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“Towards a future Maritime Policy for the Union: A Eur opean vision for the oceans and seas”

I. Introductory text

Dear Respondent,

The following questionnaire compiles the questions posed in teenGPaper on the Maritime Policy for the .EThe
questions are grouped according to chapters and subchaptes3seen Paper.

Ideally, we would like you to tackle all the questions,docadance with the holistic approach to the oceans andredaset
promote in the Green Papétowever, feel free to answer as many or as few of theas you wish, depending on your
area of expertise and interests.

Your contributions are of utmost importance as they waist us in shaping a future EU maritime policy.

Your opinions will be analysed and summarised in a repoxthwiill be published on our websié the end of 200Tf you
do not wish your comments to be made public, pleasiek the corresponding box in the questionnaire.

The Green Paper on Maritime Policy which is the basishigr consultation is available for downloading hexdeng with
supporting documents.

You can also choose to answer a shorter and more geneilglertiibice guestionnairen marine and maritime issué&u
are also invited to send us any additional comments ara formal contributiorby e-mail

Please be aware that you have maximum 90 minutes to sulimour answers.

In order to assist you, it is possible to download the guestire beforehand either in MS Ward Acrobat Readebrmat,
so that you can ponder your replies.



http://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/policy_en.html#com
http://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/index_en.html
http://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/policy_en.html#com
http://ec.europa.eu/yourvoice/ipm/forms/dispatch?form=maritime
mailto:ec-maritime-green-paper@ec.europa.eu
http://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/doc/questionnaire.doc
http://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/pdf/questionnaire.pdf
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1l. Respondent Profile

Q1 CPMRs Baltic Sea Commission in close collaboratidh @iPMR North Sea Commission, BSSSC, B7 and
Regional Authorities in the Baltic Sea Area

Q2 European organisation of Maritime Regions

Q329 regions in 9 countries around the Baltic Sea representimglioh inhabitants in
costal regions.

Q4 The CPMR Baltic Sea Commission Secretariat is locareGotland, Sweden.
The president of the organisation is in Borwinland.

Contact details
Q5 Sweden
Q6 Visby
Q7 Schweitzergrand 3
Q862171
Q9 anne_stahlmousa@msn.com
Q10 www.balticseacommission.org
Q11 Stahl Mousa
Q12 Anne
Q13Ms
Q14 Executive Secretary

Yes, | agree that my comments may be published in fill part.
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I1l. The Questionnaire
SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION

MARITIME POLICY CHALLENGES IN THE BALTIC SEAREGION S

The Baltic Sea Commission (BSC) is one of seven Conwnsaunder the umbrella of CPMR (the Conference of
Peripheral Maritime Regions). Further information on thevidies of the North Sea Commission is available at:
http://www.balticseacommission.org

CPMR Baltic Sea Commissions welcome the EU GreenrRap#&laritime Policy. There is a great potential wufe
economic growth in the Baltic Sea Regions if resouacedeing managed in a concerted and sustainable way.

There is a need for long term thinking on global changes, batomomic and environmental terms. A future European
Maritime policy must include close co—operation with counwigside the European Union.

Our common maritime resources must be managed in a compeditd sustainable way. Maritime transportation,
fisheries and fish farming, energy production etc must bé&daout in harmony with the marine environment, supported
by research and innovative actions. Sea use planning couaesvtool to prevent conflicts of use in intensively used
offshore areas. The preparation of spatial plans for affisaeas, wherever appropriate, and a cross-sectessisasent

of specific offshore projects would support such a tool. Hewesustainability also means a sound basis of income for
the coastal population. In this context, the further devedopraf maritime clusters is important — linking businedees
research and training.

The debate on the Green Paper has provided an opportunityei eenumber of sectoral policies. From a regional and
democratic perspective has been excellent to be able tonfeled points of views from those who are often the directly
concerned in the regions. It is however important thatligdegue will be kept on going after the consultation lewih
local communities. The regions should also have a roleifuture decision-making process.

The expected development in North-West Russia is impoaaitic and North Sea Regions. The logistic pattem, fo
example, will undergo fundamental changes. Therefore, thielisktaent of a Northern Maritime Corridor is important,
as well as strengthened development of east-west carisivveen North and Baltic Seas and development of the
transnational intermodal transport corridors proposed byitte level group: Motorways of the Sea and the Northern
Axis, also for areas outside the Baltic and North Seas.

Baltic Sea and North Sea Commissions urge Member S@msrnments to raise these issues within the European
Union and support the development of these corridors in treaisaiThe expected increase in goods volume means a
sharpened focus on better sea transportation and interpadakie future.

Motorways of the Sea should fit into existing or new TEN+idors in order to attract intermodal logistic chains,
especially rail and sea. A well-functioning ice-breakingfisutmost importance to sea transports in the Baléc Se

Up to now, the INTERREG programmes have been a usefulnmstitto support maritime policy in the Baltic and North
Sea Areas, resulting in a number of important projelctshe new Objective 3 Baltic and North Sea Programmes 2007-
2013), the maritime dimension should be emphasized. The MariBafety Umbrella Operation, initiated by the
INTERREG North Sea Region, should be developed into a Raop&an instrument. This Maritime Policy should also
be formed in co-operation with the Helsinki Commission, HEM a national bodwctive in the Baltic Sea area, who
has invited representatives from the CPMR Baltic Searfiission in its work. HELCOM works to protect the marin
environment of the Baltic Sea from all sources of paluthrough intergovernmental co-operation between states around
the Baltic Sea (included Russia) and the European Ufitmn Maritime Policy should also be developed along the lines
of the BSR countries drafting of Appropriated Protection $de@s within the PSSA (Particularly Sensitive Sea JArea

In order for the Maritime Policy to fulfil its aims andbjectives it must support the Lisbon and Gothenburg Agendas.
Furthermore, there is a need for co—ordination with a nunflid anitiatives, like the Motorways of the Sea, Sheea
Shipping, the Maritime Safety Packages and the Marine EnvaotainPolicy. Common actions between all levels of
administration are necessary to secure sustainable deweslbpnthe Baltic and North Sea Areas.

Acknowledging the Baltic Sea as a Separate Sea Area

The Baltic Sea area has a significant economic and gitrgiesition within Northern Europe as a gateway linking the
east with the west. The Baltic Sea countries fornpallagrowing economic area within the EU. In the regiontaghly
developed Western European states (Germany and the Scandicewtdries) and rapidly developing eastern bloc
countries (Russia, the Baltic States and Poland). Thersome 80 million people living in the Baltic Sea regian,20
per cent of the total population of the EU. The Baltic Seaiges a particularly effective and traditional way of urgti
the surrounding countries.

The Baltic Sea countries seek to become prominent partisiparEuropean maritime policy making. We consider it
essential to increase the prominence and the input of thiz Bala countries in EU-wide decision making and in


http://www.balticseacommission.org/
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discussions concerning the Union’s future. We seek to ensurhéna is a common will to act, which can be harnessed
to generate real action. The status of the Baltic Sealmusised to equal that of the Mediterranean, and thie Baust
be acknowledged as a separate sea in its own right.

The region’s maritime policy must be based on the principseile$idiarity. There is a very clear need to acknowledge the
role of regional and local administrations in maritime @oinaking. Many maritime policy problems that emergechee
size that can effectively be handled at a regional leather than at a local or a national level.

It is positive that the various sea basins’ are pointechndtrecognised, like the Baltic Sea, and that these sis’bas
have their own characteristics’ that could differ substaptiedim one another. The conclusion then must be that these sea
basins should be treated according to their own charat€riahd needs in the implementation of the strategy. This
aspect is however not clearly pointed out in the greerrpape

EU could increase the value of the existing initiative thinaiagplementing an integrated/holistic approach in its decision
process’s e.g. by having consequences being analysed priokitgritee decisions and in these analysis widen the scope
to others than those directly dependant of the decisions.

Regarding the priorities the two pillars, the Lisbomtstgy, aiming at stimulating work and growth is the primand the

eco system approach set as number two could be questionedh8tedbnomy, that is the use of resources (nature and
people) be set prior to the recourses that shall be used?ui\isources to use there is no prerequisite for a salskain
economic growth and work. The presented strategy is takengeterse point of view and this is seen as a weakribss

set goals should be achieved.

Today there is no lack of decisions and agreements but afladcomplishments’. The green paper is touching up on
this dilemma but does not try to point into a direction mclv it could be solved.

An implemented Maritime Strategy should be able to improvéhersituation though realistically progress will not be
immediate. To have an impact the choice of tactics chissequally important. Within certain areas there isaly
present a neighbouring policy, e.g. regarding fishing. To aetiie goals of the Maritime Strategy and the fishingcgoli
e.g. the fishing policy they will have to be integrated.

Sustainable Coastal Communities and Economies

The core goal of the Maritime Policy should be to maxirthgequality of life in coastal regions in a sustainabanner.

