o
PartiSEApate

I WX N N . = =
- { g ¥ AN o = ,—'T?:‘
r 4 " X! R N L ever
MULTI-LEVEL GOVERNANCE _ > = > H
4 IN MARITIME SPATIAL PLANNING Y < il s T
r THROUGHOUT THE BALTIC SEA REGION S e e ") D
R & - o - B
S IR s b 7 s
e ) B A = 2

et e

PartiSEApate: Multi-Level-Governance In
Maritime Spatial Planning

Findings, Recommendations

Angela Schultz-Zehden, sustainableprojects s.Pro GmbH
MSP Forum, Riga, 18th June 2014




{ MULTI-LEVEL GOVERNANCE
IN MARITIME SPATIAL PLANNING

THROUGHOUT THE BALTIC SEA REGION e e E l |
PartiSEApate

. i 5
e et DS
AT e AT
_ B
=

I

Context
) Results of BaltSeaPlan and Plan Bothnia

) EU Integrated Maritime Policy
» Helcom /VASAB Working Group on MSP

Single-stakeholder workshops

Model cases
) Pomeranian Bight (SE, DE, PL) Maritime Spatial Planning

b Lithuanian Sea (LT,LV, SE,RU) Expert Group

) Middle Bank (SE, PL)
‘ Follow-up cross-sectoral workshops

Governance model
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Pan-Baltic Cooperation & Consultation

on Maritime Spatial Planning

ic Sea Region

mme 2007-2013
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1. Pan-Baltic MSP Dialogue must be purpose led




2. Informal and formal structures required
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3. Establish stronger intra-sectoral dialogue
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4. Building an effective MSP Dialogue will take time

PSR

.....
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5. The nature of a Dialogue may change over time
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6. Start with obvious and manageable topics first
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/. Dialogue should be coordinated by competent hands
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Multi-level MSP governance

framework
BSR (HELCOM-VASAB) MSP Working Group
[ | [ |
Nis: kS
irs ?tional msp contact PO'"
O P

VASAB Secretariat Pan-Baltic

MSP Expert Groups . -
(assisted by HELCOM) Sector/Stakeholder Organisations

MSP Practitioners Network




S BSR (HELCOM-VASAB) MSP WG
PartiSEApate
i o R ) .»g, e W ) =3

R— 7 ey o o
] [ El ik Y
- L T )
) e e
¥

* Function? YES

— Policy Driver and decision-making body

— Member State consultation S @
* Who?

— HELCOM & VASAB Contracting Parties

— Authorities responsible for MSP should take the lead

- How?
— Group provides mandate to MSP expert groups

4

— Discuss results & recommendations presented
— Filters back / down to national policy level
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- Function?

— Independent recommendations on ,,Hot“ Topics

Who?

— Broad range of relevant perspectives:
countries, topic/sector, planners, environment, science

MSP Expert Groups

)

— Experts: Independent — Individual Competence
- How?
— Time-limited / clear Terms of Reference

— Coordinated / driven by chair
— Result oriented / paid work
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1. MSP data needs & network

2. MSP and MFSD / GES indicators and measures

3. Linear infrastructures: shipping lanes / grids /pipelines

4. Offshore development and impact on land

Examples of “hot” MSP toplcs
SR, :,:_: %ﬁ ..\‘Z ‘_‘,,::b i i g

Tools - Criteria - How to?

1. site allocation criteria for specific sectors

2. align environmental with economic impact assessment in MSP
3. include cultural value in MSP

4. align fisheries and nature conservation
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* Function?

— Informal information & knowledge exchange

)

— Get to know each other => build contacts / personal trust
— NOT Member State official consultation

Who?
— Experts from all BSR countries, who really ,,do”“ MSP
* How?
— MSP Practitioners Contact List
— Once / twice year informal network meetings
— Open agendas with some key notes
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* Function?

— Inform each other on sector trends in BSR countries &
respective involvement in MSP processes

)

— Develop transboundary / pan-Baltic sector positions on MSP
— Feed into MSP Expert Groups / HELCOM-VASAB MSP WG

- Who?

— Relevant pan-Baltic organisations with input provided by MSP
experts / practitioners

- How?
— MSP Dialogue Coordinator establishes pro-active contact
— MSP experts / practitioners provide input



.3:: VASAB secretariat (assisted by HELCOM)

PartISEApate
Voo N T e
. ?
Functlon ouAsAB
— Continuous facilitation of MSP Dialogue process =& u g
Who? :j‘

— Competent hands (MSP Knowledge & Communication)
— Strong inter-action with other MSP governance elements,
i.e. MSP National Contact Points, chairs, sector organisations,
* How?
— Topics, Terms of Reference, Experts => MSP Expert Groups

— Facilitate MSP Practicitioners Network
=> agenda, database, meeting location

— Facilitate MSP Input to Sectors



, SE— Suggested elements of

IN MARITIME SPATIAL PLANNING
THROUGHOUT THE BALTIC SEA REGION

L
PartiSEApate : MSP governance system |n BSR |

provide mandate
I |
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Nag; int
Ationa| MsP Contact PO'"

endorse
guidelines

possibly send
one observer

irs
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chair
reports

Pan-Baltic

VASAB Secretariat
Sector/Stakeholder Organisations

MSP Expert Groups :
(assisted by HELCOM)

MSP Practitioners’ Network provides

input

provides
topics
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Cross-Border Consultation

on Maritime Spatial Plans
to be developed
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« Consultation takes place too late in MSP Process
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« Consultation takes place too late in MSP Process

- SEA/ESPOO:
Focus on (negative) environmental impacts only
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- Consultation takes place too late in MSP Process

- SEA/ESPOO:
Focus on (negative) environmental impacts only

« Chance to create ,added value® lost:
NO SOCI0-economics / no synergies
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- Consultation takes place too late in MSP Process

- SEA/ESPOO:
Focus on (negative) environmental impacts only

« Chance to create ,added value® lost:
NO SOCI0-economics / no synergies

» Limited scope of authorities (stakeholders?) involved




( e s PLAAIG C O n C | U S I O n S

..-a"m E
"a“'SEAP"“e - cross-border consultation

» Consultation takes place too late in MSP Process

- SEA/ESPOO:
Focus on (negative) environmental impacts only

» Chance to create ,added value” lost:
No socio-economics / no synergies

» Limited scope of authorities (stakeholders?) involved

- Different approaches to MSP /
language & terminologies
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» Consultation takes place too late in MSP Process

- SEA/ESPOO:
Focus on (negative) environmental impacts only

» Chance to create ,added value” lost:
No socio-economics / no synergies

» Limited scope of authorities (stakeholders?) involved

- Different approaches to MSP /
language & terminologies

« So far, countries have difficulties to react
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MSP authorities inform

& neighbours on the start
> of the planning process
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nd legal

THE INTEGRATED  “framework
MSP PROCESS

environment
~

1

A:;eess MSP authorities
bt |\ context //p 2 provndg relevant
the results vision, aims and Strateglc dOCU'

objectives

ments and data

3
Refine the
stocktake

Stakeholder
perspective

7
Implement
the plan

Public
acceptance

Availability
and quality
6 4 of data
. Finalise Analyse /
voice Spatial the spatial /
b Plan conflicts /

environmental N
concerns .

5
Develop
solutions P

trategies affecting
the marine and
_coastal environment

()
A
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- Current SEA /

Espoo process
MSP authorities
present draft

plan(s)

specific planning area

inform about
environmental
impacts of plan
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Stakeholder
input

i The wider IMSP l
| environment !
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A framework —
also for other sea-
basins?

Www.partiseapate.eu




