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Written submission from the United Kingdom Major Ports Group Ltd 

We welcome this opportunity to contribute to the Committee’s review of the final draft 
Scottish National Marine plan. 

First some background on the UK Major Ports Group. UKMPG represents the 9 
groups listed below who operate 42 ports throughout the UK. UKMPG ports handle 
some 70% of the UK’s international trade by volume which makes us major players 
in the UK’s economic performance and international competitiveness. Our members 

invest upward of £300m in new and improved port facilities annually and contribute 
substantially to UK employment and GDP.  3 of our members are based in Scotland 
ie Forth Ports, Peel Ports and ABP, between them operating 9 ports which account 
for over 40% of tonnage handled by all ports in Scotland. 

On the whole we are positive about the final draft of the Scottish Marine Plan. We 
are pleased that the Plan now takes on board concerns ports expressed earlier 
about an over prescriptive approach on ballast water treatment and the provision of 
ship to shore electricity and recognises that ports can only be expected to invest 

when proposals are commercially viable. 

There are however still some areas where we think the Plan would benefit from 
some additional clarification in Chapter 13 (Shipping, Ports, Harbours and Ferries): 

 The protection of commercial anchorages needs to be given greater 

emphasis. These are crucial to port and shipping operations but are not 
currently mapped on the NMPi and need to be given more coverage in the 
issues section (especially the potential conflicts with cabling, marine 
protected areas etc) and also in the section on policies. 

 A similar point arises in relation to navigational approaches to ports that 

are in use now or likely to be used over the lifecycle of the Plan. These are 
also critical to port operations and need to be referenced in the existing 
policies and safeguarded. 

 Dredge disposal sites are another critically important aspect of port 

operations. We are pleased to see that they are already included in the NMPi 
data, but they deserve more discussion in the issues section in order to 
explain why they need safe-guarding and what incompatibilities potentially 

exist. Some specific commitment to safeguarding disposal sites should also 
be included in the section on policies. 

We hope that the Committee will give the above comments due consideration in its 
review of the Scottish Marine Plan. Similar points have been made in the submission 

from Associated British Ports and Forth Ports plc. 


