: The project 
will have a significant effect on this NATURA site, even 

if any proposed mitigation measures are implemented. 
Project cannot proceed.

 � Statement A: There is insufficient information or evidence 
to enable the Forest Service to conclude that the project 
will not have a significant effect on this NATURA site. A 
significant effect must therefore be assumed. Project 
cannot proceed.

 � Statement B: [Free text option.]

The project may not 
proceed, and approval 

may not issue

	  

APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion & Statement – 
Options Chart

Chart continued opposite...



Completion of the APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT
Once the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is complete, 
the file can be progressed. The Inspector returns 
the hardcopy APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form to 
the relevant section in Wexford, along with his/
her overall recommendations. In all cases, the 
recommendations must reflect the outcome of 
the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT process, as cap-
tured by the specific conclusion and statement 
selected.

If APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 1 is 
reached...

...the Inspector can recommend approval (from 
an AAP perspective), specifying as conditions 

any mitigation measures set out in the NIS, and 
other measures deemed necessary. 

If APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 2 or 3 
are reached...

...the project cannot be approved. The 
Inspector recommends refusal, detailing 

reasons (text from the relevant conclusion and 
statement can be used). 

APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3: There is 
insufficient information or evidence to enable the Forest 

Service to conclude that the project will not have a 
significant effect on this NATURA site. A significant effect 

must therefore be assumed. Project cannot proceed.

 � Statement A: There is insufficient information or evidence, 
and a significant effect must be assumed. Project 
cannot proceed.

 � Statement B: [Free text option.]

The project may not 
proceed, and approval 

may not issue 

	  



Section 4: 
Concluding 

the AAP

Imperative reasons of overriding 
public interest

Under S.I.477 of 2011 (which transposes the Euro-
pean Habitats Directive), a mechanism is availa-
ble for a project to proceed, even if there is a pos-
sibility of a significant effect on a NATURA site, in 
cases where an ‘imperative reason of overriding 
public interest’ exists. However, the mechanism 
involved will not generally apply to forestry, due 
to nature of the limitations regarding the justifying 
reasons (e.g. human health, public safety) and 
the unlikelihood of a situation arising within the 
sector whereby no alternative solution (including 
the option not to proceed with the project) exists. 

Concluding the AAP

The AAP must have fully run its course and a con-
clusion reached (at either SCREENING or (if re-
quired) APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT), before any fi-
nal decision can be taken regarding a particular 
application. An incomplete AAP or the deferral 
of any aspect of the AAP (e.g. a migrant bird sur-
vey) until after the approval is given, invalidate 
that approval. 

In all cases, the project can only receive approv-
al if the Forest Service has determined that it will 
not significantly affect the NATURA site.

Inspectors must also ensure that any relevant 
conditions which form the basis for a SCREENING 
or APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT decision allowing 
the project to proceed, are attached to the 
approval.

The SCREENING Form and the APPROPRIATE AS-
SESSMENT Form (hardcopy and iFORIS-based) 
are open to public inspection. Therefore, please 
ensure that all relevant questions are answered 
(e.g. an ‘N/A’ answer to a relevant question may 
invalidate the entire process) and use clear, con-
cise and neutral language for any free text used.

Post-consent

Under S.I.477 of 2011, the Forest Service can vary 
the conditions attached to any approval already 
issued, or revoke approval, if it considers that the re-
lated conditions attached have been breached or 
that the continuation of such approval would have 
a significant effect on a NATURA site.

The following Section 5, 6 & 7 set out specific 
procedures regarding the operation of the AAP 
within iFORIS and within the Felling Licence and 
Aerial Fertilisation Licence workstreams. The ba-
sic structure, approach, conclusion & statements, 
etc. set out in Sections 1-4 still apply to Sections 
5, 6 & 7. (For example, the same SCREENING and 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT questions and conclu-
sions & statements apply throughout.)



Section 5: 
AAP and 

iFORIS

Overview
The Appropriate Assessment procedure is currently incorporated within iFORIS for pre-approval affores-
tation files (Afforestation, FEPS and NWS Est.). The following sets out how to use this iFORIS-based AAP 
system, and is to be read in conjunction with Sections 1-4 above. 

