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Safety at Sea - Summary of submission comments. 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 24 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. Fishing Corridors are frequently mentioned in the comments in this section. 
2. Policy wording is commented on here. 
3. Marine litter and pollutants in bathing water are referenced. 
4. Coast Guard funding and a Naval Port of Refuge are discussed. 
5. Oil pollution resolution is proposed. 
6. Comments on Community Water Safety Equipment are noted. 
7. The concept of an Emergency Towing Vehicle on the NW or West coast is considered. 

 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
Commissioners of Irish Lights 
“If the References Section is retained in its present form, Irish Lights should be added to the list so as 
to provide context for 15.1 (website www.irishlights.ie).” 
 
South West RIFF 
“Safety at sea Policy 1: Where “fishing corridors” are proposed as part of a new development the 
conditions for fishing should be clearly specified so that any adverse Impact can be assessed in 
consideration of consent. The distinction should be clearly made between “fishing corridors” if there is 
such a thing and “Vessel transit corridors” which are widely recognised.” 
 
Bob Kieran 
“Oil pollution is a major threat to many activities in NMPF, and to the economies of coastal and river 
estuaries. I think therefore that it should be an objective of the chapter on Safety at Sea: to enhance 
the role of IRCG to direct vessels in Ireland’s maritime area so as to prevent the threat of oil pollution. 
In other words; enhance the State’s capability to prevent, and respond to threats of oil pollution from 
ships.” 
 

0

3

1
0

7

3

9

0 0
1

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

SAFETY AT SEA



2 

 

ESCA 
“Safety at Sea policies should refer to maintaining the ability for unimpeded maintenance of existing 
power and telecommunications subsea infrastructure.” 
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Sea-floor Integrity- Summary of submission comments. 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 28 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. The first most frequent observation is on Bottom Trawling which is of grave concern to most 
submitters. 

2. The second most recurrent comment is on the ‘deep sea floor’. Most commentary is of the 
opinion that the policies around sea-floor integrity should include the entire sea floor from 
shallow to deep waters. 

3. Wording of policies is also mentioned throughout. 
4. Benthic Mapping, Datasets, GES and forward planning for the entire sea floor is important to 

commenters. 
 

Examples of comments in this section: 
 
Northern and Western Region Assembly 

1. P. 50 - First stated Policy may benefit in being stated as two separate policies as follows: 
i. Proposals which incorporate measures to support the resilience of deep sea habitats 

will be supported. 
ii. Proposals which may have significant adverse impacts on deep sea habitats must 

demonstrate that they will, in order of preference: a) avoid, b) minimise, or c) mitigate 
significant adverse impacts on deep sea habitats. 

2. P. 52 – Should Appropriate Assessment obligation under Article 6.3 of the Habitats Directive 
also be referenced at para 3.100 

3. P. 53 – Para 3.106 may be better placed within Background/Context. 
 
Coastal Concern Alliance 
1. 3.96   Sea Floor integrity / Coastal Processes: MSFD Descriptor 6 – ‘Sea-floor integrity is at a level 
that ensures that the structure and functions of the ecosystems are safeguarded and that benthic 
ecosystems, in particular, are not adversely affected’. Only deep-sea habitats are considered in this 
Section of the NMPF. The inclusion of only deep-sea habitats excludes shallow waters, including 
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‘sandbanks slightly covered by seawater at all times’ (EU Habitat 1110). This is an inexplicable 
omission given that the NMPF includes a map (p 38) showing the location of shallow sandbanks. The 
vast majority of near-shore sandbanks off Ireland’s east coast have been targeted by developers for 
Marine Renewable Energy and Infrastructure construction (Map, p 125).  
Recommendations: As stated in the NMPF SEA, a specific policy should be included in the final NMPF 
to ensure protection of sea-floor integrity ‘appropriate to the depth, substrate and species types that 
are present’. The map included in the SEA showing 2030 Predicted Coastal Erosion Lines for Ireland 
should also be included in the NMPF. 

 
Environmental Trust Ireland 
The impact of bottom trawling and dredging on the seafloor habitat needs to [be] fully assessed. It is 
noted that only the deep sea floor is mentioned. It is submitted that a proper assessment will require 
review of the impact at all sea floor levels including relatively shallow waters particularly where 
marine dredgers are used for seaweed harvesting. Also, in relation to anchoring of offshore wind 
turbines in shallow waters.     
Other areas of concern are benthic habitat disturbance. Benthic habitats contribute very significantly 
to carbon sequestration and in consequence have a major impact on reduction of greenhouse gas 
emissions and global warming. However, it is estimated that 13% of the benthic habitat on the sea 
floor has been adversely impacted by bottom trawling by boats. 
 
iCRAG 

“Providing baselines for assessing GES offshore Ireland can form valuable datasets for forward 
planning. With the potential level of future development outlined in this plan, in areas such as 
offshore renewable energy and marine aggregate extraction amongst others, maintaining sea-floor 
integrity becomes of critical importance. Equally, with the impact of future climate change, 
mitigating against adverse impacts on sea-floor integrity can form a key component of the NMPF. In 
point 3.106. The consultation draft rightly recognises the prominent role the INFOMAR programme 
ploys in mapping the physical, chemical and biological features of Ireland's seabed.  
These datasets form a key input for ongoing research projects, notably under the 'Safeguard the 
Geomarine Environment' challenge which aims to make Ireland's offshore environment a test bed 
and natural science laboratory for innovative and novel technologies in the marine sector. Thus, 
providing baselines for assessing GES, offshore Ireland can form valuable datasets for forward 
planning and accompanying decision-making processes, as well as making a positive contribution 
towards the achievement of GES in relation to deep sea habitats.” 
 
ESCA 
“6.4.3.8 - Existing Environmental Pressures/ Problems: Physical Environment/ Sediments: Regarding 
heating of sediment - this also refers to ‘cables’ without distinction. The differences in types and uses 
of cables is important as there will be no heating of sediment from most types of submarine cable.” 
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Seascape and Landscape - Summary of submission comments. 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 35 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. The most frequent comments in this section relate to ORE. 
2. Different Assessments are referenced, including the National Landscape Character 

Assessment, The Heritage Council’s Seascapes and Seascape Assessment, and Visual Impact 
Assessment. 

3. Aquaculture is mentioned in relation to unsightly trestle tables. 
4. There is some call to balance ORE with Sea and Landscape. 
5. Guidance from consenting authorities regarding the weighting of Public Benefit and ORE 

would be appreciated. 
6. Coastal Erosion and Rights of Way have been commented upon. 

 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
ESB Generation and Trading 
“Cumulative impact is an issue which should be considered at this stage of the plan process especially since there 
is significant knowledge about various projects in the public domain. Irrespective of whether a centralised or 
decentralised system of development is adopted, a plan-led approach needs to underpin the development 
process.  Seascape effects for example are the changes in the character and quality of the seascape as a result 
of a development and this component of potential impact is perhaps the most obvious and certainly the one that 
receiving communities are likely to focus on. Nonetheless, there are practical ways of managing this impact 
including the use of visual breaks between projects.” 
 
