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SURVEY SUPPORTING THE REVIEW THE RESULTS OF
THE ATLANTIC STRATEGY SINCE THE LAST REVISION OF
ITS ACTION PLAN (2020)

[ Fields marked with * are mandatory.

* 1 Name of the organisation

North Western Waters Advisory Council

* 2 email

info@nwwac.ie

1 Introduction

The European Commission is undertaking a review of the Atlantic Maritime Strategy (AMS) and the Atlanti
c Action Plan (AAP). The review aims to gather insights on implementation and achievements to date,
feeding into a possible revision of the AAP and if appropriate the AMS. The purpose of this survey is to collect
opinions, insights and lessons learned from involved stakeholders. Your contributions will be valuable to help

identify priority areas and shape future actions.

The survey takes about 30 minutes and will be open until 22 May.

2 Respondent information

* 3 Which of the following categories best describe your organisation?
© Private sector (business, industry association)
© Public authority (EU, national, regional or local level)
) Research organisation / University
©) NGO/ Civil society
@ Other



4 1If "Other", kindly specify:

Advisory Council

*6 |s your organisation part of the governance architecture of the AMS? Select all that apply.
[C] Yes, the Atlantic Strategy Committee (standing member - representative of participating country)
[T Yes, the Atlantic Strategy Committee (standing member - EU institution/body)

[C] Yes, the Atlantic Strategy Committee (associated member)
[C] Yes, the Atlantic Strategy Committee (observer)

[C] Yes, the Atlantic Strategy Committee (working group)

[T] Yes, the Atlantic Strategy Committee (Pillar/goal coordinator)
[C] Yes, the Assistance Mechanism (national hub)

[C] Yes, the Assistance Mechanism (central team)

No

[C] Other

* 8 |s your organisation an association?
@ Yes, EU level
©) Yes, national level
© No

*9 |n which country/ies is your organisation active? Select all that apply.
[l EU-wide or beyond
Ireland
France
[l Portugal
Spain
] uk
Other

*10 In which sector is your organisation active? Select all that apply.
[T Blue tourism, coastal and underwater cultural and intangible heritage

Coastal resilience, climate adaptation & spatial planning

Education, training & skills

Fisheries, aquaculture and seafood

Marine environment and biodiversity protection

Marine renewable energy

Maritime safety & security / surveillance / coast guard services

Offshore oil & gas / offshore infrastructure / subsea technology

Port, logistics and maritime transport

Public authorities, governance & regional development

Research, innovation & technology

5T 5 T T T A < Y

Shipbuilding, ship repair, and offshore engineering



[] Other

3 Review of the AMS and AAP

3.1 Effectiveness

* 12 In general, how well do you think stakeholders have been involved and informed about the AAP?
7 Notatall
! To a small extent
' To amoderate extent
) Toalarge extent
7 Toa very large extent
@ Do not know

) Not applicable

* 14 How has your ability to cooperate with other stakeholders in the areas of the AAP changed in the last 5 years?
~) Decreased significantly
~) Decreased
' No change
~ Increased
) Increased significantly
' Do not know

@ Not applicable

* 15 Kindly elaborate on your response providing concrete examples if possible.

The NWWAC has had its first interaction with the Atlantic Strategy in March 2026 and cannot comment on how
well other stakeholders have been involved in the AAP.

The Advisory Councils are key stakeholder bodies established under the Common Fisheries Policy and it is
surprising that they have not been included in the AMS and AAP since their establishment.

The NWWAC recommends to actively involve the relevant Advisory Councils going forward to ensure maximum
stakeholder involvement.

16 To what extent have the AMS and the AAP directly influenced your organisation’s activities and strategic

decisions in the following areas?

Not Very Do
Small Large Not
at Neutral large not .
extent extent applicable
all extent know
* Strategic priorities or long- @
term planning )
* Design or implementation of @

activities/projects



* Allocation of financial or

i@
human resources

* Coordination or cooperation @
with other stakeholders )

* Adoption of new approaches, @
standards, or practices _

* Monitoring, reporting, or @

evaluation activities

* 17 What factors do you believe have contributed to limited influence, and how can these gaps be closed?

The NWWAC was not aware of the Atlantic Strategy. However, Atlantic Strategy team was aware of the
existence of the ACs through engaging early with the Sout Western Waters AC.

Outreach to all relevant ACs at the start of the AMS and AAP would have been beneficial and is strongly
encouraged going forward.

* 18 To what extent have the AMS and the AAP contributed to the launch of new projects that would not have been
initiated in the absence of the AMS and the AAP?

' Notatall

7 To a small extent

' To a moderate extent
! To alarge extent
! To a very large extent

® Do not know

) Not applicable

19 To what extent do you consider that the following external factors have affected progress towards the objectives
of the AMS and the AAP?