CERTIFICATON page
 � As normal for pre-approval afforestation files, run the EIA spatial check on MAP VIEWER. This will 

assess the application’s spatial relationship with any SACs or SPAs in the area. 

 � On the main CERTIFICATION page, go to the AA SCREENING REQUIREMENT section. The table pre-
sented mirrors the current AAP Table (see Section 2 above). 

 � The table self-populates in situations where the project area (or any part) lies within a SAC or SPA 
or within the 0-0.5 km buffer zone. 

 � The table also self-populates where the project area (or any part) lies 
within the 3 km buffer zone. However, the Inspector must manually confirm 
whether or not the project is upstream and hydrologically connected.

 � Using the ‘Manually Add Nature Site’ button, the Inspector can also man-
ually enter an SAC or SPA (site code needed), where any other scenario 
from the AAP Table applies whereby individual SCREENING is required. 

 � Answer the question ‘Based on the current AAP Table, is individual SCREENING required?’ If the 
answer is ‘Yes’, individual SCREENING must be carried out. (Note, this question may already be 
pre-populated ‘Yes’ if one or more of the above spatial relationships apply.) 

 � (As recently highlighted, the current manual override function to reverse a ‘Yes’ answer (i.e. ‘If 
overriding a spatially-derived ‘Yes’, state reason why individual SCREENING is deemed unnecessary’) is 
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only to be used in situations where a NATURA site is incorrectly represented in iFORIS, or where the 
EIA run is generating a SCREENING requirement based on a non-NATURA site type (e.g. an NHA). 
This override function is due to be removed from iFORIS shortly.)

 � Press ‘SAVE’. The AAP page is generated, presenting the SCREENING Form.

AAP page, SCREENING Form
 � Enter the AAP page (by clicking on the ‘Appropriate Assessment Procedure’ tab at the top) and 

complete the SCREENING Form. Only those SACs and SPAs generating the need for individual 
SCREENING are imported from the AAP REQUIREMENT section of the CERTIFICATION page into Q.1 
of the SCREENING Form.

 � The Inspector completes the SCREENING questions and selects a relevant SCREENING Conclusion 
& Statement for each NATURA site presented. (‘Conclusion X’ can be selected if the SCREENING is 
not yet completed, e.g. if the process is ‘parked’ while additional information is sought.)

 � Press SAVE to save the SCREENING Form.

 � Return to the CERTIFICATION page and certify the file, ensuring that the SCREENING Conclusion & 
Statement selected is reflected in the recommendation made. 
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 � If SCREENING Conclusion 3 is selected, a NATURA Impact Statement (NIS) is required. Certify ‘Fur-
ther Information Required’ and specify NIS. Provide appropriate directions to the Applicant, as per 
Section 2 above. 

AAP page, APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form
 � When the NIS is subsequently submitted, it is scanned into CONTACTS by Approvals Section. The file 

is then returned to the Inspector’s worklist.

 � The Inspector enters the AAP page and scrolls down through the now-fixed / greyed-out SCREEN-
ING Form, and completes the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form. 

 � Note, only those NATURA sites requiring a NIS (i.e. SCREENING Conclusion 3) are imported into Q.1 
of the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form.

 � Select the relevant APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion & Statement for each NATURA site 
presented. (‘Conclusion X’ can be selected if the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is not yet completed, 
e.g. if the process is ‘parked’ while additional information is sought.)

 � Press SAVE to save the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form.

 � Return to the main CERTIFICATION page and certify the file, ensuring that the selected APPROPRI-
ATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion & Statement is reflected in the recommendation made.



Overview
As part of the normal inspection of felling licence 
applications, Inspector answers “Is detailed 
screening under the FS Appropriate Assessment 
Procedure (AAP) required?” on the Felling Li-
cence Inspection Form, based on the AAP Table. 

 � If ‘No’, the Inspector proceeds with his/her 
inspection and completes and returns the 
report, as normal. (The Inspector will be noti-
fied by the Felling Section if any issue of note 
is raised in any referral response subsequent-
ly received. This may or may not prompt a 
re-evaluation of ‘No’ decision regarding 
detailed SCREENING.) 

