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Written submission from Scottish Fishermen’s Federation 

12th January 2015 

Dear Convenor, 

Additional SFF input to the RACCE on Scotland’s National Marine Plan 

Firstly, thank you for the opportunity to make input to the RACCE at the evidence 
session on 7th January on the matter of the Scottish National Marine Plan.  The 
chance to offer subsequent clarification is appreciated and is particularly helpful 
given the very tight timescale spanning the publication of the revised plan and the 
commencement of Parliamentary scrutiny (and therefore the time for analysis and 
internal consultation on a substantially changed document). 

Given that this clarifying input is to be hand-distributed at the RACCE, the inclusion 
of an “Executive Summary” may help: 

 The contribution of sea fishing to food security is understated; this should be 
corrected. 

 A presumption in favour of development and of existing use is made early in 
the NMP but it is eroded later in the document.  Suggestions to correct this 
are made below  

 There was a substantial discussion at Committee on a single and 
controversial emergency replacement of a submarine power transmission 
cable.  An attempt seemed to be made to largely discount the matter of fishing 
safety.  This must not be allowed to find its way into policy. 

The specific questions of clarification for the SFF are about the fishing and 
submarine cables chapters, but an additional observation is offered on a more 
general matter yet to be fully considered - that of the structure and operation of 
regional Marine Planning Partnerships.  Relevant consultation to date has been 
mostly on the boundaries of Scottish Marine Regions but the Committee will 
remember the concern that surfaced during the evidence session on the next stage – 
the structure and resourcing of the yet to be established partnerships.   It is 
recommended that Parliament continues its interest in this crucial practical aspect of 
planning for Scotland’s seas. 

Chapter 6 Sea Fisheries 

Discussion noted that the contribution of wild capture fisheries to food security was 
understated and this should be made clear.  It is suggested that this be included in 
the wording of the first objective in the chapter.  

A significant thread of argument through the discussions on almost all chapters was 
on the protection of the established sustainable marine activity of sea fisheries, 
noted to have roots as deep as the nation itself.  The first General Planning Principle 
(Gen 1) makes a presumption in favour of inter alia sustainable use of the marine 
environment and this will include sea fishing.  However that encouragement is 
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eroded later in the NMP in the Sea Fisheries chapter Part 3 Marine Planning 
Policies, under FISHERIES 1 by the inclusion of the words “wherever possible”  
when referring to the safeguarding of fishing opportunities and activities.  Given that 
pursuit of the impossible will never be undertaken, the removal of these words would 
lessen the industry’s concern.  A specific statement in FISHERIES 3 of the 
responsibility of any developer to avoid existing fishing activity, before any mention 
of mitigation, would further reduce the problem. 

Chapter 14 Submarine Cables 

The inclusion of this chapter in the NMP is welcomed and in particular Objectives 1 
and 2 seem to take due account of the requirements of safety and co-existence. 

During the evidence session a robust debate took place over the laying of a 
replacement for the damaged power transmission cable from the mainland to Jura.  
The discussed topic was really a matter concerning the unsatisfactory nature of the 
licensing process of a single project, rather than any great illumination of a gap 
which needed to be bridged in strategic policy.   If the chapter is to be further 
consulted upon, the SFF must contribute.  The following facts are offered: 

 The laying of unprotected submarine cables, in an emergency or otherwise, 
can present a danger of death to other users of that sea space. 

 If special provision is to be made for emergency replacement of power 
transmission or other submarine cables, then the policy must place also clear 
responsibility on the operator to have already in place a coherent 
maintenance and planned replacement (before mean-time-between-failure) 
programme to both safeguard the customer and prevent shortcutting of safety 
considerations. 

 Contractors’ costs and customer impact arising from defects are of course 
considerations in the subsequent decision making process, but they cannot 
be allowed to form the critical path, at the expense of marine safety. 

Yours sincerely 

Bertie Armstrong 

Chief Executive 

Scottish Fishermen’s Federation  

 


