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INTRODUCTION

MKO has been working at the cutting edge of environmental and planning practice for onshore wind
energy development in Ireland for more than a decade, securing planning consent for proposed
projects, identifying potential sites and quantifying the country’s future onshore wind energy potential.

Landscape is a key consideration in the selection of wind energy development sites and a key
determinant in the planning process for whether a proposed wind farm is deemed appropriate in a
particular location. There is no national landscape policy that can be easily used as a screening tool in
quantifying the country’s future onshore wind potential or objectively determining a site’s sensitivity to
wind farm development relative to the rest of the country.

Building on an earlier working concept methodology, MKO has undertaken this Landscape Sensitivity
Calibration exercise as a research project and prepared this report to demonstrate how landscape
sensitivity could be used to guide wind farm development to the most appropriate locations nationally

and regionally.

There is no single coherent landscape policy for Ireland. The National Landscape Strategy 2015-2025
(DAHG 2015) has four objectives, one of which is to:

“..provide a policy framework, which will put in place measures at national, sectoral -
including agriculture, tourism, energy, transport and marine - and local levels, together with
civil society, to protect, manage and properly plan through high quality design for the

sustainable stewardship of our landscape.”

No national or sectoral landscape policies have been developed since the publication of the National
Landscape Strategy in 2015. Existing landscape policies generally originate at Local Authority level and
relate to individual counties and their functional areas. Such policies often show significant incoherence
and variation in terms of methodologies, terminologies and classifications across different counties.

The need for rapid decarbonisation of the Irish economy via the deployment of renewable technologies
such as wind energy is clearly outlined in Government policy and national and European legislation.
These international and national targets and obligations have frequently run into the barrier of local
landscape policy, in the absence a coherent national or regional approach to classifying landscape
sensitivity to development such as wind energy.

The need for continued development of onshore wind energy is clearly outlined in Government
policies including the Climate Action Plan 2024 (DECC 2024) and National Planning Framework
(DHPLG 2018) and is vital if Ireland is to decarbonise its economy and meet its climate action targets.

The classification or “zoning” of lands as being potentially suitable or unsuitable for wind energy
development in Ireland is currently reliant on Local Authorities developing a renewable energy strategy
or dedicated wind energy strategy, usually as part of their County Development Plans for their
functional areas. The methods used for designating wind energy zones varies greatly from county to
county. The process for wind energy zoning often uses a sieve mapping process, involving a high-level
spatial analysis of the county in mind of factors that might both be facilitators for wind energy (e.g. high
wind speeds) and others that will restrict or constrain development of wind energy (e.g. ecological
designations such as Special Areas of Conservation).

In some counties, landscape sensitivity or an equivalent landscape classification system or metric is
strategically incorporated into the zoning of areas for wind energy development, whereas in other
counties it is not considered at all. In combination with other constraints (e.g. planning or
environmental factors), county landscape designations can disproportionately influence wind energy
zoning in some counties, which in reality results in a very small area of wind energy zones which are
considered appropriate for development.
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This cross-county variance in approach to how landscape is factored into wind energy zoning can be
highly problematic in the consenting process of wind energy projects. Furthermore, local policies
relating to wind energy development in a specific county do not always consider the greater national
need and can ultimately become a barrier to the necessary development of onshore wind energy
required for Ireland to meets its national climate action targets.

This Landscape Sensitivity Calibration exercise incorporating the assignment of landscape sensitivities
to wind energy in this report is a concept only, meant as an example output of a suggested
methodology, which may be further advanced, modified and/or refined. This report is intended to
demonstrate that determining coherent regional landscape sensitivity classifications for wind energy
development is possible and can be achieved within a faster timeframe than would be required to
revise or carry out comprehensive Landscape Character Assessments on a county-by-county basis, or an
entirely new national Landscape Character Assessment, thereby potentially aiding in removing
landscape policy roadblocks to sustainable wind energy development in the nearer future. This report
demonstrates the value of the concept methodology and the outputs it could generate, in the absence of
any other visible evidence to align local landscape policy and ensure it can facilitate rather than inhibit
further renewable energy development.

This report presents the methodology for the calibration exercise, comprising a national-scale desk
study reviewing the existing landscape policy for the Republic of Ireland, covering 26 county council
areas (25 counties plus one administrative area) structured into three Regional Assemblies, with a focus
on existing defined Landscape Character Areas (LCAs) and landscape sensitivity designations in local
policy (i.e. County Development Plans).

This report culminates in the assignment of the new draft landscape sensitivity metric to the existing
LCAs in Ireland, enabling greater consistency across county boundaries and a more logical
consideration of sensitivity to wind energy development in a regional and national context. The
rationale for this exercise (detailed in the next section) is to provide a coherent, practical, logical, and
appropriate approach to landscape sensitivity which will align with the requirement for regional wind
energy development zoning. The output of the exercise is a proposed standardised landscape sensitivity
hierarchy suitable for categorising landscape sensitivity to wind energy development at the regional or
national scale.

The remainder of this report is structured under the following headings:

Standardised Landscape Sensitivity Hierarchy — detailed table indicating the new draft
metric—the standardised Landscape Sensitivity Hierarchy, with descriptive criteria and
examples of indicative landscape areas and features;

Policy and Guidance Review — summary and context of relevant landscape sensitivity
content in key policy and guidance documents;

Methodology and Results — overview of the Landscape Sensitivity Calibration exercise
methodology, including how the standardised hierarchy was devised and its application
to Regional Assembly areas;

Limitations and Recommendations - identifying the key limitations of this approach and
recommended future work directions to encourage future applicability of the suggested
calibration methodology.

This report is accompanied by four appendices: three appendices outlining the results by Regional
Assembly for county landscape policy analysis, mapping and spatial analysis associated with the
calibration exercise, and one appendix map showing the calibrated landscape sensitivity results.

N
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STANDARDISED LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY HIERARCHY

Regional renewable energy strategies are currently being prepared to deliver on the Climate Action
Plan 2024’s stated action EL/234/4 to “Publish Regional Renewable Electricity Strategies.” The updated
Draft First Revision to the National Planning Framework (DHLGH 2024) also includes National Policy
Objective 74, which states:

“Each Regional Assembly must plan, through their Regional Spatial and Economic Strategy,
for the delivery of the regional renewable electricity capacity allocations indicated for onshore
wind and solar reflected in Table 9.1 below, and identily allocations for each of the local
authorities, based on the best available scientific evidence and in accordance with legislative
requirements, in order to meet the overall national target.”

Please note the reference to Table 9.1 above is related to a table in the updated Draft First Revision to
the National Planning Framework, not a table in this report.

The regional renewable energy strategies being prepared for the three regional assembly areas should
be identifying an appropriate area of viable land suitable for generation of at least 9 GW of energy to
be supplied by onshore wind farms by 2030, enabling Ireland to deliver on the targets set out in the
national climate action plan. Landscape must be a key consideration in the strategic zoning of lands for
wind energy at a regional level, or else it will continue to be a barrier for wind energy projects to
progress through the planning and consenting system.

Most counties in Ireland currently have a Landscape Character Assessment which forms part of their
current County Development Plan as well as some other form of landscape sensitivity, or equivalent,
classification. This study aims to draw upon all current and existing county landscape designations and
recalibrate them within a regional context which could appropriately inform regional wind energy
zoning in mind of two key objectives:

Ensure enough viable land (landscape areas) are included in wind energy zoning which
would enable Ireland to generate the energy it must do from wind energy to meet its
climate action targets,

Ensure that future wind energy developments are directed towards the most appropriate
landscape settings with the greatest capacity to absorb them and directed away from the
most sensitive and highest value landscapes.

The Landscape Sensitivity Calibration exercise was conducted by MKO in 2024 and Q1 2025,
involving a detailed desk study of existing policy culminating in the creation of a new draft
Standardised Landscape Sensitivity hierarchy with corresponding suggested capacity to accommodate
wind energy development (arranged here from most to least sensitive):

International - No Capacity,

National — None to Very Limited Capacity,
Regional - Limited Capacity,

County - Moderate Capacity,

Local — High Capacity.

This hierarchy is the product of a high-level exercise to compile a suggested methodology, involving the
necessary recalibration of current landscape sensitivity ratings used in local planning policy because of
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the previously explained general incongruency of policy across county boundaries. Table 2.1 in the
next section presents detailed criteria defining each level.

Among other considerations, the draft hierarchy is primarily based on the concept of identifying the
attributes of a landscape that make it generally suitable for wind energy development.

The draft hierarchy criteria were determined from a high-level perspective by attempting to balance
multiple influencing factors including the value and/or importance of landscapes as set out in local
policy, objective factors set out in landscape guidance, the generally recognised value in terms of
tourism and heritage assets, and susceptibility to change with respect to land-use, landcover, and
landscape character type.

These criteria generally take the approach of key guidance (Assessing Landscape Value Outside
National Designations, Technical Guidance Note 02/21, Landscape Institute 2021) that landscape
sensitivity can be evaluated in two parts: first having to do with inherent landscape character qualities
measured in terms of “value,” the second having to do with “susceptibility to change” with respect to
the specific type of development, in this case wind energy.

The criteria were also determined based on professional judgment as well as preliminary numerical
ordering and relativity exercises that attempted to compare county sensitivity scales with one another
but were unsuccessful to achieve coherency; these limitations are discussed further in Section 5.3 below.

Overall, the approach is intended as to be logical and pragmatic, drawing on all existing landscape
policy, designations, zoning and geographical boundaries, as well as literature guidance for best practice
methods, and professional judgement of MKO’s experienced practitioners as landscape, planning and
environmental consultants working on wind energy developments, to arrive at an output that is
functional, fit for purpose and could be used to inform the spatial planning of future wind energy
developments.
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Standardised Landscape Sensitivity Hierarchy Criteria

Landscape

Sensitivity

(highest
sensitivity)

National

Regional

Table 2.1: Standardised Landscape Sensitivity Hierarchy Criteria

Definition

Indicative/Example Criteria

Capacity to Accommodate Wind Energy
Development

Example Areas and/or Landform Features

Ilisetntoiel - Landscape Character Area | UNESCO designated No Capacity. > Bra na Boinne, Co. Meath;

(LCA) comprising or landscape or landform > Cliffs of Moher, Co. Clare; Slieve
featuring a landscape/ feature considered to be of | LCA comprises very unique, distinctive and League, Co. Donegal and similar.
landform feature of internationally recognised special landscape qualities and characteristics
internationally recognised | tourism, recreational or and a very high susceptibility to change. New
renown/ value/ cultural significance. wind development would most likely
importance. negatively impact the key sensitivities of the

LCA.
LCA comprising or Landscape or landform None to Very Limited Capacity. > Hill of Uisneach, Co. Westmeath;
featuring a landscape/ feature on the UNESCO > Copper Coast, Co. Waterford,;
landform feature of tentative list or one LCA comprises unique, distinctive and special | >  Ring of Kerry Landscape;
nationally recognised considered to be nationally | landscape qualities and characteristics and a > Rugged Ridge Peninsulas, Co. Cork
value, with important renowned or an important very high susceptibility to change. May have and similar.
landscape characteristics tourism, recreational or very limited capacity to accommodate wind
and receptors. cultural asset. energy developments in rare circumstances,

where it is clearly demonstrated that the

development would not significantly

negatively impact the key sensitivities of this

LCA.
LCA comprising or Landscape or landform Limited Capacity. > Blackstairs & Mt. Leinster, Co.
featuring a landscape/ feature likely to be a popular Carlow;
landform feature of tourism, recreational or LCA comprises areas of distinctive and special | >  Lough Derg, Co. Clare & Tipperary;
regionally recognised cultural destination for landscape qualities and characteristics > Achill & Clare Island Complex, Co.

value, with important

resulting in a high susceptibility to change;

Mayo and similar.

&
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Capacity to Accommodate Wind Energy

Example Areas and/or Landform Features

Sensitivity

County

Local
(lowest
sensitivity)

landscape characteristics
and receptors.

residents of the surrounding
regional counties.

Development

capacity to accommodate wind energy
development in occasional circumstances,
where it is clearly demonstrated that the
development would not significantly
negatively impact the key sensitivities of this
LCA.

LCA comprising or Reference given to Moderate Capacity. > Cuilcagh Aneirin Uplands, Co. Cavan;
featuring a landscape/ designated high sensitivity > Castlecomer Plateau, Co. Laois;
landform feature of landscape areas in local Comprises a mosaic of different landscape > Mullyash Uplands, Co. Monaghan
prominent value planning policy - County sensitivities and capacities for wind. LCA and similar.
recognised at the county Development Plans (CDPs). | comprises some areas of distinctive qualities
level. and characteristics, but also features landscape

areas, types and characteristics highly suitable

for accommodating wind energy development

e.g. modified working landscapes, marginal

upland, commercial forestry, cutover

bogs/peatlands, sparsely settled farmland.
LCA with some distinctive | Landscape with some value | High Capacity. > Fissured Fertile Middleground, Co.
landscape receptors and as denoted in CDPs (e.g. Cork;
characteristics of local nearby designated scenic Comprises few areas of high sensitivity. LCA | >  Kilkenny Western Basin;
value or which are amenity or protected includes landscape types/land uses/ land > Slieve Bernagh Uplands, Co. Clare;
commonplace. receptors) but are not covers with characteristics resulting in low >

entirely protected at a
county level.

susceptibility to change and high suitability for
accommodating wind energy development,
e.g. modified working landscapes, marginal
uplands, commercial forestry, cutover bogs/
peatlands, sparsely settled farmland.

Southern Lowlands, Co. Kildare and
similar.
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POLICY AND GUIDANCE REVIEW

This methodology involved a detailed review of landscape sensitivity topics in County Development
Plans (CDPs) and key guidance and literature on landscape planning and wind energy development to
gain an in-depth understanding of how landscape sensitivity is presented in guidance and used to
inform planning decisions. The concepts identified have informed the present methodology framework
and criteria of the standardised sensitivity hierarchy. This section outlines the CDPs and key literatures
consulted; all documents are listed in the Bibliography at the end of this report.

County Development Plans. This report and its associated Appendices 1, 2 and 3 structure Ireland’s
counties into the below-listed three Regional Assembly areas as defined by LocalGov.ie (2025), and
consulted all relevant CDPs listed here:

Northern and Western Region: Cavan, Donegal, Galway, Leitrim, Mayo, Monaghan,
Roscommon and Sligo;

Eastern and Midlands Region: Kildare, Laois, Longford, Louth, Meath, Offaly,
Westmeath, Wicklow and the Fingal County Council administrative area;

Southern Region: Carlow, Clare, Cork, Kerry, Kilkenny, Limerick, Tipperary, Waterford
and Wexford.

Note on Urban Areas: Key urban local authority areas and large urban areas mapped in CDPs were
excluded from the calibration exercise, considered as areas not suited to wind energy development and
therefore not relevant; e.g. Dublin City Council, South Dublin County Council, Dun Laoghaire-
Rathdown County Council, Galway City Council, Cork City Council and Limerick city. The Fingal
County Council administrative area was included in the calibration exercise as many parts of this area
comprise rural and sparsely settled landscapes clearly classified in the CDP'.

Landscape Guidance Documents. In addition to CDPs, a total of 19 No. guidance documents were
reviewed as an initial introduction to gain high-level understanding of how landscape sensitivity is
presented and discussed in key guidance typically used for assessing landscape in planning for wind
energy developments.

Examples of key landscape guidance documents for this methodology include but are not limited to the
following (listed from most recent) (full bibliography provided in Section 6):

Reframe Landscape Character Assessment, Report No.461 (Minogue et al. & EPA, 2024)
(hereafter, Reframe LCA),

Toolkit for Undertaking Landscape Character Assessment (Minogue et al. & EPA, 2024)
(Reframe LCA Toolkil),

Guidelines on the Information to be Contained in Environmental Impact Assessment
Reports (EPA, 2022) (EPA 2022 Guidelines),

Assessing Landscape Value Outside National Designations, Technical Guidance Note
02/21 (Landscape Institute, 2021),

Draft Revised Wind Energy Development Guidelines (DHLGH 2019) (2019 Draft
Revised WEDGs),

National Landscape Strategy (for Ireland) 2015-2025 (DAHG 2015),

Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment 3rd Edition (Landscape Institute
& IEMA, 2013) (GLVIAS),

Wind Energy Development Guidelines ( DEHLG, 2006) (2006 WEDG:s).