An eco-system based approach to the management of humaneactind economic growth should also be encouraged,
provided that this is based on sound scientific knowledge. eTai@ss can only be achieved through policies which
effectively balance the economic, social and environmasfacts of sustainable development.

Maritime industries are promoters of growth and help torave quality of life within coastal regions. Howevitris
important to recognise the wider economic importance oftimarindustries and services for the European economy and
citizens as a whole. Ninety percent of global transparhigsed out by the shipping industry, with forty percenthef
global fleet based in Europe. Efficiency and sustainaliflisea transportation are therefore crucial for econgnaiwth

in Europe. The fisheries sector is another example dfrthertance of maritime sectors to European economic rowt
Demand for seafood is rising globally, giving the Europesinefies sector the opportunity to meet high market demand
with high quality products however this need to be baland#da sustainable approach in industrial fishing.

The EU Maritime Policy must recognise the needs diticaal industries which are central to the economiekyie and
heritage of maritime regions. The policy should help ppstt these industries to adapt to and remain competitvite
environmentally sustainable, in the changing global environngantjcularly in coastal areas which suffer from
economic decline and deprivation.

Innovation is not only about developing new technologies throagbarch and development — it is also about using
existing resources and products in different ways. Therfesh sector, for example, will require the developnuént
better regulations and control and enforcement schemes thaesant to be truly sustainable. Moreover, improved
knowledge on the interactions between marine eco-systemtharfisheries sector would be beneficial in supporting
policy-makers in fisheries management.

New industries including aquaculture and blue biotechnology shadsédbe fostered through the Maritime Policy in
order to diversify and grow coastal economies. Linkdgstsveen sea and land-based industries and the public and
private sectors should be encouraged through the Policy in twdeshesively develop maritime industries. More
generally, interactions between the sea and land should beiggbby the Maritime Policy. Particular attention should
be placed on developing solutions to the potential threatsgfadastal areas through climate change, notably coastal
erosion and flooding. The qualities of coastal areas@trenly enjoyed and valued by coastal communities, but society
in general. The growth in coastal tourism over the dastury has made seaside locations major attractionsiy m
European counties. The preservation of environmental qualitgaltural life in coastal areas is therefore a conaarn f

all citizens who appreciate the opportunity to visit arjdyecoastal areas. Sustainable and integrative psliciecoastal
development are of fundamental value for all citizens,usttthose who live in coastal areas.
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In order for maritime industries and coastal communitidsetsustainable, it is important that the environmentat aafst
each sector’'s activities are recognised and reduced. \smdi@inable maritime development will only be achieved
through a global and holistic approach, ultimate responsilfiditysustainability lies with all levels of governance and
actors, including individuals. The economic benefits of impdoenvironmental quality and the economic costs of doing
nothing to improve coastal environments should be highlighteddhrthe Policy. Raising awareness of environmental
factors among individuals should be supported by the MarRiatiey through education initiatives.

Education also has an important role to play in promotingi&’s heritage. Education can do this directly through
raising awareness among coastal communities of theitimma heritage. Education can also support this aim irttljrec

by helping foster competitive and innovative maritime sectdequipping potential and existing employees with new
skills in the fields of maritime safety, environmentahservation and entrepreneurship could help to bring new ideas and
standards to many industries. The Maritime Policy shouldtaidevelop new or harmonise existing qualifications to
create mutually-recognised maritime qualifications. TUfgtofostering a culture of lifelong learning and innovation
through education, the Maritime Policy could help supportaitiitts which would improve the competitiveness, safety
and sustainability of maritime sectors.

Competitive and innovative maritime sectors help to devedoastal economies and subsequently give coastal
communities a sense of pride in their maritime heritage améwaments. Industries such as the tourism sector can in
turn capitalise on this heritage through the developmentwotogrism products based around the sea, further enhancing
the economies and security of coastal communities. Maritegions are also of strategic importance for Europe’s
industries at a global level. Co-operation between Europestime sectors (e.g. ports) to improve Europe’s
competitiveness in the world should be encouraged through thénwaRolicy. Given the international dimension of
maritime industries, it is imperative that a level pigyfield for maritime industries is obtained at thebglldevel.

Transport links will play an important role in enhancingdpe’s global competitiveness in maritime sectors. The
Maritime Policy should encourage diversification in transpweith a particular focus on improving the availability and
attractiveness of sea-based transport in relation to otbdes. An increase of maritime transports will howeeguire

high demand of them being environmentally sustainable and doesrfd #ukl already excisting problems (e.g. waste
dumping and emptying sanitary tanks from commercial lingcsthre sea must be prevented). Ensuring that ports have
adequate capacity and inter-modal links with land-based trangfibrbe key to the competitiveness of maritime
transportation. Developing competitive maritime seatdiismake industries more profitable, leading to improveabes

and quality of life for employees. In addition, improving king conditions and safety in maritime industries could help
encourage more people to enter the sector. Many marjob® have a negative image based on perceived poor
conditions and safety which must be overcome for the lomg4ervival of many industries.

Enhanced maritime research should be facilitated through tledogevent and co-ordination of maritime clusters and
research networks. A European Maritime Research Netwwkld co-ordinate the activities of existing maritime
research networks and involve all stakeholders in croserakeesearch with a ‘bottom-up’ approach to agenda setting.
These could support the competitiveness of maritime indagtirough the development of new technologies.

Emerging technologies such as renewable energy have greatigdb support sustainable growth in coastal regions and
should be a particular focus of the policy. A particulaufoon how to better connect peripheral regions as producers of
renewable energy and core areas as consumers could be aoffaush research and its subsequent applications.
Research into areas where knowledge is lacking is algoriemt to equip policy-makers with the tools with which to
make correct decisions. As such, research into the fasctibeco-systems in areas such as the North Sea would be
particularly welcomed.

Management of the marine environment

The natural environment of the Baltic Sea is unusual cordpgarany other sea environment within the EU, and even
globally. The Baltic Sea is the world’'s second largesthisa water basin. The temperature and salinity of thedBa¢a

are affected by the area's narrow, shallow connection tivéhAtlantic Ocean through the Danish straits, the large
quantity of fresh water entering into the Baltic Sea thnaagnfall and from rivers. The average depth of the 88l&a is
approximately 55 metres only, whereas in the Mediterraneanin&ance, the average depth is approximately
1,450 metres.

Because of its natural environment, the effects of ¢knwange are felt more acutely in the Baltic Sea. rh@
problem facing the Baltic Sea is eutrophication, which hasgative impact on the maritime environment of the area.
The Baltic Sea is also plagued by the problems caused by hestals, organic compounds, and the entry of foreign
species into the natural environment.

There is a real risk of an environmental disaster occumitBgaltic Sea due to the increase in transportationl afithin
the area. The accident risk is compounded by the area'svghadioow fairways, and the difficulties caused by idee T
impact of a large-scale oil spillage on the ecologyhef Baltic Sea would be far-reaching and devastatingtaltiee
area’s enclosed sea basin and harsh winter conditions.
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Society, Governance & Management

Research would be invaluable in improving marine and maritiae through specific studies and mapping the seas. A
dynamic, easily accessible (online) and up-to-date atlsscbon existing mapping initiatives would be a very usedll t
This work will be essential for the development of stroalicges based on sound knowledge. A holistic, cross-séctora
approach to governance in maritime affairs should be encouragedeinto develop such effective policies which benefit
all maritime sectors. Sectoral legislation can oftave unforeseen consequences on other industries and groupst hence
is important that policies are viewed in a broader coriteat at present. Promoting the sharing of best practicd beul

one way of changing the way in which maritime sectors mateddst groups think and relate to each other.

Local communities and all relevant stakeholders should lendive opportunity to discuss common issues in regional
fora to support a holistic approach to policy-making. Redjifora, based around sea regions/ecosystems are perhaps
best equipped to co-ordinate actions and develop effeciivepalicies in shared seas. It is important that theitivtae

Policy recognises regional specificities and acceptsathate size fits all’ approach to policy making will beffective.
Moreover, a clear link between the chosen means and desidedf policies should be demonstrable. A cross-sectoral
and partnership approach to spatial planning, based around tegganawould be particularly desirable. It will also be
necessary to co-ordinate Marine Spatial Planning with Insgjr@oastal Zone Management. Subsidiarity should be
respected when developing any form of spatial planning arypol

The EU should support regional partnerships that can contributeetimplementation of a maritime policy such as:
CPMR Islands Commission and Baltic Sea Commission,B8ka States Subregional Conference (BSSSC) Union of
Baltic Cities (UBC), Baltic Europe Intergroup (BEI); BalBc Islands Network (B7)

The Maritime Policy should support the principle of multi-legevernance based on the principle of subsidiarity and
involve all appropriate stakeholders in the decision-magingess. In particular, sub-national authorities have extensi
experience of maritime affairs and engagement with looaineunities, which should be utilised when developing
outcomes from the Maritime Policy. Tri-partite contrab&tween the European, national and sub-national levels of
governance could also prove a useful tool in setting out smomsibilities and consequences of actions of different
stakeholders in maritime affairs.