 � If ‘Yes’, individual SCREENING is required, 
and a hardcopy SCREENING Form must be 
completed – see below.

Please note, when applying the AAP to a fell-
ing licence application for a proposed clearfell, 
consider both the clearfell itself and the replant-
ing and subsequent forest cycle. 

SCREENING
 � In order to undertake individual SCREEN-

ING, the Inspector must have reviewed all 
relevant referral responses. Therefore, the 
Inspector completes the ‘Inspectors Environ-
mental Assessment’ and ‘Is Consultation Re-
quired...?’ sections of the report, and returns 
the file to the Felling Section. Felling Section 
then refers the application to the relevant 
bodies.

 � (Note, Forest Service & NPWS Referral Matrix 

applies, setting out the various mandatory 
and discretionary referral scenarios that ap-
ply to felling. Applying Inspector’s discretion, 
as set out in the referral matrix, may give rise 
to situations whereby referral to NPWS does 
not take place, even if individual SCREENING 
is required. This is acceptable.)

 � Once responses have been received or the 
allowed response time has lapsed, the Fell-
ing Section returns the file to the Inspector, 
with referral responses attached. 

 � Using the hardcopy SCREENING Form, the In-
spector undertakes SCREENING, and selects 
an appropriate SCREENING Conclusion and 
Statement. 

 � The Inspector completes the Felling Licence 
Inspection Form, with his / her recommenda-
tions reflecting the SCREENING Conclusion 
and Statement reached. The entire file is 
then returned to Felling Section, for relevant 
follow-through. (If SCREENING Conclusion 3 is 
selected, the application must undergo an 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT – see below.) 

Please note the following in relation to the se-
lection of SCREENING Conclusion 4, which pre-
cludes approval. 

 � Generally, the selection of SCREENING 
Conclusion 4 may not be appropriate in 
relation to the clearfell of an even-aged 
conifer forest on an unstable site within a 
sensitive catchment, where retention could 
lead to windblow and potentially greater 
disturbance and sedimentation. In such 

Section 6: 
AAP and Felling 

Licences



cases, Conclusion 3 should be selected, with 
mitigation to be explored within the required 
NATURA Impact Statement. 

 � Conclusion 4 may be appropriate in the 
case of a GFL application, where replanting 
is proposed by the Applicant but deemed 
wholly inappropriate by the Forest Service. In 
this situation, a limited felling licence should 
be sought, with a no-replanting requirement 
integrated into the licence.

 � (A similar approach should be applied to 
the selection of APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT 
CONCLUSIONS 2 and 3.)

APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT
 � If SCREENING Conclusion 3 is reached, the 

Inspector returns the SCREENING Form to 
Felling Section along with the file, and spec-
ifies the need for a NIS as an interim recom-
mendation. As per SECTION 2 of this Manual, 
where it is clearly apparent to the Inspector, 
s/he should also provide direction regarding 
the required focus of the NIS. Felling Section 
then sends a ‘further information required’ 
letter to the Applicant, seeking the NIS.

 � Once the NIS is received, it is added to the 
file and the file is returned to the Inspector. 

 � Using the hardcopy APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT Form, the Inspector undertakes 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT, and selects an 
appropriate Conclusion and Statement. 

 � The Inspector completes the Felling 
Licence Inspection Form, with his / 
her recommendations reflecting the 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion and 
Statement reached. The entire file then 
returned to Felling Section, for relevant 
follow-through.
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Section 7: 
AAP and Aerial 

Fertilisation 
Licences

Overview
New documentation and forms for the aerial fer-
tilisation licence workstream are currently being 
developed. 

In the meantime, Inspectors should apply normal 
AAP procedures to all application for an aerial 
fertilisation licence, applying the AAP Table 
and individual SCREENING and APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT, as required, as set out in SECTIONS 
2 and 3 of this Manual. The standard hardcopy 
SCREENING and APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT forms 
apply, and requirements for a NATURA Impact 
Statement communicated to the Applicant via 
the JCE Approvals (Aerial Fertilisation Licence) 
Section. 