! Fingal County Development Plan 2023-2029; see Bibliography and Appendix 2: Eastern and Midlands Region.

N
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Summary of Landscape Sensitivity Findings

County Development Plans (CDPs)

The approach to identifying landscape areas and rating landscape sensitivity in the CDPs is inconsistent
across counties, and some counties have not conducted Landscape Character Assessment following the
aims and framework of the National Landscape Strategy 20152025 (DAHG 2015) or have not updated
such assessments within the last five years. This report acknowledges that many counties may be in the
process of currently updating CDPs, renewable energy strategies and/or Landscape Character
Assessments and therefore may not have the most up-to-date information published. It is held that this
exercise is taken to represent a snapshot in time of county information currently published and
available online at the time of conducting this exercise.

The information in CDPs related to Landscape Character Assessment typically included the use of the
terms: Landscape Character Areas (LCAs), Landscape Character Types (LCTs) and Landscape
Character Units (LCUs). All are landscape characterisation terms used to delineate geographically
distinct areas of landscape under the respective county’s criteria for assessment. The definitions of these
terms tend to vary by county with regard to whether the delineated areas are broad or small and
whether the landscapes are general or specific. This report considers the use of LCAs, LCTs and LCUs
by each county to represent that county’s “LCA framework” which was one component reviewed in
CDPs to inform the calibration.

Examples of the main inconsistencies relevant to landscape characterisation observed in CDPs are
briefly outlined below and the detailed data are available and presented in Appendices 1, 2 and 3.
Figures 3.1 through 3.3 below are illustrative of example inconsistencies, followed by discussion.

Map Legend
DONE GA I | o [ osi County Boundaries
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Large, Undefined Geographic Areas w/
Overlapping Boundaries

Co. Leitrim

Medium to Large Land Areas Inclusive of
Small Landform Features of differing
Value/Importance

Co. Monaghan

Small to Large Land Areas distinguishing
Specific Landform Features

All other counties shown on the map:
LCAs excluded for ease of visualisation.

Figure 3.1

Landscape Character Area (LCA)
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Figure 3-1: Examples of Inconsistent Approach to LCA Mapping Boundaries

Example 1 - Inconsistent Approach to LCA Framework and Mapping Boundaries. 3 No. of 26 counties
(25 counties plus Fingal administrative area) either have no LCAs, meaning that no Landscape
Character Assessment was conducted, or no longer recognise LCA boundaries from a previous
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assessment. 14 No. of the 26 counties have a divided framework, meaning the land areas are broadly
categorised and then sub-divided up to two additional times. Finally, the number of land areas within a
single county varies greatly. The following list highlights the noted inconsistencies in LCA framework
across the available county data:

No LCAs.

LCAs only.

LCTs or LCUs only.

LCAs divided once into LCTs/LCUs, or vice versa.

LCAs divided first into LCTs and then divided again into LCUs, or vice versa.
As little as four LCAs, up to as many as 76 LCAs, within one county.

VVVVVYVv

In addition, some counties have mapped LCA boundaries based on individual or specific landforms (of
varying size) deemed to be of higher value and/or importance that give rise to higher sensitivity ratings;
for example, the Hill of Uisneach and Grand Canal in Co. Westmeath. Meanwhile, other counties have
mapped broader geographical areas containing general landscape types (e.g. “rural farmland” or
“uplands”) which then may or may not contain individual/specific landforms deemed to be of higher
value; for example, Co. Cork divides single LCAs among multiple sensitivity categories owing to
features within them. One county, Cavan, has only identified large-scale geographical features which,
when mapped, result in overlapping area boundaries; examples of this and similar inconsistencies are
illustrated above in Figure 3-1.
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Figure 3-2: Examples of Inconsistent Approach to CDP Landscape Designations
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Example 2 - Inconsistent Approach to Landscape Designations other than LCAs. 9 No. of 26 counties
(25 counties plus Fingal) have not assigned any type of landscape designation indicating sensitivity,
value or a similar metric, while 17 counties have done so. Of those that have, most counties use
differing terminology for landscape designations; some use the term “Landscape Sensitivity” while
others use different terms that suggest an equivalent rating to sensitivity, e.g. vulnerable features,
primary and secondary amenity areas, heritage landscape, etc.
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Further, counties use differing tiers of sensitivity rating schemes (e.g. 2-tier, 3-tier, 4-tier, or 5-tier). In
addition, some counties align sensitivity designations exactly with LCA geographical boundaries, while
others do not, instead aligning them with linear features (e.g. cliffs, scenic routes, etc.), point features
(e.g. parks, lakes, mountains, etc.) or general landscape character types or other mapped designations.

Figure 3-2 above illustrates some of the above examples, as well as examples of inconsistent approach
to CDP landscape designations across county borders—for example, Galway land areas considered to
have “Low Sensitivity” in the south (green) directly border with Clare land areas of “Heritage
Landscape” which are considered high sensitivity (orange-hashed, see Fig.3.2 above).

Map Legend
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Figure 3-3: Examples of Inconsistent Approach to Wind Energy Strategy (WES)

Example 3 — Lack of Specific Landscape Sensitivity Ratings in Wind Energy Strategy (WES). At least
15 No. of 26 counties (25 counties plus Fingal) have conducted and published a current renewable
energy strategy or WES appraisal, while other counties have not. Of those that have, only 2 counties
(Clare and Mayo) assign specific Landscape Sensitivity to wind energy development; Mayo assigns
these ratings based on Policy Area boundaries (which are similar to LCA boundaries) and Mayo’s
associated WES areas align with the same boundaries, while Clare assigns these ratings directly to LCAs
yet Clare’s associated WES areas occupy various spatial areas within and across LCA boundaries.

Further, the approach to assessment for deriving and reporting WES is inconsistent in terms of
terminology, tiered rating schemes and geographical boundaries with which WES designations align,
e.g. LCAs, landform features, etc. Of the counties which have published renewable energy strategies,
they tend to use different terminology for the categories of suitability to wind energy development; most
use the common categories of: “Acceptable in Principle, Open to Consideration, and Not Normally
Permissible,” while some counties use other terms such as “Available Areas,” “Most Favoured,”
“Strategic Areas,” “Areas Not Deemed Suitable,” “Unsuitable,” “Generally to be Discouraged,” etc. In
addition, counties use different tiers of WES categorisation (e.g. 2-tier, 3-tier, 4-tier, 5-tier).

Finally, some counties align WES designations exactly with LCA geographical boundaries, while others

do not, instead aligning them with singular landscape features or general landscape character types and
descriptions, etc. Figure 3-3 above illustrates examples of inconsistent WES landscape designations.

10
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This exercise, as a high-level literature review, aims to identify and provide a baseline understanding of
the current approaches for how landscape sensitivity is both acknowledged and considered within the
national planning framework, whether in relation to wind energy or not.

Overall, the term “landscape sensitivity” carries different definitions across different guidance
documents and is sometimes presented conceptually and other times explicitly defined. Some
documents do not refer to the term specifically but do discuss related concepts, such as landscape
capacity assessment or Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA). Below, brief annotations are
provided for 19 No. publications (listed from most recent) to outline how landscape sensitivity is
discussed in many of the key documents currently used to assess landscape sensitivity in the context of
planning.

Reframe LCA & Reframe LCA Toolkit (Minogue et al. & EPA 2024). Reframe LCA and its
accompanying report, Reframe LCA Toolkit, are a combined salient guide to conducting proper
Landscape Character Assessment at the county level. They present a clear and logical framework to
guide Landscape Character Assessment based on at least 21 factors within natural, cultural/social and
perceptual and aesthetic themes.

The key objective of Reframe LCA is stated as (p.vii, Executive Summary):

“..to critically review the current landscape characterisation process in Ireland and consider
how it could be better adapted to contemporary spatial planning challenges.”

Within Reframe LCA, landscape sensitivity is not mentioned or discussed. Within the Reframe LCA
ToolKit, landscape sensitivity and renewable energy are mentioned briefly together under the concept
of “forces of change” in Ch.5 Trends in Landscape Change, where it is indicated that a separate process
following LCA baseline output should be required to determine sensitivity (p.83):

“The preparation of landscape guidance, which relates to different land use sectors (e.g.
renewable energy), is a distinct and separate process that follows from the LCA baseline
output.”’ The preparation of such landscape character guidance in terms of sensitivity and/or
capacity and impact evaluation is a distinct and separate process.”

Guidelines on the Information to be Contained in Environmental Impact Assessment Reports (EPA
2022). Introduces landscape sensitivity as one of four topics related to the environmental factor called
“Visual Effects.” Calls out general “sensitivity” as one of the environmental characteristics of
“Describing the Baseline” scenario for the land area of proposed projects — the determination of
sensitivity is considered as Step 5 of seven steps in Environmental Impact Assessment reporting. The
general term “sensitivity” is used throughout the definitions of the “Significance of Effects” table for
rating effects; conceptually, the term can be taken to refer to Landscape Sensitivity in relevant contexts.
Defines “sensitivity” as follows, which again, can be taken to refer to Landscape Sensitivity in relevant
contexts (p.77): “The potential of a receptor to be significantly affected.”

Assessing Landscape Value Outside National Designations, Technical Guidance Note 02/21 (LI 2021).
Indicates that landscape sensitivity comprises two parts — value and susceptibility. As previously stated
in Section 2.1 Concept and Criteria of this report, the guidance takes the approach that landscape
sensitivity can be evaluated in two parts: first having to do with inherent landscape character qualities
measured in terms of “value,” the second having to do with “susceptibility to change” with respect to
the specific type of development, in this case wind energy. It states with regard to landscape sensitivity

studies (p.5):

“..Jandscape sensitivity combines judgements about the susceptibility to the specific
development type/development scenario or other change being considered together with the
value(s) related fo that landscape and visual resource.”
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Guidance - Assessing the Cumulative Landscape and Visual Impact of Onshore Wind Energy
Developments (NatureScot 2021). Introduces landscape sensitivity specifically to wind energy
development as one of five products contributing to the assessment of cumulative landscape and visual
impacts; the other factors include distance between wind farms, distance over which wind farms are
visible, overall landscape character, siting and design of wind farms and “the way in which landscape is
experienced.” It states that landscape sensitivity should be reported as part of the baseline conditions of
cumulative assessment.

Landscape Sensitivity Assessment Guidance (Methodology) (NatureScot 2021). Outlines three main
principles of the process called Landscape Sensitivity Assessment (LSA) as (1) Being as straightforward
as possible, (2) Using a flexible approach, and (3) Focus of specific type(s) of landscape change. Defines
LSA as a means to help identify locations of lower sensitivity in relation to development (p.3):

“Landscape Sensitivity Assessments are strategic appraisals of the relative sensitivity of
landscapes to development types or land use changes. They are an important tool to help
guide development to less sensitive locations.”

The guidance further indicates that LSA should be primarily used as a strategic evidence base for
planning and land management policy, as well as to inform plans, policies, guidance and strategies at a
range of scales, i.e. CDPs (and thus WES). It defines landscape sensitivity as (p.3):

“Landscape sensitivity is a measure of the ability of a landscape to accommodate change
arising from specified development types or land management. It combines judgements of the
susceptibility of the landscape to change and the values attached to the landscape. Sensitivity
assessments or studies provide an indication of this in a manner which is robust, repeatable
and capable of standing up to scrutiny.”

The guidance differentiates between the LSA and LVIA processes, as is done in the GLVIA3 and its
clarifications document. Describes a five-stage approach to undertaking LSA including: (1) Define
purpose and scope with relation to project outputs, (2) Establish assessment parameters with relation to
development and land use scenarios, criteria and sensitivity levels, (3) Conduct the LSA, collate
findings and provide guidance for siting and design of the development type, (4) Reporting &
publishing to provide a clear and easy-to-read record of findings, and (5) Monitoring and updating with
respect to the development plan cycle.

Regional Seascape Character Assessment for Ireland 2020 (Minogue et al. & Marine Institute 2020).
Within the Regional Seascape Assessment, landscape sensitivity is not discussed. The related term of
“landscape character” is referred to in the mentioning of Landscape Character Assessment, as the basis
for the suggested methodology of Seascape Character Assessment. No mention of specific landscape
sensitivity is given.

2019 Draft Revised WEDGs and 2006 WEDGs. Both guidance documents indicate that landscape
sensitivity as determined through the sieve analysis methodology should be one of the qualifications
evaluated during the development plan process when considering the aesthetics of wind energy siting
and design. The WEDGs set out conceptual guidance on the potential appropriateness of wind
development in landscapes of high or very high sensitivity. They consider the factor of landscape
sensitivity in the siting and design of wind development with respect to the location of turbines. It is
explained that landscape sensitivity is an independent issue from the general suitability of landscape
character types to wind development.

Both guidance documents primarily provide guidance on incorporating landscape sensitivity as part of
a stepwise process to “identify suitable locations for wind energy development”in CDPs. The process is

to involve landscape sensitivity analysis as part of Landscape Character Assessment.

The 2019 Draft Revised WEDGs discuss landscape sensitivity as follows (p.28):
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“Landscape sensitivity depends on the type, nature and magnitude of the proposed change as
well as on the landscape’s characteristics. High sensitivity indicates a landscape vulnerable to
the change and vice versa. Landscape sensitivity is often used to refer to landscape studies that
assesses a landscape’s susceptibility to a particular type of development, for example wind
energy development.”

The 2006 WEDGs present a full methodology appendix (Appendix 1) on guidance for conducting the
stepwise landscape sensitivity analysis (sieve analysis) mentioned above, outlining six steps in the
process: (1) Desk review, (2) Consultation with planning staff, (3) Initial field work to identify high-
quality locations, (4) Public consultation by means of focus groups to inform WES, (5) Preparation of a
draft sensitivity map and (6) Further fieldwork and GIS studies to test the emerging sensitivity map.

An Approach to Landscape Sensitivity Assessment - To Inform Spatial Planning and Land
Management (Natural England 2019). Presents a four-step process to evaluating landscape sensitivity
that includes: (1) Define purpose and scope of LSA and prepare the brief, (2) Gather information to
inform the LSA through desk study and field study, (3) Assess landscape sensitivity of the assessment
units identify through desk and field studies, and (4) Reporting. Provides example annexes (i.e. blank
tables for data collection) for listing criteria to define visual criteria and indicators of susceptibility, and
for assessing landscape sensitivity to specific development types.

Seascapes Sensitivity Assessment: Technical Report MMO1204 (MMO 2019). Relates to “seascapes” as
a specific type of landscape and provides guidance on assessing the sensitivity of this landscape type to
inform spatial planning. Intended as a complimentary approach to LSA as presented by Natural
England (2019). As with similar guidance documents outlined above in this appendix, it outlines
landscape sensitivity as a factor of combining (i) susceptibility to change and (ii) value. Provides one
hypothetical example of LSA for wind energy in its Annex C, where it evaluates factors such as
ecological designations, heritage assets, recreational use, etc.

Siting and Designing Windfarms in the Landscape, Version 3a (SNH 2017). Identifies landscape
sensitivity as an integrated component of landscape characteristics which must be considered with
respect to selecting turbine size - it expands on this in terms of sensitivity being a factor to inform the
appropriate scale and dominance of turbines in the landscape, i.e. large turbines may be out of scale in
lowland, settled or smaller-scale landscapes. Indicates that areas of transition between landscape
character types are particularly sensitive, e.g. (p.14) “the change from a lowland strath to upland
foothills or scarp slopes.” Further, coastal areas are considered more sensitive than other landscapes.
Equates landscape “capacity” studies to landscape sensitivity studies, defining both as (p.36):

“Research which attempts to identily the landscapes more suited to a particular type of
development in a given area.”

