


Table 6.3: Progress towards Offshore MPA objectives 
Some additional generic details for MPA progress components (A-C) measured for all sites are below:
A: Conservation advice is provided for each offshore MPA in a package of documents downloadable from JNCC’s Site Information Centres. This advice is based on best-available evidence and sets out the ecological aims (i.e. the conservation objectives) for the protected habitats and species within offshore MPAs. Spatial feature data is also available via the Site Information Centres and viewable on the JNCC Marine Protected Area (MPA) mapper.
B: For all sites, impacts of licensable activities are regulated through the marine licensing process and assessed against the conservation objectives. For all 24 sites, a Fisheries Management Measures within Scottish Offshore Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) Consultation took place 19 Aug 2024 - 14 Oct 2024. More information can be found here.  
C: Published monitoring survey reports can be found at MPA Monitoring Survey Reports.

	MPA
	A: Information available?
	B: Measures implemented?
	C: Monitoring in place?
	D: Moving towards Conservation Objectives?

	Anton Dohrn Seamount
	Yes
	Partial – Some MPA fisheries management measures are in place, additional measures are in progress. The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition.
	No - No direct site condition monitoring data is available with which to assess condition of the protected feature of the site. 
	No – Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected feature to pressures associated with activities taking place suggests the feature is likely to be in unfavourable condition and should be recovered.

	Braemar Pockmark
	Yes
	Partial - The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition and prevent further damage to the geological structure of the site. 
	Partial - Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities. An MPA baseline condition survey was undertaken in 2012. 
	No – Unfavourable: Submarine structures made by leaking gases.

Our understanding of condition of the protected feature of the site is largely driven by exposure to pressures associated with activities taking place. This understanding supports a recover conservation objective for the protected feature; referring namely to the biological communities associated with the submarine structures as it is not possible to recover the submarine structures themselves which are geological in nature.

	Central Fladen
	Yes
	Partial - Given the sensitivity of burrowed mud to impact from human activities, the removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit moving towards favourable condition for burrowed mud. 

	Partial - Ecological monitoring surveys were undertaken at this site in 2014 and 2015 to establish a baseline for future condition monitoring. 
	Partial - Limited available evidence (mainly proxy) indicates 1 of 2 protected features in unfavourable condition. Therefore, the site is partially moving towards conservation objectives.
Unfavourable: Burrowed mud.
Favourable: Sub-glacial tunner valley.

Until future monitoring takes place, our view on condition is based on exposure of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities to which the protected features are considered sensitive. This analysis supports a recover objective for burrowed mud within the site.

	Darwin Mounds
	Yes
	Yes - The only activity known to have taken place within the site (fishing) has been managed across the full extent of the protected feature since 2004. Studies undertaken of the Darwin Mounds MPA since indicate that the fisheries closure has been successful in preventing further damage to the protected feature of the site, but there have been, as yet, no signs of reef recovery. Reasons for the absence of coral recovery are currently unclear but may be linked to reproduction as the cold-water coral of the Darwin Mounds has previously been found to be non-reproductive. Reef recovery may therefore depend on the entry of new coral larvae from areas outside of the site via ocean currents. Coral larvae entering from out with the SAC have been identified as coming from cold-water coral reefs at Rosemary Bank Seamount, which is protected within the more recently designated West of Scotland MPA. Recent research confirmed that environmental conditions within the Darwin Mounds remain favourable for the settlement and growth of new corals, highlighting the importance of the continued protection of both of these marine areas as part of a network within Scotland’s deep sea.
	Yes - Compliance monitoring of conditions for licensable activities and management measures in place where applicable by responsible authorities. Baseline condition survey was undertaken in 2011.
	No - Unfavourable: Annex I Reef.
Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact. There is uncertainty around the ability of the feature to recover based on the studies that have been conducted.

	East of Gannet and Montrose Fields
	Yes
	Partial - Given the high sensitivity of ocean quahog aggregations to impact from human activities, the removal of pressures associated with mobile fishing gear use would benefit moving towards favourable condition. 
	Partial - Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities. An ecological monitoring survey was undertaken at this site in 2015 to establish a baseline for future condition monitoring. 
	No - Unfavourable: all features.

Until future monitoring takes place, our view on condition is based on exposure of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities to which the protected features are considered sensitive. This analysis supports a recover objective for both offshore deep-sea muds and ocean quahog aggregations (including subtidal sediments as their supporting habitat).