Overview
Appendices B, C and D of the Forest Service AAP 
Information Note set out specific requirements 
and procedures regarding Hen Harrier and Fresh-
water Pearl Mussel (FPM). The following section 
gives an overview of these requirements and 
procedures – if needed, please refer to the rele-
vant appendix for full details. 

Hen Harrier SPAs and afforestation
Appendix B of the AAP Information Note sets out 
former procedures relating to Hen Harrier SPAs 
and afforestation. Please note, these procedures 
no longer apply, as there are currently no agreed 
afforestation limits for Hen Harrier SPAs. 

National Parks & Wildlife Service is currently de-
veloping a nation-wide Threat Response Plan 
(TRP) for the conservation of Hen Harrier. Forestry 
will form an element of the TRP, and the Forest 
Service is inputting into the process. Until the TRP 
is completed, the Forest Service will not be in a 
position to approve any afforestation projects 
within the designated SPAs.

However, proposed afforestation sites adjoining 
Hen Harrier SPAs may still be considered for ap-
proval, and are subject to individual SCREENING, 
as per the AAP Table in Section 2 of this Manual. 

Hen Harrier SPAs, felling and other 
disturbance operations 
AAP requirements regarding Hen Harrier SPAs, 
felling and other disturbance operations are set 

out in Appendix C of the AAP Information Note. 
The main provisions are as follows:

 � If the project area is within a Hen Harrier SPA 
and within ‘Green Area’, SCREENING Con-
clusion 2 may be justified and the activity 
can proceed throughout the year. 

 � If the project area is within a ‘Red Area’ 
and the Applicant is applying to undertake 
the activities outside of the bird’s breeding 
season 1st April to 15th August inclusive, 
SCREENING Conclusion 2 may be justified, as 
long as a condition is attached limiting the 
activity to the period outside of the breeding 
season. 

 � If the project area is within a Red Area 
and the Applicant is proposing to proceed 
during the breeding season, survey require-
ments apply (following prescribed meth-
odology set out in Appendix C) and results 
must be submitted with the application. 
SCREENING Conclusion 2 may be justified 
and time-limited approval given, as long as 
no breeding habitats are present, or if so, no 
breeding activity is observed. 

Freshwater Pearl Mussel
Appendix D of the AAP Information Note (see 
Forest Service Circular 08/2012, 21 August 2012) 
sets out AAP requirements in relation to FPM:

 � FPM Forms A and B now apply to 
afforestation, forest road works, thinning, 
clearfell/replanting, and aerial fertilisation. 
Completed Forms A and B must be 

Section 8: 
AAP, Hen 

Harrier and 
Freshwater 

Pearl Mussel
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submitted as part of the application.

 � As per the AAP Table in SECTION 2 of this 
Manual, wherever the FPM Requirements 
(and Forms A and B) apply, individual 
SCREENING is required. The completed 
Forms A and B form part of the information 
considered by the Forest Service during the 
SCREENING process.

 � (Further requirements apply regarding the 
top eight FPM catchments and the 6 km 
zone of the River Nore FPM population, as 
set out in the AAP Table.)
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Appendix A:
Hardcopy 

SCREENING 
Form

 � As set out in Section 1, the following hard-
copy SCREENING Form is to be used when 
undertaking the AAP in relation to applica-
tions involving forest road construction works, 
felling and aerial fertilisation.

 � (A digital version of this form is contained 
in the , contained in the Inspectors Folder > 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Folder.)

 � For applications involving afforestation 
(including non-grant aided afforestation, 
and afforestation under the Afforestation 
Scheme, FEPS and NWS Est.), SCREENING 
carried out on iFORIS. The same SCREENING 
questions apply. 
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Forest Service AA SCREENING FORM (Version dated 31July13) 

 

Application reference number: 
Project type:  

(Affor., Forest Road Construction, Thinning, Clearfelling, Aerial Fertilisation, etc.) 