Catherine O'Toole 
“Erosion and rights of way: Erosion is not covered in the Framework. A national erosion management policy 
would be very useful. Coastal erosion is a huge threat to communities and to Ireland. Rights of way are currently 
under threat. As coastal areas erode, people are losing their rights of way to coastal areas. This could be 
addressed in the NMPF. Proposed: To address the creation of a national erosion management policy, including 
procedures for people to keep their access rights as coastal areas change shape.” 
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MRIA Renewables 
“We recommend that DHPLG resource and convene urgently, even in a virtual form in these Covid19 times, an 
expert group to design the guidance on visual assessment which is referenced in Appendix F of the NMPF. This 
should be a priority task for 2020 and it should not preclude facilitating those projects where....’ a development 
consent is applied for in an area already subject to permission...’ 
Such cases can be dealt with as proposed in ORE Policy 9: ‘... proposals must include a visualisation assessment 
to inform design and layout’.” 
 
IWEA 
“Our Recommendation: Balancing the public benefits of offshore wind projects and the importance of the 
contribution of offshore wind farm development in achieving national targets relating to climate change with 
the potential impact on seascape and landscape is critical. We welcome the intention of DHPLG to issue guidance 
to Consent Authorities on how public benefits and significant impacts are to be balanced.” 
 
SSE Airtricity 
“Offshore wind projects can provide significant public benefits including the ability to reduce carbon emissions 
and air pollution (Climate Change Policy 1 and Air Quality Policies 1 and 2). Offshore wind development can 
support the achievement of the Paris Climate Agreement, EU renewable energy goals and the realisation of 
multiple objectives in Ireland’s Climate Action Plan such as the decarbonisation of heat and transport through 
electrification. Offshore wind deployment will also support a number of other OMPPs including the creation of 
jobs (Social- Employment Policy 1), the regeneration of coastal communities (Social Benefits Policies 1 and 2) and 
the upgrading of port infrastructure (Social-Rural Coastal and Island Communities Policy 1). 
It is our view that guidance in relation to how consenting authorities will weigh-up these public benefits and 
impacts on seascape and landscape needs to be outlined. Guidance may help overcome potential issues which 
may arise in this space and provide clarity to developers seeking to bring forward projects. We recognise these 
issues need to be carefully considered.”  

 



Seaweed Harvesting- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments- 110 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions;  

1. The majority of submissions emphasise the importance of sustainable Seaweed Harvesting 

to local coastal communities.  

2. The benefit to the Ecosystem of Seaweed is mentioned in several submissions, and 

associated with that, the need to regulate and protect the Ecosystem. 

3. There is a need to address the conflict between traditional harvesting methods and 

industrial, mechanised harvesting methods.  

4. Several submissions identify commercial Seaweed Harvesting as a potential economic 

growth area.  

5. Note; This chapter is among those that received the most varied, and at times, 

contentious, submission content.  

 

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Association of Irish Local Government (AILG);  

‘’ The harvesting of wild seaweed by hand is an activity important to specific coastal 

communities where it has been a source of animal feed, fertiliser, and, in some cases, a 

source of income. In more recent times commercial entities have shown interest in harvesting 

large quantities of sea-weed for use in nutritional and biochemical applications.While such 

innovations can provide welcome employment in coastal locations where there is little else in 

the way of employment any commercial harvesting needs to be conditional on respecting 

existing hand-harvesting rights and on ensuring a sustainable approach that does not leave 

the seashore or seabed denuded of marine vegetation. 

 

The Association therefore endorses the objective of paragraph 16.19: " The Government is 
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committed to ensuring the sustainability of seaweed natural resources underpins the 

licensing regime for seaweed harvesting." 

 

2. Udarás na Gaeltachta;  

‘’ While addressing the complex issues of ownership, access, licensing and production 

techniques in an integrated fashion remains a key structural challenge, the corresponding 

need to secure cooperation amongst public and  private  stakeholders concerning   national   

and  international marketing campaigns in support of the productive sector remains a core 

concern.’’ 

 

3. An Taisce; 

‘’ The  ecosystem  benefit  of  seaweed  must  be  recognised  in  any  future  policy objectives 

for seaweed harvesting in Ireland, and the objectives should be framed by that. 

A rigorous and well-researched seaweed harvesting management plan is  required, which 

implements strict controls on harvesting methods for particular species, and quantities which 

can be removed. This will require substantial public consultation and participation, in 

compliance with Article 7 of the Aarhus Convention. 

 

 The first step in achieving this is to regularise the licensing and rights system, and to make 

that information publicly available. Any licence application must be processed in compliance 

with the public participation rights under Article 6 of the Aarhus convention. Different policy 

objectives should be set for the harvesting of wild seaweed, and the harvesting of cultivated 

seaweed, and the licensing system should clearly distinguish between these two very 

different approaches, with different harvesting methods licensed in different situations. 

There are some best practice examples which could inform this, such as those implemented 

in France." 

 

4. Ascophyllum Nodosum Processors Group (ANPG) ; 

‘’Recommendation: Regulatory and licensing system upgrade: ANPG  strongly  recommend  

that  the  licensing  and  regulatory  system  for  A. Nodosum harvesting be upgraded. 

 

Recommendation: Defining the roles of national, regional and local authorities: The 

expertise of a national body is essential to ensure the seaweed resource and its environs is 

properly managed in a consistent and professional manner. To this end, decision making on 

harvesting licences should remain with a Government Department and continue to involve 

experts such as National Parks and Wildlife (NPWS) and the Marine Institute.  

 Some local authorities lack the necessary expertise to make determinations on complex 

foreshore license applications. However, they have a critical role to play in monitoring and 

enforcement of regulations. 

 

Recommendation: Environmental, economic & societal aspects should have equal weighting:  

Equal weighting should be given to environmental, economic and societal aspects of any 

proposed activity or plan. This is particularly relevant in the context of A. nodosum harvesting 

and processing, whereby environmental, economic and societal aspects can be closely linked 

and oftentimes dependent on each other.’’ 

 

5. IFA Aquaculture;  



‘’ IFA Aquaculture supports growth of viable seaweed industry through sustainable 

harvesting of seaweed while recognising the economic and social contribution it makes to 

coastal communities. As outlined in the NMPF objectives ‘a fit for purpose regulatory 

framework that supports sustainable harvesting and respects existing formal and informal 

rights to harvest’ is required. 

 

IFA Aquaculture has the ability through the broader organisation of the IFA to create links 

between seaweed industry and land-based activities, such as agriculture, as well as being 

suitably placed with regard to monitoring policy relating to seaweed harvesting/aquaculture, 

particularly in regard to land/sea interactions. Significant issues regarding existing seaweed 

harvesting rights need to be addressed as part of the implementation of the NMPF.’’ 

 

 

6. Kevin O’Hara;  

‘’ I welcome the steps being taken towards proper marine planning but I believe that a 

proper seaweed harvesting strategy is also required. I believe that the State should appoint a 

relevant, marine based, semi-state agency to manage the seaweed harvesting industry in 

order to: 

- Ensure that the seaweed harvesting industry directly benefits local communities. 

- Ensure that the seaweed harvesting is done in a sustainable way. 

