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Revision of the Maritime Spatial Planning
Directive/the Ocean Act

Fields marked with * are mandatory.

Introduction

Activities in European seas and ocean continue to increase and the demand for maritime space is rising.
Managing diverse uses and activities, such as marine renewable energy, maritime transport, fishing,
aquaculture, tourism, in a fair and sustainable way and ensuring biodiversity conservation and restoration,
requires an integrated and ecosystem-based approach to planning and management. Maritime spatial
planning is a process by which the relevant authorities analyse and plan the spatial and temporal distribution
of human activities in marine areas to achieve economic, ecological and social objectives.

The Maritime Spatial Planning Directive (Directive 2014/89/EU) (‘MSP Directive’), adopted in 2014, serves as

a tool to manage coherently these uses, based on an ecosystem-based approach, ensuring that human

activities are conducted in an efficient, safe and sustainable way.
On 5 June 2025, the European Commission adopted the European Ocean Pact. A cornerstone initiative of the
Ocean Pact is the European Ocean Act, which will build on the revision of the MSP Directive and seeks

to improve the coherence and effective implementation of maritime governance in the EU, in synergy with the
parallel revision of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD), for which a separate public consultation
was carried out between 15 December 2025 and 9 March 2026.

The adoption of a legislative proposal for an Ocean Act is planned in 2026. It will serve several objectives:

Support the six strategic priorities of the European Ocean Pact.
Reference relevant Ocean-related EU targets making them identifiable under one roof [see for
example the Annex in the European Ocean Pact Communication]

® Modernise maritime spatial planning through strengthened national cross-sectoral coordination and
a strengthened sea-basin approach.

® Create a legal basis for the EU Ocean Observation governance and coordinated planning of
observation campaigns.

® Align with the ongoing revision of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive to improve policy
coherence and better integrate ecological considerations in planning


https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2014/89/oj/eng
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52025DC0281
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52025DC0281

® Support coherent and effective implementation of EU Ocean Governance, streamline and
reduce reporting, considering notably the existing efforts under the proposal for a Regulation to speed
up environmental assessment (COM/2025/984 final) and the Industrial Accelerator Act.

The reply to the questions should take between 15 to 35 minutes. At the end of the questionnaire, you have the

possibility to upload documents in word or pdf format up to 1 MB.
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The Commission will publish all contributions to this public consultation. You can choose whether you would

prefer to have your details published or to remain anonymous when your contribution is published. For the

purpose of transparency, the type of respondent (for example, ‘business association, ‘consumer

association’, ‘EU citizen’) country of origin, organisation name and size, and its transparency

register number, are always published. Your e-mail address will never be published. Opt in to select

the privacy option that best suits you. Privacy options default based on the type of respondent selected

*Contribution publication privacy settings

The Commission will publish the responses to this public consultation. You can choose whether you would like your

details to be made public or to remain anonymous.
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your contribution will be published as received. Your name will not be published.

Please do not include any personal data in the contribution itself if you want to

remain anonymous.

® Public

Organisation details and respondent details are published: The type of



respondent that you responded to this consultation as, the name of the
organisation on whose behalf you reply as well as its transparency number, its
size, its country of origin and your contribution will be published. Your name will
also be published.

/| | agree with the personal data protection provisions

Part |: General questions (all respondents)

1. How familiar are you with maritime spatial planning?

Maximum 1 selection(s)

Not at all

Slightly familiar

Somewhat familiar
Y Very familiar

Extremely familiar

Don't know

2. Were you aware that the EU has a law to plan maritime space called the Maritime
Spatial Planning Directive (MSPD)?

Maximum 1 selection(s)

Yl Yes, and | am familiar with its objectives and requirements
Yes, but | only have a general understanding of it
| have heard of i, but don't know what it does
No, | was not aware of it

Not sure/cannot recall

3. The Maritime Spatial Planning Directive, adopted by the EU in 2014, requires
Member States to develop and implement maritime spatial plans for their marine
waters by 2021. In your opinion, what impact have these plans had on:

Very . . Very Don't
. Positive Neutral Negative i
positive negative know
a. The contribution to the growth of

maritime economies


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/specific-privacy-statement

b. The sustainable use of marine 2
resources

c. The planning of existing and
future uses of the marine waters

d. The protection of the marine

environment

e. the contribution to increasing

knowledge in maritime areas

f. Contribution to achieving Good
Environmental Status under the 2
MSFD

g. Other 2

If other, please specify:

250 character(s) maximum

4. To what extent do you agree with the following statements:

Strongly ) Strongly Don't
Agree Neutral Disagree )
agree disagree know
a. Stronger EU rules are necessary

to help use the space more efficiently

b. The protection of marine
ecosystem should be a priority in “

maritime planning decisions

c. Governments should be required
to trace and share ocean data used
to improve decision-making on EU

national, regional and local levels.

d. The EU should ensure that ocean
policies support both environmental
protection and economic

competitiveness.

e. A new EU Ocean governance
framework should be created to 9
better plan and utilize maritime space

f. Ocean planning should
systematically address climate



change impacts on coasts, seas and 2
oceans

5. How important is cooperation between neighbouring countries for managing shared

sea areas?