	East Rockall Bank
	Yes
	Partial - The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition. Some restrictions on fishing activity are already in place.
	No - No direct site condition monitoring data is available with which to assess condition of the protected feature of the site. 
	No – Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected feature to pressures associated with activities taking place suggests the feature is likely to be in unfavourable condition and should be recovered.

	Faroe-Shetland Sponge Belt
	Yes
	Partial - Given the high sensitivity of deep-sea sponge aggregations to impact from human activities, the removal of pressures associated with mobile fishing gear use would benefit moving towards favourable condition. 
	Partial - Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities. An ecological monitoring survey was undertaken at this site in 2021 to establish a baseline for future condition monitoring. 
	Partial – Unfavourable: deep-sea sponge aggregations, offshore subtidal sands and gravels, ocean quahog aggregations, geodiversity features.
Favourable: Continental slope (large-scale feature).

Until future monitoring takes place, our view on condition is based on exposure of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities to which the protected features are considered sensitive. This analysis supports a recover objective for the majority of the protected features of the site.

	Firth of Forth Banks Complex
	Yes
	Partial - Given the high sensitivity of ocean quahog aggregations to impact from human activities, the removal of pressures associated with mobile fishing gear use would benefit moving towards favourable condition. 
	No - Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities. No direct site condition monitoring data is available with which to assess condition of the protected feature of the site.
	Partial – Unfavourable: offshore subtidal sands and gravels, ocean quahog aggregations.
Favourable: Shelf banks and mounds (large-scale feature), geodiversity features.

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected features to pressures associated with activities taking place suggests the biological features of that site are likely to be in unfavourable condition and should be recovered.

	Geikie Slide and Hebridean Slope
	Yes
	Partial - Further restriction of pressures associated with mobile fishing gear use would benefit moving towards favourable condition for the biological features of the site.
	Partial - An ecological monitoring survey was undertaken at this site in 2016 to establish a baseline for future condition monitoring. 
	Partial – Unfavourable: offshore subtidal sands and gravels, offshore deep-sea mud, burrowed mud.
Favourable: continental slope (large-scale feature), geodiversity features.

Until future monitoring takes place, our view on condition is based on exposure of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities to which the protected features are considered sensitive. This analysis supports a recover objective for the biological features of the site.

	Hatton-Rockall Basin
	Yes
	Yes - MPA fisheries management measures are in place under the North East Atlantic Fisheries Commission (NEAFC) Recommendation 19 2014, where the site is closed to bottom fisheries.
	No - Fisheries within this site and the broader Hatton-Rockall Basin is managed under regulation by the North East Atlantic Fisheries Commission.
	Unknown - Whilst all management measures are in place, there is limited information to comment on the degree to which conservation objectives are being achieved.

	Hatton Bank
	Yes
	Yes - Appropriate fisheries management measures are in place. MPA fisheries management measures are in place under the North East Atlantic Fisheries Commission (NEAFC) Recommendation 19 2014, where the full extent of the site is closed to bottom fisheries.
	No - No direct site condition monitoring data is available with which to assess condition of the protected feature of the site.
	No – Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected feature to pressures associated with activities taking place suggests the protected feature of the site is likely to be in unfavourable condition and should be recovered.

	North-east Faroe-Shetland Channel
	Yes
	Partial - Given the high sensitivity of deep-sea sponge aggregations to impact from human activities, the removal of pressures associated with mobile fishing gear use would benefit moving towards favourable condition. 
	Partial - Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities. An ecological monitoring survey was undertaken at this site in 2017 to establish a baseline for future condition monitoring. 
	Partial – Unfavourable: deep-sea sponge aggregations.
Favourable: all other features.

Until future monitoring takes place, our view on condition is based on exposure of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities to which the protected features are considered sensitive. This analysis supports a recover objective for deep-sea sponge aggregations within the site.

	North-west Orkney
	Yes
	Yes - MPA fisheries management measures are in place.
	Yes – Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities.
	Yes - The protected features of the site are considered to be in favourable condition. This is based on a significant time series of larval survey data supporting our understanding of sandeel recruitment into the site.

	North west Rockall Bank
	Yes
	Partial - Some MPA fisheries management measures are in place, additional measures are in progress. The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition. Some restrictions on fishing activity are already in place.
	No - No direct site condition monitoring data is available with which to assess condition of the protected feature of the site.
	No - Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected feature to pressures associated with activities taking place suggests the feature is likely to be in unfavourable condition and should be recovered.