- Ensure that the individual seaweed harvesters are empowered to sustainably manage their 

harvesting area and to sell to whichever processing company they choose. ‘’ 

 

7. Julia Cooper; 

‘’The production of “high value products” should not allow a business to decimate an 

ecosystem. High value products are better if they involve making use of the natural 

nutritional value of seaweed in small quantities for human-consumption rather than the 

value of seaweed for intensive agricultural practices in foreign countries. Not all “high value 

products” should be valued the same! ‘’                                                                                                                                                                                               

 

8. BioAtlantis; 

‘’ Recommendation: Proposed amendment to the ‘Seaweed Harvesting’ OMPP: 

BioAtlantis agree with the objectives for the seaweed sector as outlined in the NMPF. To 

ensure the protection of the existing seaweed industry and its future prospects for expansion 

and job creation, BioAtlantis recommend the inclusion of the following objective: 

 

“To support a compliant and growing seaweed harvesting and processing sector that 

operates in a modern licensing and enforcement system to produce high value added 

products and technologies’’. 

 

9. Comhdáil Oileann na hÉireann; 

‘’ Many sectors on the islands are closely interlinked and these relationships should be 

considered when developing policy. An example is the use of seaweed on island farms for soil 

conditioning, fertiliser and animal fodder. Traditional, sustainable seaweed harvesting rights 

exist on all of the offshore islands and this should be formally recognised in any legislation 

developed as part of the NMPF process.’’ 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Social Benefits- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments- 27 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions; 

1. Wide support for NMPF promoting the Social Benefits of marine activity and engagement 

with the sea.  

2. Several comments focus on the importance of promoting Tourism. 

3. Commercial Industry point out there are Social Benefits to ORE development and associated 

industrial marine activity.  

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Association of Irish Local Government (AILG);   

‘’ Social - Engagement with the Sea: The Association endorses the principles expressed in the 

text "Social -Engagement with the Sea" (page 70) and particularly the intention to promote 

integration, coordination and coherence between land and marine planning systems. This in 

turn gives practical expression to the important objective of promoting vibrant, accessible 

and sustainable coastal and island communities. 

 

Many coastal communities contend with the disadvantages of peripherality and remoteness 

and yet form a distinctive social and cultural presence in Irish society. This is particularly true 

of island communities who occupy a notable place in the tapestry of Irish culture. It is 

important that the NMPF helps maximise in an appropriate way the sustainability of coastal 

and island communities.  

 

In this context the Association commends the objective stated in paragraph 3.205 (p.81), 

bullet point 4: Subject to compliance with all applicable environmental assessments and 

regulatory controls, proposals that might be supported by this policy include, but are not 
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limited to: *proposals generally that would reduce deprivation, prevent depopulation and 

contribute to the sustainability of rural coastal and/or island communities.  

 

 

2. Dublin City Council;   

‘’ Economic Development; The NMPF has an important role to play in promoting the 

sustainable economic and tourism potential of Dublin Bay and its coastal areas including  

policies on the  optimal  co-existence of a  number of activities. The NMPF can usefully 

identify cross sectoral areas of policy interactions by articulating and resolving overlapping 

policy conflicts and managing impacts  at project  level.  However, NMPF policy must be 

robustly informed by the SEA/AA processes which contain an evidence base which identifies 

and mitigates environmental/ecological impacts’’. 

 

3. Heritage Council of Ireland;  

‘’ The Heritage Council welcomes the inclusion of the section on social benefits in the 

consideration of future proposals.  Many of the benefits listed relate to how people 

experience and engage with heritage especially maritime heritage. To have the importance 

of social benefits explicitly identified and accommodated within the framework is a very 

positive step’’. 

 

 

4. South West Regional Inshore Fisheries Forum (SWRIFF); 

‘’ It is encouraging to see detailed attention given to this area. To understand what the social 

benefits that accrue to a community are, the scale at which this evaluation is made is very 

important. To enhance or promote social benefits you must know what is of value to a 

community. A new development could be socially beneficial on many levels (more wealth, 

more facilities etc) but not if it causes displacement, the loss of livelihood, the loss of way of 

life or loss cultural identity at a community level.  Therefore, new developments which 

prioritise the fishing community as part of future picture are really important so as not to 

destroy culturally complex coastal communities’’. 

 

5. DP Energy;  

 ‘’DP Energy welcomes the acknowledgement in section 11.16 of the draft NMPF of the 

positive socioeconomic benefits that offshore renewable energy can bring to coastal 

communities. We are enthusiastic about the possibilities of working with Government 

departments such as DHPLG, DCCAE, DBEI and DAT to ensure that communities see long-

term benefits from the development of offshore wind energy. 

 

Delivering just the 3.5 GW of offshore wind energy required under the Climate Action Plan 

will require significant investment, create thousands of jobs in planning, development and 

construction and hundreds of long-term jobs in operations and maintenance. DP Energy 

supports IWEA and MRIA to continue working closely with Government departments and 

supporting agencies to harness the global supply chain and create a domestic one to deliver 

this energy transition’’. 

 

 

 

 



Sport & Recreation- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments-99 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions;  

1. The importance of Marine based Sport and Recreation to health and wellbeing is referenced 

in many of the submissions.   

2. Availability of Marine based Sport and Recreation facilities (including angling) is an 

important draw for Tourism.  

3. Protection of the Marine Environment while utilising the Marine area for Sport and 

Recreation is a critical issue for the majority of sectors.  

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Southern Region Assembly;  

‘’ Promoting healthy communities and high quality of life, enabled by interacting with our 

coast and high environmental quality in our marine environment, is supported through the 

RSES , specifically under Chapter 7 Quality of Life and other sections as outlined above. The 

SRA recommend strengthened policy support for quality place making, health and well-being 

and high quality of life for coastal and island communities, enabled through holistic physical, 

social and environmental infrastructures.’’ 

 

2. Foyle Port;  

‘’ As noted in Section 2.3, Foyle Port provides a hub for local water sports activity and is a 

keen supporter of community initiatives. This includes ‘Foyle Sailability’40 which is a cross 

border voluntary organisation that aims to deliver opportunities for sailing and other water-

based activities to people with disabilities from across the North West of Ireland. 

 

We therefore strongly welcome the inclusion of specific policies for Sport and Recreation 

within the Framework, in particular Policy 3 which states that “Opportunities to promote 
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inclusive development of water-based sports and marine recreation should be supported, 

where appropriate and at the applicable scale, with a focus on facilities for people with 

disabilities”. Foyle Sailability provides a positive case study for such initiatives, and we would 

welcome it being referenced as such within the final document. 

 

Foyle Port; Welcomes the inclusion of specific policies for sport and recreation, in particular 

Policy 3, and proposes that ‘Foyle Sailability’ be referenced as a positive case study in relation 

to same.’’ 

 

 

3. Fáilte Ireland; 

‘’ The marine environment supports and hosts an array of sport and recreational activities 

and facilities. The background and context section 17.1 highlight the diversity of sports and 

activities, which occur on our waters and along the coast in general. It should be noted and 

highlighted that many tourists, who visit Ireland engage in activities and adventure and 

partake in sport and recreational activities along the coast. Therefore, there should be 

greater recognition in section 17.15 of the significant cross-sectoral interactions between 

tourism and sport and recreation.’’ 