The Maritime Policy must take note of the reality of teereasing & aging population Structural problems relating to
key parts of the workforce, high health costs and strong catser influences. Urban areas are often seen as more
attractive to young people and investors. On islands aperipheral costal regions opportunities for youth are s@arde
with a limited tertiary education and training opportunitiesghidr education and R&D are vital element in for
innovation, creativity, economic growth and sustainableldpueent.

Attention must also be given to the international legisaénvironment, given that a large number of regulations are
based on international agreements. The European Union shouldvandéa strengthen Europe’s voice in the
international arena and ensure that international agreerfeegtson 1UU fisheries) are respected by their signatorie
Europe should lead by example in the international arena, Usitaiso safeguard its competitiveness by not being overly
restrictive and regulated in comparison with other gafrtke world.

Policy makers should take account of the maritime dimensicall relevant policies. The inclusion of a maritime
paragraph in relevant European legislation could encouragategrated approach to maritime governance at the
European level. The Maritime Policy Taskforce would bd-placed to monitor and co-ordinate this through studying
relevant policy developments. The existence of a taskfehteh works across Directorate Generals of the Coniomiss
would also help to ensure that conflicts between sector@igmlcould be identified and resolved at an early stdige.
would also be desirable for existing European legislatiobet reviewed and or revised in order to eliminate cosflict
between and unforeseen consequences of sectoral policiesndrcases, EU action in harmonising national policies of
Member States may prove useful in reducing instances of digtida legislation.

All appropriate European financial instruments should be adapted anid-term review of the Financial Perspective in
order to take full account of the maritime dimension. dyralso prove desirable to develop new, specific magiti
instruments for the 2014-2021 period. The value accorded to lcagesia in terms of quality of life and marine resources
must be reflected in the financial resources made availatdestain and secure their future. It is important that the
Maritime Policy does not lead to an overburdening levélunéaucracy without providing the tools to administer pdlicie
and develop solutions to common problems.

It is also important that existing EU and internationaislegion is effectively implemented and enforced. Existitg
initiatives such as Motorways of the Sea and Short Seai8hipolicies should be further developed and expanded in
geographical scope in order to support Europe’s maritimestrids.

Encouraging modal shift of freight transport from roadséa through these policies would not only enhance the
competitiveness of the shipping sector, but would also helpgmve environmental quality. For the latter to be fully

achieved, it will be necessary to tackle pollution fronpplrig and ports through improving the quality of marine fuels
and supporting the introduction of onshore electricity infrasiracin ports. Any economic development must be
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sustainable, necessitating the need for increased integodtsustainable development principles in all maritimateel
policies.

For the islands of the Baltic Sea the problem of beingperal meaning that there is always an extra journey away f
anywhere it is thus important that competition policy do nstrifninates against islands. Today comparative disparities
Policies often favour major centres. Islands experienceligalvantage of limited synergy benefits and freedom from
competition from neighbouring regions. Islands need poltb@ssupport economic growth & diversity.

The introduction of an EU Maritime Policy also provides an dppity to bring an ecosystem approach to the centre of
fisheries management. The ecosystem approach repredeulistia perspective on fisheries where the interesthef
fisheries industry are integrated with the ecological corscef the marine ecosystem as a whole. The MaritimeyPol
could provide a framework through which the full implementatibthe ecosystem approach can be supported in policies
such as the Common Fisheries Policy.

Maritime Safety & Security

Co-operation among actors in monitoring and policing Europe's steould be facilitated through EU actions. Improving
capacity in this area will be essential if Europe imtmitor, mitigate against and deal with incidents and illagavities

at sea. Ensuring that vessel tracking systems ar@peteble and compulsory for all shipping operating in Europe’s
waters will be essential if maritime safety and secuanigyto be enhanced. More efficient port-State constaisild also

be encouraged through the Maritime Policy.

Improving safety at sea should also be a priority of thetidee Policy, given the huge costs of incidents to livibe
environment and economies. Risk assessment should be uadertakder to identify potential threats and to develop
mechanisms to respond to unfortunate incidents. Risk assesgmald be applied in the fields of human activities, such
as shipping and environmental threats such as coastal erlmsfmoving risk-management strategies at the European
level should also be a priority of the Maritime PoliGhe EU should also be equipped to respond to and mitigate \agains
(where possible) natural disasters, both within its own wated at the international level.

As such, the EU should also develop a stronger position anel ivointernational maritime groups. Participation at the
international level would enable the EU to help resolveesge.g. flag state responsibilities, illegal fishipgllution
etc.), while also promoting Europe’s maritime industi@esl heritage to international markets. It is of paramount
importance that a level playing field exists in the gldee¢l for Europe’s maritime industries and that high starsdisrd
safety, security and environmental protection are unifoapplied at the global level.

Islands are particularly vulnerable to pressures on thimenlife at sea and shore. The marine life is ofteargel part of
the foundation on which the islands build there economy. ThéiMarPolicy must include instruments to minimize the
risk of disasters resulting from major increase inraihsport through the Baltic Sea.

Developing a traffic system

Maritime traffic in the Baltic Sea is on the increaBieis increase results in the main from the economic groiRussia,
with its burgeoning exports of oil. There are peculiaritiethe Baltic Sea that make it particularly vulnerablaegative
impacts from human activity. But it must also be rementbdrat the countries of the coastal regions of the Badtec S
are highly dependent on sea transportation as means of ttansjpoeign trade. This means continuous efforts to find a
perfect balance between the use of the sea and the mnotefcthe sea.

Fast transport links by land and by sea are essential tegbeuight conditions for industry. One of the goals of the EU
transport policy is to switch freight from congested rotsailways and sea routes. The transport chains must be
observed in their entirety. Intermodal transport chains ddnaaclose link between the EUs maritime policy and the
Community’s other transport policies. Short sea shippingirstedmodal transportation must be actively promoted, and
the routing of sea transport must be improved with the hithatorways of the seas and Marco Polo programmes,
amongst others.

The use of the transport system must be encouraged. A kbgdna managing the congestion on roads and improving
the state of the environment is to switch from land-basegdebased transportation, and to develop effective solutions
for maritime transportation. This must also be a key facah of the region’s maritime policies. Sea transpaistm
emphasise the principle of door-to-door transportation. Hartdrtonnections are vital to a logistics chain, and these ca
be used to create joined-up land-sea transport corriddrewibottlenecks or missing links.

Maritime transport services potentially offer an oppotiutd reach peripheral areas of Europe whilst by-passing the
congested central areas. Local seafaring can be usednasns of transferring goods from one means of trangport t
another (for example from the road to the sea) or of dpwej@ccessibility to remote areas. For this reas@pskcies
must emphasise the importance of sea transport with regaadessibility and cohesion.

Maritime policy must secure and build on the specialigfea and the competitiveness that have already been achieved
by our ports and maritime transport operators. Maritimgpahust acknowledge the regional ports, their specialists
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particular features. The use of several regional pastddaprevent central ports from getting congested and amajdr
environmental problems further hinterland.

Maritime policy must also address the issue of maritaiety, particularly in wintry conditions, which is pautarly

acute in the Baltic Sea. Issues affecting our regiortterdreezing of the sea, the narrowness of fairwaysighrahe
archipelago, and the shipping of oil in difficult icy conditso In our view, the Green Paper does not take these unusually
harsh wintry conditions sufficiently into consideration.

1 SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION

1A Should the EU have an integrated maritime policy?

1A1 Yes. The development of a common Maritime Policy would/igeo policy-makers with a common vision and
framework in which to work. An integrated maritime policpud help to co-ordinate cross-sectoral maritime
activities. This co-ordination would in turn enable meféicient and effective management of Europe's mafine
resources. Effective management would help to ensuresagainflicts between different groups and to examine
synergies between different spheres of activity.

1A.2 Such an integrated, holistic approach to maritime polistesuld be based on the principle of subsidiarity and
maintain a balance between the social, economic and envintampélars of sustainable development. As such, a
common European Maritime Policy should rest firmly on the pillars of the Lisbon and Gothenburg strategies| It
is also important that a long-term strategic outlookatmis global economic and environmental changes is taken by
the Maritime Policy.

1A.3 Increasing human activity in areas such as the BaltioMkeequire effective management in the future. Padigie
should not be looked at in isolation, but should be co-ordinatediture against legislative conflicts and to ensure
that the future of Europe's marine environments is predeand enhanced. A flexible and co-ordinated system of
regional marine management, involving sub-national partediighly desirable.

1B How can the EU add value to the many national, local and prate initiatives which already exist in the
maritime field?