National Landscape Strategy (DAHG 2015). No definition or discussion of landscape sensitivity is
given. The term is only briefly mentioned in the Foreword (p.5) to acknowledge the growing awareness

I«

of landscapes’ “sensitivity to change” but is not elaborated upon.

Spatial Planning for Onshore Wind Turbines - Natural Heritage Considerations (SNH 2015). States
briefly that landscape sensitivity should be identified early in the process of landscape capacity studies
with relation to undertaking Landscape Character Assessment, which can then be used to support the
generation of spatial framework for wind development. The term is not elaborated upon.

GLVIAS3 (LI 2013) and Notes and Clarifications on Aspects of GLVIA3 (LI 2023). Considers landscape
as one type of receptor (thereby separating this concept from that of visual receptors) in the Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) process and likewise provides guidance on assessing the
sensitivity of receptors, i.e. assessing landscape sensitivity and rating its significance of effects to
development types including wind energy. Sensitivity, along with magnitude of change are factors in
determining the significance of effects in the Environmental Impact Assessment (ELA) process, and the
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GLVIAS3 equates the phrase “nature of the receptor” with “sensitivity.” Defines the “Sensitivity of
Landscape Receptors” as (p.88):

“Landscape receptors need to be assessed firstly in terms of their sensitivity, combining
Judgements of their susceptibility to the type of change or development proposed and the
value attached to the landscape.”

The GLVIAS clarifications document highlights the relevance of understanding the difference between
the process of LSA and identifying landscape sensitivity as part of strategic landscape planning, which
are specific to landscape identification, and the process of LVIA which incorporates landscape into a
larger assessment process for EIA.

Historic Landscape Characterisation in Ireland: Best Practice Guidance (Heritage Council 2013).
Presents landscape sensitivity as one of several attributes informing the assessment process for Historic
Landscape Characterisation (HLC). It is to be synthesised with “vulnerability to change” in the four-
stage assessment and analysis process of HLC, stating that (p.55):

“Assessing historic landscape sensitivity thus needs to avoid equating this with importance’ but
should take account of both heritage and socio-economic values and completeness and
integrity of character in presenting an overall view.”

Indicates that and landscape’s “sensitivity to large-scale infrastructure” should be capable of informing
development plans. Equates historical significance with sensitivity in regard to defining landscape
character types. “Relict survival” and “period of origin” are stated as attributes of a landscape’s
sensitivity to change, as well as cultural, aesthetic and historical associations. Suggests that landscape
sensitivity ratings with respect to HLC should be mapped in GIS and that overall sensitivity is a function
of heritage values, considerations of physical survival and patterns of long-term change.

Topic Paper 6: Techniques and Criteria for Judging Capacity and Sensitivity (Natural England 2002).
Indicates that Landscape Character Assessment should be used as a tool to inform landscape sensitivity
studies. The guidance is meant to inform sensitivity (and capacity) studies by setting out key principles
and defining key terms and example approaches, and it provides a literature review of “sensitivity” in
the available guidance of the time, which is now more than 20 years old. Introduces the debate about
whether a landscape is inherently sensitive or whether it can only be sensitive to a specific external
pressure, e.g. wind energy development. It offers two definitions of landscape sensitivity as follows (p.3):

“Overall Iandscape sensitivity: This term should be used to refer primarily to the inherent
sensitivity of the landscape itself; irrespective of the type of change that may be under
consideration.

Landscape sensitivity to a specific type of change: This term should be used where it is
necessary to assess the sensitivity of the landscape to a particular type of change or
development.”

Landscape and Landscape Assessment - Consultation Draft of Guidelines for Planning Authorities
(DELG 2000). Regarding Landscape Character Assessment (p.3), the guidance indicates that landscape
sensitivity should be used to correspond landscape areas with suitability for various types of
development, including wind energy. In addition, this guidance dedicates an entire section to discussing
landscape sensitivity (Section 2.3, p.13), placing responsibility on local authorities to first categorise
landscapes according to their sensitivity, which may be measured by indicators including quality,
integrity, distinctiveness, popularity, cultural meaning, sense of public ownership and social importance;
and second to establish associated policy response. Defines landscape sensitivity as (p.13):

“The sensitivity of a landscape is the measure of its ability to accommodate change or
Intervention without suffering unacceptable effects to its character and values.”
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METHODOLOGY AND RESULTS

Step 1 - Identify Existing Local Landscape
Policy

Following the policy and guidance review, CDPs were researched for 25 counties plus the Fingal
County Council administrative area, structured into three Regional Assemblies, focusing on identifying
the relevant landscape policy and renewable energy strategies, including:

Landscape Character Areas (or LCTs, LCUs if relevant);
Landscape sensitivity scales, ratings and metrics;
Landscape designations other than character areas;
Wind Energy Strategies, capacity mapping or equivalent.

vVvvyv

The relevant supporting information was compiled and recorded. These data are available and
presented in Appendices 1, 2 and 3.

Step 2 - Mapping and Spatial Analysis

All existing LCAs (or LCTs, LCUs if relevant), Wind Energy Strategies and other designations relevant
to landscape were mapped in GIS. Spatial analysis of these policy areas enabled the following to be
determined for as many counties as possible:

> Wind energy policies that do / do not align with designated LCAs;

> Landscape sensitivity designations that do / do not align with designated LCAs;

> Identification of counties which have not mapped any LCAs, Wind Energy Strategies or
sensitive landscape designations;

> If applicable, the area (km?) and percentage (%) of relevant sensitivity designations in
each county and the relative coverage of each county in each region.

These data are available and presented in Appendices 1, 2 and 3.

Step 3 - Create New Landscape Sensitivity
Hierarchy

Based on review of all supporting information, mapping, spatial analysis and compiled data, the new
draft standardised Landscape Sensitivity Hierarchy was derived, comprising five levels (highest to
lowest): International, National, Regional, County, Local.

The detailed criteria, concept and indicative example landscapes and landform features were presented
previously in Section 2 and Table 2.1. The hierarchy of sensitivity is described as follows:

> International indicates UNESCO designated landscape or landform feature considered to
be of internationally recognised tourism, recreational or cultural significance;

> National indicates a landscape or landform feature on the UNESCO tentative list or one
considered to be nationally renowned or an important tourism, recreational or cultural
asset;

> Regional indicates a landscape or landform feature likely to be a popular tourism,
recreational or cultural destination for residents of the surrounding regional counties;

> County indicates reference given to designated high sensitivity landscape areas in local
planning policy - CDPs;

15
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> Local indicates a landscape with some value as denoted in CDPs (e.g., nearby designated
scenic amenity or protected receptors), but are not entirely protected at a county level.

Step 4 - Assign Existing LCAs to the New
Sensitivity Hierarchy

Finally, each LCA was assigned an appropriate classification in the new draft standardised Landscape
Sensitivity Hierarchy to align in a balanced manner with LCAs in its region as well as nationally, to the
greatest degree possible. Classification was applied and adjusted throughout multiple rounds of
discussion and evaluation, based on the collected data from methodology Steps 1 and 2 above, as well
as professional judgement and all other conceptual approaches described above in Section 2. This
included high-level analysis of the description of each LCA given in the CDP and any other sensitive or
high value landscape designations.

Step 5 - Results and Interpretation

Landscape Sensitivity for All Ireland

Appendix 4 presents a full A3-size PDF map of the high-level results for all three regions: Northern and
Western Region, Eastern and Midlands Region and Southern Region, showing the draft landscape
sensitivity classification for all of Ireland based on this suggested methodology. A smaller version of this
map is previewed below in Figure 4-1.

Following the map, Table 4.1 provides a breakdown of the entire country’s area and relative percentage
areas, according to the five landscape sensitivity classifications and the unrated urban areas. Table 4.2
provides the same areas and percentages to Regional Assembly level. Table 4.3 lists the collates the
results of the 25 counties plus Fingal in terms of the total percentage of landscape area assigned within
the landscape sensitivity hierarchy categories. Figure 4-2, Figure 4-3 and Figure 4-4 illustrate key findings
of the data in pie chart and bar graph form. The following Section 4.5.2 provides brief discussion of the
high-level interpretation of the results which can be considered at this stage.
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Map Legend

[] Ireland OSi National County Boundaries
[ Large Lakes and Waterbodies

L pe Sensitivity Hi y
B International

[ Urban Areas (no rating)

Note: Map uses land area boundaries within
counties according to County Development Plan
designations including:

- Landscape Character Areas (LCAs)
- Landscape Character Types (LCTs)
- Landscape Character Units (LCUs)
- Other designated area boundaries

See Appendices 1-3 for details and rationale on
county land area boundaries used for this
exercise.
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Figure 4-1: Preview Version of Appendix 4 — Map of Landscape Sensitivity for All Ireland

Table 4.1: Collated National Results of Landscape Sensitivity Classification

Area and % of Country in each Landscape Sensitivity Category

Percent Area

1.7% 1,213km?
6.2% 4,476km>
8.4% 6,016km”
26.0% 18,694km?
56.1% 40,348km?
1.6% 1,168km?




MKQO Research — Landscape Sensitivity Calibration — F — 2025.06.18 - 241008

M I < o > A Concept Methodology to Assist the Spatial Planning of Wind Energy in Ireland

% of Country in Each Landscape Sensitivity Category

Urban, 1.6% International, 1.7%

T~ | ~_ National, 6.2%

|

Figure 4-2: Pie Chart Representing % of Country in Each Landscape Sensitivity Category

Regional, 8.4%

Local, 56.1% County, 26.0%

Table 4.2: Collated Results of Landscape Sensitivity Classification by Regional Assembly Area
Area and % of each Regional Assembly Area in each Landscape Sensitivity Category

Local ‘ County ‘ Regional ‘ National International
km2‘%‘km2‘%‘km2‘%‘km2%km2

50.5%

13,903 30.8% 4,498 13.6% 3,748 3.1% 855

55.2% 8,004 30.4% 4,399 3.2% 469 6.1% 883 0.8% 113

61.7% 18,441 19.4% 5,798 6.0% 1,799 9.2% 2,737 2.4% 702
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Table 4.3: Collated Results of Landscape Sensitivity Classification by Coun
Area and % of each County in each Landscape Sensitivity Category

‘ Regional ‘ i Internatio;

na.l‘
s e w ot

Note: The highest values for Local, County and Regional Sensitivity categories within each region are highlighted in green with bold font—these
same counties are featured below in Figure 4.4 Sensitivity Results Pie Charts. Area values are rounded to the nearest 1km’.

Sensitivity Results for All of Ireland (Bar Graphs). Figure 4-3 below isolates the results of the Local,
County and Regional Sensitivity categories, with the counties arranged left to right in order of greatest
to smallest total land area in km? Theoretically, Local Sensitivity represents the most ideal category for
accommodating wind energy development, so the amount of land area in Local Sensitivity is shown first
(in blue), followed by County Sensitivity (in green) and Regional Sensitivity (in yellow). According to
the analysis, the top three counties in all of Ireland for each sensitivity category containing the highest
amount of land area are labelled in the charts with red arrowpoints.
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Figure 4-3: Sensitivity Results Bar Graphs — Highest Land Area for All of Ireland Counties
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Sensitivity Results by Regional Assembly (Pie Charts). Figure 4-4 below compares the same data as the
previous Table 4.3 and Figure 4-3 but separates the findings proportionally by Regional Assembly.
According to the analysis, in the Northern and Western Region, Galway has the most land area rating
as Local Sensitivity, while Donegal and Mayo have the most County and Regional Sensitivity land
areas, respectively. In the Eastern and Midlands Region, Westmeath has the most land area rating as
Local Sensitivity, while Wicklow and Offaly have the most County and Regional Sensitivity land areas,
respectively. In the Southern Region, Cork has the highest amount of land area in all three sensitivity
categories. The counties highlighted in Table 4.3 above are labelled below in the charts.

Northern and Western Region Land Area = km?

50.
= Galway 1095_ 00

m Mayo

m Cavan

m Roscommon /1888 / 1259.1

o
/
/

m Donegal

u Sligo '
= Monaghan
Leitrim

Eastern and Midlands Region

m Offaly

W Meath

m Westmeath

H Kildare

= Laois

m Longford

u Louth

u Wicklow
Fingal

Land Area = km?

Southern Region

1169

m Cork

u Tipperary
m Limerick
u Kerry

m Clare

m Kilkenny
u Wexford
w Waterford

Carlow

Figure 4-4: Sensitivity Results Pie Charts — Highest Land Area by Regional Assembly
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The results of this research exercise demonstrate that when landscape sensitivity is considered at a high
level and broad geographical scale, the relative landscape sensitivity can differ significantly from that
assigned when only classified at a county-level scale. To date, Local Authorities have not been expected
to consider the sensitivity of their county’s landscape either beyond their functional area or relative to
any other Local Authority’s landscape. With this in mind, the assessment of landscape capacity or
sensitivity at the county-level can be expected to rate certain areas as high, some as medium and others
as low, if for example, a three-point scale is used. However, the high-sensitivity landscapes in one
county, if considered objectively and relatively across a larger geographical area, might only be
classified as low-sensitivity on a regional or national scale. This research exercise demonstrates the value
of and need for a landscape sensitivity calibration exercise being undertaken at the regional or national
scale, specifically to guide and inform the spatial planning of wind energy developments.

This research exercise also clearly demonstrates that when landscape sensitivity is considered at a high
level and broad geographical scale, the landscape sensitivity to wind energy development for a large
proportion of the country results in it being classified as Local (56.1%) or County (26.0%) landscape
sensitivity. If the areas identified as such are not sufficient to achieve the Government’s targets for
onshore wind energy deployment, it may be necessary to consider the areas classified as being of
Regional landscape sensitivity, or higher.
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LIMITATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
High-Level Approach

It is emphasised that this is a high-level exercise and concept methodology. The assignment of
landscape sensitivities in this report is intended to demonstrate an example output of this concept
methodology, which can be further advanced, modified and/or refined. This exercise is intended only
to demonstrate that determining coherent regional landscape sensitivity designations may be possible to
achieve within a relatively short timeframe suitable to facilitate meeting short-term wind energy
deployment targets, while comprehensive and proper Landscape Character Assessment such as the
framework developed by EPA Reframe LCA (2024) may require a longer time to implement.

Professional Judgement

The methodology employed in this exercise was designed and conducted by MKO Landscape and
Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) specialists, with input from other environmental scientists and
planners also working for MKO, with up to 20+ years of experience in conducting LVIA for
Environmental Impact Assessment Reports accompanying onshore wind farm development planning
applications. This experience has provided a good sense of basic landscape types and qualities that
tend to be generally suitable for wind energy development.

Preliminary Numerical Ordering and Relativity
Exercise

This methodology comprises a preliminary landscape sensitivity calibration exercise conducted in 2023
that was refined in 2024 and 2025 for this report. The preliminary works included trial numerical
ordering and relativity exercises which were a first attempt to calibrate LCA qualities across county
boundaries, the outcomes of which informed the direction of the calibration methodology framework
but ultimately were not successful in achieving good calibration on their own. These works are
described below.

Numerical Ordering. First, for each county within a selected trial region (Munster), a table was created
listing the current sensitivity hierarchy used in that county. The sensitivity scale for each county was
given a numerical scoring relative to the number of classifications used, with “1” being the most
sensitive; the score of each class increased as sensitivity decreased. These tables allowed for similarities
and differences between the landscape sensitivity hierarchies used in each county to be identified.