 

4. Inland Fisheries Ireland ; 

‘’The   marine   recreational   angling   sector   is   an   important   component   of Ireland’s 

recreational and tourism angling product. Sea angling (including bass) contributes an 

estimated €230 million to the Irish economy (source: IFI, 2015). To put this in context, the 

total economic contribution of pelagic landings by the Irish fleet is €113.4m. For demersal 

fishing, the economic contribution is €117.1m. From these data it is clear that sea angling is 

comparable in importance to commercial fishing. Furthermore, sea angling, a year round 

activity, is distributed widely thereby providing income and employment in dispersed rural 

areas.’’ 

 

 

5. Keep Ireland Open; 

‘’We strongly agree with your identification of the coastal area as a unique natural resource 

in which people can engage in activities that can enhance their health and wellbeing. We 

have referred to coastal walking earlier in this submission. To undertake a single or multi-day 

continuous walk along paths above the sea is a special joy as well as a challenge. Being sure 

of the means of doing this is a sine qua non, and we are therefore pleased that you see 

continued and improved access as a key objective. As we mentioned earlier, the only way to 

ensure this is through access legislation.’’ 

 

6. SWIM Ireland; 

‘’ Swim Ireland believes that a marine planning framework should seek to capitalise on the 

free and abundant resources available to us as an island nation and provide a context for 

partnership working whereby a sporting NGB such as ourselves can work with bodies such as 

Tourism Ireland, Local Authorities, EPA, RNLI, RLSS, Water Safety Ireland and others to 

maximise the potential of our unique coastline. 

 

The importance of swimming cannot be underestimated. The lifelong participation potential 



of the sport recognised in National Sports Policy is echoed in the National Physical Activity 

Plan, a whole of Government approach to addressing the growing obesity problem of our 

nation.’’ 

 

 

7.  Irish Physical Activity Research Collaboration (I-PARC) 

‘’ Exercise interactions with green and blue spaces offer low-cost, non-invasive solutions to 

public health challenges―particularly around mental health and obesity―and issues around 

environmental sustainability1. We support the inclusion of any legislation that will put in 

place and facilitate the granting of right-of-way status to Ireland's network of old and 

existing pathways and tracks to and along Ireland's coastal edge. Where the very 

continuance and existence of these pathways cannot be guaranteed, neither can the outdoor 

greenspaces where the attainment of wellbeing through healthy exercise be brought about.’’ 

 

 

8. Rowan Quinn;  

‘’ Sport and Recreation: This sector is one I am quite involved in. My experiences have seen 

where this sector can have an impact on the physical environment. Much recreational traffic 

can play its part in coastal erosion. Infrastructure to prevent this would be welcomed such as 

means of sustaining recreational areas for that benefits socially, economically and 

environmentally.’’  

 

9. Jaggie Whelan;  

"This section is one in which Ireland should heavily invest in. Ireland has some of the best 

coastline in Europe and the potential to become a hot spot for water-based activities. I think 

Ireland should put more investment into the development and marketing of these coastal 

areas for sports and recreation. With the right facilities and promotion, I think tourism based 

on water-based sports could be a huge market. 

 

If investments were made in building changing facilities, toilets and showers along popular 

coastal recreational areas then it could heavily increase the number of tourists that come to 

Ireland for this reason. Ireland already has numerous coastal communities that thrive off of 

the visitors along the Wild Atlantic and I think this development would further increase that. 

With these investments I think there should also be a focus on watery safety for recreational 

users and the right infrastructure to accommodate for the increased waste and pollution that 

would go with these increases.’’ 
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Statements of Legal Concern - Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments - 132 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 
1. Frequent comments in this section relate to the Birds and Habitats Directive, EU Law and 

other EU Directives. 
2. Local county boundaries and international transboundary concerns are also raised. 
3. The issue of Enforcement is mentioned with regard to the implementation of the NMPF. 
4. The proposed MPDM Bill is referenced, especially insofar as it relates to Aquaculture and 

Fisheries. 
 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
DCHG 
“The Birds Directive is the Directive which sets the legal context for the designation of Special 
Protection Areas (SPAs) and therefore should be included here, with the Habitats Directive; the 
Department of Culture, Heritage and the Gaeltacht’s Biodiversity Climate Change Sectoral 
Adaptation Plan is also relevant.” 
 
DLR Co Council 
“Legal Jurisdiction. The forthcoming Marine Planning and Developing Management Bill is due to:  
‘introduce a single development management process for the maritime area for activities and 
development to be administered by ABP and LA as appropriate’. 
If this is carried through there may be a requirement to extend the legal boundary of coastal local 
authorities. 
 
Irish Water 
“Irish Water notes and welcomes the commitment to achieving a positive resolution as soon as 
possible on the jurisdictional issues in Lough Foyle and Carlingford Lough.” 
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Environmental Trust Ireland 
“Necessity to identify Statutory Marine Planning Bodies: There is a need for clarity on who will 
oversee the implementation and enforcement of the Marine Planning Framework Strategy, once 
adopted.     
• Will it be at national level through a body such as An Bord Pleanála, the Minister or at local 
authority level or a hybrid of these?” 
 
Muireann O'Sullivan 
“The National Planning and Marine Development Bill will soon be taken up again by the new 
government.  I want the inclusion of aquaculture and fisheries in the new regime to be of the highest 
priority.  I feel that the National Marine Planning Framework should state the need for these two 
huge and hugely important areas to be included in the legislation, the NMPF should state clearly the 
risks of not including ANY marine activity in the legislation, let alone these two areas.” 
 
South East RIFF 
“The Eco-System Approach required under European Union Law: Both the 2008 Directive and the 
2014 Directive requires the Irish Marine Spatial Plan/Framework to consider all pressures on the 
marine resource.  
[…] EU policy and law supports sustainable development of the marine environment. The EU argues 
that healthy marine ecosystems and their multiple services, if integrated in planning decisions, can 
deliver substantial benefits in terms of food production, recreation and tourism, climate change 
mitigation and adaptation, shoreline dynamics control and disaster prevention. It is important that 
Irish policy and law complies with this approach.” 
 



Supporting Statements- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments- 162 

 

Most frequently mentioned comments in submissions; 

1. Welcome the publication of the draft NMPF 

2. Welcome the opportunity to comment on the draft NMPF 

3. Acknowledgement of work carried out so far on NMPF 

4. Welcome the proposals to reform Marine Licencing system 

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Dublin City Council; 

 ‘’Dublin  City  Council  (DCC)  welcomes  the  opportunity  to  comment  on the  Draft  

National  Marine Planning  Framework (NMPF) and wishes to acknowledge  the work carried  

out so far in the  process, including the completion  of important  baseline work and  very 

informative  maps.  DCC supports the Draft  NMPF long-term,  ecosystem-based  approach  

to the  spatial  planning  of  Ireland's  territorial waters  which  is consistent  with  the 

requirement  of  the  EU  Marine  Spatial  Planning  Directive. Furthermore the  Draft  NMPF 

contains overarching  policies which  create the spatial framework for much-improved cross 

sectoral policy integration with which to achieve the sustainable management of Ireland's 

marine interests’’.  

 

 

2. Commissioners of Irish Lights;  

‘’Irish Lights welcome the publication of the draft National Marine Planning Framework and 

supports its approach to Maritime Spatial Planning in Ireland. The inclusion of a specific 

section in the framework on Safety at Sea is particularly welcome’’. 