Applicant: Townland, County: 

 

1. List the NATURA site(s) and the relevant scenario(s) triggering the need to undertake individual AA SCREENING.  

Using the iFORIS MAP VIEW, list the NATURA site name and code. Using the current AAP Table, indicate the relevant scenario that applies. If two or more NATURA sites are involved, please 
complete a separate row for each. 

NATURA site (SAC, SPA) name & code 

Project area 
within this 
NATURA 
site. 

Project area within 
the 0-0.5 km buffer 
zone of this NATURA 
site. 

Project area is: 

 within the 3 km buffer 
zone, and  

 upstream of, and 

 hydrologically connected 
to, this NATURA site. 

Other scenario(s) applies, as per the current AAP Table 
(please specify) 

     

     

     

 



 

2. Project size (hectares or metres, as appropriate) ___ hectares or ___ metres 

 
 

3. What are the 
recommendations received 
from NPWS and other 
prescribed bodies? 

Tick, as appropriate. 

Note varied terminology that might 
be used in responses. Correct 
terminology as follows: 

 The Forest Service undertakes 
the SCREENING for APPROPRIATE 

ASSESSMENT. 
 The Applicant provides the 
NATURA Impact Statement (if 
required). 
 The Forest Service undertakes 
the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT (if 
required). 

SCREENING cannot be completed 
until all necessary referrals have 
been received, or respective time 
periods lapse.  

Recommendation NPWS An Taisce 
Inland 

Fisheries 
County Council EPA 

No objections      

No objections, subject to conditions      

Project undergoes SCREENING for APPROPRIATE 

ASSESSMENT 
     

Project undergoes APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT      

Partial refusal  (*)     

Refusal      

No response received & response period 
lapsed 

     

(* If NPWS recommends that the project undergoes an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT, Conclusion 3 and Statement B should be selected from the SCREENING Conclusion & Statement Options Chart in the 
AAP SOP, unless there are compelling reasons not to concur.)  

Note: Referral to NPWS to take place as per the current Forest Service & NPWS Referral Matrix. Applying Inspector’s discretion, as set out in the referral matrix, may give rise to situations 
whereby referral to NPWS does not take place, even if individual AA Screening is required. This is acceptable. 

 



 

4. As District Inspector, have you reviewed the conservation objectives of each NATURA site listed under Q.1? (If 
‘No’, review before proceeding.) 

See Excel files listing SACs and SPAs per county, contained in the Inspectors Folder > APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Folder. Also see 
www.npws.ie/protectedsites for further details on specific NATURA sites.  

Also see www.birdwatchireland.ie/Birdwatching/IrelandsBirds and www.mammals-in-ireland.ie for supplementary info. on Irish birds 
and mammals. 

Yes      No  

 
 

5. In your view, is there sufficient information in the application to form a sound judgement as to whether or not 
the project is likely to have a significant effect on any of these conservation objectives? (If ‘No’, seek further 
information (if missing information is standard application information) or stipulate APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT.)  

Yes      No  

 
 
 
 
 
 



 

6. If one or more SACs are listed in Q.1 above, and taking into account of any existing Forest Service requirements, guidelines and procedures, and specific 
conditions that will apply...  

6a. Is there a possibility of the project having a significant effect on any TERRESTRIAL HABITAT listed as a 
qualifying interest of any of these SACs? 

Consider all associated operations, short, medium and long term. If ‘Yes’ or ‘Unknown’, an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 

Yes      No      Unknown      N/A  

6b. Is there a possibility of the project having a significant effect on any TERRESTRIAL SPECIES listed as a 
qualifying interest of any of these SACs? 

Consider all associated operations, short, medium and long term. If ‘Yes’ or ‘Unknown’, an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 

Note: If otter or Kerry slug is listed as a qualifying interest, Forest Service guidelines for each of these species will apply, giving the 
necessary level of protection in most cases. Ensure that adherence to the relevant guidelines is included as a specific condition of 
consent / grant approval / licence.  

Yes      No      Unknown      N/A  

6c. Is there a possibility of the project having a significant effect on any AQUATIC HABITAT or AQUATIC 
SPECIES listed as a qualifying interest of any of these SACs? 

