
 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 
4.4 Please specify how these factors contribute of the Directive’s ineffectiveness: (400 
characters) 



 
 
The main barriers are enforcement, funding, resources and implementation. The Multiannual 
Financial Framework must ringfence funds to conserve nature. Every euro invested in nature 
provides up to 38 euro in benefits. Most EU funding is being used to encourage 
unsustainable practices. We must cease damaging subsidies and redirect money for a just 
transition to ensure the objectives of the Nature Directives are met. 
 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 
4.13 Please specify how the elements selected contribute to the inefficiency of the 
appropriate assessment procedures under the Birds and Habitats Directives: (400 
characters) 
 
AAs are a core safeguard in the Directives. Without ensuring effective in depth assessments 
of potential threats, we risk causing extreme damage to ecosystems. This will cause greater 
administrative burdens and costs. Challenges around appropriate assessments arise from a 
lack of capacity and insufficient implementation. Issues can be avoided by ensuring there is 
effective pre planning procedures. 



 

 
4.16 Do you have examples of best practices or solutions to reduce costs or 
administrative burden in appropriate assessment procedures? (1000 characters) 
 
Whenever a site is in favourable conservation status, it will be more resilient to pressures 
and the ecological integrity of the area will be stronger. This will then in turn help to 
streamline the appropriate assessment processes and allow for greater certainty of impacts 
on the site. Ensuring healthy functioning ecosystems will reduce costs and administrative 
burdens in the long run and it will help with faster, more efficient screening. Actions for 
mitigation against damage will also then be clearer. Legal certainty will be increased if there 
was stronger administrative capacity and the risk of delays will be reduced. 
 

 

 



 

 
4.21 Please provide examples of how that would help you: (400 characters) 

Changing species protection rules will create added bureaucracy which is not needed. If 
derogations are added this will only create uncertainty amongst the public, which will result 
in greater burdens and could increase mistrust in the process. Legal certainty is important for 
many people including landowners and businesses and changing rules at this stage will 
undermine that certainty.  

 



 

 

 

4.24 Please specify the provisions and/or species concerned for the elements 
selected contributing to the inefficiency (400 characters) 

The previous fitness check stated the laws are fit for purpose. Weakening environmental 
laws during a biodiversity and climate crisis puts nature, people and local and national 
economies at risk. Priority should be ensuring implementation. Funding and enforcement 
issues must be addressed. This will in turn reduce future burdens which will only increase if 
environmental protections are weakened. 

4.25 Do you have concrete examples of best practices or existing solutions to reduce 
costs or administrative burden in relation to species protection and derogation 
procedures? (1000 characters) 

Species sensitivity mapping has been undertaken in the marine space in Ireland and is 
currently being developed to take into account a range of species including those 
represented in the nature restoration regulation. Identifying important areas for a range of 
species is critical to ensure these areas will be protected for the species that rely on it. This 
will help give developers certainty on areas that are not suitable for industrial activities which 
will in turn reduce costs and time. Sensitivity mapping must include broad stakeholder 



 
engagement as well as the latest scientific research and take into account the expertise of 
civil society and local communities. 

 

 

5.1 Is there anything you would like to add in relation to this questionnaire? 

The Directives are compliant and aligned with other environmental legislation such as the 
Water Framework Directive, Nitrates Directive and Nature Restoration Regulation. 
Weakening the environmental ambition of the Nature Directives will undermine every other 
piece of environmental legislation. Member States are also currently drafting their national 
restoration plans to comply with the NRR and lowering ambition now is poor policy and will 
cost Member States time, resources and money. The stress test should be used to identify 
exactly where Member States can be assisted in ensuring the full implementation of these 
Directives and the best and fastest way to restore and protect nature in the EU. Recent 
wildfires should highlight how pertinent it is that we ensure ecosystems are healthy and 
resilient as we are in an era of climate change and unpredictable weather events. 

 