1B.1 The EUs position as an overarching structure for goverrian€arope places it in an ideal position to facilitate the
co-ordination of cross-sectoral and multi-national policiBse EU has the political weight to ensure compliance vith
legislation in shared waters, and the experience of mamanagement gained through fisheries and ports pplicy
experience. The EU can be particularly instrumental in enstivaigall European Member States are both subject
and committed to the same regulatory standards and ovetzdl golicy objectives. Moreover, the EU is in a strgng
position to harmonise national policies from Member State$ping to reduce the potential of duplication |of
legislation.

1B.2 The scope of the EU also covers many policies of relevanoaritime affairs, notably culture, customs, employment
and social affairs, energy, enterprise and industry, the cemment, fisheries, regional policy, research, trans-
European networks and transport. These sectoral approacipedicy-making will continue to be important in
developing expertise and effective policies. The role ottmemon Maritime Policy should be to co-ordinate these
policies in a cross-sectoral manner.

1B.3 | The EU could act as a conduit through which agreement on andresa of best practice in marine management
could be channelled and communicated. The EU has a rolaytingetting the overall policy framework for actipn
and a common understanding with which to address global igsetehisig beyond national borders. The Union has
been very successful to date in facilitating cross-borddrirterregional co-operation and could build upon this
success through the common Maritime Policy.

1B.4 The Union could also where relevant and necessary introducel)aboration with relevant stakeholders, legislatjon
to better manage Europe's seas and coastlines. lespict, the EU could also revise existing legislatiomprove
the effectiveness of existing maritime-related policids integrated approach to maritime-related sectoritips
should result in better, and perhaps fewer, regulations.

1B.5 Sub-national authorities would have a key role to play in emphting maritime policies, and, where appropr|ate
should be at the forefront of decision-making in this fiehib-national authorities also have extensive experience in
delivering maritime initiatives, which should be capitalisggbn when developing a common European Maritjme
Policy. The European Union should play a co-ordinating role livedimg the maritime policy and should on]y
legislate in areas where this can add value or is abbphecessary.

1B.6 | The EU could also add value to national, local and priEtatives through the introduction of new financial
instruments targeted towards achieving the Union's meitbjectives. This would enable financial support|for
cross-sectoral maritime projects to be secured. mdtarly, the scope of existing financial instruments could be
adjusted or redirected towards supporting common maritimés gbeough the mainstreaming of the maritimne
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dimension within existing financial instruments.

1B.7

Other organisations will have a key role to play in impleting a common maritime policy, notably pan-European
regional partnerships such as the Conference of Peripherdirde Regions' Geographical Commissions. These

organisations, like the sub-national authorities which csaptheir membership, have extensive experienc|

e in

facilitating joint work on cross-sectoral maritimeuss. The EU could add value to their work through financial

support for regional organisations such as these.

1B.8

In order to clarify the roles and responsibilities offeactor and to co-ordinate their activities, tripartiontracts
between the European, national and sub-national levels afrgmee could be beneficial.

1B.9

The EU is also in a strong position to create a leafipg field for maritime industries in Europe and to exterisl
to the global level through participation in internatiofoad.

1B.10

As far as the Green Paper is concerned it would be aprédfethe Task-Force of the Commission would:

¢ base the “Green Paper” on a sound analysis of the geogragtioatmical, ecological social and legal

realities related to maritime affairs in Europe, includthg maritime dimension given to the EU by
outermost regions;

¢ review the maritime-related activities and policiesothorities in the member states, including exam
and best practice of European regions;

¢ include information about the national maritime stratedmseloped by countries outside the EU;

¢ address the international dimension of ocean and sea affeins Of the Seas and related internatio
affairs);

« outline the different sectional policies affecting a Eurogdantime Policy already existing in th&cquis
Communautairg

¢ identify the potentials for beneficial interfaces and syiesrppetween the sectional policies and the r

balance between the economic, social, security safety, avidoremental dimension of sustainable

development in the EU policies;

¢ integrate these existing legislation and policies into meg# concept of a future European mariti
strategy by using a “holistic approach”;

its
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¢ incorporate the future EU maritime strategy into the werakLisbon-process to support medium- and long-

term economic growth, competitiveness and employment iglthe

« outline first conclusions for the future practical implenagtion of a European maritime policy, be it E
legislation, recommendations to the member-states, argifpportive measures taken by the
Commission;

¢ consider special regional concepts and recommendationsardtel EU maritime strategy, addressing

particular needs and potentials of greater European marigighens. In this context it might make sense to

integrate parts of the future EU maritime policy into exgtEU regional strategies like th&l6rthern

Dimensiori or “Barcelona Process”. It is obvious that challengethe Baltic Sea area differ to a certain

extend from those of the Mediterranean basin.

1B.11

For regional organisations such as BSC and BSSSC iuésatthat the process of compiling and drawing up
Green Paper about EU maritime policy be based on a transpackstructured consultation-process including
national and regional level. The process leading to thee¥faper on European Governanter the consultation-
process for the reform of th&tiropean Cohesion Polityould be taken as models for the necessary consultat
Policy-assessment and an intensified dialog between thedatunission and the EU citizens and their organisat
are a special commitment of the Barroso Commission farneulation of the EU maritime policy could be a point
case. The Task Force should at least envisage a numimgiarial conferences covering separately the Baltic
area, the North Sea area, e Atlantique the Mediterranean, and the Black Sea.
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SECTION 2: RETAINING EUROPE'S LEADERSHIP IN SUSTAIN ABLE MARITIME
DEVELOPMENT

21

Sub-section 2.1: A Competitive Maritime Industry

2.1A

How can European maritime sectors remain competitiveincluding taking into account specific needs o
SMEs?

2.1A1

A common European Maritime Policy has great potentiabtdribute to the achievement of the Lisbon strat

Fgy




EC App 12 - 538 BSC Contribution to Maritime Policy
GA App 12 - 8§ BSC contribution

through stimulating economic growth and job creation in aisastie way. There are a number of key Europ
maritime-related industries in operation in the Baltic Bgon, including fisheries, shipping, renewable ene
and tourism. Many of these traditional maritime sectorsfaceng many challenges at present in the e
competitive global market. These industries must adapiet new challenges, and will require support - G
practical and financial - to do so.

pan
rgy
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oth

2.1A2

There is no doubt that deprivation and social exclusion is pkarig acute in coastal areas. Providing finan
support to areas of coastal deprivation is still necgssacreate sustainable communities and to secur

cial
e an

increase in jobs through coastal regeneration. In additigrioals that can be provided by the European Union

to encourage the development of public-private partnershipgaréas undergoing economic decline
regeneration are of value. New marinas could be considerkely assets forming part of the urban regener
of coastal towns.

and
ation

2.1A3

In areas undergoing traditional market decline, there shioeldupport to invest and refocus on emerd
markets. There should be recognition that new sectoits,asuoffshore renewable energy, rely on and can |
from traditional maritime industries such as the oil amsl@nd shipbuilding sectors.

ing
earn

2.1A4

On the practical level, it is imperative that the EU sakeo consideration the economic impacts of |legistadio
maritime industries. In attempting to address issuessatiral level, unforeseen consequences can arise
the implementation of legislation. For instance, leg@mato improve the marine environment can often h
cost implications for businesses, which cannot alwaysalksese.

from
ave

2.1A5

The focus of the draft Green Paper on a holistic, crogeraé@pproach to maritime affairs is therefq
welcomed. It is of paramount importance that the Mariffokcy facilitates better co-ordination between pol
sectors and levels of governance.

2.1A6

Another way in which the Maritime Policy could support maréiindustries on a practical level would be
facilitate exchange of best practice, highlighting good exasrgue to produce a toolkit for maritime busines
to improve their competitiveness. It is important timaritime sectors aim for high standards of quality in
field of products, services in education. Examples df fmestice would help them to achieve this.

ses
the

2.1A7

Maritime regions (sub-national) have an important rol@l&y in enhancing the competitiveness of mariti
industries. Maritime regions are of strategic impontafoc industry and commerce. The availability of effidi
ports with the capacity for multi-modal transportationfifundamental importance for industrial competitiven
and international trade and is usually managed by sub-natighalities.

me

ess

2.1A8

The maritime areas need support in order to foster cotiwpetss, sustainability and efficiency in traditio
maritime industries. Maritime regions should also piiggithe development of new industries utilising mariti
resources as their base. In particular, sub-national aigkarged support from the European and national le

al
me
vels

for the development of established and emerging maritime neluigirough education, research and suppotting

networks of private and public stakeholders.

