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Marine Conservation Zones

• New type of marine protected area provided for 
through the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009

• Protect a wide range of UK habitats and species 
and fulfil international agreements and 
commitments

• Socio-economic impacts may be taken into 
account in planning

‘the appropriate authority may have regard to any 

economic or social consequences of (designating a 
MCZ)’ Marine and Coastal Access Act Section 117 (7)’



Ecological Network Guidance

• List of nearly 80 ‘Broad-scale Habitats’ and ‘Habitat & 
Species of Conservation Importance’ as well as features of 
geomorphological interest

• Based on seven design principles

• Areas of additional ecological importance

• Aim: To achieve a ‘well managed ecologically coherent 
network of marine protected areas’
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Regional Projects

- Remit: provide MCZ 
recommendations;

- Iterative process: 

- June 2010

- October 2010

- February 2011

- June 2011 (Final)



How are socioeconomics taken into 
account?

Two key mechanisms:

1. The planning process

2. The MCZ Impact Assessment



The planning process: basic regional 
project structure



Why involve stakeholders?

• Benefits:

– Generates understanding

– Allows greater ‘buy-in’ 
(hopefully)

– Brings forward difficult 
discussions

– Allows socioeconomics to be 
directly bought to the planning 
table

• A new and innovative approach to stakeholder engagement 
in policy making:



Full Regional Project Structure



Socioeconomic Information
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Socioeconomic Information



Data collection: Liaison Staff

Key socioeconomic surveys:

• Fishermap

• Stakmap



Data Collection: Web GIS



Stakeholder Mapping



Key Points

• Stakeholder knowledge brought directly to the 
planning table

• Formal information presented clearly in a format 
that enables it to be engaged with

• Good facilitation



Impact Assessment

• (Extended) Cost-Benefit 
Analysis

• Best available evidence

• Five Impact Assessments–
Regional (x4); National (x1)

• Purpose

– Descriptions of 
socioeconomic activities

– Feedback mechanism 
for Regional Steering 
Group

– Decision-making tool for 
Defra



Impact Assessment

• Iterative process:

– June 2010

– October 2010

– February 2011

– June 2011

• Incremental evidence gathering and stakeholder 
engagement

• Published IA iterations allowing staged stakeholder 
comment and feedback prior to Public Consultation

• Feedback into the planning process

• IA progress is tied to the planning process



Is it working (so far)? The key 
points...

• Socioeconomics are being directly bought into the planning 
of MCZs

• Steering Group and other stakeholder groups

• Impact Assessment

• Shared understanding of impacts on ‘other’ socioeconomic 
sectors and environment

• Socio-economics are influencing stakeholder discussions on 
where pMCZs should go

• The location, shape and potential restrictions within pMCZs
are taking shape



Is it working (so far)? The key 
points...

• Stakeholders have found it difficult to shift from 
reactive to proactive engagement within a 
developing process

• Stakeholders may not agree with the idea of MCZs, 
but they realise they are better off working with the 
process than rejecting it

• An adapting and evolving process – allowing 
flexibility and ensuring clear, concise and timely 
communications

• Impact Assessment consultation that makes a 
difference



Thank you

www.irishseaconservation.org.uk www.netgainmcz.org

www.finding-sanctuary.org www.balancedseas.org
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