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The General Checklist

The General checklist for

the Ecosystem Approach Baltic SCOPE
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in Maritime Spatial Planning

Authority:

Key elements Questions Tick box Describe in words

=G E G R EW T Does MSP support
the achievement

andfor contribute to
maintain good
environmental

he overarching aimthat
solutionsin MSP

patible with
vementof good




Does MSP support the
achievement and/or contribute to
maintain good environmental
status?

Tick box Describe in words

=G E G R EW T Does MSP support
the achievement
andfor contribute to
maintain good
environmental
status?

he overarching aimthat
spatial solutions in MSP

or management of
human activities shall be
compatible with
achievementof good

environmental status and
he capacity of marine

ecosystemsto respondto
human-induced changes.
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s best knowledge and practice
applied in planning?

Best knowledge and Is best knowledge
practice and practice applied

. in planning?
he allocation and P ng

development of human
shall be based on

he latest state of

knowledge of the
ecosystems as such and
he practice of
safeguarding the
components of the marine

ecosystem in the best
possible way.




s the precautionary principle
considered in planning?

\

A far-sighted, anticipatory

Is the precautionary
principle considered

. . i ing?
and preventive planning ezl

shall promote sustainable
use in marine areas and
shall exclude risks and
haz of human
activities on the marine
ecosystem. Those
activities that according to
current scientific
knowledge may lead to
significant orirreversible
impacts on the marine
ecosystem and whose
impacts may not be in
otal or in parts sufficiently|

predictable at present
require a spec

survey and weighting of
he risks.




. i ing?
Reasonable alternatives usedin planning’

shall be developedto find
solutions to avoid or
reduce negative
environmental and other
impacts as well as on the

ecosystem goods and

services.




s assessment of ecosystem
services included in planning?

Identification of Is assessment of
ecosystem services ecosystem services
In order to ensure a
socioeconomic evaluation|
of effects and potentials,

he ecosystem services

provided need to be
identified.




Is mitigation applied
in planning?

fully as possible offset

any significant adverse
effects on the
environment of

implementing the plan.




s a holistic systems perspective
used in planning?

Relational Is a holistic systems

understanding perspective usedin
is necessary to [:mnsider
ariou: cts on the

ecosystem caused by

human activities and

interactions between

human activities and the

ecosystem, as well as

among various human

activities. This includes

direct/indirect, cumulative,

shortlong-term,

permanent/ temporary

and positive/negative

effects, as well as

interrelations including

sea-land interaction.




s participation and communication
ensured in planning including the
Strategic Environmental Assessment?

Participation and Is participation and
communication

o ensured in planni
All relevant authorities p ng

an early stage. The
resulis shall be
communicated. The
Integrated Coastal
Management (also known
as ICZM), as an infarmal
and flexible instrument,

can support the process

of participation and

communication.




s the subsidarity aspect and
coherence between levels considered
in planning?

Subsidiarity and Is the subsidiarity
coherence
Maritime spatial planning
ith an ecosystem-based
approach as an
overarching principle shall
be carried out at the most

appropriate level and

shall seek coherence
between the different
levels.




s adaptation considered in
planning?

Adaptation Is adaptation
consideredin
planning?

he sustainable use of
he ecosystem should
apply an iterative process

including monitoring and

reviewing.




RESULTS: Baltic Scope partners responses to the

eneral checklist for the Ecosystem Approach in Maritime Spatial Planning

Key elements |Questions Answer Conclusions
YES

Environmental Does MSP support the

_ Not Yet Denmark NEEDED:
objective GES achievement and/or . . , -
contribute to maintain good Objectives for preserving of marine -common indicators GES

nvironmental ? ecosystem and maintaining of GES _
environmental status are s%:t. g -BSR/transboundary perspective to GES

Is best knowledge and
practice applied in

Best knowledge [JEliIlale); YES All partners apply the best available knowledge, but
and practice is available knowledge enough?
Not Yet Denmark _
Do we have the same understanding of the best

All countries apply comprehensive  practice?
existing data collection as well as

additional research / mapping/ No actual “best practice” yet
analysis
Is the precautionary YES- Latvia, Sweden and Poland
principle considered in : : : :
Precaution planning? Partly Estonia & Germany No really clear interpretation of the precautionary

rinciple in MSP yet
Not Yet Denmark P P y

Focus on cumulative assessments, _ _ _
and linked decision making with SEASeems to be different interpretation of the _
for planning and EIA at project level precaution principle and addressing the uncertainly



RESULTS: Baltic Scope partners responses to the

eneral checklist for the Ecosystem Approach in Maritime Spatial Planning

Key elements

Alternative Are alternatives used in
development planning?

GEGTTRERRIICIM Is assessment of
ecosystem ecosystem services
services included in planning?

Mitigation Is mitigation applied in
planning?

Conclusions

Yes- Estonia, Latvia, Polan

Sweden : : .
Alternatives are/will be used but in different ways and

Partly- Germany in different stages in planning
Not yet Denmark

Scenarios and/or other planning
alternatives

Yes, but in most cases method There is a common view that EES should be
unclear integrated in MSP.