2.1A9

Other EU initiatives such as Motorways of the Sea and SeatShipping should be progressed alongsidg
Maritime Policy, given the potential benefits for thépping and logistics sectors, as well as the environm
Reducing congestion on roads, providing more environmentahydiy transport and transferring transport fr
road to sea is of great importance.

the
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bm

2.1A.10

On the financial level, resources from the Seventh Framke®Woogramme for Research and Technolog
Development (FP7) should be made available to support theogevet and application of new technolog
relevant to maritime sectors.

cal
es

2.1A11

Furthermore, it is also important to remember that iatiom is not purely a research and technolog
development issue — innovation can equally apply to using rexisésources and technologies in new
innovative ways. The Competitiveness and Innovation Prograg@® should help to support such projeg
Furthermore the CIP should provide support for entrepreiaaaisn collaboration with the European Investm
Bank, access to risk capital for innovative projects.
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2.1A12

Funding from the European Regional Development Fund should be meitblavfor the improvement of por

infrastructure and increasing accessibility to ports. Thera clear need for improved development and
operation on port infrastructure, particularly rail infrasture connecting ports to their surrounding areas as
as community infrastructure to accommodate the local warkf Long-term forward planning is needed
rationalise investment and plan mitigation work. Supportdeveloping initiatives of this kind would b
welcomed.

—

well
to

2.1A.13

The European Social Fund should have the capacity to provide trédniegisting maritime sector employeeg
those wishing to join existing maritime sectors, and thdsking to develop new maritime sectors.

»

2.1A.14

Europe must capitalise on its strengths — a strong caffacitynovation and research and a well-educs
workforce — in order for its maritime industries to remedmpetitive. As such, the Maritime Policy should 4
to stimulate entrepreneurship and innovation through improviehtdic knowledge and fostering a we
educated and experienced workforce. International harmonisdtiqnafifications is to be encouraged. H
example, the health and safety standards in offshore renesvadtgy industries should be harmonised acros
EU.

ted
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2.1A.15

The EU Maritime Policy should always look beyond Europe wlasidering the competitiveness of European

maritime sectors. Fierce global competition and a lévernational playing field for maritime sectors @

re

important drivers for innovation and quality. It is thereforgortant that the EU Maritime Policy addresses

issues and practices that concern the competitive frarkefar maritime industry at European and internatid
levels.

2.1A.16

The potential of the renewable energy sector to deliveaisable development in coastal areas shoulg

recognised in a European Maritime Policy. In order taaterea level playing field for this sector, the

nal

be

harmonisation of state aid legislation is required, pagity in the fields of offshore renewable energy and

maritime transport (e.g. ferries).

2.1A.17

Competitive industries need an effective level-playingifial which to flourish, both at the European and glg
levels. The Maritime Policy could advance this agendautir enhancing co-operation at the European
cross-border levels. Furthermore, the unique selling p@ht&uropean maritime industries should

strengthened and promoted at a global level, notably théalaiy of highly skilled workers and a solig

knowledge infrastructure.

2.1A.18

Fishing is a fundamental part in the concept of island amdadfimportance for the economy directly, through
fishing and processing as a profession, and indirectly threegyeational fishing; as well as for the conceptua
perception.

2.1A.19

Fisheries should still be part of an islands heritageftnde. Aquaculture is the key to future fish production &
islands maintaining their fishery competencies and skills.

2.1A.20

In the sector of aqua-culture and fishing there is a groaéngpetition for space and a trend to move the aqua

farms further away from shore. This must not lea@amér regulations and demands on outlets than for the
facilities close to land.

2.1A21

Fishing is an important industry and its link to aquacultsiteday strong as fish is a major fodder source to the

aquaculture. The growing aqua culture industries and the taimikeand for fish to the households is sometim
leading to dramatically decreasing populations of spicefelicoming EU Fishing policy it must be pointed oy

bal
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the importance of returning to small scale- and cosfaihfisas the way towards a sustainable use of the wild ffish

recourses’ for the future.

2.1A.22

There is no strategy presented nor discussed on how the paetdeen, at one hand, the EU pillar on free
movement and a free market and, on the other, how the digjdran these ideals’ in the strategy will be
overcome. For the costal areas the “small scal&ldishing is of much greater importance to a largastand
hinterland area than is the concentrated large scale tiiiadiushing at sea.

It is almost symptomatic that the direct followingts@t The importance of being competitive'most every
aspect is only dealing with industry” (transport and wharisl)that values held to the light in section 1 or 2.1
hardly even mentioned. Where has the integrated / hgistspective gone?

2.1A.23

The Maritime Policy must take into account tourism instaleand archipelago areas, as this in the long run
be a growth industry. Tourism will be a key factor affegipeople’s wellbeing and the use of their leisure ti
Tourism has and will have a major financial impact onawm archipelago, amongst others.

2.1A.24

Maximising Quality of Life in Baltic Islands/Coastal Regs This should not mean “rich” city interests movi

S

will
me.

ng

into islands and pricing out local citizens as has happenegny English villages. A way of obtaining a balafnce

must be found ensuring local youth to be able to buy family hahasprice “possible to pay” from a island
often weaker economically perspective.

2.1A.25

The Baltic Sea is the gateway to North-East Europe afiJte most important neighbour, Russia. The are
characterised by rapid economic growth —exceeding that of witiey European regions. This developmen
inevitable, considering the expected 40% increase in traffic20%0. It is indispensable for the Baltic Sea a|
to build and invest in further maritime-related traffic isfracture. TheBaltic Gatewayprogramme or the
Fehmarn-Belt-Crossingre examples for major traffic infrastructure-projectthe area.

2.1A.26

Fostering sea transport in the Union is a classical exaofpés integrated European maritime approach
combining several existing and developed sectional policideiEt). Drawing on the experiences of the Ba
Sea area, a European Maritime Policy should:

¢ support the increasing need of transport infrastructure byitmmilng sea and coastal shipping. T
particularly cheap and sustainable mode of transport wileffageneral economic development g
relieve overcrowded roads and railways;

« establish in the Union the general principles of “magssprart by sea”, shifting transport-traffic to t
“Motorways of the Sea” wherever possible;

¢ develop on the basis of th&rans-European Network# the EU, special strategies for each Europ
Sea of how the maritime traffic could be the backbone dfréimsport sector in the areaM®torways of
the Segd). Attention has to be given to integrated port regulatamms the “hinterland connection” in th

context; encourage public/private partnership by European mfcaste programs to stimulate the

development of the European transport sector by boat.
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2.1B

What mechanisms should be in place to ensure thatwenaritime development is sustainable?
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2.1B.1

Ensuring that maritime activity is co-ordinated acroffewdint sectors would help to ensure that the developfnent

of the maritime economy is sustainable. By linking poli@king across sectors, greater consideration
understanding of the impacts of sectoral decisions on othiey geictors would be achieved. This would helg
ensure that all users of Europe’s marine environment cordchhid work along side each other in a sustain
manner.

2.1B.2

Where relevant and appropriate, regional organisationsdsbeuset up, and paid, to co-ordinate and/or mor
marine activities. These should be composed of all nelestakeholders and operate under the principl
subsidiarity.

2.1B.3

It is also greatly important that EU and internationaidlegon is uniformly and adequately transposed i
national legislation. Given that maritime industries sushransport are truly global in nature, internatio
legislation should be applied/developed to ensure high globalastds of safety and environmental quality at s
In particular, the ratification and entry into force of theetnational Convention on the Control of Harmful An
Fouling Systems on Ships and the International Convention fordCamd Management of Ships Ballast Wa
should substantially contribute to a healthier marine enwiemt and more environmentally friendly shipping.

2.1B4

Timescale is important when considering sustainable devetipimang-term strategies for perhaps twenty-fi
years should be developed by governments, with the merits of gldnimitiatives judged on their long-term
well as short-term impacts.

2.1B.5

To reduce or avoid coastal pollution and environmental damdg® accidents occur at sea, it would
recommended to impose restrictions on using heavy oil fugltén-European coastal transport and to imp)
regulation on the usage of light marine diesel or prefiegas.

2.1B.6

It is important that the environmental costs of each maisector’'s activities are recognised and reduced,

particular, it is important to raise awareness amongurness of the environmental impacts of their choices
food miles. While sustainable maritime development will only &ehieved through a global and holis
approach, responsibility for sustainable maritime developirentvith all levels of governance and actors, ri
down to sub-national authorities and individuals.

2.1B.7

Baltic nations are dependent on sea transportation. Thdityiabithe country’'s cross-border shipping must
ensured in a way that is environmentally friendly, safeenmhomic and this must be supported by the Maif]
Policy and EU passing regulation in a global context.
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2.1B.8

It is important to integrate the needs of the fragdesgstem with the ever-increasing volume of Baltic
shipping. Active steps must be taken to prevent environmdistters and to ensure international cooperatig
limit nutrient emissions.

Bea
n to

A key goal of the Commission’s Green Paper on Maritiméc@ to ensure that the area’s ecosystem is ta
into consideration when managing the marine environment. Ttheahanvironment of the Baltic Sea makes
area’s ecosystem unusually fragile; for this reasormsetisenditions must be considered and acknowledged i
EUs decision-making. In particular a reduction of future nutriemissions into the Baltic Sea should
addressed.

aken
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2.2

Sub-section 2.2: The Importance of the Marine Environment the Sustainable Use of our Marine Resourcg

£S

2.2A

How can maritime policy contribute to maintaining air ocean resources and environment?