 

3

23
29

24
19 18 17

13
16

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

Comments of Support for Draft NMPF



3. Coast Cleaners Mayo;  

‘’I thank you in advance for taking the time to carefully read over this submission and 

hopefully consider the suggestions and recommendations laid out in this submission. We 

thank the Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government for the opportunity to 

comment on the Consultation Draft of the National Marine Planning Framework. We 

strongly support the Government’s management of national marine waters by a long-term 

planning process that recognises the importance of other, sometimes competing, interests 

and the need for the Government to find the correct balance for the long-term interest of the 

nation. For the record we are happy for our submission to be made public and all or any part 

to be reproduced in any media for all time’’. 

 
 

4. Easkey Britton; 

‘’As a partner of the EU-funded Horizon 2020 Seas, Oceans & Public Health in Europe 

(SOPHIE)   project, and a member of the Social Innovation and Participatory Processes 

research cluster (SIPP) at the Whitaker Institute at NUIG, I welcome the opportunity to 

comment on the National Marine Planning Framework Draft (NMPF). I would like to express 

some general remarks and address some key issues and opportunities for the NMPF. These 

are set in the context of wider goals for oceans and human health, sustainable development 

and the ecosystem-based approach to management, use and enjoyment of our seas. I also 

acknowledge and appreciate the level of engagement from the Marine Planning Policy and 

Development Division and hope to continue this engagement in the future’’. 

 

 

5. Trinity Centre for Environmental Humanities;   

‘’ We are hugely encouraged that the Marine Planning Policy and Development Division have 

indicated that they favour, where appropriate, community-led co-management approaches 

to marine planning and management such as regional and local coastal partnerships. We 

support the idea of pilot local coastal partnerships in the near future... Recommendation- 

Continue to engage with local communities to seek out and identify opportunities for 

community-led co-management approaches and partnerships’’. 

 

6. South East Regional Inland Fisheries Forum;  

‘’ The SE RIFF welcomes the opportunity to comment on the Maritime Spatial Planning (MSP) 

directive/process being transposed into Irish law. Our seafood industry, comprising inshore 

fishing, aquaculture and processing is vital to coastal communities through the south east 

with vital employment, that contributes to supporting the wider coastal region including 

economic activity in marine engineering, ancillary services, hospitality and local tourism’’ 

 

 

7. AquaComms Telecommunications;  

‘’ Aqua Comms welcomes the steps being taken by Government on marine spatial planning. 

We agree that a conjoined wholistic approach is needed to ensure that the needs of all users 

of the sea are addressed in a way that allows everyone to co-exist with minimum conflict and 

impact on the environment. It is encouraging to see the consistent theme of avoid, minimize 

and mitigate prevalent throughout the document’’. 

 



Telecommunications- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments-42 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions;  

1. The European Subsea Cables Association (ESCA) and Telecommunications company 

AquaComms both point out that Ireland’s entire global communications is almost entirely 

reliant on subsea cables, and therefore, subsea cables are a critically important 

infrastructure in the functioning of the country. They feel the NMPF should reflect this.  

2. ESCA also point out that some sections of NMPF referring to cables (in general) need to 

separate telecommunications cables from electricity cables/interconnectors, as these cables 

have very different characteristics.  

3. Bundling of cables, while theoretically saving space in the Maritime area, can be problematic 

in that 2 sets of cables (e.g telecommunications and electricity) require independent repair 

and maintenance, therefore causing disruption and disturbance to the cable not being 

repaired/maintained when repair to one of them is required.  

4. Regional Assembly bodies, Local Authorities and Academic Research are supportive of 

Telecommunications policies and point out that this vital infrastructure increases capacity 

for growth opportunities in regional cities.  

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. European Subsea Cables Association (ESCA);  

‘’ The paragraph copied from the NMPF  document above refers to some of the potential 

benefits and impacts of cables, but does not appear to go far enough in considering the 

broad topics. There is reference to benefits to remote and island communities, but does not 

fully recognise the fact that in the main part, Ireland’s entire global communications rely 

upon a reliable and resilient submarine cable network. The importance is recognised, but 

perhaps does not quite reflect how critical this infrastructure is on a domestic and 

international level.’’ 
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2. AquaComms;  

‘’ Demand for international data communications bandwidth has never been higher. The 

recent COVID19 emergency has highlighted the importance of the internet in continued 

economic activity. Two technologies transfer data across oceans – satellites and submarine 

cables. Submarine cables, on average, transfer data over long distances five times faster 

than satellites, are more reliable and significantly more cost-effective. So, submarine cables 

carry approximately [98%] of all international data traffic. Submarine cables are the 

critical infrastructure that enables global connectivity to the internet. This is particularly so 

for Ireland, which has no terrestrial routing options. Ireland is entirely dependent on 

submarine cables to ensure international connectivity.’’ 

 

3. Galway Harbour Company; 

‘’ The broad approach set out is welcomed. Planning for telecommunications infrastructure 

should allow for areas of significant population growth, particularly the 4 regional cities of 

Cork, Galway, Limerick and Waterford.’’ 

 

4. Waterford Institute of Technology; 

‘’ We welcome the inclusion of a section in the framework on Telecommunications (section 

18.0). The potential for technological innovation in domains that impact on the marine is 

very considerable and is a real opportunity for Ireland. The section setting out key issues in 

the telecommunications domain (pp.166ff) could more forcefully point towards the very 

significant opportunities that exist. While acknowledged in the document (18.10), it is 

important to stress the need to ensure that telecommunications connectivity infrastructure is 

robust and resilient. The wider network and Ireland’s economic activity is and will be heavily 

dependent on interconnectivity and the failure of this infrastructure will have impacts on a 

national scale.’’ 

 

5. ESCA; 

‘’There is reference to EMF uncertainty relating to undersea cables. It should be made clear 

that this relates to power cables, although ESCA would note that, as mentioned above, there 

is research and evidence available on EMF, and ESCA is willing to collaborate and assist with 

any future research to form evidence on this subject. From this section it should be made 

clear that this does not relate to telecommunications cables.’’ 

 

6. ESCA; 

‘’ Policy 2 - Bundling of cables is not necessarily a good option for submarine cables , both in 

terms of issues relating to independently repairing each type of cable (and the associated 

issues of downtime of two services), as well as combining repair of power and telecoms 

cables, each which require very different resources in terms of joint requirements, personnel 

and vessel requirements. It also creates issues related to resilience of networks and 

redundancy if locations are proposed to be shared. This should be reconsidered as a high 

priority as a recommendation of co-locating power and telecommunications cables, whilst 

sometime appropriate in very specific circumstances, is unlikely to be a viable option in the 

most part. - The small footprint and benign nature of cables once installed is widely 

recognised.’’ 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Tourism- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments-87 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions;  

1. Most submissions note that Tourism is an integral part of the national and local economy 

that cross-cuts into multiple aspects of Marine Planning.  

2. Sustainability of Tourism- submissions point out that Tourism has to be carefully managed 

with Environmental concerns such as emissions, climate change, threats to water quality and 

coastal erosion (among others) in mind when it comes to planning decisions or policies.  

