
Access-  Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments- 47 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions; 

1. Support for proposals that enhance and facilitate access to the Marine 

2. Legislation covering Access rights should be enhanced 

3. Local Authority input to Marine Access 

4. Marine Access for disabled citizens 

 

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. AILG- the Association of Irish Local Government;  

‘’ Access to coastline (p.71): Proposals demonstrating appropriate enhanced and inclusive 

public access to and within the marine area should be encouraged so as to ensure that the 

common national heritage is open to all. Any proposals which would work to privatise 

stretches of shoreline should be resisted unless there is compelling reason to the contrary’’. 

 

2. Fingal County Council;  

‘‘The high quality of our coast and its use for recreation and amenity for existing and future 

population should continue to be recognised. Any proposals under the NMPF must ensure 

that access to and use of our coast is facilitated and enhanced for residents and visitors. This 

is recognised in the Overarching Marine Planning Policies in Section 3 relating to 

Environment, Social and Economic policy areas’’. 

 

 

3. Fáilte Ireland; 

‘’ Engagement with the Sea is a fundamental objective and requirement especially when we 

understand how visitors wish to access and engage with our coastline. For the majority of 
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visitors, access to the coastline is actually from the land and, therefore, a range of both sea-

to- land and land-to-sea considerations are required. We therefore welcome the strong 

objectives to promote improved access and the acknowledgement of its importance for the 

tourism sector’’. 

 

 

4. SFIA and TBASC (Save Fenit Island Alliance and Tralee Bay Sea Angling Club);  

‘’Clearly legislation regarding the public’s right to access the countryside in Ireland lags some 

way behind that of the United Kingdom. The means by which publicly accessible pathways 

can achieve Right of Way designation also differs greatly, an issue we feel is overdue for 

reform. We argue that the outdated nature of current Irish law as it relates to public access 

to the countryside and coastal margins is to the detriment of our crucially important tourism 

industry, remote coastal communities and the exchequer’’. 

 

5. Sophie Devereaux; 

‘’ Another problem that needs consideration is access to facilities for people with disabilities. 

Access to beaches and piers can be difficult for people with disabilities and therefore restricts 

their engagement and participation with marine coasts. We need to improve current 

facilities for disability users as well as building new facilities in areas that do not have them’’.  

 

6. Irish Marine Federation;  

‘’ There can be no single measure to foster the growth and development of the marine 

tourism and recreational sectors than the enhancement of access to the shore and sea. This 

additional access and infrastructure will have cross community impact as can be seen by any 

public and private development in coastal locations countrywide. There is a strong case for 

Public-Private Partnership cases to be continued and further explored and indeed there are 

many successful examples of PPP developments to date. The IMF believe the local authorities 

should and must take in strong role in the sustainable development of the sector and across 

the economic, social and environmental facets. To date we believe the level of engagement 

by local authorities has been unequal and it is our hope that this MSP legislation will provide 

a framework that will be applied uniformly by all reverent authorities and stake holders 

alike’’. 
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Air Quality - Summary of submission comments. 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 5 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. Best Practice is mentioned. 
2. The effects of Ireland’s proposals on the UK’s greenhouse gas reduction aims. 
3. The use of Hydrogen from renewable sources is presented. 

 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
Cork Co. Council 
It  is  noted  that  paragraph  3.140  refers  to  a  "better"  practise  of  air  pollution  control  in  
Sulphur Emission  Control  Areas (SECA).  Consideration  should  be given to  regarding  this  as  "best"  
practice, and  prescribing higher standards for Ireland also, and  establishing a  competent body to 
monitor fuel use in all  ports/harbours. 
 
Marine Management Organisation 
Proposals in the Ireland marine area have the potential for negative impacts on achievement of the 
UK Government’s aim (as expressed through Draft SW Marine Plan policy SW-AIR-1) to manage and 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and air pollutants. The MMO therefore supports Air Quality 1 and 
2, but recommends that they be strengthened to include greenhouse gases as well as air pollutants. 
Stronger intervention in Ireland could have a positive effect on the English SW marine area and 
achievement of the policy aim. 
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Appendices-  Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments-28 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions;  

1. Submissions identified some omissions in Appendices regarding Bodies that have statutory 

responsibilities for various Marine sectors. DHPLG Note; to be rectified in finalised NMPF.  

2. Zoning:  

 Some submissions make suggestions for designations of zones, and such zones to be 

included on Maps within the NMPF. 

 Some submissions have concern re lack of detail on physical location of zones. 

 Some submissions request further consultation when it comes to designating zones.  

 DHPLG Note; Zones have not been designated as yet.  

 

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Commissioners of Irish Lights;  

‘’ Appendix A: Add Commissioners of Irish Lights to the List of Public Bodies with Marine 

Responsibilities.’’ 