Latvia: Mapping as part of
stocktaking and evaluated in SEA
and Socio Economic Assessment

YES

Not Yet Denmark There is a common view to mitigate negative impacts
but need to define “mitigation” in MSP. Does it include

Mitigation considered and SEA a what not to do and setting conditions for offsetting
tool to identify mitigation impacts.

measures



RESULTS: Baltic Scope partners responses to the

eneral checklist for the Ecosystem Approach in Maritime Spatial Planning

Key elements |Questions Answer Conclusions
Yes

Relational Is a holistic systems

understandin erspective used in o _
- Blanrﬁ)ing? Partly Germany SuperHolistic, multi MSP, assessment of human

activities and ecosystem/cumulative effects would
Not Yet Denmark have to be done on a pan-Baltic scale
Applied by assessment of direct,
indirect and cumulative impacts
ETHREARRIEGEM IS participation and ~ Yes
el ninltlle=1iel i communication ensured in L
lanning including the Not Yet Denmark Common agreement that participation and
trategic Environmental _ communication should be carried out both with regard
Assessment? Stakeholder are actively e_nga?edto setting planning objectives at an early stage in
in MSP and SEA process inall  planning and the contents of the plans.

countries

SIEEGIEGRAERLM s the subsidiarity aspect  Yes!

coherence and coherence between : : :
levels considered in Even Denmark National solutions have to be applied to strengthen

lanning? . o links between planning levels, and to address plannin
P g But the “fragmentation” of the  jssues at the a%proprigte levels. g 5
planning system varies.

Adaptation |s adaptation considered in Yes!

lanning? : :
> : The need to review the plans Challenge for countries to have an updated plan. A
within a 10 year period is guestion of national priorities and the requirements for
recoanized reviewina the nlans



Does the General Checklist serve a purpose?

YES!

Does the General Checklist solve everything?

NO!

s it a good start'.Y E ; !



The Planning Support Checklist

Environment

Synergies Conflicts/Risks Recommendations in MSP
Sector Potential positive environmental impacts ~ Potential environmental impacts Potential solutions

This “checklist” is actually a table to use in R

the planning process to identify potential SRR e

synergies ancf conflicts and the their possible - 3 o e S S S S T
solutions. It is hence more of a guidance in e T e oo AN

(reduced squat effect) may, degending  pe 3n ahemative to aveid spils of hazsrdous « ldentify and assess possible spatisl solutions. Which are the pros and cons of the slematives?

planning. It was developed with the idea that e b i s s g ey

It is in the actual planning where decisions on e M b e i i s
plan alternatives are taken. : :

SYNERGIES and CONFLICTS in relationto s
ENVIRONMENT

Aim: To proactively contribute to the
implementation in the actual planning
activities.

- = & Make sure any MPA is large snoug < functional pr ion {regulation of h: activitizs)
.
User/Ta rget group- Those plannlng (OWF) = = s « Consider the kong term perspective and undsrstand OWE a5 an envionmentally benefical source of renewable energy
. . S
[ - :::::‘: cbsm auc”“” D » Identify areas where OVWF can contribute 3s increasing biodiversity and protect against impact from fishing and shipping
o
e u:sm el e - Don-sidu MT..E l- improvement of OWF . Potential to combine floating OWF with protected areas
disturb certain species ke harbour = Awvoid plle driving in sensitive areas and seasons

and 3
OWF can have a positive impact in
[E———
«  Cresing sanchuaries for feh papuaton: by .
imiang access of commercia fznenies g+ Cabie laying may damage shallow water = Avoid cable trenching through sensitive bottom vegetation (sea grass)

porpoise and may affect benthic habitats = Avoid wind fanms with dense positioning of turbines in important bird areas

. . B = LR S T T G T E Y « Position cables with in-betwesn separation to avaid synergetic sisctromagnatic fisids
When to use: The checklist should be used in e T B oo ot
cartain magnetosensitive s o i = e ; P it
the Maritime Spatial Planning process Eree e e i A
species by introducing “stepping stone” characteristics (spawning. nursery. migration perieds efc.
hard bottom substrate « Coordinate with nesghbouring countries cross-border gates for Enear infrastructure in MSP (power nes, data cables,
pipefines)




The SEA-checklist (Strategic Environmental

Assessment-checklist)

Aim: To contribute to harmonized SEA-application in
Baltic SEA in MSP.

User/Target group: Those who order and those who
carry out SEA in MSP

Timing: The checklist should be used while preparing
for SEA and during the SEA-process as part of MSP

Input: From partners SEA-experiences, in MSP and
other. Espoo consultations etc.

Checklist on Strategic Environmental

Assessment (SEA) in & saitc score

Maritime Spatial Planning

D D

Screening

Screening is the

resgL W require
SEA for all national MSP.

involves

ng which




THE ECOSYSTEM APPROACH
IN MARITIME SPATIAL PLANNING
A CHECKLIST TOOLBOX

Read more about this in
our report in March 2017

Thank You!