Relativity Exercise. Next, the relativity exercise was conducted to identify the greatest range of
landscape sensitivity existing in the trial region by comparing all numerical sensitivity classifications
relative to each other. The numerical tables for each county were assembled adjacent to each other and
re-organised relative to each other considering the sensitivity of different designations in each county.
This exercise was conducted using relatively subjective determinations; however, it was only used as a
starting point to define the range of the new classification scale. Where possible, an evidence-based
approach was used to consider the relative positioning of each county looking at the most sensitive
landscape designations first. Overall, the trial numerical ordering and relativity exercises were a useful
step as a starting point in defining a new sensitivity scale, but the concept of comparing one county
scale with another was ultimately not useful for assigning sensitivity to existing LCAs.
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Geospatial Data Quality

To complete the high-level Mapping and Spatial Analysis (refer to Step 2 in the previous Section 4.2), it
was required to acquire or generate landscape GIS datasets files available from sources at the county
level such as County Councils, and the data obtained were not scrutinised for quality. While
conducting the exercise, it was noticed that some inaccuracies existed in the attribute tables of relevant
landscape GIS files (e.g. LCA boundary files), such as small land-area calculations being reported as
negative values, and other inconsistencies. While it is possible for such inaccuracies to be identified and
corrected for the purposes of conducting comprehensive and robust GIS analysis, such work was
outside the high-level scope of this research exercise and therefore was not performed. As a result,
related statistics such as those reported above in Tables 4.1 to 4.3 may be somewhat misrepresentative
of the actual values. It would not be anticipated for such values to be greatly differ from the actual
values; however, it is noted here that the level of scope of the current exercise did not allow for
verification of such inaccuracies.

Approach to LCA Frameworks and Mapping
Boundaries

This exercise has revealed one major limitation to assigning landscape sensitivity at the LCA framework
level, which is the inconsistency of approach by counties in terms of what aspects of the landscape
should be used for mapping LCA boundaries—essentially, amounting to inconsistent methods of
Landscape Character Assessment.

For example, some counties have determined LCA boundaries by distinguishing specific landforms of
higher sensitivity, while others have mapped broad areas containing smaller landforms/features of
varying sensitivity values. Still other counties have not mapped LCAs at all.

Given this inconsistency and the relatively long timescale required to carry out comprehensive and
robust Landscape Character Assessment, one important aspect of future calibration methods at the
regional/national scale is to devise a landscape/landform-based approach to mapping that allows for
appropriate distinguishing of important features when considering a landscape’s sensitivity rating
specifically to wind energy development.

Recommendations for Future Directions

Robust Sensitivity Classification based on Additional
Landscape Factors

First, it is recommended that the suggested methodology presented in this report be taken up by
relevant actors and further advanced, modified and/or refined for application at the regional or national
level.

It is anticipated that such works will involve detailed investigation and evaluation of both subjective and
objective factors related to landscape sensitivity to arrive at a robust classification scheme that accurately
represents landscape sensitivity to wind energy development coherently across regions.

It may be necessary to re-map or sub-divide the geographic boundaries of certain LCAs, to avoid
mapping very large areas containing smaller features of varying sensitivity.
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Comprehensive Geospatial Analysis

Lastly, it is recommended to conduct a more comprehensive and robust landscape geospatial analysis
in GIS, working with the available data from county-level sources such as County Councils.

It should be ensured that all data obtained are the most recent, up-to-date information available from
the source and are scrutinised for quality and accuracy. For example, it should be ensured that LCA
geographical boundaries are spatially verified and that no gaps exist in terms of land area between
them; further, all statistical calculations such as land area should be conducted and verified internally to
ensure that no data are missed and that all areas and important landform features are accounted for.

N
Nl
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Roscommon County Development

Appendix 1: Northern and Development Plan PlanningUnit

2022-2028

Mormal Rural Landscape

weSte r n Re g io n Sensitive Rural Landscape

o . ' CavanCounty
County Councils included: Development Plan 2022-2028 | IR High Valye | |  Visvally Vinerable Areas

1. CO' Cavan 10.16.1 Landscape Categories — ‘
o CO, Donegal There are five main Landscape Character Areas H.lgﬁ |.|"-E.|'I'.|'E' Scenic Routes
within the County. These areas have been chosen
. CO. Galway mainly due to their physical geclogical and — galw[ay counttlzl
.. geomorphological features which make them evelopmen an
. CO. Le|tr|m distinctive in the County. Moderate Value 2022-2028

ONOUAWN

CO Mayo 1. Cuilcagh-Anierin Uplands of West Cavan;
’ 2. The Lakelands;
. CO. Monaghan 3. Lake Catchments of South Cavan; , Comhalrie Chontae Liatroma - 4 - |Con|C
CO ROSCOm mon 4. Drumlin Belt and Uplands of East Cavan; Leitrim County Council
. . 5. Highlands of East Cavan, g Comhairle Contae -
. g e Dhin na nGall Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) 3 SpGClaI
. Co. S| [e]o) e e A1_[Leitrim Coast 2 _ High
A2 |Lough Melvin = Ig
— Views ~ Radhairc A3 |Mountains and Glens of North Leitrim L
. . - A4 |Lough Gill, Leean Mountain and Environs -
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included. Scenic Amenity (EHSA) ~ A6 _|The Boleybrack Mountains Urb A
== : Limstéar Conlaiste Go A7_|Lough Allen rban Areas
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— alrithe Arasceimne
= | L e | T | ki) comeoant | “Drveings: | - oesede Areas of High Scenic 4
Area ~ @ ) | @ Amenity ~ Limstéar Area of High Visual Amenity (AHVA)
— ‘ . = — e : -ty T B1 |Farmed hinterland of Arroo and Tievebaun
Policy = : Conlaiste Ardsceimhe .
wa: | @@ ®  ©® & B2 |Gulladoo Lake and Environs
Policy Areas of Moderate Scenic B3 |Dough Mountain
Area . . . @ Amenity ~ Limstéar B4 |Thur Mountain ‘
- | , Cénlaiste Measartha B5 |Lough Macnean Upper and Environs
as | @B | @ @ 4 B6 [Sheemore
sceimhe B7 |Corry Mountain
Key B8 |[Laheen Lough, Kilnamar Lough and Environs
@ ;,uh irmial b o v Hmpocts n he cxdng e o g B9 |Lough Scur, St John's Lough and Environs A
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Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

Countys LCA CcDbP Specific Sensitivity Tier-category | Landscape Area Notes/Issues Other CDP
Framework Sensitivity Sensitivity to Wind | used in CDP/WES Designation used for Landscape

this Exercise Designations
Cavan S LCAs. None. None. None. LCA boundaries with  Improper boundary Areas of High
no assigned overlap in the Value,
sensitivity. county SHP file. Areas of Special
Landscape
Interest.
Donegal None. Areas of Scenic  None. 3-tier in CDP: Previous LCA Scenic Amenity None.
Amenity. WES areas mapped Moderate (Scenic Amenity) boundaries which are  area boundaries
44 LCAs from in CDP different High not currently not suitable for this
previous CDP land area Especially High recognised, no exercise as they
are no longer boundaries, but no assigned sensitivity or are scattered and
recognised. specific sensitivity. scenic amenity. non-continuous;

therefore, we
adopted the LCA
boundaries from
previous CDP.

Galway 10 LCTs divided Landscape None. 4-tier in CDP: LCU boundaries with  No issues. None.
into 29 LCUs Sensitivity. Low (Sensitivity) sensitivity, plus urban.
plus urban High
areas. Special
Iconic
(table continued)
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LCA
Framework

CcDP
Sensitivity

Specific
Sensitivity to Wind

Sensitivity Tier-category
used in CDP/WES

Landscape Area

Designation used for

this Exercise

Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

Notes/Issues

Other CDP
Landscape
Designations

Leitrim 14 LCAs divided  None. None. None. LCA boundaries with ~ LCT boundaries Areas of
into 17 LCTs. no assigned not suitable for this Outstanding
sensitivity. exercise as they Beauty,
are scattered and Areas of High
non-continuous. Visual Amenity.
Mayo 4 Policy Areas Development WES uses same 4-tier in CDP/WES: LCU boundaries with  No issues. Dark Sky Park.
and 2 Sub-Policy Impact - sensitivity matrix Low (Sensitivity to Wind) sensitivity to wind.
Areas divided Landscape table as CDP. Medium
into 16 LCUs. Sensitivity Medium to High
Matrix. High
Monaghan 9 LCAs divided  None. None. None. LCA boundaries with ~ LCT boundaries Areas of Primary &
into 14 LCTs. no assigned not suitable for this Secondary
sensitivity. exercise as they do Amenity.
not contain
sensitivity
descriptions.
LCAs have
potential for
determining
sensitivity manually
based on
descriptions in
CDP.
(table continued) A
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Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

LCA CcDbP Specific Sensitivity Tier-category | Landscape Area Notes/Issues Other CDP
Framework Sensitivity Sensitivity to Wind | used in CDP/WES Designation used for Landscape

this Exercise Designations
Roscommon / LCTsdivided  Landscape RES maps Areas 4-tier in CDP: LCA boundaries with ~ RES land area None.
into 36 LCAs. Value. Suitable to Wind Moderate (Value) assigned value. boundaries
Farm Development, High mapped for wind Nature
but no specific Very High area suitability are  Designations are
sensitivity. Exceptional not relevant for only related to
this exercise as Heritage

they do not fully Sensitivity.
align with LCAs

and are not named,

described or

assigned

sensitivity in the

CDP.

Sligo None. Rural None. 2-tier in CDP: Rural Landscape Rural area None.
Landscapes. Normal Rural boundaries with boundaries not
Sensitive Rural general sensitivity. ideal for the Visually Vulnerable
exercise as they Areas are line
are scattered and features in GIS.
non-continuous,
with only two
types; however,
they were used as
no LCA boundaries
are available.

(table end)
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Source:

CO. Cavan Cavan County Development Plan 2022-2028
. Written Statement, Ch.10 Natural Heritage, Sections 10.14, 10.15, 10.16,
> LCA Framework: 5 LCAs 10.17, 10.18 and Appendices Vol.1, Appendix 14 Landscape Categorisation

> CDP Sensitivity based on: (no sensitivity rating) 2.3 5 cawnments o South East Cavan
> Rating Name: (n/a)
>

Area 4: Drumlin Belt and Uplands of East

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none)

Area 1: The Cuilcagh-Anierin Uplands of West Cavan

Cavan

Sensitivity Rating

as per CDP

No. of LCTs --

Total Area XX km?
Percent of Co. Area XX %

10.16.1 Landscape Categories
There are five main Landscape Character Areas

within the County. These areas have been chosen v H H .
mainly due to their physical geological and Other SenSIt“"ty CIassrﬂcatlons'
geomorphological features which make them

distinctive in the County. Lakeside and Riverside Amenity Areas
. Cuilcagh-Anieri lands of : 9 .
g Dpancs e caver Areas of High Value and Special Landscape Interest
3. Lake Catchments of South Cavam; . .
4. Drumlin Belt and Uplands of East Cavan; Major LakeS and Lake EﬂVlronS
5. Highlands of East C . g . . . .
Frane ot b County Heritage Sites, Special Heritage Sites A
©2025 MKO M |<9>


https://www.cavancoco.ie/file-library/planning/development-plans/development-plan-2022-2028/?pageNumber=4

Source:

CO- Donegal Donegal County Development Plan 2024-2030
> LCA Framework: (none) 44 LCAs from previous CDP are no longer Ch.11 Natural and Built Heritage, p.210
recognised.
> CDP Sensitivity based on: Unnamed land area boundaries are y y
mapped for scenic amenity. —= Views ~ Radhairc
> Rating Name: ‘Areas of Scenic Amenity’ Areas of Especially High
. e . . Scenic Amenity (EHSA) ~
>  Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none) R AT st G5
Sensitivity Rating as per ‘Areas of Moderate ‘Areas of High ‘Areas of Especially High hAairithe Ardsceimhe
CDP Scenic Amenity’ Scenic Amenity’ Scenic Amenity’ Areas of High Scenic
No. of LCAs Areas not aligned to any LCA framework (see extracted image below), thus Amenity ~ Limstear
) require detailed spatial analysis to calculate statistics. Codnlaiste Ardscéimhe
Total Area n/a n/a n/a Areas of Moderate Scenic
Amenity ~ Limstéar
Percent of Co. Area n/a n/a n/a Cénlaiste Measartha
‘ sceéimhe
Other Sensitivity Classifications: " ®
. . JEE .
No other landscape designations. T Note: Landscape Character
_ ' ;m et Wﬁﬁ W:ﬂgﬁ‘ Assessment no longer recognized.
Wind Energy (DCDP, Map 9.2.1) maps Yiogl ///{/Z’ A Landscape Character Assessment was
strategy areas unrelated to LCAs. e A ‘M,\ v “prepared & endorsed’ but “is not to be
Not Normally Permissible ~ B A8 — construed as an accompanying policy
Ni bheadh cead de ghnéath " 7 ' : )
T .- 2l - document of this Plar” (p.208 of the
Inghlacta ibPrionsal?al o " T Map 111 Draft DCDP 2024—2030) A
DB Brcomaneren " Map 9.2.1: SeaniaAmEnity MKO?>

©2025 MKO Wind Energy



https://www.donegalcocodocs.ie/docs/Draft%20County%20Donegal%20Development%20Plan%202024-2030%20Web%20Version.pdf

Source:

CO. Galway Galway County Development Plan 2022-2028

> CDP Sensitivity based on: 29 LCUs Appendix 4 Landscape Character Assessment
> Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’
> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none)

P P . B 4- Icomc
Sensitivity Rating as ; o ' .

per CDP Special Iconic

No. of LCAs 11 2 13 3

Total Area 3911.1km2 | 347.3 km? | 1776.5 km? 649.5 km?
Percent of Co. Area 57.9 % 5.1 % 26.3 % 9.6 % - Urban Areas

Other Sensitivity Classifications:

No other landscape designations.

Map 06 - Landscape Sensitivity
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https://consult.galway.ie/en/consultation/adopted-galway-county-development-plan-2022-2028

Source:

Leitrim County Development Plan 2023-2029

Co. Leitrim

LCA Framework: 14 LCAs divided into 17 LCTs
CDP Sensitivity based on: (no sensitivity rating)

Appendix VIl Landscape Character Assessment

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)

AR " 4

Rating Name: (n/a) e wme
Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none) 24 TLouh BN eoanBbuniieerdEnions

A5 |Benbo

A6 |The Boleybrack Mountains
A7 |Lough Allen

A8 |Slieve Anierin and Bencroy

Sensitivity Rating

Landscape Character Areas
1. Tullaghan Coast

as per CDP

2. Lough Melvin Lowlands

3. Lough Macnean Upper 3 R’ 2
No Of LCAS __ 4. Arroo and Mountain Outliers ) 4 ‘ S . 4
8. Tievebaun Uplands Area of High Visual Amenity (AHVA)
8:The:Doons and Crockaunis B1 |Farmed hinterland of Arroo and Tievebaun
Total Area n/a : f:"‘:l — B2 |[Gulladoo Lake and Environs
. The Boleybrack Uplands .
9. The Northern Glens and Central B3 Doth Moun_tam
Percent Of CO. Area n/a Lowlands B4 |Thur Mountain
10. Slieve Anierin B5 [Lough Macnean Upper and Environs

11. Corry Mountain

B6 |Sheemore

12. Ballinamore Loughlands

- - = B ' B7 [Corry Mountain
Landscape Character Types 2 Souh Luiim Drimiine:eng Stamnon B8 [Laheen Lough, Kilnamar Lough and Environs
S Figure 6.1 14. Corriga Uplands B9 [Lough Scur, St John's Lough and Environs
vt Landscape Character Areas Leitrim A B10|Lough Garadice and Environs
st el ’ County Development Plan 2023-2029 B11/|River Shannon and Lakes
;-3;';';";:'“8'::" and Foothils e e . . re . B12|Lough Rynn, Lough Errew and Environs
| s i Other Sensitivity Classifications:
= 11: Dru’mlin L:ughs and Stream Margins || Source:
12. River Floodplain .
{14 Drumin Farmnt it oot Bogs Areas of Outstandin g Natural Appendix VIl Landscape Designations, p.58,
[0 15. Undulating Hill Farmlan F| ure 5.1
e ) — il g Beauty (AONB) ?
Figure 5.1 ‘ 17. Tabular Hills : .
Landscape Character Types Leitrim = = o d .
County Development Plan 2023-2029 Areas of Hi g h Visual Amen |ty

M I(S
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https://www.leitrim.ie/council/services/planning-building/forward-planning-development/leitrim-county-development-plan/leitrim-county-development-plan-2023-2029/leitrim-county-development-plan.html

Co. Mayo

Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity Matrix’