Consider all associated operations, short, medium and long term. If ‘Yes’ or ‘Unknown’, an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 

Note: If Freshwater Pearl Mussel is listed as a qualifying interest, the FPM Requirements will apply, giving the necessary level of 
protection in most cases. Ensure that adherence to the FPM Requirements is included as a specific condition of consent / grant 
approval / licence. (Note, where they apply, the FPM Requirements may also give adequate protection to other aquatic habitats and 
species listed as qualifying interests.) 

Yes      No      Unknown      N/A  

 
 
 
 
 
 



 

7. If one or more SPAs are listed in Q.1... 

7a. Is breeding Hen Harrier included as a qualifying interest of any of these SPAs? 

If ‘Yes’, refer to separate Forest Service procedures relating to disturbance operations and Hen Harrier SPAs (see Appendix C of the 
Forest Service AAP Info. Note, March12), to assess whether or not an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 

Note, currently there are no agreed afforestation limits for Hen Harrier SPAs. The setting of any future limits will take place within the 
context of a Threat Response Plan, the development of which is been led by the NPWS. 

Yes      No      N/A  

7b. Do the qualifying interests of any of these SPAs include a wintering population? Yes      No      N/A  

7c. Do the qualifying interests of any of these SPAs include a breeding population? Yes      No      N/A  

7d. Are any of these SPAs designated for wetlands? Yes      No      N/A  

7e. Taking account of any existing Forest Service requirements, guidelines and procedures, and specific 
conditions that will apply, is there a possibility of the project having a significant effect on the conservation 
objective(s) of any of these SPAs? 

Consider all associated operations, short, medium and long-term. If ‘Yes’ or ‘Unknown’, an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 

Yes      No      Unknown      N/A  

 
 

8. Is there a possibility of the project having a significant effect on the conservation objective(s) of any of the 
NATURA sites listed under Q.1, when it is considered IN COMBINATION with other forestry and non-forestry 
plans and projects? 

Other forestry plans and projects may include existing forests, afforestation applications pending, thinning / felling under Coillte’s 5-year 
GFL, etc. Non-forestry plans and projects include windfarms, housing development, water treatment plant, etc. 

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Unknown’, an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 

Yes      No      Unknown  

 
 
 



 

SCREENING CONCLUSION & STATEMENT 

Having undertaken individual SCREENING of this project, I have reached the following SCREENING Conclusion and Statement for each NATURA site listed under 
Q.1. 

Fill out a separate box for each NATURA site listed under Q.1, selecting the relevant Conclusion and Statement for each from the SCREENING Conclusion & Statement Option Chart within the AAP 
SOP. 

NATURA site name and code (from Q.1):           

Conclusion:      

Statement:                     

                     

NATURA site name and code (from Q.1):           

Conclusion:      

Statement:                     

                     

NATURA site name and code (from Q.1):           

Conclusion:      

Statement:                     

                     

 



 

Inspector details 

Name:        

Signature:       

Date:       

Please return this completed SCREENING Form to the relevant section within JCE, along with your overall Inspector’s 
Recommendations regarding the application at hand (approve, approve with conditions, further information required, 
refusal, etc.), which must reflect the outcome of this SCREENING.  

In all cases, the project can only receive approval if the Forest Service has determined that it will not significantly affect 
the NATURA site, or that conditions attached will ensure the same outcome. 

Note, if SCREENING Conclusion 3 is reached and a NIS is required, where possible, provide information to be included in 
the ‘Further Information Required’ letter, to provide direction to the applicant regarding the required focus of the NIS. 
See AAP SOP for details.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

End 
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Appendix B:
Hardcopy 

APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT 

Form

 � As set out in Section 1, the following hard-
copy APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form is 
to be used when undertaking the AAP in 
relation to applications involving forest road 
construction works, felling and aerial fertilis-
ation.

 � (A digital version of this form is contained 
in the , contained in the Inspectors Folder > 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Folder.)

 � For applications involving afforestation 
(including non-grant aided afforestation, 
and afforestation under the Afforestation 
Scheme, FEPS and NWS Est.), APPROPRIATE 
ASSESSMENT carried out on iFORIS. The same 
APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT questions apply. 
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Forest Service APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT FORM (Version dated 31July13) 

To be completed after the NATURA Impact Statement is received. 