2.2A1

Through facilitating dialogue and cross-sectoral examinatiomarine policies and activities, a comm
maritime policy could help to ensure that Europe’s oceanurese® and environment are maintained
enhanced. It is important that all sectors and polieige into consideration their environmental impact
sustainability in general. In order to maintain and imprtinestate of the marine environment, an eco-sys

based approach to management, built on sound scientific kn@yleddgighly desirable. A particular focyis

should be placed on encouraging dialogue between the dciantiffishing communities through organisation

N
and
and
tem

D.

2.2A2

The eco-system approach and related management measurdsenolesirly understood and evenly applied
response to EU Directives in order for the policy to &e dnd effective amongst stakeholders in Europe.
formulation of models for distinct eco-systems and regiomsld contribute to the maintenance of oce
resources and the environment. However, in order to feetigé, such models must be based on relig
comprehensive and compatible data; and must take account of écamntinities and social factors. As long
environmental, economic and social concerns are included andabetégnto the policy development at
European level, it should be possible to achieve effestltions to the challenges commonly faced in Europ

in
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2.2A3

The EU is a leader in environmental legislation, and shaitirue to set goals for environmental sustainab
and improvement. In particular, tightening up of the regulationdischarges of radioactive waste from nucl

power stations would be welcomed. Through co-ordinating a conMiaoitime Policy, the EU could ensure

complementarily between any existing legislation and futurétivhe legislation.

lity
ear

2.2A4

In particular, the Maritime Policy should ensure that the egusnces of the Water Framework Directive, wh
affect delta and coastal as well as inland watersingegrated into an effective Maritime Policy. Indeed,
Maritime Policy should take account of linkages betweesttnas, inshore waterways and oceans.

ich
the

2.2A5

Underpinning the Maritime Policy with the Thematic Stratémythe Marine Environment could be a useful w

ay
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of ensuring that diverse maritime-related sectoral cfgdi are compatible with environmental legislati
Recognising and demonstrating the added value and economic behefipsoved environmental quality cou
help the Maritime Policy to ensure that the environmenvahponents of sectoral policies are not alw
perceived as costly or inconvenient. Moreover, the ecanoosts of doing nothing to tackle environmen
problems should also be highlighted through the Palicy.

on.
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2.2A6

The EU should continue to set goals for environmental sasiéiy and improvement. This should also addr
the issue of the reclaiming of military waste disposetthé seas after the wars.

eSS

2.2A7

It is important to consider the sustainable use and mainteranihe islands and archipelago areas, and
development of coastal economies, as central planks of tkartime policy. The special characteristics
coastal areas must be taken into consideration in regionalopewvent and spatial planning. Certain sector
industry benefit more than others from being close todbistics services provided by coastal regions and
special characteristics of coastal regions place paticldmands on industries that locate within those reg
Port activity and the use by industry of logistics cenaad areas must be planned in a way that can co
harmoniously with other potential uses of these areas,asugksidential living and leisure use, and in a way
upholds environmental protection.

2.2A8

BSC and the BSSSC is aware that to defining an accepgitdtegy for a sustainable managenefnthe
economic potentials of the seas poses the biggestmipalfer the future European Maritime Policy. Again, {
policy must also find an answer to the highly politicised tioe®f how far the economic use has to comply w
sustainability. The European Council 2005 stated that thgeetiobs are not contradicting factors. A Europg
Maritime Policy should to take this overall approacla asarting point.

2.2A9

The European Maritime Policy as a long-term strategy ¢eawwd the problems related to the general flow
ultimately decreased use of maritime resources. Scentidinitoring points to the fact that the global resoy
flow need to be cut in half to allow for global equity. Ustainable management of the economic resources ¢
European waters might not ask for such drastic changes. Butobpean Maritime Policy has to come forwg
with more solid information and a clear orientationtfee European Dimension in this respect. Otherwise su
policy would lake one of its basic objectives.

2.2A.10

Conservation of the environment and sustainable managerheartyonatural resource cannot be realis
successfully by a centralized top-down process. Such an appreads partners from all walks of life and str,
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of society. The regional and local levels in all EU rbemnstates provide a surprising expertise in combining

economic progress with the necessary sustainability.llito@iessential for the environmental dimension of
future European Maritime Policy to address and win dwesé potential actors as possible allies.

2.2A11

The Baltic Sea area looks back on a long international engagéorevive and protect the ecological balanc
its sea. At the same time, the area provides a liamBty increasing host of activists who concentrate on
sustainable development of the region. A future EuropeartiMarPolicy should take the experiences and b
practice of these efforts into account.

In this regard the Task-Force should consider and drawbpmssinclusions from

« the over 20HELCOMrecommendations as international agreed measures e s protect ocear
and seasHELCOM RESPONSE

¢ the problems relating to the O-time compliance ofki# COM Convention and recommendations
develop better instruments for the enforcement of comnegrged policies by governments,

¢ the efforts to harmonize th¢ELCOM recommendations with EU directives and decisions as a po
example of how to integrate existing EU and regional/sedti@ualations into a common maritir
strategy,

¢ the “Action Plan for the Baltic Sea” developedHiglL COM,

¢ an assessment of the implementation and outcome of the Etdfiynded projects fostering region
and local aspects of sustainable developments related BaliieSea. The assessment should focu

the question of how these projects activated sub-nationlbrétigs and the civic society to purspie

ecological and sustainable objectives,

the
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» this assessment could include a review of the Balticr8ated projects supported or financed by the

Northern Dimension Environmental Partnership.

2.2A.12

In part two under intermodality transport system it shgsthere is a myriad of organisations working in this
field. This part should be a separate part in the text aod@dusion should be included in the text.

In the same part the sentence starting with “the InterBaitject” should be a separate part in the text, sdtbg
project is more visible in the text.

Proposition:
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“CPMR Baltic Sea Commission notes that the EU High Level Groupd@mson of the major trans-Europes
transport axes to the neighbouring countries and regions in its rédettvorks for Peace and development” h
defined a Northern Axis including Motorways of the Sea that ctivenshole Baltic Sea area.

The InterBaltic transport project initiated by the CPMRs Baea Commission’s transport working gro
aiming at shifting freight flows from road to rail and sea, mayeseaw framework for this cooperative work aj
also following up the EU report “networks for peace and developmaritie Baltic sea area.

There is a myriad of organisations, initiatives and projeetsking with strategies within the fields of transp
and infrastructure partly overlapping each oth@o-operation between different organisations, the CPMR-
BSC working group of transport and the InterBaltic project is of great importance to get synergy effect
and avoid double work.”

By reversing or at least including the reverse perspeatig. were the environment and the resources comm
the starting point instead of, as now, the other way ardtimv could we use resources in a long term
sustainable way, rather than for how long could we stilldieg our recourses?

2.2A.13

Tourism is a growing industry for the whole area Baltéa $\rea an area that will need to protect its diffe
strands including sailing, outdoor activities, and the paetn in its cultural heritage and richness in orde
make tourism develop in the future.

2.2B

How can a maritime policy further the aims of theMarine Thematic Strategy?

2.2B.1

The Thematic Strategy for the Marine Environment is of fumefstal importance to the development
sustainable and competitive maritime sectors in Euroge Maritime Policy must endeavour to ensure tha
maritime activities become ecologically as well @smomically sustainable. Given that the managemer
fisheries and maritime transport are beyond the scope of thedfibeStrategy, the Maritime Policy shou
contribute to a holistic approach to sustainable developbyemirther integrating marine environmental conce
into these sectors.

2.2B.2

A common Maritime Policy should aim to secure a holistid ecosystem-based approach to sustair
management of European waters, based on sound scientific knowlBdgehallenge is to establish a scient
and monitoring framework that secures continuity in the obSensa of the oceans’ behaviour, there
strengthening predictive tools and instruments.

2.2B.3

The Maritime Policy can help to ensure that the aimsthef Marine Thematic Strategy are taken i
consideration when other sectoral policies are developéé. Maritime Policy should act as a conduit throy
which different sectoral polices, such as fisheries, tratetpan, energy, the environment and the economy,
assessed and co-ordinated.

2.2B4

The impacts of sectoral policies on other sectors neutihen into account when drafting legislation. In the
of the Marine Thematic Strategy, this would involve ensutiveg the environmental implications of secto
policies were taken into consideration.

2.2B.5

The Maritime Policy could also help to advance spedifitatives at the European level. For instance the “C
Ship” approach, pioneered in Northern Europe, could be peahibtoughout the European Union and beyong
the Maritime Policy. The “Clean Ship” approach is the cphoé vessels designed, constructed and operat
an integrated manner to eliminate harmful discharges aissiens throughout their working life. This approd
supports many of the goals set out in the Marine Thematite§yrand would be a good example of crg
sectoral working.
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2.2B.6

The shipping sector is vital to Europe’s maritime econdooy can also have a negative environmental imp

act.