Vv Vv

Sensitivity

LCA Framework: 4 Policy Areas and 2 Sub-Policy Areas divided into 16 LCUs.
CDP Sensitivity based on: Development Impact - Landscape Sensitivity Matrix Environment, p.186

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: Yes - Vol.1, Ch.10, p.197, Fig.10.1

Rating as ’ ‘Medium’ Medium to

per CDP
No. of LCAs 0 0 3
Total Area n/a n/a 2201.4 km? | 3322.3 km?
Percent of 0

Co. Area n/a n/a 60.1 %

Source:

Mayo County Development Plan 2022-2028
Vol.1 Written Statement, Ch.10 Natural

Other Sensitivity Classifications:

Dark Sky Park at Wild Nephin
Ballycroy National Park

(p.195 — NEO 46)

©2025 MKO
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https://www.mayo.ie/planning/county-development-plans/2022-2028

Source:

CO. Monaghan Monaghan County Development Plan 2025-2031

> LCA Framework: 9 LCAs divided to 14 LCTs Vol.1 Written Statement, Ch.6 Heritage, Conservation
e . e s . and Landscape, Section 6.3 Landscape and 6.4
> CDI.D Sensitivity based on: (no sensitivity ratings) Landscape Character Assessment, p.103
> Rating Name: (n/a) o . LANDSCAPE CHARACTER AREAS
> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none) ™
Sensitivity Rating LANDSCAPE CHARACTER TYPES
as per CDP y e
No. of LCAs - A &
Total Area n/a 2 i

Percent of Co. Area n/a

Other Sensitivity Classifications:

Landscape Character Areas
3] sseve Beagh uplands
E Blackwater Valley & Drumiin Farmiand
53 smanborougn Hils

[[2] crones Ruver Valley & Farmed Uplands
[5] monaghan Drumiin Uplands

E Mullyash Uplands

2] sanyvay Castieblayney Lakeianas
[£5] onumin and Upland Farmiand of South Monaghan
E Carrickmacross Drumiin & Lowland Farmiand

Areas of Primary/Secondary
Amenity

Landscape Character Types D Farmed Foothills - Undulating Farmland |:| Upland Farmland with Rock Outcrops

- Blanket Bog D Farmed Lakelands I:l Upland Bog with Afforestation - Upland Plateau
- Drumlin Farmland |:I Flat Riverine Farmland D Upland Drumlin Famland - Urban
|:| Drumlin Foothills D River Valley Farmland - Upland Farmland with Afforestation

©2025 MKO I‘j’ !




Source:

CO. ROSCOmmOn Roscommon County Development Plan 2022-

> LCA Framework: 7 LCTs divided to 36 LCAs 2028

> CDP Sensitivity based on: 36 LCAs Vol.1 Ch.10.13 Landscape Character — Associated
> Rating Name: ‘Landscape Value’ Documents — Landscape Character Assessment.
>

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none)

Sensitivity ‘Moderate

Value'

‘Very High ‘Exceptional
Value’ \EV-Y N

Rating as per
CDP | High Value

‘High Value’

No. of LCAs 15 7 12 2

| Mooderate Value

Total Area 1100.6 km?2 527.6 km? 724.1 km? 194.8 km?2

Percent of Co.

43.2 % 20.7 % 28.4 % 7.7 %
Area

Other Sensitivity Classifications:

Nature Designations

Stzokes town
——

Renewable Energy Strategy maps ‘Areas Suitable for Wind
Development’ but these have no sensitivity and do not fully align with
LCA or LCT geographic boundaries.

i)

©2025 MKO
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https://www.rosdevplan.ie/roscommon-county-development-plan-2022-2028/
https://www.rosdevplan.ie/roscommon-county-development-plan-2022-2028/

Source:

Co. Sligo Sligo County Development Plan 2024-2030
>

LCA Framework: (none) Vol.3 Ch.23 Landscape Character and ‘Landscape

>  CDP Sensitivity based on: Unnamed ‘Rural’ land area boundaries Characterisation Map’
are mapped with 2-tier sensitivity.

> Rating Name: Normal or Sensitive "‘ 1
> Specific Land Sensitivity for Wind: (none) Landscape
ecific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none . e
P P Y Characterisation
Map
Sensitivity Rating

as per CDP

Normal Rural Landscape

No. of LCAs )
Requires detailed

Total Area spatial analysis to

Sensitive Rural Landscape

calculate by unnamed
Percent of Co. Area | land area boundaries. ——  \Visually Vulnerable Areas
Scenic Routes
Other Sensitivity Classifications: S ]

s
A

No other landscape designations.

Note: ‘Visually Vulnerable Areas’
are line features in GIS.
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https://www.sligococo.ie/cdp/

MKQO Research — Landscape sitivity Calibration — F — 2025.00.18 - 241008
A Concept Methodology ssist the Spatial Planning of Wind Energy in Ireland
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Appendix 2: Eastern
and Midlands Region

County Councils included:

Fingal Co. Council
2. Co. Kildare

. Co. Laois

. Co. Longford

. Co. Louth

Co. Meath

. Co. Offaly

. Co. Westmeath

. Co. Wicklow

*Note - Fingal County Council
Administrative Area is included.
All other urban areas are excluded.

FINGAL
DEVELOPMENT

PLAN

Landscape Sensitivity

Medium
High

Low

Table 17.1
HIERARCHY
Kildare County Council LANDSCAPE
Planning & Strategic SATRCORY
Development Department
Aras Chill Dara,

By Devoy Park, Naas, Co Kildare

LANDSCAPE
AREA

Legend
Areas of Sensitivity

- Class 5 - Unique

Wicklow Landscape categories

1
Mountain and
Lakeshore AONB

The Mountain
Uplands

The Blessington
Lakes Area

The Bray
Mountains Group

The North Eastern
Valley / Glencree

WICKLOW COUNTY

Development Plan

2016 - 2022

2 3 4 5
Coastal Areas Areas of High Corridor Area Lowlands
AONB Amenity
Northern Coastal North East N11 Corridor Rolling
Area Mountain Lowland
Lowlands Areas 1-6
Southern Coastal N81 corridor
Area South East
Mountain
Lowlands
Southern Hills
Baltinglass Hills
Transitional
Lands

ranging from
Levels 1-6 of
the Wicklow

6
Urban Area

All towns

Settlement
Hierarchy

Class 4 - Special

Class 3 - High Sensitivity

A

Comhairle Chontae Uibh Fhaili

Offaly County Counc

Landscape Classification

MAP 11.7 - LANDSCAPE CHARACTER

ASSESSMENT

Mountain, Hills and Upland Areas

Rolling Hills

Lowland Agricultural Areas

Peatland Areas

Urban Fringe Areas

Table 11.6: Landscape Sensitivity

Fringes

y Character Areaand  |Description
'Special Features
Low Sensitivity Lowland Agricultural Areas, Urban |Areas with the capacity to

lgenerally accommodate a wide
range of uses without significant
fadverse effects on the appearance
or character of the area

Medium Sensitivity

©2025 MKO

Rolling Hills and Hills and Upland

|Areas

lAreas with the capacity to
laccommodate a range of uses
ithout significant adverse effects
fon the appearance or character of
the landscape having regards to

localised sensitivity factors

Class 2 - Medium Sensitivity
Landscape Character Areas Importance
Class 1 _ LOW SenSIlIVIly # Carlingford Lough and Mountains incl. West Feede Uplands International - High Landscape SeﬂSlllVl['f
v Boyne & Mattock Valley Nationa! Medium Landscape Sensitivity
« Dundalk Bay Coast Low Landscape Sensitivity
« Dunany to Boyne Estuary Coast Regional
" + Uplands of Collon and rboice
* Cooley Lowlands and Coastal Area
#  Lower Faughart, Castletown and Flurry River basin Local
# Louth Drumlin and Lake Areas
Development p|an + Muirhevna Plain LONGFORD
COUNTY DEVELOPMENT PLAN
Box 4 2021-2027
able 14.1: County Lon T [ondscope Character Type and Sensivity

Criteria for Defining Sensitivity

High Sensitivity: A vulnerable landscape likely to be fragile and
susceptible to change. Frequency and sensitivity of users is likely to
be high. The introduction of a change is likely to significantly alter
the character to the extent that it would be difficult or impossible
to restore.

Medium Sensitivity: A landscape that can accommodate a certain
amount of change without affecting the overall character. There
are unlikely to be large numbers of people using or viewing this
landscape.

Low Sensitivity: A resilient landscape that is robust and/ or
tolerant of change. It s likely to be easily restored and the
frequency and sensitivity of users is likely to be low.

Unit 1 - Northern
Drumlin Lakeland
Unit 2~ Northern
Upland

Unit 3~ Shannon
Basin/Lough Ree

Unit 4 - Central
Corridor

Unit 5~ Inny Basin

Unit 6~ Peatlands

Unit 7 - Dpen
Agricultural

Sensitivity of much of this landscape can be classified as LOW to MEDIUM with
some HIGH sensitivity in the vicinity of the lakes and designated scenic routes
Sensitivity of much of this landscape can be classified as MEDIUM to HIGH

Sensitivity of the landscapes in this unit range from MEDIUM - along the sauth-
eastern border of the unit- to HIGH sensitivity- along the shores of the [ake, islands,
the riverbanks, and in the vicinity of the Aguifer.

Sensitivity of the landscapes in this unit are generally LOW. Potential areas of
MEDIUM to HKSH sensitivity exist inthe vicinity of protected woodlands, riverbanks
and in the vicinity of the Aguifer.

Sensitivity of the landscapes in this unit are generally LOW. Patential areas of
MEDIUN to HIGH sensitivity exist inthe vicinity of protected wood lands, riverbanks.
Visual Sensitivity of the landscapes are generally LOW, as their flat nature allows
development to be accommodated with minimum screening needed to achieve
integration into its surrounds. An exception to this designation is the vicinity of the
Royal Canal, where sensitivity is HIGH.

In Evwironmental terms, sensitivity can be generally termed MEDIUM to HIGH due
ta the limited capacity of the receiving emironment to cater for additional effluent
loading.

Visual sensitivity of the landscapes in this unit are generally LOW to MEDIUM. An
exception to this designation is the vicinity of the Roval Canal, the River Inny, in
Upland Areas with designated scenic views, and in praximity to the heritage village
of Ardagh where sensitivity is HIGH.
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Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

LCA CcDbP Specific Sensitivity Tier-category | Landscape Area Notes/Issues Other CDP
Framework Sensitivity Sensitivity to Wind | used in CDP/WES Designation used for Landscape
this Exercise Designations
Fingal Co. 6 LCTs in the Landscape None. 3-tier in CDP: LCT boundaries with ~ LCA boundaries in  Landscape Value
Council CDP. Sensitivity. Low (Sensitivity) general sensitivity. the WES not (aligns with LCTs),
Admin. Area WES mapping uses  Medium suitable for this Highly Sensitive
3 LCAs in the different land area  High exercise as it uses  Landscapes (do
WES. boundaries, but no different land areas not align with
specific sensitivity. to LCTs and do not LCTs).
have specific
sensitivity.
Kildare 8 LCAs. Landscape None. S-tier in CDP: LCA boundaries with  Compatibility to Highly Sensitive
Sensitivity Class 1 Low (Sensitivity) general sensitivity. Windfarm Areas of Amenity.
Classification. Compatibility to Class 2 Medium numerical ratings
Windfarm does not  Class 3 High are separate to
indicate sensitivity.  Class 4 Special sensitivity
Class 5 Unique classification.
Laois 7 LCAs. Landscape None. 3-tier in CDP: LCA boundaries with ~ WES land areas do  European Sites are
Sensitivity. Low (Sensitivity) general sensitivity. not spatially align considered High
WES mapping uses  Medium with LCAs and do Sensitivity.
different land area High not cover the
boundaries, but no whole county, and
specific sensitivity. do not have
specific sensitivity.
(table continued) A
©2025 MKO M |<9>



Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

LCA CcDbP Specific Sensitivity Tier-category | Landscape Area Notes/Issues Other CDP

Framework Sensitivity Sensitivity to Wind | used in CDP/WES Designation used for Landscape
this Exercise Designations
Longford 7 LCTs. Landscape None. 4-tier in CDP: LCT boundaries with  WES land areas do  None.
Sensitivity. Low (Sensitivity) general sensitivity. not spatially align
CDP maps Areas of Low to Medium with LCTs and do
Wind Farm Potential Medium not cover the
separate from Medium to High whole county, and
LCTs. do not have
specific sensitivity.
Louth 9 LCAs. Importance. None. 4-tier in CDP: LCA boundaries with  No issues. Areas of
Local (Importance) assigned importance. Outstanding
Regional Natural Beauty,
National Areas of High
International Scenic Quality,

Contains two
Tentative UNESCO
sites,

Borders with
UNESCO site in
Meath.

(table continued)
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Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

LCA CcDbP Specific Sensitivity Tier-category | Landscape Area Notes/Issues Other CDP

Framework Sensitivity Sensitivity to Wind | used in CDP/WES Designation used for Landscape
this Exercise Designations
Meath 4 LCTs divided  Landscape Landscape 3-tier in CDP: LCA boundaries with  No issues. Landscape Value,
into 20 LCAs. Sensitivity. Capacity for Wind Low (Sensitivity) general sensitivity. Landscape
Turbines. Medium/Moderate WES capacity Importance,
High ratings are UNESCO World

assigned by LCA Heritage Site.
and used the same
3-tier hierarchy.

Offaly None. Landscape None. 3-tier in CDP: ‘Character Area’ In the CDP, 10 Areas of High
Sensitivity Low (Sensitivity Areas) boundaries as ‘character area’ Amenity.
Areas. WES maps separate Medium described in CDP with types are named,
Potential Wind High general sensitivity. described and
Areas, but no assigned
specific sensitivity. sensitivity,

amounting to 14
areas total. GIS
SHP file was
constructed in-
house following

these.
Westmeath 11 LCAs. None. None. None. LCA boundaries with No issues. Lake Amenities,
no assigned High Amenity
sensitivity. Areas,
Tentative UNESCO
site.

(table continued)
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Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

LCA CcDbP Specific Sensitivity Tier-category | Landscape Area Notes/Issues Other CDP
Framework Sensitivity Sensitivity to Wind | used in CDP/WES Designation used for Landscape

this Exercise Designations
Wicklow 6 Landscape Vulnerability None. 4-tier CDP (Vulnerability): ~ LCA boundaries with  CDP sensitivity None.
Categories (aligns with Low assigned vulnerability. spatial boundaries
divided into 15 LCAs). Medium not suitable for this
LCAs. High exercise as the
Landscape Very High areas are small,
Sensitivity scattered and non-
(does not align 5-tier CDP (Sensitivity): continuous, and do
with LCASs). Low not align with LCA
Low to Medium boundaries.
Medium
Medium to High
High
(table end)
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Source:

Fingal Co. CounCil Admin. Area Fringal Development Plan 2023-2029

LCA Framework: 6 LCTs in CDP and 3 LCAs in WES Ch.9 Green Infrastructure and Natural Heritage,
o Section 9.6.14 Landscape Character Assessment
CDP Sensitivity based on: 6 LCTs in CDP e —
Wind Energy Strategy

>
>
> Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’ Landscape Character Areas

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: None, but WES
maps 3 LCAs with different geographical boundaries to
the CDP LCTs, as strategy areas.