 

Application reference number: Project type: 

Applicant: Townland, County: 

 

1. From the previous SCREENING Conclusion & Statement form, list those NATURA sites for which this APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT is required. 

NATURA site name and code: __________________________________________________________________ 

NATURA site name and code: __________________________________________________________________ 

NATURA site name and code: __________________________________________________________________  

 

2. Have you reviewed the reason(s) prompting individual SCREENING of each of the NATURA sites listed under Q.1, 
and the subsequent SCREENING Conclusion & Statement reached for each (as set out in the SCREENING Form)? 

If ‘No’, review before proceeding. 
Yes      No  

 

3. Have you reviewed the NATURA Impact Statement (NIS) and other relevant documentation submitted in 
relation to this project.  

If ‘No’, review before proceeding. 

Yes      No  

 

4. Does the NIS address the relevant NATURA site(s), as listed under Q.1 above? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 
Yes      No  

 



 

5. Where the possibility of a significant effect on a TERRESTRIAL HABITAT has been identified, does the NIS 
include a corresponding habitat survey? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 
Yes      No      N/A  

 
 

6. Where the possibility of a significant effect on a TERRESTRIAL SPECIES has been identified, does the NIS include 
a corresponding species or species habitat survey? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 
Yes      No      N/A  

 
 

7. Where the possibility of a significant effect on an AQUATIC HABITAT or AQUATIC SPECIES has been identified, 
is the location/extent of this habitat or species adequately described in the NIS? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 
Yes      No      N/A  

 
 

8. Does the NIS adequately describe elements of the project that may possibly impact on each of the NATURA 
sites listed under Q.1? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 
Yes      No  

 
 

9. Does the NIS adequately describe those possible impacts? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 
Yes      No  

 
 
 
 



 

10. Does the NIS adequately address the possible cumulative effect of the project with other forestry and non-
forestry plans and projects? 

Other forestry plans and projects may include existing forests, afforestation applications pending, thinning / felling under Coillte’s 5-year 
GFL, etc. Non-forestry plans and projects include windfarms, housing development, water treatment plant, etc. 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 

Yes      No  

 

11. Have mitigation measures been identified and adequately described? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 
Yes      No  

 

Note: If ‘No’ to one or more of Qu.4-11, the NATURA Impact Statement is incomplete and additional information is required. Certify the file as requiring further information, specifying the 
relevant information gaps using the wording of the particular question(s) answered ‘No’. Alternatively, select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 

 

12. Will the mitigation measures proposed be sufficient to reduce identified impacts and to avoid any significant 
effect on the NATURA sites listed under Q.1? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 2 or 3 and refuse. 

Yes      No  

 

13. Is there sufficient information to determine that the project will not have a significant effect on any of the 
NATURA sites listed under Q.1? 

If ‘No’, seek further information or select APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion 3 and refuse. 

Yes      No  

 
 



 

APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT CONCLUSION & STATEMENT 

Having undertaken an APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT, I have reached the following Conclusion and Statement in relation to each NATURA site previously assigned 
Conclusion 3 in SCREENING. 

Fill out a separate box for each NATURA site listed under Q.1, selecting the relevant Conclusion and Statement for each from the APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Conclusion & Statement Options 

Chart in the AAP SOP. 

NATURA site name and code (from Q.1):           

Conclusion:      

Statement:                      

                      

NATURA site name and code (from Q.1):           

Conclusion:      

Statement:                      

                      

NATURA site name and code (from Q.1):           

Conclusion:      

Statement:                      

                      

 



 

Inspector details 

Name:        

Signature:       

Date:       

Please return this completed APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT Form to the relevant section within JCE, along with your 
overall Inspector’s Recommendations regarding the application at hand (approve, approve with conditions, 
refusal, etc.), which must reflect the outcome of this APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT.  

In all cases, the project can only receive approval if the Forest Service has determined that it will not 
significantly affect the NATURA site, or that conditions attached will ensure the same outcome. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

End 
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