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The Questionnaire on SEA and 
EBA experience & perspective 
in the Baltic Sea

Questionnaire was a joint approach of BSH 
(EBA/Subbasin SEA) and SwAM (EBA Toolbox):

• Pretest (July 2018)

• Questionnaire 10.8. – 14.9.

Good response (10 out of 12), although it was a long 
list of questions (32 pages)!
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Participants
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Answers
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SOME INSIGHT ON SEA
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Q3.4 - Please mark whether you have
official guidelines for MSP SEA or
sectoral SEA (e.g. energy sector) 
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Q4.3 How is SEA integrated in the MSP 
process?
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1. SEA is a parallel process but 

not part of the MSP team

2. SEA is a fully integrated

part in the MSP process

Yes, „Integrate with integrity“ 

Old Swedish SEA saying

Does SEA have to be an integrated

part of the MSP process?
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Q4.4 - How strong do you rate the 
effect of the SEA on the MSP (1=low, 
6=high)?
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Q6.13 - Have you considered mitigation
and prevention measures?
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Hindering SEA implementation

11

Nothing hinders the 
implementation

General status of SEA and plan
SEA not binding nor compulsory

Process issues: 
Lack of experience of SEA from
both planners and others.

Lack of data on ecosystem
components or activities and
pressures

Strong conflicting
interests

The SEA implementation ladder
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Promoting 
SEA implementation

12

The positive value of SEA:

Contribute to sustainable
development

Environmental protection

International regulations
National Legal requirements

• SEA Guidelines

• Existence of other „pushing“ 
directives like MSFD, the state of
the environment, Natura 2000 
regulations

• Data and tools

The SEA promotion ladder

• Resources for SEA

• Shared understanding of SEA

Which are the most
important factors
promoting SEA in 
MSP?
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Need for a harmonized approach?
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Summary

Differences in SEA procedures don’t have to be a 
hindrance for coherence, but there is the need for 
transparency and comparability. 

To prevent misunderstandings, it is necessary to 
specify the common SEA language in the MSP 
context.
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The next steps

• Study tendered by BSH to develope a SEA 
comparision Tool for MSP (and more…)

• 2nd joint Workshop 9th & 10th of May in Malmö

• Preparation of the joint deliverables:
• Background report (Questionnaire results, etc.)

• Planners handbook

• Recommendations (on EBA implementation and
comparability of SEA) → Input to HELCOM/VASAB MSP 
WG
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