3. Remainder of submissions mainly refer to location specific issues, such as visual impacts of 

ORE developments, lack of Access to a particular Marine area, proposals for specific 

infrastructure that the submitter feels would benefit Tourism. 

  

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Fáilte Ireland;  

‘’ Although official statistics for tourism in coastal and marine areas are not available, the 

recent study on Ireland’s Ocean Economy by SEMRU, June 2019, found that tourism and 

leisure in marine and coastal areas was the largest contributor to employment across the 

established marine industries, followed by shipping and maritime transport, seafood 

processing and seas fisheries. Fáilte Ireland figures indicate that in 2019 that 3.7million 

overseas visitors spent in excess of €3billion euro and sustained over 80,000 jobs in the Wild 

Atlantic Way Region. The Wild Atlantic Way Brand is having a huge economic impact on the 

western seaboard. 

 

In order to continue to grow the tourism sector in Ireland we must ensure that tourism in 

marine areas  is  enabled in  a sustainable  manner  and  that  tourism  in considered  as  a 

substantial economic sector, with the ability to reach some of the most isolated communities 
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in Ireland, many of these along our coastline and sustaining jobs throughout the year. For 

Fáilte Ireland the main objective in working towards a sustainable tourism sector is to 

protect, enhance and promote both our natural and built heritage for the common benefits 

of visitor, industry, community, and the environment. The VICE (Visitor, Industry, Community 

and Environment) Model for Sustainable Tourism is an approach that Fáilte Ireland adopts in 

all of our activities and outputs. Therefore, the Environmental, Social and Economic 

objectives are very much aligned with our objectives in this regard.’’ 

 

 

2. Irish Tourism Industry Confederation;  

‘’Tourism in Ireland employs approximately 265,000 people, pre Covid-19, and is worth €9.2 

billion to the Irish economy. The industry contributes €2.1 billion in taxes to the Irish 

government on an annual basis. This represents 4% of Ireland’s total GDP. 1 in every 10 jobs 

in Ireland is in the tourism sector. Tourism increased by over 7% in 2018 and the projections 

in the medium term are for 11 million visitors within the next two years. Inbound tourism 

figures for 2019 reached 10.8 million visitors. Tourism is now Ireland’s largest indigenous 

industry and this needs to be acknowledged as an important economic driver for local 

communities, particularly coastal ones.’’ 

 

 

3. Adam Boal Quinn; 

‘’Careful consideration has to be put in place with regard to the development of all seaside 

towns from Malin Head to Mizen. Downings, Rossnowlagh and Bundoran all have the same 

situation occurring, of recreational activities and the natural phenomenon that is our 

coastline, clashing with the very industry that creates these towns, tourism. That fine balance 

of creating a sustainable tourism trade that keeps these seaside towns alive and maintaining 

the natural beauty of the Irish coast must be established as difficult as that may be. 

Fortunately, with the NMPF and the National Spatial Strategy there is the possibility of 

putting in place the correct policies and procedures that are needed to solve the dilemma at 

hand.’’ 

 

 

4. Comhdáil Oileann na hÉireann; 

‘’ Overtourism . Tourism is an important contributor to island economies but should be 

promoted at an appropriate scale. A move from promoting high numbers of visitors to 

visitors who spend at least one night on the island is desirable. High tourism numbers can 

change the nature of the island and put a strain on local resources with very little benefit to 

residents and the community.’’ 

 

5. IFA Aquaculture; 

‘’Aquaculture – IFA Aquaculture agrees that a balance needs to be struck between the 

benefits of aquaculture and tourism, the Failte Ireland/BIM initiative ‘Taste the Atlantic: A 

Seafood Journey’ along the Wild Atlantic Way is an example of how aquaculture and tourism 

can effectively have symbiotic benefits. ‘’ 

 

 

 

 



6. Coastal Concern Alliance; 

‘’ The NMPF is very specific about the importance of tourism. Recommendation: A new 

Tourism Planning Policy must be drafted and included in NMPF, to ensure the vital national 

Tourism Objective above re ‘maintenance of natural marine and coastal areas’ is given 

proper consideration by Planning Authorities.’’ 

 

7. Fáilte Ireland; 

‘’Natural attractions – It is important to avoid any effects that may reduce the health or 

extent of the marine habitats. This can occur either directly, by impinging on certain marine 

sites, or indirectly, from factors such as the accumulation of waste, from development 

associated with different sectors. Effects also may relate to impacts upon sensitive areas 

such as spawning grounds, nurseries and juvenile commuting routes which are 

predominantly found within the coastal baseline boundary, and also the 6nm boundary, 

therefore impacting on fish stocks, fishing, and consequently a potential visitor tourism 

experience.’’ 
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Transboundary - Summary of submission comments. 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 32 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. There are comments here from Northern Ireland, Wales, England and Scotland. 
2. Lough Foyle and Carlingford Lough are mentioned frequently. 
3. Regional level land planning is referenced. 
4. An all-Ireland approach to marine management is preferable, with the resolution of 

jurisdictional issues key to this process. 
5. The Welsh Government suggest that the ‘key references’ section of this policy could also 

usefully signpost the marine plans of the neighbouring jurisdictions. 
 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
Donegal County Council Piers & Harbours Team 
“The Piers & Harbours team from Donegal County Council attended the draft NMPF public event at 
Killybegs on Monday 2nd March 2020. 
The draft document seemed to be well received by most present.  The session was informative. 
In relation to the matter 2.52 International Boundary Issues (page 23 of the document), while it is 
welcomed that some meetings have taken place to resolve the jurisdictional issue at Lough Foyle (of 
particular relevance to Donegal) with a view to achieving a positive resolution as soon as possible, this 
unfortunately is insufficient to facilitate the progress for this Council on outstanding matters.   
If possible could the document (section 2.52) outline or refer to any interim joint approval processes 
that could be utilised (either through the Department (and which one) or the Loughs Agency/another 
body) in the meantime to enable progress to be made with sanctioning of approvals for various 
permissions to progress projects in or adjacent to Lough Foyle.” 
 
Southern Region Assembly 
“The policy for transboundary impacts recognises shared issues with terrestrial planning and seeks 
consultation with terrestrial planning authorities for a marine proposal where relevant. This policy 
highlights the importance of aligned regional level land use and marine based plans and is welcomed.” 
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Irish Marine Federation 
International Boundary Issues: We again call on all relevant Government departments to keep the 
pressure on the UK Government to find an agreeable solution to the resolution of jurisdictional issues 
in Lough Foyle and Carlingford Lough. We are encouraged to see this commitment is stated in the 
baseline report and can only repeat that the issue is of significant and fundamental importance to our 
members in these areas. A solution must be found that gives both comfort and security to all businesses 
and communities along these shorelines.  
 
DAERA (Marine Plan team) 
"We are also pleased to see that the potential for transboundary interactions is recognised throughout 
the Framework and especially, through the inclusion of an Overarching Marine Planning Policy on 
transboundary consultation." 
 