Hilly& Flat Farmland

- Urban/Industrial Lands

Sensitivity ‘Class 2 -

Rating as per ‘Class 1 - Low’

‘Class 3 - High’

B

CDP Medium
No. of LCAs 1 1 4
Total Area 169.4 km? 43.8 km? 253.1 km?
Percent of Co. 36.3 % 9.4 % 54.3 %

Area - y
Other SenSItIVIty CIaSSIfIcatlons° Table 9.3: Landscape Character Assessment Summary-Character, Value and Sensitivity fﬁﬁ:in_gal County Council Devi—llment
La ndsca pe Va I ue (allg ns Wlth Landscae Character Types Landscape Value Lanscape Sensitivity A (P:I::rjgz;"reza(:zi:':;‘;sézzity
LCTS |n CDP) Rolling Hills Type Modest Medium Note: Fingal CC

High Lying Type High — opensource data for
: I Low Lying Type Modest Low LCAs are from previous
nghly Sen§|t|ve Landscapes (do B o . CDP 20175093,
nOt a“gn Wlth LCTS) Coastal Type Exceptional High AN
iver Valley and Cana e igh igh
©2025 MKO i Valley and Canal Typ g Hig M |<9>


https://www.fingal.ie/development-plan-2023-2029

Source:

Kildare County Development Plan 2023-2029

Vol.1, Ch.13, p.444, Table 13.1, Fig. Landscape
Sensitivity Areas

Co. Kildare

> LCA Framework: 8 LCAs

> CDP Sensitivity based on: 8 LCAs
>

)

Legend
Areas of Sensitivity

- Class 5 - Unigue

Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: None - but Windfarm
‘Compatibility to Windfarm'’ is indicated, Vol.1, Ch.13, _
p.447 — Ta ble 13.3 5-Ic_iirk;-:ryntsc:abni;:ry compatible in most CIEE“S 4 = Spemal

4 - Likely to be compatible with

Sensitivity

Rating as per
CDP

‘Class 1 -
Low’

‘Class 2 -
Medium’

‘Class 3 -
High'’

reasonable care.

- Likely to be compatible with great

care.

- Compatible only in certain

circumstances.

Class 3 - High Sensitivity

Class 2 - Medium Sensitivity

No. of LCAs 4 2 2 ' Groumatanen. | CPene! Class 1 - Low Sensitivity
0 - Very unlikely to be compatible.
Total Area 930.7 km? 230.6 km? 370.8 km? e
Principal Landscape| gjass 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class 5
Percent of o o o i Character Low Medium | High | Special Unique
Co. Area 55 /O 13.6 /O 21 .9 /0 Wln dfarm sensgmgiar:md} Sensitivity | Sensitivity | Sensitivity | Sensitivity | Sensitivity
Southern Lowlands Class 1
Other Sensitivity Classifications: Compatibility Key Eastern Transition Class 2
Sub-ordinate Landscape Areas — Special and Unique Sensitivit Eastern Uplands Classs
P P E Y/ Most o Eastern Class 2
AreaS Of High Amenity = nghly SenSitlve Hfgh Sub-ordinate Landscape Areas
Demesne Landscapes — Historic Gardens and Designed Landscapes i Northern Hills Class
Chair of Kildare Class 4
Dun Ailinne is being assessed for consideration for addition to the Low The Curagh p—
UNESCO World Heritage Sites Tentative List
Least

©2025 MKO
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https://kildarecoco.ie/AllServices/Planning/DevelopmentPlans/KildareCountyDevelopmentPlan2023-2029/

Source:

Co. Laoils Laois County Development Plan 2021-2027

> LCA Framework: 7 LCAs Vol.1, Ch.11 Biodiversity and Natural Heritage, p.277

> CDP Sensitivity based on: 7 LCAs
> Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’
> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none)

Sensitivity Rating

MAP 11.7 - LANDSCAPE CHARACTER
ASSESSMENT

Mountain, Hills and Upland Areas

Rolling Hills
Lowland Agricultural Areas

Peatland Areas

Urban Fringe Areas

as per CDP Al

No. of LCAs 2 2 3

Total Area 919.3 km?2 757.5 km?2 34.8 km?

Percent of Co. 53.6 % 44.2 % 2.2%
Other.s.ens.itivity Table 116 Landscape Sensitivity —
C I a ss If I c atlon s: Sensitivity Is.laaggisaﬁalf:aﬁll::;acter Area and Description
European Sitesare 0
considered highly sensitive O SenSIVI  nges. | oreutural Areas, Lrban e iy sccommodats. a” wide
range of uses without significant

Note: Appendix 5 WES maps Br eharactor of e area oo
different land area boundaries |medium Sensitivity [Rolling Hills and Hills and Upland |Areas with the capacity to

n the appearance or character of
he landscape having regards to
localised sensitivity factors

Areas ccommodate a range of uses
tO LCAS. Fithout significant adverse effects

©2025 MKO
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LAOIS COUNTY COUNCIL U
FORWARD PLANNING SECTION A N957,

Offaly

lSensilIvily Landscape Character Area and  |Description
Special Features

. ) Areas with reduced capacity to
High Sensitivity Peatlands, River Corridors and | gcocommodate uses  without

Lakes, Mountain Areas, European gignificant adverse effects on
Sites the appearance or character of
the landscapehaving regard to

prevalent sensitivity factors or

special sensitivity factors A
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https://consult.laois.ie/en/consultation/laois-county-development-plan-2021-2027

Source:

Longford County Development Plan 2021-2027

LCDP 2021-27 - Vol.1, Ch.14 Landscape Character,
Section 14.5, p.385

Table 14.1: County Longford’s Landscape Character Type and Sensitivity

Landscape Character Landscape Sensitivity
Type

Unit 1 — Northern Sensitivity of much of this landscape can be classified as LOW to MEDIUM with
Drumlin Lakeland some HIGH sensitivity in the vicinity of the lakes and designated scenic routes

Unit 2 — Northern Sensitivity of much of this landscape can be classified as MEDIUM to HIGH

Co. Longford

LCA Framework: 7LCTs

CDP Sensitivity based on: 7LCTs
Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind:
(none)

VvV V VvV VvV

Upland
S ,t, .t Unit 3 = Shannon Sensitivity of the landscapes in this unit range from MEDIUM - along the south-
ensitivi y ‘ ‘ . Basin/Lough Ree eastern border of the unit- to HIGH sensitivity- along the shores of the lake, islands,
Rating as MLO(;’Y to ‘Medium' Mel_(l:l.lu;;n to the riverbanks, and in the vicinity of the Aquifer.
edium’ igh’
per CDP Legend Title: Landscape Character Types
No. of 5 5 1 5 ] ovenAgricutture in County Longford
LCAs
- Peatlands Longford County Development Plan 2021 - 2027
Total Area 311.8 km?2 293.5 km? 120.4 km?2 364.4 km?2 I inny Basin
Percent of (L] Central Corridor Rescarmon
28.6 % 26.9 % 1M1.1% 33.4 % :
Co. Area |:| Shannon Basin/Lough Ree
.. . . - Morthern Upland
Other Sensitivity Classifications: Legend B Norther Drumiin Lakeland
None. 1 Preferred Locations

Note: CDP maps ‘Areas of Wind Farm
Potential’ that do not align with LCT

boundaries.

©2025 MKO

FZ5] Buffer Zones

EZ Non Prefered Locations

Title: Areas of Wind Farm Potential
Longford County Development Plan 2021 - 2027
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https://www.longfordcoco.ie/services/planning/longford-county-development-plan-2021-2027/

Co. Louth

Source:

Louth County Development Plan 2021-2027

> LCAFramework: 9 LCAs Vol.1 Ch.8 Natural Heritage, Green Infrastructure
> CDP Sensitivity based on: 9 LCAs and Biodiversity, pp.8-18 and 8-19
> Rating Name: ‘Importance’ L —
> SpeCifiC La nd SCa pe SenSitiVity fOr Wind: (none) # Carlingford Lough and Mountains incl. West Feede Uplands International
+ Boyne & Mattock Valley Maticnal
Sensitivity s Dundalk Bay Coast
Rating as per ‘Regional’ ‘National’ ‘International’ = Dunany to Boyne Estuary Coast Regional
CDP # Uplands of Collon and Monasterboice
# Cooley Lowlands and Coastal Area
No. of LCAs 4 3 1 1 # Lower Faughart, Castletown and Flurry River basin Lacal
& Louth Drumlin and Lake Areas
Total Area 813.2 km? 332.9 km? 83.6 km? 169.3 km? #  Muirhevna Plain
Percent of 58.1 % 23.8 % 6 % 12.1 % co. bown
Co. Area

Other Sensitivity Classifications:

Tentative World Heritage Sites: Monasterboice, Battle of the Boyne
Battlefield Site

Borders with UNESCO World Heritage Site Bru na Boinne in Co. Meath
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty
Areas of High Scenic Quality

LEGEND

D Areas Of Outstanding Natural Beauty

Areas Of High Scenic Quality

©2025 MKO

AN
MIKO>
v



https://www.louthcoco.ie/en/publications/development-plans/louth-county-development-plan-2021-2027/consolidated-louth-county-development-plan-2021-2027-incl-variations-1-2-.html

Co. Meath

LCA Framework: 4 LCTs divided into 20 LCAs
CDP Sensitivity based on: 20 LCAs
Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’

AV VR Y A4

Source:

Meath County Development Plan 2021-2017

Appendix A.05, Ch.9, p.91

High Sensitivi

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: ‘Landscape Capacity for Wind Turbines’ - A
does not indicate specific sensitivity — Appendix A.05, Map 4, p.92, ‘Summary of
Landscape Capacity’

- Moderate Sensitivity

Low Sensitivity

- 7} Landscape Character Area Boundary

Box 4
Criteria for Defining Sensitivity

High Sensitivity: A vulnerable landscape likely to be fragile and
susceptible to change. Frequency and sensitivity of users is likely to
be high. The introduction of a change is likely to significantly alter
the character to the extent that it would be difficult or impossible
to restore.

Medium Sensitivity: A landscape that can accommodate a certain
amount of change without affecting the overall character. There
are unlikely to be large numbers of people using or viewing this
landscape.

Low Sensitivity: A resilient landscape that is robust and/ or
tolerant of change. It is likely to be easily restored and the
frequency and sensitivity of users is likely to be low.

Sensitivit . :
Rating as p‘;r il
‘Moderate’
CDP
No. of LCAs 1 9 10
Total Area 108.5 km? 1442.6 km? 890.9 km?
Percent of Co.
4.4 % 59.1 % 36.5 %
Area
e. o o oo - Landscape Character Area Importance:
Other Sensitivity Classifications: incernacional
. . , .. Regional
UNESCO World Heritage Site of Bru na Boinne Local
Landsca pe Value =i 5. Boyne Valley International
7)) Landscape Character Area Boundary 8. Nanny Valley Regional
Landscape Importance - 14. Royal Canal Regional
Exceptional Value 20. Blackwater Valley Regional
Very High Value 3. North Mavan Lowlands Regional
6. Central Lowlands Regional
High Value 10. The Ward Lowlands Regional
I'l. South East Lowlands Regional
Moderate Value 13. Rathmoylon Lowlands National
15. South West Lowlands Regional
©2025 MKO T 16. West Navan Lowlands Local
17. South West Kells Lowlands Local
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https://consult.meath.ie/en/consultation/consolidated-meath-county-development-plan-2021-2027-incl-variations-1-2

Source:

CO. Offaly Offaly County Development Plan 2021-2017

LCA Framework: (none) Vol.1, Ch.4 Biodiversity and Landscape and WES

CDP Sensitivity based on: ‘Landscape Sensitivity Areas’ as
mapped in CDP and WES

Rating Name: ‘Landscape Classification’

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: None - WES maps
separate ‘Potential Wind Areas’

Areas of High Amenity

Sensitivity
Rating as per L g -
CDP |
No. of LCAs --- e
., 2 /
Pannon Cloghan 3 - g -
Total Area n/a F T : Landscape Classification
Percent of Co. n/a " Ak g o S B High Landscape Sensitivity
Area ~— [ ol Medium Landscape Sensitivity
' T

B Low Landscape Sensitivity

Other Sensitivity Classifications:

Areas of High Amenity Croghan Hill and its Environs

The River Shannon and Callows Raised and Blanket Bogland Areas 74/ Areas Open For Consideration For Wind Energy Development
The Grand Canal Corridor The Esker Landsca pe Area Not Deemed Suitable Wind Energy Development
Wetlands, Peatlands Archaeological and Historical Landscapes

Map No. 7: Potential Wind Energy Areas (12) M |( 0 )
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https://www.offaly.ie/stage-4-final-plan/

Co. Westmeath

> LCA Framework: 11 LCAs

> CDP Sensitivity based on: No landscape sensitivity

designations
> Rating Name: (n/a)

> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none) -

however , ‘Wind Capacity’ is indicated.

Sensitivity Rating

as per CDP (n/a)

Source:

Westmeath County Development Plan 2021-2027

Vol.1, Ch.13 Landscape and Lake Amenities

Figure 13.1 Landscape Character Assessment Map

No. of LCAs ---

Total Area n/a

Percent of Co.

Area n/a

Other Sensitivity Classifications: R DRI e
The UNESCO tentative List — Hill of | > -
Uisneac \dz Lsoug'hh EEnanse‘Iel
oy . . Lowlands {_ C it Corrido
Lake Amenities and High Amenity 8 | -y
Areas — Highly Sensitive M“J\;/ . low
& | None

Westmeath
Wind Energy Capacity SSSEEESS

Oldcastie

©2025 MKO

N

*Note - ‘Wind Capacity’ -
Designates all of Westmeath as
low capacity to wind with no
capacity at the Hill of Uisneac.

Source - Vol.2, Book of Maps,
Map 69, p.71
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https://www.westmeathcoco.ie/en/ourservices/planning/developmentplans/countydevelopmentplan2021-2027/

Co. Wicklow

AV VR V AN

LCA Framework: 6 Landscape Categories divided into 15 LCAs
CDP Sensitivity based on: Landscape Categorisation (from 2010)
Rating Name: Combines Landscape Sensitivity/Vulnerability

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: None, but WES is influenced by
Landscape Categories

Source:

Wicklow County Development Plan
2016-2022

Vol.3, Appendix 5 Landscape
Assessment, p.28, Table 4.7

Note: CDP is out of date.

Sensitivit 1Verv Hiah 2 Very High 4 Medium 5 Medium
Sl ‘;r Vulne‘r’abiﬂt Vulnerability 3 High Vulnerability Vulnerability
gasp . y (second highest Vulnerability (third lowest (second lowest
cop (highest sens.) sens.) sens.) sens.)
No. of LCAs 4 2 5 2 1 1
Total Area 1241.1 km? 92.4 km? 984.9 km? 314.5 km? 548.5 km? 127.7 km?
Pe"’;’\“t of Co. 37.5 % 2.7 % 20.8 % 9.5% 16.6% 3.9%
rea
T:l_;: m,:w La"m”m:m . . ; . Other Sensitivity
e irban s Classifications:
(T MAGaE A ""“:"mm m N11 Corvidor m m“;:;"'ﬁ:m 3. Areasof Spnual Amenity (ASA)
e T e e | LRSS None.
AREA Mountain Hierarchy
The Bray Lowlands 5. Rural Arna {RA}
ina Groue < Source - WCDP
::lm!:::: Baltinglass Hills 6. Urban Areas (UA) 2016-22 - VO|.3, A
Teamsitional Appendix 5, p.5,
Lands Table 1.5 — Wicklow's Landscape Cateqgories 2010-2016 County Development Plan Table1l5 M |< o >
v


https://www.wicklow.ie/Living/Services/Planning/Development-Plans-Strategies/National-Regional-County-Plans/Wicklow-County-Development-Plan/Wicklow-County-Development-Plan-2016-2022
https://www.wicklow.ie/Living/Services/Planning/Development-Plans-Strategies/National-Regional-County-Plans/Wicklow-County-Development-Plan/Wicklow-County-Development-Plan-2016-2022

MKQO Research — Landscape sitivity Calibration — F — 2025.00.18 - 241008
A Concept Methodology ssist the Spatial Planning of Wind Energy in Ireland
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Appendix 3:
Southern Region

County Councils included:
Co. Carlow
Co. Clare

Narrow River Valley

Waterford City & County

Development Plan 2022 - 2028
Landscape & Seascape Character Assessment

1 2 3 4 5 CARLODW
Least Decreasing | Moderate increasing Most i
Built up areas S
Farmed Lowland
Broad River Valley
Farmed Ridges

Rolling Rough Grazing

Uplands

Co. Cork
Co. Kerry
Co. Kilkenny
Co. Limerick

OCONDOUTAWNFE

CORK COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT
PLAN 2022

- - -
Importan

Tlpperary County
Development Plan

2022 — 2028

Table 5.2 Sensitivity Rating of Landscape Character Areas
fe

‘AThe Plains

Urban and Fringe

Areas 1]

Turtes Hinteriand [2] Class

Rover Su Central Class 1
Tiass
Class

Plain / Nenagh
Coridor [3,4]

i

!