	Norwegian Boundary Sediment Plain
	Yes
	Partial - Given the high sensitivity of ocean quahog aggregations to impact from human activities, the removal of pressures associated with mobile fishing gear use would benefit moving towards favourable condition. 
	Partial - Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities. An ecological monitoring survey was undertaken at this site in 2015 to establish a baseline for future condition monitoring. 
	No - Unfavourable: ocean quahog aggregations.

Until future monitoring takes place, our view on condition is based on exposure of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities to which the protected features are considered sensitive. This analysis supports a recover objective for ocean quahog aggregations (including subtidal sediments as their supporting habitat).

	Pobie Bank Reef
	Yes
	No - The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition.
	Yes - MPA monitoring surveys were completed in both 2013 and 2020 to start to establish a baseline for future site condition monitoring. 
	No - Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Based on analysis from the monitoring surveys, the protected feature of the site needs to be recovered.

	Scanner Pockmark
	Yes
	Partial - The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition and prevent further damage to the geological structure of the site. 
	Partial - Compliance monitoring with conditions set for licensable activities are in place and regulated by responsible authorities. An MPA baseline condition survey was undertaken in 2012.
	No - Unfavourable: Submarine structures made by leaking gases.

Our understanding of condition of the protected feature of the site is largely driven by exposure to pressures associated with activities taking place. This understanding supports a recover conservation objective for the protected feature; referring namely to the biological communities associated with the submarine structures as it is not possible to recover the submarine structures themselves which are geological in nature.

	Solan Bank Reef
	Yes
	No - The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition.
	Partial - An MPA monitoring survey was completed in 2014 to start to establish a baseline for future site condition monitoring.
	No - Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Our understanding of condition of the protected feature of the site is largely driven by exposure to pressures associated with activities taking place. This understanding supports a recover conservation objective for the protected feature.

	Stanton Banks
	Yes
	No - The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition.
	Partial - An MPA monitoring survey was completed in 2012 to start to establish a baseline for future site condition monitoring.
	No - Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Our understanding of condition of the protected feature of the site is largely driven by exposure to pressures associated with activities taking place. This understanding supports a recover conservation objective for the protected feature.

	The Barra Fan and Hebrides Terrace Seamount
	Yes
	Partial - Fisheries is partially managed within the site as part of the EU deep-sea trawling ban, but further fisheries management should be considered to support recovery.
	No - No direct site condition monitoring data is available with which to assess condition of the protected feature of the site.
	Partial – Unfavourable: all biodiversity features
Favourable: all geodiversity and large-scale features

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities taking place suggests six of the 14 protected features of the site are likely to be in unfavourable condition and should be recovered.

	Turbot Bank
	Yes
	Yes
	No - No direct site condition monitoring data is available with which to assess condition of the protected feature of the site.
	Yes – Favourable: Sandeels.

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected feature to pressures associated with activities taking place suggests the feature is likely to be in favourable condition.

	West of Scotland
	Yes
	Partial - The EU deep-sea trawling ban is considered to contribute significantly to the recovery of deep-sea protected features in the site. Further fisheries management is needed to conserve shallower areas of the site (for example around the tops of the seamounts). Given that the majority of biodiversity protected features of the site are slow to recover, it is important to note that once management is in place protected feature recovery will be over a long time period.
	No - No condition monitoring data is currently available.
	Partial – Unfavourable: 12 protected features.
Favourable: 21 protected features.

Our understanding of the sensitivity of the protected features of the site to pressures associated with activities taking place indicates 12 of 33 protected features of the site are likely to be in unfavourable condition.

	West Shetland Shelf
	Yes
	Partial - The removal of pressures associated with mobile fishing gear use would benefit the protected feature remaining in favourable condition. 
	Partial - An ecological monitoring survey was undertaken at this site in 2019 to establish a baseline for future condition monitoring. 
	Yes – Favourable: offshore subtidal sands and gravels.

Until future monitoring takes place, our view on condition is based on exposure of the protected feature of the site to pressures associated with activities to which the protected feature is considered sensitive. This analysis supports a conserve objective for the protected feature of the site, offshore subtidal sands and gravels.  

	Wyville Thomson Ridge
	Yes
	No - The removal of pressures associated with mobile and static fishing gear use would benefit the feature in moving towards favourable condition.
	Partial - An MPA monitoring survey was completed in 2018 and in 2024 to start to establish a baseline for future site condition monitoring.
	No - Unfavourable: Annex I Reef. Note Annex I reef takes a considerable length of time to recover from impact.

Our understanding of condition of the protected feature of the site is largely driven by exposure to pressures associated with activities taking place. This understanding supports a recover conservation objective for the protected feature.
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