The Maritime Policy could help to address specific emvitental problems, such as those associated with the

ship-to-ship transfer of oil in inshore waters and pollutioparts, both through legislation and finding solutig
to these problems. Furthermore, co-operation between EB), particularly in the field of environmental ¢
operation, should be stimulated through the Maritime Polieydier to maintain European competitiveness
sustainable manner.

2.2B.7

Setting up regional cross-sectoral networks to work on socdlised problems could be a high profile g
effective output from the Maritime Policy.

2.2C

How can risk assessment best be used to furthafaty at sea?

2.2C1

Improving safety at sea should be an important focus of théiMe Policy. Incidents at sea can have tra
consequences for both people and the environment. Improvingfetg ef workers at sea is key not only
averting further loss of life, but also of encouraging petplairsue careers in maritime sectors. Risk assesg
can be used to further safety at sea for seafarersimber of ways.
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2.2C.2

Identifying and quantifying potential risks gives policy-makarsound basis on which to make decisions.
order to adequately solve problems, it is importannmkexactly what they are.

In
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2.2C.3

Risk assessment can support the diversion of resourcesdiowackling key problems, and enable simple

solutions to be found such as the Fishsafe initiative. Fi$tesafe initiative, as a joint project of the fisfpiand
energy sectors, is a good example of a cross-sectgpabach to risk management. The development
common approach across different sectors in establishing smknchanagement systems is of fundame
importance.

of a
ntal

2.2C4

Risk assessment could evaluate ‘accident blackspots’ armlénstre that high concentrations of shipping a
these stretches of water. Introducing satellite-trackyatgms of vessels would help to monitor this and to en

oid
sure

compliance. Moreover, in the event of an accident, vésssing technologies would enable the releviant

authorities to know who owns the vessel, its cargo (whiclessential to assess the potential risk to
environment) and its flag country.

the

2.2C5

Risk assessment of post-incident scenarios could alsodhetrpurage joint-working across sectors and member

states to mitigate against and prepare for accidestaatIn particular, the dissemination of evaluation rejér

Is

incidents at sea could contribute to the ability of the egleauthorities to understand and respond to incidents at

sea.

2.2C.6

In addition to risk-assessment, the EU should encouragerémgtstening and improvement of risk-managenjent
in Member States through creating a European database gfaeste. In this way, knowledge and expertise on

how best to deal with incidents at sea (which materiedségfies to use/implement etc.) could be shared.

2.2C.7

The expertise of organisations such as the European Maftfe¢y Agency (EMSA) should be capitalised up

on.

EMSA could act both as a provider of data and analyses, andagsultant body through which an effective risk

assessment of safety at sea could be undertaken.

2.2C.8

It is necessary that Europe’s Baltic Sea resourcesndn@nced and maintained. Research and practical actio
required to redress pollution problems.

S are

2.2C.9

The EU should take common actions regarding the intensiitiis the IMO. If the EU works together it
constitutes a considerable force.

2.2C.10

The timetable for the thematic strategy for marine enwirent is too long.

2.2C.11

For the Baltic Sea, with its fragile ecosystem amidig growing commercial traffic is it is particularijnportant
with internationally binding legislation to help preventemyironmental disasters (particularly accidents
involving oil or chemicals).

2.2C.12

Regarding the presently very important issue on oil tratspothe Baltic Sea; there are risk analyses made K
no decisions taken upon them.

2.2C.13

The increase in maritime - and coastal traffic is muatiically related to the problem of maritime safetgéeneral
as well as in the European waters. The efficiencytysafed optimisation of marine transportation are key ssu
in this sector. In recent years several severe acsithente demonstrated in Europe the vulnerability of the
existing emergency systems and the uncontrollable ecol@gideéconomic consequences for the adjacent
coastlines.

D

2.2C.14

On one hand the EU has responded to these accidents witlikdr@&tkage | und Il as well as the establishnj
of the “European Maritime Security AgericgEMSA) 2004. On the other hand, the EU has initiated
introduction of GALILEO as a fundamental tool for bringing innovation and progressvigation besides man
other marine activities such as fishing, oceanography amsheifjas exploitation.

ent
the

y

2.2C.15

The Baltic Sea is particularly susceptible to ship detis due to the ever-increasing sea traffic and t
particular fragile ecological balance. These general pnoblare aggravated by the fact the Northern part o
Baltic Sea is covered by ice in winter. The ice creafecial threats for shipping, especially for oil-cargy|
ships. The bottlenecks for shipping in thadet-Channel/Greater Belt, OresuaddBornholm the shallownes
of its waters and the ice covered Northern part duringewens well as the deplorable state of the Russian tg
fleet are the main factors for this susceptibility.

D its
f the

D
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2.2C.16

BSC and the BSSSC point to the fact that maritime safethe Baltic Sea is of particular concern for the

regional authorities in the area. Regions in the South dB#itic Sea area have organised three conferenc
the last year (Kiel May®%and, Trelleborg May 102004, Brussels March 162005) to draw special attention
the regional and local dimension of maritime safety@megaration for ship accidents.

es in
to

2.2C.17

A number of practical consequences have followed to rasdemt preparedness at the regional and local |
besides the responsibilities of the established nationabemey systems. The immediate participation of ove
regional authorities in an Interreg supported projeBgltfc Mastef, is the best example for this growin
awareness about managing maritime safety and accidehts latvel.
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2.2C.18

Drawing on these local and regional experiences in the Edtcarea, BSC and the BSSSC recommends tz
up the following issues in future maritime policy:

¢ Ratification and implementation of all relevant intéiomal conventions, together with EU directiv
and regulations, in the fields of maritime safety and sgtustate control of ports, liability an
compensation.

* Implementation of one compulsory Tanker Transit Route iiBtigc Sea.

* Expanded use of pilots in narrow and restricted watetsedBaltic Sea.

aking

[oN
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«  Effective plans for access to places of refuge (ancksragadsteads, and ports).
¢ Permanent provision of emergency tugs along main shippirigs.

¢« Lean decision making structures for accident/disaster maradetogether with authority ove
intervention and methods of control.

=

¢ Networks of accident management, authorities with jdarigpfor alarm, support, and control.
*  Networks of port security authorities in the implementatibthe ISPS-code.

¢ Co-operation in education and training in all fields of nmaet safety and security, especially at the
regional and local level.

¢  Consistent execution of tasks by Flag State Control artdSeate Control as well as strengthening of
activities to investigate and prosecute infringementsagarovisions to prevent pollution of the se

¢« Promotion and implementation of further protective measfollowing the designation of the Baltic
Sea area as PSSA.

¢ Accelerated implementation of safe and environmentally imaéie@ removal of ship-generated wastes
and cargo residues (e. g. utilization of port receptioilities, implementation of a no-special-fe
system).

D
I

¢ Support theHELCOM ship traffic monitoring system which will help to establiahrisk-based
assessment of the needs for further measures.

¢ Implementation of the EU- and IMO-Regulations for the phasirtgof single hull tankers by 2010 at
the latest.

¢ GALILEO: Satellite navigation will be a benefit for maritinagplications, including commercial
vessels, unregulated and SOLAS regulated ships as wiisase boats. Each application will take
advantage of the new characteristics offeredsBy ILEO: increased accuracy and integrity, certified
services and high availability.

¢ GALILEO will be an additional means for the marine navigationulagd by the
International Maritime OrganisatioflMO). It will support implementing the regulations on
Automatic Identification System@IS) and vessel traffic management systems. It will
increase navigation safety and collision prevention. AIS nidpen satellite navigation. For
the time being, the only source is GRSALILEO will improve AIS reliability and thus
contribute to increased safety and vessel traceability.

2.3 Sub-section 2.3: Remaining at the Cutting Edge of Knowledgd &echnology

2.3A How can a European Marine Related Research Strategy beedeloped to further deepen our knowledge
and promote new technologies?

23A1 In many ways, we know more about space than the oceans, cbhigded with the development of ngw
technologies dependent on the marine environment (notably remeesdnigies) clearly demonstrates the need
for enhanced knowledge of Europe’s oceans and seas and tirelostiies which depend on them.

2.3A2 As the sea is still relatively unexplored, it is expedteat research will change the connotations of the term
‘marine resources’. It remains to be seen how this wotddtahe use of coastal waters when such a change in
perception occurs. However, it is certain that the need Eommon Maritime Policy will become even stronger
as the sea becomes more heavily utilised in a number y&. wAs such, it is highly desirable that the next
Framework Programme contains specific opportunities foima-related research.

2.3A3 A joined-up approach to research in maritime affairs could dmewed through effective co-ordination and

financing of research at the European level through a EuropegnevRelated Research Strategy. A sepdrate
Marine Research Strategy could prove to be a useful teol-ordinating maritime research, much in the way that
the Framework Programmes have been in other sectors. Sagpm@ach would encourage a strategic vision to
be developed for marine-related research in Europe. Geas$sral working practices both within and acrpss
sectors, organisations and levels of governance should beraged through the Strategy.