. cny Harbour and Estuary Very High Very High National
. - Broad Bay Coast Very High Very High County
. C O . T I p p e ra ry - Indented Estuarine Coast Very High Very High National
C W t f d - Rugged Ridge Peninsulas Very High Very High National
. O . a e r O r - Fertile Plain with Moorland Ridge* Very High Very High County
Broad Fertile Lowland Valleys High High County
. Co.Wexford [ e S R
Broad Fertile Lowland Valieys Medium Medium Local
Landscape Types Sensitivity
*Note — Urban area councils are not B Low Value
included. | Medum Value

High Value
B Very High Value

i

Clare County
Development Plan
2023-2029

LCA's within areas designated as Strategic Areas

LA Qverall Appropriate
Sensitivityto  size of wind
Wind Farm farms (turbine
Developments numbers)

Medium to Low  Large

Sliabh Callan
This LCA
ENCOmpasses
upland hills and
slopes of Slizbh

©2025 MKO

The rolling hills, low settlement, extensive plantations reduce
the overall sensitivity of this LCA to wind farm development. The
ared could accommodate 2 number of large or medium wind
farms subject to careful siting to avoid significant impacts on
skylines.

Capadty

Upland Hills
Moorland Hills

Planning Guidelines:

Acceptable, depending on
topography as well as siting and
design of wind energy developments
invalved.

KERRY COUNTY
DEVELOPMENT PLAN

2022 -2028

Visual Sensitivity
B Hioh

B Vedium / High
= Medium

Low / Medium
Low

Legend:

I vost Sensitive
[ ] Hign sensitive
- Low Sensitive
I Lest sensitive

[ ] weee Boundary

Combairte Cathrach
& Contae Phort Lairge

Kilkenny City and County Development Plan

Category
IName Sensitive [Sensitive-Normal [Normal [Robust-Normal |[Robust
[
1|Extesive Lowlands
2{Steep Tr tion Slopes e
3Upland Ridges/Peaks | I
4{Upland Enclosures I
S[Upland Plateaux I
6[Foothills/Midslopes E—)
7Lowland Tr I
&Agricultural Lowlands ]
9River Corridors I
9dFloodplain Slopes
9blFloodplai .
9¢[Riverbank ]
B I I
—»
Most Landscape Least
Sensitivity
= Uplands
O Lowlands

Devélopment Plan

2022 - 2

Landscape Sensitivity Rating

Low

Moderate

High

Uplands

Lowlands

River Valleys

Coastal

Distinctive

Landscapes




Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designhations

CcDP
Sensitivity

Other CDP
Landscape

LCA
Framework

Specific Notes/Issues

Sensitivity to Wind

Sensitivity Tier-category
used in CDP/WES

Landscape Area
Designation used for

this Exercise

Designations

4 LCAs divided

Capacity of LCAs to
accommodate Wind
Farming in WES,
but no specific
sensitivity.

LCAs only: Overall
Sensitivity to Wind
Farm
Developments.

None.

WES maps
‘Important
Landscape’ areas
as constraints, but
these do not align
with LCTs/LCAs
and do not have
specific sensitivity.

5-tier in CDP: (Sensitivity)
Least

Decreasing

Moderate

Increasing

Most

4-tier in WES: (Sensitivity)
Medium to Low

Medium

Medium to High

High

5-tier in CDP: (Sensitivity)
Low

Medium to Low

Medium

High

Very High

Carlow Landscape
into 7 LCTs. Sensitivity of
LCTs.
Clare 26 LCTs divided No general
into 21 LCAs. sensitivity.
Cork 16 LCTs divided Landscape
into 76 LCAs. Sensitivity.
(table continued)
©2025 MKO

LCA boundaries with

no assigned
sensitivity.

LCA boundaries with

sensitivity to wind,
from WES.

LCT boundaries with

general sensitivity.

LCT boundaries
with sensitivity
designations were
less suitable to this
exercise as the
LCA boundaries
are clearly
assigned suitability
to wind.

LCT boundaries
not suitable for this
exercise as the
LCAs are clearly
assigned
sensitivity to wind.

LCAs not suitable
for this exercise as
the CDP focuses
only on LCTs with
clearly assigned
sensitivity.

None.

Working, Settled
and Heritage
Landscapes,
Seascape
Character Areas.

High Value
Landscapes,
Landscape Value,
Landscape
Importance.

AN
MKO>
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Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

LCA CcDbP Specific Sensitivity Tier-category | Landscape Area Notes/Issues Other CDP
Framework Sensitivity Sensitivity to Wind | used in CDP/WES Designation used for Landscape
this Exercise Designations
Kerry 40 LCAs. Visual None. S5-tier in CDP: (Visual LCA boundaries with  No issues. None.
Sensitivity. Sensitivity) visual sensitivity.
Low
Low/Medium
Medium
Medium/High
High
Kilkenny 4 LCTs divided  Landscape None. S-tier in CDP: (Sensitivity) ~ Specifically named Exact LCA Highly Scenic
into 8 Principal Sensitivity. Robust LCA boundaries - boundaries are Areas,
LCAs sub- WES maps ‘Wind Robust/Normal which the CDP further unclear as the CDP Greater Sensitivity
divided into14 Strategy Areas’, but  Normal subdivides to include uses 4 LCTs, 8 Landscapes,
specifically no specific Normal/Sensitive ‘Transition’ areas, with LCAs and 14 sub-  Areas of High
named LCAs. sensitivity. Sensitive general sensitivity. LCAs, but only lists  Amenity.
12 LCAs in the
sensitivity ratings
table.
Meanwhile, county
SHP files indicate
10 LCAs sub-
divided into 24
land areas, which
is not consistent
with CDP
frameworks.
(table continued) A
©2025 MKO M '(9)




LCA
Framework

CcDP
Sensitivity

Specific

Sensitivity to Wind

Sensitivity Tier-category
used in CDP/WES

Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

Landscape Area
Designation used for

this Exercise

Other CDP
Landscape
Designations

Notes/Issues

Limerick 10 LCAs plus None. None. None. LCA boundaries with  No issues. Special Control
urban areas. no assigned LCAs are Areas.
sensitivity. described in CDP
with reference to
the design of Wind
Farm Development.
Tipperary 4 generalised Sensitivity Sub-divided LCA 6-tier in CDP (General Sub-divided 23 LCA  Generalised LCAs  Primary &
LCAs divided Rating of sub- Compatibility with Sensitivity): boundaries with 6-tier and LCTs not Secondary Amenity
(continues into 7 LCTs sub- divided LCAs. Windfarm. Class 0 Robust general sensitivity. suitable for this Areas.
on next divided into 23 Class 1 Normal exercise as the
page) LCAs. Landscape Class 2 Transitional Sens. CDP focuses only
Sensitivity Factor Class 3 Sensitive on the 23 sub-
Compatibility with Class 4 Transitional Vulin. divided LCAs with
Windfarm. Class 5 Vulnerable clearly assigned
sensitivity both
(this column continues on with and without
next page) considering wind
energy as a factor.
(table continued) A
©2025 MKO M '(9)




LCA
Framework

Tipperary
(cont.)

CcDP
Sensitivity

Specific
Sensitivity to Wind

Sensitivity Tier-category
used in CDP/WES

Landscape Area
Designation used for

this Exercise

5-tier in CDP (LCA
Compatibility to Wind):
Least

Low

Medium

High

Most

6-tier in CDP (Sensitivity
Factor Compatibility to
Wind):

0 - Unlikely to be
compatible,

1 - Compatible only in
exceptional circumstances,
2 — Compatible only in
certain circumstances,

3 - Likely to be compatible
if sited and deigned with
great care,

4 - Likely to be compatible
with reasonable care,

5 - Likely to be very
compatible in most
circumstances.

Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

Notes/Issues

Other CDP
Landscape
Designations

(table continued)

©2025 MKO
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LCA
Framework

CcDP
Sensitivity

Specific

Sensitivity to Wind

Sensitivity Tier-category

used in CDP/WES

Landscape Area
Designation used for

this Exercise

Results of CDP Review for Existing Landscape Designations

Notes/Issues

Other CDP
Landscape
Designations

Waterford 7 LCTs divided  Landscape None. 4-tier in CDP: (Sensitivity) ~ LCT boundaries, No issues. None.
into 29 LCUs. Sensitivity of Least which are subdivided
LCTs. WES mapping uses Low by place names, with
different land area  High general sensitivity.
boundaries, but no  Most
specific sensitivity.
Wexford 4 general LCUs  Landscape None. 3-tier in CDP: (Sensitivity) ~ LCA boundaries WES Capacity Distinctive
plus 1 Distinctive Sensitivity of Low to Moderate assigned with LCU descriptions do not Landscapes are
Landscapes LCUs. WES maps Moderate to High sensitivity ratings. contain ratings of features of high
LCU, divided Landscape High any kind, only sensitivity within
into 41 LCAs by Capacity for Wind general the 4 broad LCU
name. Energy descriptions of areas, considered
Developments in LCA capacity to as one collective
LCAs, but no wind. LCU, making 5
specific sensitivity LCUs total.
to wind. LCAs are named
using broad LCU Distinctive
names and specific Landscapes are
Distinctive further sub-divided
Landscape feature into: Hills,
names. Waterbodies,
Coastal
CDP focusses on Promontories,
LCU categoriesto  Peninsulas, Kettle
assign sensitivity & Kame, Sloblands
ratings. and Islands.
(table end)
N
©2025 MKO M |<9>




Co. Carlow

> LCA Framework: 4 LCAs divided into 7 LCTs
> CDP Sensitivity based on: 7LCTs

> Rating Name: ‘ Landscape Sensitivity’

Source:

Carlow County Development Plan 2022-2028

Vol.1 Ch.9 Landscape and Green Infrastructure, Table 9.1

Mount Leinster -
Land Use type Blackstairs Central lowlands

> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: Capacity of 4 LCAs to
accommodate Wind Farming but no specific sensitivity: CCDP

River Slaney - East
Rolling Farmland

Killeshin Hills

| Wind farming

Mnderale

| Moderate

| Moderate

i 2

Least Decreasing

3 4
Moderate

Increasing

Maost

|

Landscape_Types Legend

I Broad River Valiey

Built Up Areas
Farmed Lowland

Farmed Ridges

Narrow River Valley

Rolling rough
grazing

Uplands

Appendix VI RES, Section 6.1.5.1 Landscape and Visual Capacity,
Table 6-3 on p.39.
Built up areas
Sensitivity Farmed Lowland
Rating as Decreasing | Moderate Increasing Biveu B Vaiey
per CDP Farmed Ridges
Narrow River Valley
No. of 1 LCT is divided across 2 LC.TS +1 Roling Rough Gratig
LCTs 1 these categories portion of 3 —
9 another LCT
Total Area | 9.0 km? Unable to Unable to Unable to 358.0 km?
calculate calculate calculate
Percent of 0.9 % Unable to Unable to Unable to 36.3 %
Co. Area calculate calculate calculate
Note: Unable to calculate three Legend
ere o .gs . . Sensitivity cat ias b
Other Sensitivity Classifications: ensitivity categories because one Blackstairs and

No other designations.

©2025 MKO

of the LCT types ‘Farmed Lowland’
is divided between these three
categories without specification of

land area in each category.

Central Lowlands
' Killeshin Hills

Mount Leinster Uplands

Title: Landscape Types

Title: Landscape Character Areas

River Slaney - East Rolling Farmland

AN
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https://consult.carlow.ie/en/consultation/carlow-county-development-plan-2022-2028

Source:

CO. Clare Clare County Development Plan 2023-2029
> LCA Framework: 26 LCTs divided into 21 LCAs Vol.1, Ch.14 Landscape, p.342 and Vol.6 Clare
> CDP Sensitivity based on: None - no general sensitivity Wind Energy Strategy (CWES), Table 4a, p.36
> Rating Name: (n/a) | Figure 14.2 Map of Landscape Character Areasli

> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: Yes - CWES Table County Clare

Landscape Character Areas

I 1 Buren Uplands

[l 2Low Burren

Il 3 Cliffs of Moher and Lahinch
B 4 Fergus Loughlands

[] 5 Slieve Aughty Uplands

6 Lough Graney

‘ 1 - 1 | ] ou erg Basin
Rating asper [ " (W | Medium’ Mel—?ilgl:r':' = B & sieie oo Ui
CWES

Il 10 Sixmilebridge Farmland
[l 11 East Clare Loughlands
I 12 Tulla Drumlin Farmland

4a, ‘Overall Sensitivity to Wind Farm Developments’

Sensitivity

No. of LCAs 4 6 1 10 Jiiemermid &,
B 16 Cuenagh River Farmiange - [% | em— Scenic Routes
Total Area 733.5 km? 827.5 km? 177.0 km?2 1519.1 km? B 17SleveCalenUphnd
1 19 KilrushFarmlanr: working Landscape
Percent of [[] 20 Malbay Coastal Farmland
Co. Area 21.5 % 25.4 % 5.4 % 46.6 % M= Loon Hemd P72 Heritage Landscape
Settled Landscape

LCA's within areas designated as Strategic Areas

LCA Ornll  Appropiste  Capadty Other Sensitivity Classifications:
Sensitivityto  size of wind
il oy Living Landscapes: Settled, Working, Heritage
Slizbh Callan Medium to Low  Large The rolling hills, low settlement, extensive plan tations reduce Upland Hills Acceptable, depending on , . , . ..
This LCA the overallensitit o this LCAto wind farm development The  pogangils  topography aswell s siting and Heritage Landscapes’ = highly sensitive
ENCOMPasses :aﬁcwl:}mamt]:m:ﬂt;; “uEth';h'm: r'r:tegmnd 'dw?.,ufmm energy developments
i 5 5 d il Awald sigmincant | on nya L . o, .
Sapesf S Syines. e Planing Guidelnes Seascape Character Areas = highly sensitive
©2025 MKO M |< 9 >


https://clarecdp2023-2029.clarecoco.ie/stage3-amendments/adoption/

Source:

Cork County Development Plan 2022-2028

Co. Cork

LCA Framework: 16 LCTs divided into 76 LCAs

Vol.1, Appendix F Landscape Character Assessment, p.513

>
. . TR Sensitivity Importance
> Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’
Cnty Harbour and Estuary Very High Very High National
> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none) BroadBay Const VeryHigh  VeryHgh  County
Indented Estuarine Coast Very High Very High National
Sensitivity - . Rugged Ridge Peninsulas Very High Very High National
Rating as Mef “"T‘ 10 ‘Medium’ ‘High’ ‘Very High'’
per CDP ow Fertile Plain with Moorland Ridge* Very High Very High County
Broad Fertile Lowland Valleys High High County
No. of LCTs Unable to 1 Unable to count no. of 3 Broad Fertile Lowland Valleys Medium Medium Local
’ count LCTs in these categories
Landscape Types Sensitivity
Total Area 125.9 km?2 143.7 km?2 2115.2 km? 3555.8km2 | 1345.4 km? Note: WES in CDP
B Low Value p.297 Fig.13.2
Percent of o o o 0 0 — L] Medum Value maps separate
Co. Area 1.7 % 20% 29.0 % 48.8 % 18.5 % B High Value ‘Important
: B Very High Value Y Landscape’ areas
that do not align
Note: Unable to calculate number with LCTs/LCAs

Other Sensitivity Classifications:

.| or have specific

of LCTs in certain categories Ve !
sensitivity.

because the CDP splits
Landscape Sensitivity ratings
across LCTs. However, land areas
are provided.