 

2. Cork County Council;  

‘’ Public Bodies with Marine Responsibilities (Appendix A) 

In Appendix A (p. 183) the role of the Port Authority as a Functional Responsibility for Coastal 

Local Authorities seems to  be missing. Since the  transfer of certain ports to  local authorities 

under the Harbours Act 1996 to 2015, most Coastal Authorities are also Port Authorities and 

this needs to be reflected  as  it  is the  case  for Cork County Council  (and  Kerry CC,  Wexford  

CC,  Wicklow  CC,  Dun Laoghaire CC, etc.)’’ 
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3. Natural Resources Wales (Welsh Government); 

‘’ We note that arrangements are being made to include provisions in the Marine Planning 

and Development Management Bill to provide for a system of designation of Strategic 

Marine Activity Zones (Appendix D). NRW would welcome the opportunity to be consulted on 

any proposed zoning, and their associated environmental assessments (SEA and AA) as they 

are developed. We would also welcome the opportunity to provide comments on any further 

activities that may have implications for Wales, for example the development of the 

guidelines outlined in the supporting actions in Appendix F.’’ 

 

4. Irish Offshore Operators Association (IOOA); 

‘’ IOOA has a concern around a zoning approach for structuring the  plan (Appendix D, page 

187). Certain critical regions could be zoned in such a manner as to prevent other activities 

from taking place. The optimum and desirable marine plan is one which facilitates the  co-

existence  of a broad range of complex and sometimes competing sectors.  It requires clarity 

and certainty to assure appropriate environmental protection but needs appropriate 

flexibility to ensure that economic development and growth of existing and new industries 

and sectors  can continue to develop. 

 

 

5. Hugh James Killen; 

‘’ Given that the Framework sets the ‘baseline’ for the proposed Bill please consider: 

a) Marine Protected Areas covering 30+% of Irish marine environment 

b) Suitable areas to accommodate renewable energy with associated infrastructure to 

connect to the national electricity grid could also be zoned in the maps 

Map zones should safeguard the areas of marine sediments which have higher contribution 

of carbon sequestration (As per map on p.64).’’ 
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Aquaculture - Summary of submission comments. 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 268 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. There are two strongly mentioned areas within this section. The first is Licencing which is 
partnered variously with: audits, backlogs, consent, enforcement, and reform. 

2. The second most frequently mentioned area is the role of three Government Departments 
and other Agencies, who each have different responsibilities around Aquaculture.  

3. The MPDM Bill is commented upon throughout with regard to Aquaculture, and the 
application of EU law within the NMPF is noted. 

4. There are many comments on how the word ‘Aquaculture’ is used as a collective noun for 
discrete types of farming, each of which have different impacts on the marine environment. 

5. Some commenters wish to see a new holistic Marine government Department or Agency. 
6. There is a call for both the banning of toxic pesticides and a specific Marine Environmental 

Protection Agency. 
7. Visual impact on the seascape, such as trestle beds, is mentioned, as is the effect of fish farm 

pollution on co-existence. 
 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
Inland Fisheries Ireland (IFI) 
“It is acknowledged in the NMPF that aquaculture has the potential to interact with a number of other 
sectors and specifically highlights potential interactions with wild salmon and migratory fish, inshore 
fisheries, eutrophication, tourism and recreation. IFI welcomes the commitment in the NMPF that it, 
together with the National Strategic Plan for Sustainable Aquaculture Development and existing 
licensing and regulatory controls, aim to achieve the sustainable growth of the industry while 
minimising and mitigating environmental impacts through a range of measures.” 
 
Seal Rescue Ireland 
“Policy regarding the environmental impacts, licensing and development of aquaculture should be 
modernised through the NMPF. Businesses with current licenses should be audited for best practice, to 
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meet the ever-changing directives for sustainability. […] Licensing of sustainable, organic aquaculture 
should be supported and implemented above others.” 
 
Save the Swilly 
“Objective: To develop enforcement strategies that deliver the best possible outcomes by achieving 
full compliance while keeping costs and administrative burdens to a minimum. 
Recommendation: Establish a transparent and independent enforcement authority, ensuring that 
aquaculture operators adhere rigorously to licence conditions.” 
 
Aqualicense Ann Gallagher 
“It must be stated that aquaculture regulators have all the enforcement powers they need. They can, 
and do, withdraw licences – the strongest enforcement power possible, short of imprisonment, as 
this deprives the licence-holder and its employees of their livelihoods.” 
 
IFA Aquaculture 
“Reform of aquaculture licensing is necessary alongside the Marine Planning Policy Framework 
(MPPF). Policies should be aligned with the licencing system so that it is clear to decision makers 
what is acceptable. Policy should require all agencies involved in consent and licencing processes to 
engage in pre-application discussions and encourage pre-application community engagement.” 
 
SBS Ltd. 
“It is clear from the draft NMPF that the word ‘aquaculture’ is used in to refer to all forms of 
aquaculture (salmon farming, shellfish farming and seaweed farming) however there are fundamental 
differences within this grouping in terms of structures used, species used, location within the marine 
environment, access, culture practice […] and whether nutrients are removed/added to the water 
column or benthic sediments. We would ask for the document to separate out the forms of aquaculture 
and make the distinction when it comes to talking about negative and positive impacts accordingly.” 
 