Scottish National Heritage (2) 
“We are supportive of the high-level transboundary group which brings together senior policy and 
planning officials from the six marine planning administrations of Ireland, Northern Ireland, England, 
Scotland, Wales and the Isle of Man, on a 6-monthly basis to discuss latest developments in terms of 
national plans and planning-related issues of mutual concern or interest (paragraphs 2.50-2.52, p23). 
This might be an appropriate group at which to discuss the transboundary issues we raised in our 
consultation response to the screening report (see below). Also, when regional marine planning is 
further advanced in Ireland, we would recommend that there should be liaison with relevant regional 
planning groups in Scotland (especially Clyde and Solway) to allow for more detailed consideration of 
key transboundary issues within respective regional marine plans. 
These are the transboundary issues for which we think liaison is necessary: 
- Impacts to mobile species with ranges that extend across Scottish and Irish waters, particularly 
when afforded protection through species legislation (e.g. European Protected Species) or designated 
sites, including cumulative impacts; 
- Energy and telecommunications infrastructure (cables, pipelines) that cross boundaries; 
- The transboundary nature of ports & harbours, their interaction with shipping, fishing and other 
vessels, and management implications for issues such as biosecurity and invasive non-native species; 
- Marine litter; 
- Climate change mitigation and adaptation as inherently transboundary issues; 
- Seascape impacts of large offshore developments.” 
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Underwater Noise - Summary of submission comments. 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 19 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. Noise impact assessment in the form of Noise Abatement Reports are commented upon. 
2. A Noise Registry has been suggested by some commenters. 
3. The effects of Seismic Surveys are questioned with regard to whales. 
4. Some commenters believe that all marine noise must be assessed and regulated.  
5. Further clarity is required with regard to the NMPF and the existing EIA and HRA processes. 

 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
Irish Whale and Dolphin Group 
“The NMPF needs to consider the regulation of seismic surveys in habitats and/or periods of 
importance to migratory species such as blue whales, fin whales and humpback whales along the Irish 
shelf slopes. These species have been shown to be excluded from the vicinity of seismic surveys in Irish 
waters during, and for considerable periods after, seismic survey activities.” 
 
CEF  
“Introduction of Energy - includes all inputted energy (noise, light, heat, radiation etc.) but the 
proposed OMPP only mentions impulsive and continuous underwater noise (as does the recent MSFD 
assessment). CEF believes that all other energy should be considered also. Just because the MSFD 
doesn’t yet have the data to assess and set targets for the suite of energy inputs does not mean that 
individual projects should not be assessed for them.” 
 
Marine Management Organisation 
“The Underwater Noise policy is broadly similar to equivalent policies in the Draft South West Inshore 
and Offshore Marine Plan. The parallel reference to the Marine Strategy Framework Directive Indicator 
11 is noted and supported. The English SW-UWN-1 includes provision for data to be contributed to the 
UK Marine Noise Registry in order to enhance knowledge and understanding. The MMO wonders if 
Ireland has considered a similar Registry and if there might be scope for collaboration with the UK’s 
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Joint Nature Conservation Committee and/or through appropriate co-ordinating bodies such as 
OSPAR?” 
 
Codling Wind Park 
Further clarity is required regarding the proposed detail of the Noise Abatement Report. The policy 
states that should it not be possible to prevent an adverse impact on mobile species (again, we consider 
impact should be replaced with effect), then a Noise Abatement Report is required, and it should 
illustrate the public benefit(s) outweigh the significant impacts identified. While this wording is similar 
but distinct from the requirements of HRA derogations process i.e. needing to demonstrate imperative 
reasons of overriding public interest (IROPI). Further clarity is required as to how this relates to and 
dovetails with existing EIA and HRA processes in order to avoid confusion. Furthermore, as highlighted 
previously, it is not clear how public benefit should be considered or weighed up against possible effects 
of the project so further clarity and guidance is required. 

 



Waste Water- Summary of submission comments.  

 

Total Number of Comments-59 

 

Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions;  

1. Planning for Waste Water management should take population growth into account.  

2. Other licensed Waste Water discharges outside those of urban planning need to be taken 

into account in the NMPF, such as Recreation and Tourism facilities, Aquaculture and 

Shipping.  

3. Concern about land based activities such as Agriculture, having a negative effect on Water 

Quality. 

4. Aquaculture sector states that effective Waste Water treatment is vital for the production of 

shellfish.  

Examples of comments in this section;  

1. Northern and Western Region Assembly;  

‘’ This section would benefit from reflecting that the NPF provides a shared vision and 

ambition for what our country will look like in 2040, with an estimated additional one million 

people and an additional half a million homes that will be needed to accommodate this 

growth. By 2040, 50% of new homes are to be located within the 5 Cities of Dublin, Cork, 

Limerick, Waterford and Galway. The RSESs provide further detail on how this will be 

achieved and the Northern and Western region has targeted a 40% population uplift for the 

Regional growth Centres of Letterkenny and Sligo. This should be reflected within this 

section.’’ 

 

2. Galway Harbour Company;  

‘’ Ensure that, in planning such facilities, provision is made for population growth. This is 

particularly relevant in the 4 regional cities of Cork, Galway, Limerick and Waterford which 

are noted in the NPF as areas of growth in excess of the national average.’’ 
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3. Irish Water; 

‘’ The NMPF needs to align fully with the River Basin Management Plan (RBMP) and consider 

all pressures to coastal water quality.  While reference is made to the Water Framework 

Directive and the RBMP in the framework document, Urban Wastewater is the only water 

quality pressure considered in any detail here, yet the RMBP identifies multiple water quality 

pressures and actions for many sectors for most waterbodies. Irish Water notes that 

significantly more assessment is required in the next cycle of the RMBP to understand the 

pressures and measures needed in the marine environment.  Sharing of data, water quality 

models and assessments between relevant stakeholders needs to be promoted and 

facilitated. 

 

4. Seal Rescue Ireland; 

‘’ Whilst the NMPF takes into account wastewater treatment and notes that it is essential to 

protect our rivers, lakes and coastal waters, it does not currently consider run-off from land 

based activities as a factor within the maritime catchments. Run-off carrying excessive 

nutrients, sediment, fertilisers, pes industrial waste, and road run-off travel from land to sea 

and have a detrimental impacts on aquatic and marine ecosystems, fisheries and human 

health. Land based activities must be factored into the NMPF, and measures must be taken 

to prevent pollutants running uninhibited into waterways. NMPF should include measures on 

land, such as establishing a network of riparian buffers of native vegetation planted along 

waterways, to filter run-off and prevent sediments and pollutants from reaching rivers and 

streams, and out into the marine ecosystem.’’ 

 

 

5. Jeshua Taucher; 

‘‘Impact of land-use practices within the maritime catchment - Whilst the NMPF takes into 

account wastewater treatment and notes that it is essential to protect our rivers, lakes and 

coastal waters it does not consider run-off from intensive agriculture or other potentially 

polluting commercial/industrial processes within the maritime catchments. These also have a 

considerable negative impact on our rivers, lakes and coastal waters. Run-off enriched with 

nitrogen and phosphorus, as well as excess fertiliser and/or pesticides has a detrimental 

impact on aquatic and marine ecosystems, the marine economy and human health. Similarly, 

polluting industrial processes often discharge into coastal waters. Water discharges, run-off, 

infiltration and overflow from land-use practices (albeit from industry or agriculture) need to 

be assessed, evaluated and prevented from entering our water bodies, including our marine 

waters, in a similar manner as waste-water treatment.’’ 