High Value Landscapes
Landscape Value

Landscape Importance
Note : LCTs only described in the

2007 Draft Landscape Strateqy.

©2025 MKO



https://www.corkcoco.ie/en/resident/planning-and-development/cork-county-development-plan-2022-2028
http://corkcocoplans.ie/other-plans-strategies/

Source:

CO. Kerry Kerry County Development Plan 2022-2028
> LCA Framework: 40 LCAs Vol.1, Ch.11 Environment, Section 11.6.2 Landscape Sensitivity, p.245 and Appendix 7
> CDP Sensitivity based on: LCAs ~andscape Review, p-183
> Rating Name: ‘Visual Sensitivity’ Visual Sensitivity
. pe ere o . . -High
> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (nhone) = K -

Sensitivity Lot Low/ Ny | Medium '
Baligalas (see note) Medium’ L CE I High’ L/ hsma
per CDP 9 Low

No. of LCAs 0 4 10 16 12
Total Area (n/a) 379.3km? | 1417.3km2 | 1711.8km2 | 1247.9 km? X ’
Map 7.21: Visual Sensitivity
Percent of o o o o
Co. Area (n/a) 8.0 % 29.8 % 36.0 % 26.2 % :
Other Sen sitivity ggr:gi:t\icii&j[l;al No. | Assessment Area Sensitivity
Classifications: ratings include 1 | Beal Hill and Ballybunion
:Te c,a;etggry . 2 | The Sshannon Estuary
N one. asc;\i/\slgn laJny ESZS 3 Bunnaruddee Bog and Galey River Low / Medium
Y Pr— o 7 to this rating. 4 | Kerry Head and Ballyduff
ap 7.20: Landscape Character Areas 5 | Listowel and The Cashen River
N
MKO>



https://cdp.kerrycoco.ie/
https://cdp.kerrycoco.ie/

Co Kilkenny

LCA Framework: 4 LCTs divided into 8 Principal LCAs sub-divided
into 14 specifically named LCAs, but only 12 LCAs are listed in the
ratings table.

> CDP Sensitivity based on: Unclear — Ratings table LCAs v. county
SHP file LCAs are not consistent.

> Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’

> Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none) - CDP Appendix K

WES maps ‘Wind Strategy Areas’ without specific sensitivity

Sen§itivity ‘Robust- ‘Sensitive o
Rating as ‘Robust’ ) ‘Normal’ , | ‘Sensitive’
Normal -Normal
per CDP
No. of Unable to count no. of LCAs — division of LCAs within county SHP
LC}-\s files indicates 10 LCA labels (A through J) sub-divided into 24
areas, which differs from the CDP framework.
Total Area 99.7 km? 788.0 km2 | 150.8 km? 88.5 km? 349.4 km?
Percentof |, g4 38.1% 7.3% 4.3 % 16.9 %
Co. Area

Source:

Kilkenny City & County Development Plan 2021-2017

Vol.1 Ch.9 Heritage, Culture and the Arts, Section 9.2.12
Landscape, p.136.

Landscape Character Areas

@ A - Slieveardagh Hills (North)

@D A - Slieveardagh Hills (South)

A1 - Slieveardagh Western Transition Zone

@ A2 - Slieveardagh Central Transition Zone
___DAB - Slieveardagh Eastern Transition
A4 - Slieveardagh Southern Transition Zone
@B - Castlecomer Plateau

__B1 - Castlecomer Southern Transition Zone
B2 - Castlecomer Western Transition
@ C - South Western Hills

@ C1 - South Western Hills Northern Transition
@D C2 - South Western Hills Southern Transition
@D D - Brandon Hill

@) D1 - Brandon Hill Transition Zone

@Dt - South Eastern Hills

@DF1 - Kilkenny Northern Basin

@D F2 - Kilkenny Western Basin

@ DF3 - Kilkenny Eastern Basin

@G - South Kilkenny Lowlands
@DH - Nore Valley (South)
@D | - Barrow Valley

@D - Suir Valley

@D Kilkenny City

Other Sensitivity Classifications:
Highly Scenic Areas
Greater Sensitivity Landscapes

Areas of High Amenity

©2025 MKO

Category
Name Sensitive [Sensitive-Normal [Normal [Robust-Normal [Robust
—
1|[Extesive L.owlands
2|Steep Transition Slopes —
3|Upland Ridges/Peaks )
4{Upland Enclosures .
5{Upland Plateaux |
6[Foothills/Midslopes [—
7ILowland Transitions I
8lAgricultural Lowlands /1
9River Corridors I
QaIFloodplain Slopes
9b|Floodplains [
L 9(J,ijerbank 1
Map 13.- Landscape Character Areas | Note: CDP
5 ' currently
recognises LCAs
of Appendix C
Landscape
Character
Assessment of
the 2008

Development
Plan
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https://kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/adopted-city-and-county-development-plan.html
https://www.kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/expired-development-plans/development_plans_2008-2014/kilkenny%20county%20development%20plan%202008-2014/appendix_c_landscape_character_assessment.pdf
https://www.kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/expired-development-plans/development_plans_2008-2014/kilkenny%20county%20development%20plan%202008-2014/appendix_c_landscape_character_assessment.pdf
https://www.kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/expired-development-plans/development_plans_2008-2014/kilkenny%20county%20development%20plan%202008-2014/appendix_c_landscape_character_assessment.pdf
https://www.kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/expired-development-plans/development_plans_2008-2014/kilkenny%20county%20development%20plan%202008-2014/appendix_c_landscape_character_assessment.pdf
https://www.kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/expired-development-plans/development_plans_2008-2014/kilkenny%20county%20development%20plan%202008-2014/appendix_c_landscape_character_assessment.pdf
https://www.kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/expired-development-plans/development_plans_2008-2014/kilkenny%20county%20development%20plan%202008-2014/appendix_c_landscape_character_assessment.pdf
https://www.kilkennycoco.ie/eng/services/planning/development-plans/city-and-county-development-plan/expired-development-plans/development_plans_2008-2014/kilkenny%20county%20development%20plan%202008-2014/appendix_c_landscape_character_assessment.pdf

Co. Limerick

LCA Framework: 10 LCAs
CDP Sensitivity based on: (none)
Rating Name: (n/a)

VvV OV Vv

Sensitivity Rating

as per CDP
No. of LCAs -—-

(n/a)
(n/a)

Total Area

Percent of Co. Area

Source:

Limerick Development Plan 2022-2028

Vol.1, Ch.6.4 Landscape and Visual Amenity, p.184 and Background Paper
Environment, Heritage, Landscape and Green Infrastructure, Fig.6, p.16

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none)

Figure 6 — Landscape Character Areas

Note: LCAs

- Galtes Uplands
B i = Feim
Bolyhowra/ Sieve Reoagh
I Agricultural Lowlands
B southem Uplands
Westermn Uplands
B Louch Gur
B rockiiema
B :hoonon o2
I o il

Limerick City Council
Adirninistrafive Ared

Table 6.1 Rural Landscape Character Areas

Character
Area Description

Specific Objectives

LCA 01 This is the largest of the Landscape al Encourage, where housing is permitted, design that
Agricultural Character Areas in Limerick and reflects existing housing stock, such as the two-
Lowlands comprises almost the entire central storey farmhouses which are a feature in the area.
plain. This landscape is a farming b} Encourage retention of existing landscape
landscape and is defined by a series features such as hedgerows and trees and
of regular field boundaries, often their incorporation into landscaping for new
allowed to grow to maturity. This well- developments.
developed hedgerow systemn is ane c) Discourage development of locally prominent sites.
of its main characteristics. In terms of  d} Encourage the regular arrangement of turbines with
topography, the landscape is generally equal spacing in proposed wind farm developments,
rather flat with some locally prominent which take field boundaries into account.
hills and ridges. The pastoral nature e) Encourage development within existing
of the landscape is reinforced by the settlerments.
presence of farmyards.
LCA 02 This is a locally dominant range al Where housing is permitted, encourage appropriate
Ballyhoura  of hills running along the Cork scale and high-quality design for this landscape
/Slieve boundary. The lowland component area, combined with sensitive site location and
Reagh of this landscape character area is landscaping. Respect traditional scale particularly

generally a farmed landscape, but

on elevated or locally prominent sites.

mapped in Note: 10 LCAs are described within the CDP with
the reference to the design of Wind Farm developments
background

paper follow Other Sensitivity Classifications:

old CDP
2010-2016.

©2025 MKO

Special Control Areas
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https://www.limerick.ie/council/services/planning-and-placemaking/development-plan-strategies/limerick-development-plan-0
https://www.limerick.ie/sites/default/files/media/documents/2020-08/background-paper-environment-heritage-landscape-and-green-infrastructure.pdf
https://www.limerick.ie/sites/default/files/media/documents/2020-08/background-paper-environment-heritage-landscape-and-green-infrastructure.pdf

Source:

Co. Tipperary

Tipperary County Development Plan 2022-2028

> LCA Framework: 4 generalised LCAs divided into 7 LCTs sub- Vol.1 Ch.11 Environment and Natural Assets, Section
divided to 23 LCAs 11.7 Landscape, p.169
>  CDP Sensitivity based on: 23 sub-divided LCAs KEY Table 12 Sensidty R of Larcacepe Charsowe Arves
| 5 - likely to be very compatible nge of sensitivity with a dark outline for the dominant sensitivity
| in most circumstances el Transitional Transitional
> Rating Name: ‘Sensitivity Rating of Landscape Character Areas’|[J] o e [ Sombebid SV_L______ e P
e e . . :si_-li::lvto_be ool:'?ta"tiblz.ai: High :.:.alnd Fringe
>  Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: Yes - Vol.3 Appendix 3 :":m:,,u:w., ; :m.“ Medium s e Gt
Landscape Character Assessment Table 6.2 reports LCA Ml - Eﬁ"ﬁ" o=
Compatibility with ‘Windfarm’, along with Sensitivity Ratings. STl ol e o™ [ Tempemore pans e
:om;ati::y unlikely to beii E:ﬂme —
Farmiland mosaic [6]
S . ‘Class 4 . iffm”ﬁ? o
S;;?:W;;y ‘Class 0 ‘Class 1 Traﬁ'::;cisoial ‘Class 3 Transitional ‘Class 5 Note: T Lo o=
per (?DP Robust’ Normal’ Sensitivity’ Sensitive’ Vulnerabilit Vulnerable’ Sensitivity B e e e s BE
. Earmiand | Littieton Farmland Class 1
map Fig.5.4 Hosac and argea
No. of Urban 6 4 v 2 4 d t ali B The Lakeiandis
LCAs Areas only <_)es not align == Lo Lough D Case3
Wlth LCA Lakeland | River Shannon - Class 4
Total Area | 113.9km?2 | 1977.3km2? | 797.6km2? | 780.0km2 | 169.5km2 | 418.1km?2 : Ercosure | Nevgort_ —
boundaries. ooy
Percent of 2.7 % 46.5 % 18.7 % 18.3 % 4.0 % 9.8 % e '
Co. Area Legend
Landscape Sensitivity 8, Thurtes Hinterand 17, River Sur Central Plain

[ = Nomai S, Limeton Rased Bog 18, West Teperary farmiand moss

FZ3 © sensmve " 10, Tempiemore Piars. 170 13, Stevenamuck Marginal Mosaic
Exieting LCA Combined [ 11, Devestat Uplanas. 20, Gien of Aneriow Margral and & Farmang
I 1. Snannon Calows 12, Nenagh Camidor "

Other Sensitivity Classifications: // ; Figure 3.2 Generalised Landscape Character Areas

2, Upper Lough Derg. 13, Urtan and Fringe ares; 13, Urban and 21, Gatee Mourtian Mosac
— 3, Ama Mountain: - Lower Lough Derg . [0 22. stevenamon Mourgan Mosac
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| & Sivermines - Resroross. =
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Note: Vol.3 RES maps Wind Energy Policy Areas
with no specific sensitivity.

\ Figure 5.4 Landscape Character Area Sensitivity mapping ' v
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https://www.tipperarycoco.ie/planning-and-building/development-plan-consultation/tipperary-county-development-plan-2022-2028

Co. Waterford

LCA Framework: 7 LCTs divided to 29 LCUs
CDP Sensitivity based on: 7 LCTs which align with LCU boundaries
Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity’

Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: (none)

)
)
>
)

Waterford City & County Development Plan 2022-2028

Assessment, p.449

Vol.3 Appendix 8 Landscape and Seascape Character

Waterford City & County
Development Plan 2022 - 2028
Landscape & Seascape Character Assessment
Legend:

- Most Sensitive
:l High Sensitive

O T
v & Contae Phort Liege

- Low Sensitive
Sensitivit : iti
Rating asy ‘Least ‘Low ‘High ‘Most B Least sensitive
per CDP Sensitive’ | Sensitivity’ | Sensitivity’ | Sensitive’ [__] weecBoundary
No. of
3 8 6 12
LCAs
Total Area 50.3 km?2 797.1 km? 494.3 km? 539.1 km?
Percent of
2.6 % 41.6 % 258 % 28.1%
Co. Area
Other == [ | ey Figure 10.1 Waterford Landscape and Seascape Character Assessment
ege o | Map A8.1. Landscape Character Types[' -
Sensitivity e ) : \_ .
Classifications: : " -
T i N
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4 Estuanes - B 4 S R 5 3\ .-4—': "3 b “\-...__\ .’;‘ 38. Suir River Corridor
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Note: Vol.3
Ch.13.2
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Energy and the
Landscape
maps Wind
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Strategy
separate from
LCT sensitivity.
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https://waterfordcouncil.ie/documents/development-plan-2022-2028/

Source:

CO. Wexford Wexford County Development Plan 2022-2028
>  LCA Framework: 4 general LCUs plus 1 Distinctive Landscapes
LCU, totaling 5 LCUs, divided into 41 LCAs by name. Vol.1, Ch.11 Landscape and Green Infrastructure, Table 11.1 p.474

and Vol.7 Landscape Character Assessment, Table 7-3, p.13

Landscape Sensitivity Rating

>  CDP Sensitivity based on: 5 LCUs
>  Rating Name: ‘Landscape Sensitivity Rating’

>  Specific Landscape Sensitivity for Wind: None — general description Low Moderate High
provided on capacity of landscape for wind farm development, but Uplands
no standardized rating given. i
S o River Valleys |
Ratei:sg“:‘s";‘gr ‘Low to ‘Moderate to Coastal
CDP Moderate’ High’ Distinctive
Landscapes
No. of LCAs 1 1 3
Total Area | 14935km2 | 120.9 km? 956.0 km? Other Sensitivity Classifications:
Percent of Co. Legend Distinctive Landscapes (LCU)
A 58.1 % 4.7 % 37.2 % —
rea
Lowands Wexford County Development Plan 2022-2028
RE::' Vzll oy Volume 7 Landscape Character Assessment
Table 7: Strategic Guidance on Landscape Capacity for Wind Energy Developments in Landscape Character Areas i ] po—— . 7 ’
|:____ Distinctive Landscapes

Uplands Low intensity agriculture Potential: High Limited capacity to absorb Mountain Moorland — No longer suitable —
and stock rearing, further development. may be inappropriate located in the Not
coniferous forestry 220kV line runs for wind energy Normally Permissible
plantations and areas of through/adjacent to this development for area.
transitional vegetation. area reasons of natural

Note: Wexford WES is given in Vol.10 Enerqgy Strateqy, Table 7 on p.53
reports Capacity for Wind Energy by LCA.

A
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https://consult.wexfordcoco.ie/en/consultation/wexford-county-development-plan-2022-2028
https://consult.wexfordcoco.ie/en/consultation/wexford-county-development-plan-2022-2028/chapter/volume-10-energy-strategy
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NATIONAL LANDSCAPE
SENSITIVITY CALIBRATION MAP




Map Legend

&4 [ | Ireland OSi National County Boundaries
% B Large Lakes and Waterbodies

Landscape Sensitivity Hierarchy
B International

2] National

[__] Regional

[] County

[ Local

[ Urban Areas (no rating)

Note: Map uses land area boundaries within
counties according to County Development Plan
designations including:

S & 2 - Landscape Character Areas (LCAS)
} - Landscape Character Types (LCTs)

: - Landscape Character Units (LCUs)

/ - Other designated area boundaries

See Appendices 1-3 for details and rationale on
county land area boundaries used for this
exercise.
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