The Bryden Centre LYIT 
“The separation of Offshore Renewable Energy (DCCAE), Aquaculture and Fisheries (DAFM), and 
Foreshore (DHPLG) consenting and licensing will likely lead to a divergence of interests if an adequate 
method of conflict resolution and/or sectoral integration is not facilitated.” 
 



Biodiversity- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments- 56 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions; 

1. Habitats Directive – DCHG submission focus is to ensure compliance with existing EU 

Habitats Directives.  

2. Data – Further Data required on Natural Capital Assets and also related- Provision for further 

studies to be carried out on (Biodiversity) Natural Capital Assets.  

3. Definition of Natural Capital Assets and development of Natural Capital Register 

4. Prioritise the protection of Biodiversity in NMPF 

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Limerick City and County Council 

‘’Biodiversity  Planning Policies - the setting out of planning policy  responses towards 

proposals that will  affect the marine environment,  either positively or negatively  is 

welcomed.   It is  clear  from  the  key references  outlined,  that  the  responses are 

ecologically based. Similarly, as outlined in 53.44, the mention of cost benefit analysis 

promoting eco-system  based adaptation options is also welcomed,  as it emphasises the 

importance of such approaches’’ 

 

2. DCHG-  Biodiversity: Planning Policies and the definition of priority habitats and species;  

‘’The Biodiversity Planning Policies are generally welcomed, given their ambition to protect 

and conserve biodiversity. Given the overlap of the habitat types and species between the 

Birds and Habitats Directives and MSFD, a clear outline of these would be of benefit here. 

This would be particularly useful in clarifying the extent to which the Annex I habitats of the 

Habitats Directive such as Estuaries 1130 and coastal habitats are covered under the MSFD. 

Likewise this would be useful for the relevant species listed in the Annexes of the Habitats 
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and Birds Directives. References to Commission documents on the links between MSFD and 

HD and their habitats and species might also be usefully included here’’ 

 

3. Eastern and Regional Midlands Assembly: Environmental – Ocean Health 
‘’The detailed approach and consideration to environment related planning policies for ocean 
health is a welcome addition. In terms of OMPPs relating to biodiversity, the Draft NMPF 
Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) notes that a specific policy supporting integrated 
coastal zone management (ICZM) would be welcome to provide a clear mechanism to 
maintain, restore and enhance biodiversity in the coastal zone (SEA, pg. 125). The RSES 
recognises and supports the ICZM approach which can assist in meeting obligations under 
the Water Framework Directive (WFD), MSFD, and Nature Directives.  
 
It enables collaborative and stakeholder engagement approaches to the management and 
protection of coastal resources against coastal erosion, flooding and other threats (RPO 7.3). 
It is recommended that the NMPF include specific policies to support an ICZM approach for 
the management and protection of coastal resources and communities.’’ 
 

4. Irish Forum on Natural Capital; 

 

The EU Green Deal states that “all EU policies should contribute to preserving and restoring 

Europe’s natural capital by integrating ecosystems and their services into decision-making”.  

As such, the Irish Forum on Natural Capital (IFNC) strongly welcomes the inclusion of natural 

capital language and concepts in the Draft National Marine Planning Framework  (DMPF), 

referencing relevant national policies such as the Biodiversity Action Plan and the Biodiversity 

Sector Climate Change Action Plan. 

 

As stated in the DMPF, the National Biodiversity Action Plan includes a commitment “to 

develop a natural capital asset register and national natural capital accounts by 2020”. The 

development of such a register will require the cross-departmental cooperation described 

above. The IFNC recommends the establishment of a cross-departmental working group, 

such as the Senior Officials Group on SDGs, to ensure a strong understanding and balanced 

application of natural capital across departments’’.  

 

5. Innogy Renewables:   

‘’Specifically the importance of implementing this decarbonisation policy to the marine 

environment needs to be emphasised, and the inclusion of the risks to the marine 

environment in Section 3.147 to 3.150 of the NMPF is welcomed. These risks have been 

clearly identified not only in the National Biodiversity Action Plan 2017-2021 but also by the 

Marine Institute in their publication Ocean Acidification: An Emerging Threat to our Marine 

Environment. This publication identifies that the oceans have absorbed nearly a third of 

anthropogenic CO2 emissions since the industrial revolution. This is altering the equilibrium 

of inorganic carbon in seawater and reducing the pH (ocean acidification). The consequences 

of ocean acidification have been identified to include; exacerbating global warming, 

influencing climate processes, broad ecosystem impacts including significant damage to 

economically important fisheries’’.  

 



Draft National Marine Planning Framework - Department of Housing, Local Government and Heritage 
 

 
 
M. Duffin 14/07/20 
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