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Observations from 1st CBC transboundary workshop
Jurmala 2016

Aup to now decisions on deployment of OSW facilities are
_ taken only nationally in CBC area

A do we need to make a distinction between management
_and planning?

Acumulative effects on environment couldn't be adressed
_ nationally

A from traditional sector’s point of view everything is
_ already regulated

Aplanning IS management among expanding, shrinking
_and maintaining interests at the sea

ASEIA directive is not designed for MSP
Anew actors iIs a challenge for shipping sector

A\first we have to make a common picture and then we
could learn from each other and work together



What has been done?

Amapping of existing uses/ possible future needs
Ascreening for synergies

Aengagement of national stakeholders in thematic /
_ crossector discussions

Aattempt to define planning criteria for mapping of sector
_ Interests nationally and across the borders

A discussion on data/information exchange- next steps to
_ Improve information availability for cross border process

Ascreening of ongoing processes in relevant international
Institutions - ICES, IMO, ENTSO-E etc.
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Conclusions

Ashippinginterests In MSP should be classified according to their importance in
internationaltrade, passenger routes or nationsignificance

Atakinginternational context of shipping into account, aflainshippingroutes shoul
be connected on the border between differenbuntries

A involvment of the authorities that have the mandate to represent the shipping s
abroad (particularly national Maritime administrations) to the natiof&P
process so that the developments in one country could be analysed in the
neighbouringcountry

A ensurethat shipping related recommendations within MSP are discussed and
equally understoodvith national Maritime administrations, in order to build up tl
ownership to successful implementation &S

A conditionsfor exchange of basic data that are shared between Hydrography se
ontheir existing international platforms should be agreed between countries fc
MSPpurposes
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concusions

A use national MSPs to develop the possible scenarios of the
OSW energy structure in the whole CBC area to illustrate the maximal,
minimal and the optimal possible production capacity

A necessity to introduce the BEMIP RES working group with the national MS
the draft conclusions of the BALTICSCOPE project, as well as to maintain |
exchangeof information with the BEMRRES working group with about MSP
Issueghe future MSPs with its trans boundary processes needs to aim to
greater energysector stakeholders involvement including national TSO, BE|

A CBGpecificrecommendation energysector approaches deployment néw

Infrastructure first andoremostfrom the perspective of energy security as
anuninterrupted energy supplis keyto the stability of energy system.
Thusall projects are based on actuaedto secure and improve

the functioning of energy system

MSP will provideecessary evidencbase for sound decisions in future



Findings - fishery