 

6. IFA Aquaculture; 

‘’ The shellfish industry depends on an effective wastewater treatment system to prevent 

loading of wastewater into shellfish production areas, subsequently contaminating their 

shellfish produce making unfit for market and unsafe for human consumption. There is an 

opportunity for better co-ordination and management of sewer systems and wastewater 

treatment systems that discharge to sea through alignment of marine and land planning 

systems, particularly in the area of water quality in shellfish producing waters. The shellfish 

industry depends on an effective wastewater treatment system to prevent loading of 

wastewater into shellfish production areas.’’ 
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Water Quality - Summary of submission comments. 
 
 

 
 

Total Number of Comments - 23 
 
Most frequently mentioned issues in submissions: 

1. The most frequent comments in this section relate to Fisheries and Shellfish production. 
2. Some comments relate to wording of Planning Policies. 
3. Bathing Water status is also a high priority, as is enforcement. 
4. Toxic pesticides and effluent from land based practices are referenced. 

 
Examples of comments in this section: 
 
Cork Co. Council 
“The draft framework notes that while  the  EPA advise that bathing  waters  classed   as 'Poor'  need 
urgent action  and  implementation  of management  measures to  upgrade  their  status,  reference  
should  also  be made  to  bathing  waters  which  are  classed  as 'Sufficient'  water quality,  as  these  
waters are  considered  vulnerable to  pollution  impacts and  to deterioration to 'Poor' status and that 
wastewater discharges can contribute to these beaches also. 
In  addition,  the final  NMPF should  also  make reference  to the fact that  Irish Water must also assess 
if their discharges are impacting on formal Identified Bathing Waters, particularly if storm overflow, 
pump  station  breakdowns etc., occur or other  issues  arise  in  treatment  infrastructure  such  that 
bathing water quality and  public health can be protected. 
As a point of information the term ‘designated’ outlined in paragraph 20.14 on page 178 has been 
replaced by the term "identified” under the Bathing Water Regulations.” 
 
National Inshore Fisheries Association 
“Water quality is critical to our livelihoods in marine dependent coastal communities where the effects 
of changes in water quality impact our bivalve fisheries. Areas designated as Shellfish Waters need to 
be protected and improved. Also at a community level the impact on shellfish growing businesses and 
tourism is vital in terms of the economic and social threads that make life viable.” 
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Rowan Quinn 
“Water Quality: Concerning the planning policies proposal guidelines, I wish to express my concern 
surrounding the integrity of enforcement. Our water quality both inland and at sea is vital for life on 
earth to survive. Practices that have the potential for jeopardising the quality of our waters should not 
be considered fit for purpose.” 
 
Wexford Mussels Ltd 
“Actually it is often left up to the mussel fishermen/farmers to protect the quality of the water in the 
harbour.  The authorities need to take more seriously the effect of undesirable effluent flowing from 
land based activities and also from food factories and other industries which has a detrimental effect 
on the water quality in the harbour.  The mussel industry depends on good water quality because if the 
water quality deteriorates it will have a devastating effect on the mussel industry, and would most 
definitely bring it to an end, as it wouldn’t be economically viable.  This is because the mussels would 
have to be sold for processing and not the fresh market.  The price for selling mussels to be processed 
in a factory is a fraction of the price of mussel sold into the fresh market.  Probably one eighth to one 
tenth of the price.  In other words what is bad for the ecosystem is bad for shellfish farmers.” 
 



National Marine Planning Framework Draft Consultation Overview 

 

Overview of Approach to Public Consultation 

As set out in the Government’s marine plan roadmap, Towards a Marine Plan for Ireland (December 

2017) the MSP team within the Department of Housing, Planning and Local Government have 

carried out extensive public and stakeholder engagement on the draft NMPF.  

The Department held a number of public consultation events in locations across the country from Q4 

2019 to Q2 2020. The events were generally scheduled for a 2-hour duration, usually from 18:00-

20:00, these specific times being selected in order to minimise disruption to the working hours/days 

of marine stakeholders as much as possible.  

Due to the wide ranging scope of the NMPF, each event was themed around a policy area in order to 

bring a degree of focus to the consultation events. The event format was for 3-4 presentations to 

take place during the first hour, followed by an audience Q&A for the remainder of the event. It is 

important to note that the Q&A sessions were not limited to the theme event.   

Due to the occurrence of Covid-19 and subsequent restrictions on public gatherings, the remaining 

two scheduled public consultation events were regretfully cancelled. In a first for this Department, 

an online video conference consultation event took place on April 21st as a form of replacement 

event for those that were cancelled. Additionally, in recognition of the fact that some individuals or 

organisations were experiencing challenges in completing NMPF submissions by the initial 

submission deadline given Covid-19 related restrictions, the Minister further extended the 

submission deadline until April 30th.  

 

 

 

 



 

Overview of Submissions Received during Public Consultation 

The Department received 223 responses to the consultation from a broad range of stakeholders, 

including individual members of the public, coastal community groups, environmental NGOs, sports 

bodies, stakeholder representative bodies, fisheries organisations, energy providers, Local and 

Regional Authorities, public sector bodies, political representatives and parties, neighbouring 

country Governments and higher education bodies.  

 

 

 

Overview of NMPF Topics Cited by Respondents 

As expected, a broad range of issues have been addressed in submissions. Analysis shows that the 

topics most frequently mentioned were Implementation Arrangements, Offshore Renewable Energy 

ORE), Aquaculture, Relevant to Whole Plan and Broader Context.  Other issues raised in many 

submissions include Fisheries, Ports, Harbours & Shipping and Marine Protected Areas.  

Please note that this overview breaks down comments by number only, and does not purport to 

reflect the varying lengths or complexities of individual comments, which understandably, vary 

considerably.  

Further to this, an overview of each individual NMPF section will be made available on the 

Department’s website in the coming weeks, pending completion of submission analysis.  



 

Overview of all Draft NMPF sections per amount of comments received.  

Implementation Arrangement 299   Energy - CCS 40 

Energy - ORE 284   Telecommunications  40 

Broader Context 275   Related to maps or data (MI) 39 

Aquaculture  268   Employment 36 

Relevant to whole plan 245   Seascape and Landscape 35 

Supporting statements 164   Social Benefits 32 

Fisheries  143   Transboundary 32 

Statements of legal concern 132   Sea-floor Integrity 28 

Ports, Harbours and Shipping 120   Heritage Assets 28 

Marine Protected Areas 116   Energy – Offshore Gas Storage 28 
Related to (environmental) 
assessments 100   Safety at Sea  24 

Seaweed Harvesting   99   Appendices 24 

Sport and Recreation   89   Water Quality 23 

Tourism  88   Marine Litter 20 

Climate Change 76   Defence and Security  20 

Rural and Island Communities 71   Underwater Noise 19 

MSP process beyond NMPF 69   Marine Aggregates and Mining 16 

Infrastructure 57   Disturbance 13 

Biodiversity 56   Introduction 12 

Waste Water 55   Non-indigenous Species 10 

Co-existence 46   Other/Miscellaneous 8 

Access 46   Air Quality 5 

Energy – Transmission  46   Glossary 5 

Energy – Petroleum  44       



 

 

 

 

 