Maximum 1 selection(s)

Yl Very important
Somewhat important
Neutral
Not important

Don't know

6. Do you wish to respond to the second part of the questionnaire, which focuses on
more detailed aspects of the revision of the current MSPD and development of the
Ocean Act?

Maximum 1 selection(s)

Y Yes (if ticked, the respondent goes to ‘PART II’)

No (if ticked, the respondent directly goes to ‘Conclusion’ or "PART III" if the
respondent is an SME)

Part Il: Specific questions: Ocean Act development and MSP Directive
revision (Expert respondents)

1. Objectives and priorities of the Maritime Spatial Panning Directive (MSPD) Revision

Current objectives of the MSP Directive are:

Reducing conflicts and creating synergies between different activities
Encouraging investment through predictability, transparency and legal certainty
Increasing cross-border cooperation between EU countries to develop renewable energy, allocate
shipping lanes, lay pipelines and submarine cables, etc.

® Protecting the environment by assigning protected areas, calculating impacts on ecosystems and
identifying opportunities for multiple uses of space

7. The MSPD, as currently implemented, is effective in achieving its objectives.

Maximum 1 selection(s)

Strongly agree
Agree

10



Yl Neutral
Disagree
Strongly disagree

Don't know

8. Which objectives should the revision of the MSPD prioritise? (choose up to 4)

Between 1 and 4 selections

Increase cross-sectoral coordination at national administration level
Making maritime spatial planning ecosystem based meaning that maritime
activities need to operate within the ecological boundaries of marine ecosystems
Making climate smart, meaning that climate mitigation and adaptation are
integrated into planning

Integration of EU’s Biodiversity objectives and Marine Protected Areas (MPAS)
Better co-existence/multi-use

Better monitoring of how maritime spatial planning contributes to achieving
environmental, social and economic objectives

Improved stakeholder cooperation and engagement

Better inclusion of coastal, island communities and outermost regions
Better organised sea-basin approach to maritime spatial planning

Digital data-sharing and centralised monitoring data

Strengthening land-sea interactions and the source-to-sea approach
Support the integration of maritime security and defence in maritime spatial
planning

Boosting sustainable competitiveness

Strengthening EU diplomacy and international rules-based governance
Advancing ocean research, knowledge, skills and innovation

Effective conflict prevention between different activities

Other

If other, please specify:

500 character(s) maximum

In addition to listed aspects we recommend that the effects of timing / phasing different uses is considered. It is
possible that multiple uses of the seas are possible for some combinations, but that they are only possible with
appropriate phasing. For example, CCS and offshore wind may be co-located, but it is likely that CCS

11



infrastructure would need to be installed first and wind turbines thereafter. Installing CCS infrastructure inside
an operational wind farm is unlikely to be practicable.

9. Maritime spatial plans support the achievement of good environmental status, of
EU seas and ocean, as defined under the Marine Strategy Framework Directive

Maximum 1 selection(s)
/I Strongly agree
Agree
Neutral
Disagree
Strongly disagree

Don't know

10. To what extent do you believe that referencing the relevant EU Ocean-related
targets (for example in the European Ocean Pact Communication Annex) in the

Ocean Act will facilitate their coherent and effective implementation?

Maximum 1 selection(s)

Extremely effective
Effective
Y1 Neither effective nor ineffective
Ineffective
Extremely ineffective

Don't know

Comments:

500 character(s) maximum

We note that referencing Ocean related targets alone will achieve nothing; it's about effective implementation,
but we agree that consistent and coherent objectives and policies would be helpful.

2. Blue economy activities and multi-use considerations

11. To what extent do you think that multi-use of maritime space (for example
combining energy, transport and nature protection) should be encouraged where
possible?

Maximum 1 selection(s)

/I Strongly in favour

12


https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52025DC0281

In favour
Neutral

Against
Strongly against

Don't know

12. To what extent do you agree with the following statement:

For planning maritime activities, cumulative environmental impacts of human
activities should be considered.

Maximum 1 selection(s)

I Always
Often
Sometimes
Rarely
Never

Don't know

13. To what extent do you agree that the revised MSP Directive should require
security considerations to be included in maritime spatial planning?

Maximum 1 selection(s)
/I Strongly agree
Agree
Neutral
Disagree
Strongly disagree

Don't know

3. Stakeholder engagement and public participation

14. To what extent do you agree with the following statements:

Strongly ] Strongly Don't
Agree Neutral Disagree )
agree disagree know

13



a. Minimum stakeholder
engagement requirements should be
established

b. Clear guidance on stakeholder
engagement should be established

c. Public access to ocean
information should be improved to
increase transparency

d. The competent authority should
document public consultations and
provide feedback on how comments
were addressed

e. Stronger participation in ocean
planning decisions from local
communities and authorities should
be encouraged

4. Scientific data and ocean observation

a. Member States should be
required to share the data used for
maritime spatial planning to improve

decision-making

b. Centralised data across EU
Member States would help improve
national and regional maritime

spatial planning

¢. The introduction of ocean
observation governance system
should help to avoid fragmented
ocean observation across and within
Member States