Not Very Do
Small Large Not
at Neutral large not )
extent extent applicable
all extent | know
* Availability of public funding © © © ® )] @
* Availability of private funding (&) © © ® 9] @
* Climate and environmental ®
pressures -
* Technological developments @ ® ® ® ® @
* Socioeconomic crises (e.g.
inflation, pandemics, © © © © @ @

geopolitical shocks)



Other




21 To what extent do you agree with the following statements about the monitoring framework of the AMS and the AAP?

Do
Strongly ) Neither agree Strongly Not
) Disagree ) Agree not .
disagree nor disagree agree applicable
know
* Indicators comprehensively cover all Pillars and goals ® © (5] @ (5] @
* Indicators are sufficiently specific © © © ® (&) @
* Progress linked to the AAP can be clearly distinguished from .
broader external influences '
* Data is available and of sufficient quality ® © © ® @ @
* Overall, the framework has effectively supported the @

implementation of the AAP



3.2 Efficiency

3.3 Relevance

* 26 To what extent do you consider that all relevant maritime and coastal sectors are adequately integrated into the
current AAP?
) Very adequately
) Adequately
' Partially

@ |nsufficiently
~ Notatall
' Do not know

) Not applicable

* 27 Which sectors do you believe are insufficiently represented? Select all that apply
Fisheries
Aquaculture
[C] Blue tourism
[Tl Coastal and underwater cultural and intangible heritage
[Tl Other

* 29 Please explain why you consider this/these sector(s) to be insufficiently represented, considering the Pillar structure
of the Plan.

The Advisory Council’s membership consists of representatives from both the fishing sector (both industrial and
small scale fleets, with representatives of catching and processing sectors and trade unions) and other groups
of interest, including environmental NGOs, consumers representatives, recreational anglers and civil society.
Their involvement in the AMS and AAP from the beginning would have been beneficial to ensure greater
involvement of this large group of stakeholders

* 30 What types of thematic areas should be strengthened to ensure more comprehensive sectoral coverage in a
balanced way? Consider identifying elements of the sector(s) that should receive more explicit consideration

The seafood sector overall should be more closely involved. The Adviosry Councils as key stakeholder
organisations are the ideal pathway to reach the sector.

* 31 To what extent do you think the list of challenges and opportunities in the AMS covers today’s and future political,
economic, and environmental priorities in the Atlantic area?
7 Not at all
) To a small extent
' To a moderate extent
' Toalarge extent

' Toavery large extent



@ Do not know

' Not applicable

* 33 Do you consider any of the challenges and opportunities identified as outdated? Select all that apply
] Implementing the ecosystem approach
£ Reducing Europe's carbon footprint
[C] Sustainable exploitation of the Atlantic natural resources
[ Responding to security threats and emergencies
[T Socially inclusive growth
[Z] Adaptation to climate change
[”] None of the above
Other

34 If other, please specify :

All challenges identified are still relevant.

* 35 To what extent are the four pillars of the AAP focused on challenges that require coordinated action across coastal
regions or Member States (i.e. challenges that cannot be effectively addressed by individual regions or countries acting
alone)?

~ Notatall

' Toasmall extent
' To a moderate extent
! To alarge extent

) To a very large extent

@ Do not know

3.4 Coherence

37 To what extent do you consider the following initiatives to be coherent with the AMS and the AAP?

Do
Not
Coherent not
coherent
know

* Ocean Pact C
* Marine Strategy Framework Directive @
* Maritime Spatial Planning Directive )
* Atlantic Strategic R&l Agenda @
* Mission Ocean and its Atlantic-Arctic Lighthouse @
@

* [nterreg Atlantic



* All-Atlantic Ocean Research and Innovation Alliance © © @

* Convention for the Protection of the Marine Environment of the North-

@
East Atlantic (OSPAR)

* Other sea basin strategies @ © C
Other @ © @

38 If other, please specify:

* 39 Kindly elaborate on your reply

n/a

3.5 EU value added

*40 To what extent have the AMS and AAP achieved effects that could not have been achieved by individual Member
States alone?

2 Notatall

' Slightly

7 Neutral

D Largely

' Fully

@ Do not know

" Not applicable

* 42 What would be the likely consequences if the AMS and the AAP were discontinued?

don't know

4 Revision Proposals for the Action Plan and if appropriate the Strategy

* 43 Based on the strengths and weaknesses identified through your responses so far, do you think a revision of the AAP
is necessary?
) Yes, a major revision
7 Yes, a light revision
' No revision

@ Do not know

* 44 Based on the strengths and weaknesses identified through your responses so far, do you think a revision of the AMS
is necessary?



7 Yes, a major revision
' Yes, alight revision
7 No revision

@ Do not know

5 Closing

48 Thank you for your input!
If there is anything else you would like to share, please do so below.

49 You may also upload any relevant documents or materials using the button provided.

Useful links

The Strateqgy (https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52011DC0782)

The Action Plan (https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52020SC0140)

Contact

Contact Form

10


https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52011DC0782
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52020SC0140
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/runner/contactform/SurveyReviewAMSAAP2026



