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SEUNCOmmunication “an mteg?é%ed
ViEritime Policy for the EU” (COM
/( 072575

N Communication “Roadmap for Maritime
= a:fST)atlaI Planning” (COM (2008)791

-~ 8, Communication “maritime Spatial Planning
In the EU- Achievements and future
development COM (2010) 771




I
EUNpolICY process: The
ROadmap on MSP

—— e

SRROEEp Communication adopted on 255
J\ J\"" 2010}

» ntifies 10 key principles for MSP in the EU

lmulate a wide debate on development of a
-_common approach to MSP in Europe;

" [mportant delivery of the Integrated EU
Maritime Policy

® | ink to MSED and Natura 2000
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INE™0 key-principlesion"MSP™

OV EIGIeiG PICIPIE ECOSYStE appProacs

2 Usip MSP according to area and type of activity
SVEfiRinglobjectives to guide MSP

SEPEVEIopIng MSP in a transparent manner
g™

SStakeholder: participation
__ = -oordlnatlon within: Member States — simplifying decision processes
4" ‘Ensuring the legal effect of national MSP
-®._ Cross-border cooperation and consultation
- e [ncorporating monitoring and evaluation in the planning process
[ J

Achieving coherence between terrestrial and maritime spatial
planning

® Strong data and knowledge base




DEVEIG ments on MSP in EU an;l other
o>Cd -"E nEas:; —

o Slgrlificzlg)e developments N
gEnyaMS on VSP. Edq
EEany, INetherlands have
rJJres dysspatial plans on a legal
J”JJJ:‘ E

J\/ 5PN5 being developed e.g. in
= Poruugal, UK, Sweden, Norway

L

= ond Belgium.

:* ;:-“-*-A joint VASAB & HELCOM MSP
- platfiorm has been set up and

Joint principles and ToR is
agreed.

In third countries like: US,
Canada and Australia.

UNESCO-IOC MSP Guidelines
2009




ECos)/5stem based
r‘m AdgEMERL

(UNESCO/IOGIGUIdelines)mmm

J Emr as|zes the protection ofi ecosystem
i rl stlire, functioning and key processses

E llClty accounts for interconnectedness within

——— Sy SLEMS
_*:ff‘-_— Ackinowledges interconnectedness among
-~ Systems (land, sea, air)

~® Integrates ecological, social, economic and
institutional perspectives

® |s place-based, focussing on a certain ecosystem
and the human activities affecting it




. MSP is one of the tools that helps MSFD to
use the ecosystem approach to reach GES




=60]0gICal/environmentaly
PENENts of MSP™ -

SN OgICaINTporEnN e EasNdERtiied
SWAlleeation off space for nature conservation
rmTa‘ planning of a network of MPA’s

=B Siodiversity objectives (MSFD)
= ihcorporated

e Reduction of conflicts between human
uses and nature

® [nsight in cumulative effects of human
activities




T he marine Natura 2000 network
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Natura 2000 sites: 26106
Marine sites (> 5%): 2447
Offshore sites (> 5%): 101
Total marine area: 198495 km?
Total Offshore area: 63900 km?2

.
\\
\
\\
N
@ \\
- \
N6 \
S ,
OF /
\\\ // / T > ¥ @ - 1
. J / £ i\%\) @
\\\\ ///,/ [ \ f,s!/,‘\ & (0]
—_— y / \\ / N \ » Qe
e \\ | S
/ \ \
A\
\\ N
E ) /
/ S A | g
] h?‘—a
v ] NATORA T0NN

Moskow
L




,_m_
E€onomic, benefits, ofiJUSP" =

J |OW" coordlnatlon cost dovernmental
r“oorr‘- [GRNIECHE! nore erficient and
*tlve

l 0\\ Siftiransaction costs: lowering:
_0 Search costs,

=

= * legal costs,
= o Administrative costs
® Fewer conflicts

® Enhanced investment climate: ecomic growth and
acceleration of economic activities

The estimated effects of MSP in 2030 range from more
than 400 € million- €1,8 billion due to recuctino of
transaction costs and from 155 € million- €1.6 billion due
to accelarton of activities (e.g. wind energy and aqua-
farming)
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S siallbenefits of MSEaw

_'5-"5;‘/ olclar elrtlGl eitlon

Sidentification of interests.

—,':_" npacts (ecological, sociological and

I ECoMNemIc) of decisions on the allocation of
space
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_j_ = Safety of human activities at sea and on land
- (e.g. flood protection)

— Protection of cultural heritage

— Conservation of certain values for well being
(e.g. open horizon)
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VISPEREXPEctations andipuirposeEs™

ANEUballtoo] in order to; .
SDIVILEISPACE! N a Proactve manner
J Hre\ SRt USEr-user and: user-ecosystem; conflicts

A \f; of working to:

e FEacilitater sustainable development

— % Find tailor made solutions in open negotiations
~ With stakeholders

e Mutual Gains

® Management plans are needed for
implementation.




JJJJ y'process: Studieson

iS5 oFf MSP —

| i’entlal of MSP'in the
—= _IVIedlterranean Sea

® Economic benefits of
MSP

o are available on the
Commission website
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BoliCyprocess: Preparatorysactions
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B r\/\jO ‘l. Ao G GO
Bellt]e and the North Sea / North
EesAtiantic have started the end
Off'lO.

WlanrBetanial (Baltic Sea)
Maspnose (North Sea

7X'm at fiostering the development
~0f cross-border cooperation
aspects of MSP

- ® Encourage the identification of a
shared sea area and develop MSP
objectives

e Contributions from several MS in
Sea area.
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o Pragzfzlie Y claile)gielg
MeibimerSpatial planning
RLIENNGrth Sea
SIAITISHO fiacilitate
B GOTICIELe; cross-border
== COOpPEration among
== Elropean countries on
: ecosystem-based MSP. uniep,

KINGDOM |

®: Participants from S e
Netherlands, Germany, ™}
Belgium and Denmark

AUSTRIA
SWITZERLAND




F0 J(“ APrOGrESS NEXL SLEPS:

Progress report MSP identifies options for future
fceps ke
Nejgls bmdmg options, suchi as exchange of best

DIidCLICES, CroSS- “Border projects, studies and research,
wdelmes and/or recommendations.

= eglslatlve options for setting the common approach
and Cross-border cooperation.

i""-ﬂ “Impact Assessment (on MSP is been carried out at

= the moment in conjunction with options to further
develop ICZM)

— [his includes a public consultation, which is how
online.

e Further studies under consideration (e.g. cross-border
MSP In Celtic Seas and in Mediterranean Sea)

e EC will propose further action on MSP end of 2011.




h
and why: should NWWRAEC be ..
211 ged in MSP.

SRBIIENNtErest to the table When MSP'is applied
Etakeholder involvement)
BNeonflicting uses e.g.: wind energy, cables/pipelines,

: *" Splatforms, shipping, etc.

— i1 case of cross-border MPA's (Natura 2000 )
~ and joint fisheries measures will be proposed
(eé.g. Doggersbank)

e MSED — GES, annex VI includes also spatial and
temporal distribution controls.
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p://ec.europa.eu/ maritime;}fairél spati
_planning_en.html