Strongly
agree

Agree

Neutral

15. To what extent do you agree with the following statements:

Disagree

Strongly
disagree

Don't

know

16. What is your assessment of the current European ocean observation system?

(multiple choice is allowed)

Is well coordinated, operational and effective

14



Efficient IT tools and mechanisms for coordinating in-situ ocean campaign plans

are broadly in place and functioning

Would significantly benefit from improved governance at national level
Would significantly benefit from improved governance at EU level

Would significantly benefit from improved governance at regional level (sea
basin)

Would significantly benefit from improved governance at EU level to contribute to

the international level

Would significantly benefit from the development of efficient IT tools and
mechanisms for better coordinating in-situ ocean campaign plans

Other

If other, please specify

500 character(s) maximum

We recommend that EU legislation on maritime planning and monitoring is aligned, and does not duplicate,

those activities already effectively covered by the established Regional Seas Conventions.

17. Should a European Forum on Ocean Observation be established to enhance
governance (presumably composed of Member States and the European
Commission), it should (multiple choice is allowed):
/I Provide advice to the European Commission
Yl Provide advice to Member States
/I Be able to take decision with an impact at EU level (e.g. using common
standards, tools for collaboration)

Be able to take decision with an impact on Member Sates (e.g. adapting national

strategies following Forum recommendations)

Part Il - Small and medium enterprises (SMES) - reply only if you fall under

the category of SME
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18. Do you expect your sector/business to be positively affected by the maritime spatial planning processes listed below?

a. Spatial allocation of sea space (zoning of uses such as shipping

lanes, wind farms, cables, fisheries, aquaculture, protected areas)
b. Conflict prevention (between maritime activities/uses)

c¢. Reduced uncertainty for planning and investment

d. Reduction of administrative burden/regulatory complexity

e. Availability of information/transparency when planning

f. Cross-border coordination for planning

Very
positively

Positively

Moderately

Negatively

Very
negatively

No
impact

Don't

know
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Comments:

500 character(s) maximum

19. Do you believe that your sector/business experiences additional costs compared
with larger companies when engaging in the maritime spatial planning processes?

Strongly ) Strongly Don't
Agree Neutral Disagree i
agree disagree know
a. When trying to access data used

for maritime spatial planning

b. When participating and/or
engaging in maritime spatial
planning consultations

c. When trying to access relevant
information (such as, for instance,
the results, communications or
outputs) coming out of the maritime

spatial planning process

d. Other

Comments/specific examples and if other, please specify:

500 character(s) maximum
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20. How do you expect the objectives of the Maritime Spatial Planning Directive revision/Ocean Act as listed below, to affect
your sector/business?

Very . ) Very
n Positive Moderate Negative i No Don't
positive . . . negative .
) impact impact impact . impact know
impact impact

a. Enhancing cross-sectoral coordination at national administration level

b. Making maritime spatial planning ecosystem based, meaning that
maritime activities need to operate within the ecological boundaries of
marine ecosystems

c¢. Making climate smart, meaning that climate mitigation and adaptation
are integrated into planning

d. Integration of EU’s Biodiversity objectives and Marine Protected Areas
(MPAs)

e. Enhancing coexistence/multi-use

f. Enhancing monitoring of how MSP contributes to achieving
environmental, social and economic objective

g. Enhancing stakeholder cooperation

h. Enhancing organised sea-basin approach to maritime spatial planning
i. Digital data-sharing and centralised monitoring data

j-Strengthening land-sea interactions and the source-to-sea approach

k. Effective conflict prevention

I. Support the integration of maritime security and defence in maritime
spatial planning



m. Boosting sustainable competitiveness
n. Strengthening EU diplomacy and international rules-based governance

0. Advancing ocean research, knowledge, skills and innovation
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Comments:

500 character(s) maximum

21. To what extent do you agree with the following statement:

Maritime spatial planning can help streamlining and speeding up permitting for SMEs.

Maximum 1 selection(s)
Strongly agree
Agree
Neutral
Disagree
Strongly disagree

Don't know

Please elaborate further on your reply

250 character(s) maximum

Conclusion: Additional comments (all respondents)

22. If you have any further comments on the MSPD revision and the development of
the Ocean Act, please provide them below.

500 character(s) maximum
The full range of activities in the seas, and on and under the seabed should be considered, including existing oil
and gas infrastructure (platforms, pipelines, etc), future energy development, decommissioning/repurposing,
carbon capture and storage, natural gas (and potentially hydrogen) storage, and shipping. Marine areas are

important for more than just fisheries and ecosystems present in the water column; the characteristics and uses
of the underling geology should not be overlooked.

Please upload a document if you wish to share a more extensive contribution or any

background materials that will help us to understand your answers.

Only files of the type pdf,txt,doc,docx,odt,rtf are allowed
d6c70cf6-c9ad-4e91-b268-a1ceed2ec60c/IOGP_Europe_EU_Maritime_Spatial_Planning_paper.pdf
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Contact

MARE-A2@ec.europa.eu
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