2.3A4 A European Maritime Research Network should be based around ieduead research, industry amd
government, with all levels of government being open to ppaticin in the network. Rather than initiating gn

entirely new research network, it would be advisable tcanskedevelop existing networks. A number of these
networks could co-operate/combine to undertake cohesivemmarigsearch. Through these networks, congrete
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outcomes and results could be achieved and implemented itimmaaeconomies. A bottom-up approach
setting the research agenda should also be considered, giveontiderable knowledge and expertise
maritime issues which can be found in businesses and iesalit

2.3A5

on

Marine-related research in Europe is too fragmented aepre Therefore, a vision and strategy ffor
marine/maritime research in Europe is desirable to avoidadtiph of efforts, close knowledge gaps and create

synergies. The Marine Research Strategy should identify igapsr maritime and marine knowledge &
prioritise those which must be addressed in the first instabased on the consequences identified in
assessment.

2.3A6

Embryonic technologies such as renewable energies have thgigddie thrive in the Baltic Sea’s maritim
regions. Their potential has yet to be fully exploitedbilgh more intensive research and commercialisaj
Through supporting renewable technologies, a common MaritioieyPcould contribute towards Europe
objectives on: climate change and the environment; employamhtsocial affairs; enterprise and indust
regional and cohesion policy; renewable energies andirggddependency on third countries.

2.3A7

A marine-related strategy should take into account all tgbesarine and maritime research, including ma
biology, chemistry, climatology, hydrology, oceanography, gesighysociology, economics, applied technolg
and maritime transport. It is important that institutionsl arganisations and organisations dealing will th

nd
risk

e
ion.
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different disciplines and issues work together in a esestoral and holistic way when conducting marine-related

research.

2.3A8

As for island it is important that they should be imedlin maritime research projects and data collection.

2.3B

Should a European Marine Research Network be deloped?

2.3B.1

A European Marine Research Network should be developed in orgersiee the aims identified in the respor
to the previous question. This network should involve all eglestakeholders and develop and exploit exis
expertise in Europe’s maritime regions. Developing andrmknaritime clusters should be a priority of
European Marine Research Network.

2.3B.2

It is important to recognise that there are already nmaauyne-related research networks in Europe. As su
dedicated European Marine Research Network should aimt&y fmsoperation between existing bodies, perh
through an annual conference on marine and maritime researchEUTbeuld add value to the work of such
network through providing it with sound data for various armslys

2.3C

What mechanisms can best turn knowledge into inconaad jobs?

2.3C1

As knowledge is a prerequisite for new and better jobsicpatd private funding of research, econon
incentives and closer co-operation between universitiesargisenstitutes and industry are crucial to
development of a sustainable European maritime economy.

2.3C.2

Ensuring that all relevant stakeholders, including sub-natiauidorities, universities, economic developm
agencies and the private sector, are given the opportunitgriocollaboratively on joint projects would supp
the application of knowledge into the employment marketvaRribusinesses should be encouraged to offer
workforces life-long learning opportunities.

2.3C.3

Educational establishments have a duty to provide such traamdgcan efficiently do so if the demand f{
training exists. Private companies should also fosteeclinks with educational institutions, both as a mear
identifying ‘gaps’ in knowledge, and as a means to comniseiaesearch. Student placements in rele
businesses could be advantageous for students, who would gataraibderstanding of how companies oper
and businesses, would learn from and build links with ongoseareh in universities.

2.3C4

The EUs Education and Training Programmes and Actions could terfuteveloped to encourage sy
placements, in particular between universities and avéhs strong reputation in maritime fields. Steps shq
be taken to ensure that support to entrepreneurs and smakkdses specialising in maritime industries
provided by DG Enterprise and the Competitiveness and InnovatigraRmme (CIP). A particular focus shou
be placed on areas and sectors which lack the capadfypteciate and invest in the commercial potentia
emergent technologies.
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2.3D

In what ways should stakeholders be involved?

2.3D.1

Stakeholders can bring new perspectives to the debate on hiote bester and implement research in mariti
affairs. Close co-operation between all relevant stallem®lhelps to formulate a holistic, cross-sectoral ié
how best to achieve common goals. Close co-operatiomlsarreduce the risk of conflicts between sect
policies through raising awareness of the needs of otHeshetialers in Europe’s shared marine environment.
such, all relevant stakeholders should be encouraged to bereoheed in research networks (perhaps fun
through FP7 or INTERREG).

me
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2.3D.2

It is important that effective consultation with stakehddercontinued in the drafting of European legislaf
and research programmes. In this way, the EU can benefit thie expertise of those organisations

jon
ho
hat

implement European legislation on a day-to-day basis. &x&emronsultation would also help to ensure f
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unforeseen consequences of legislation would be avoided.

2.4

Sub-section 2.4: Innovation under Changing Circumstances

2.4A

What further steps should the EU take to mitigate an@dapt to climate change in the marine environment?

2.4A1

The EU should continue its efforts to meet the Kyoto Patsoand should ensure that Member States comply
with existing environmental legislation. Further measamgdd be taken at the European level in the fields of

transport, energy, construction, agriculture and fisherigsicplarly promoting energy efficiency. Improve
energy efficiency has great potential, as shown by the Cssionj and could contribute to Europe becoming

d
ess

dependent on imported energy and substantially reduce Europessi@msi of Greenhouse Gases. The
development of alternative fuels such as biofuels and hydrogeiddbe actively encouraged and supported at
the European level, both through policies and financial instrtsvserch as the Seventh Framework Programme

for Research and Technological Development (FP7).

2.4A.2

Renewable energies for electricity generation shouldtesactively encouraged through legislative and finan

cial

instruments. Investment in renewable energies and fdsyito mitigating the effects of climate change. Not

only will the development of these sectors help to reducpdtential impacts of climate change, but they cg
also have major economic benefits for Europe’s maritme®s. Europe’s maritime territories often have
necessary resources (wind, wave, sun), which can be bath&s sustainable meet Europe’s ever-increa
energy needs. As discussed previously, the development e&tids could be supported through changes tg
State Aid regime.

2.4A3

In the global context, Europe is well-placed to become ddweder in renewable energies, through
innovative approach to developing new technologies and its damemti to addressing the issue of clim
change. Europe should make great efforts to export thefseotegies across the world and to put political
diplomatic pressure on major global polluters. It isyahfough co-operation at a global level in developing
applying solutions to climate change that major environmehtaige can be averted.

2.4A4

A committing regime for the regulation of emissions frimternational shipping and aviation, based on impro
data on emissions from these sources, would also helpucerélie extent of climate change through greenh
gas emissions. The work of the International Maritimea®@igation through the development of a resolutiory
reducing greenhouse gases from shipping would be a usefungstaint for European action in this area.

2.4A5

The sequestration and geological storage of carbon dioxidedshtad be encouraged through the Mariti
Policy in order to mitigate against climate change andro@eidification. In particular, the development
further technical guidance for the geological storage@g would be welcomed, as has the EU commitmer
install carbon capture and storage in several fossipfmekr stations by 2015.

2.4B

How can innovative offshore renewable energy technologiebe promoted and implemented? How can

energy efficiency improvements and fuel diversificatin in shipping be achieved?

2.4B.1

Nurturing the development of offshore renewable energy teobiesl would benefit Europe’s environme
economy and security of energy supply. Much work on promotingnapleémenting offshore renewable ene
technologies has already begun which should be supported anieskpiothe European Union.

2.4B.2

Research, development and demonstration activities in ermtarnewable energy technologies such as offs
floating wind-energy concepts should be encouraged and supportedhttihe common Maritime Policy. Th
pros and cons of each type of renewable energy should be evaluatddng term sustainable context wh
considering the application of emergent technologies.

2.4B.3

As discussed in the previous section, Europe has the potentiedcome a world leader in developing 4
exporting renewable energy technologies. Europe should leagjthexample in moving away from a carbg
intensive economy towards a more sustainable and enviraaligeniendly system. In order to fully achiey
this, physical infrastructure links between peripheral regemsproviders of renewable electricity and c
regions as users needs to be enhanced. However, thevaéggiacts of larger electricity grids, particularly
scenic rural areas also need to be taken into account.

2.4B4

Energy efficiency improvements can be made through innovagpgoaches to building construction &
powering. A number of new technologies and construction proceeigtsacross Europe, and are waiting to
tapped and exploited to the benefit of Europe’s economy andoement. Exchange of best-practice, 3
following this up with the application of existing initiativegross the continent, should be supported by
Maritime Policy through Objective 3 of the 2007-2013 Structbelds.
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2.4B.5

With regards to shipping fuels, diversification could hifiatly encouraged through legislating upon the qual
of marine fuels. The low-quality fuel often used by shippmgsery polluting. A Directive on the quality ¢
marine fuels could ensure that minimum environmental stanelas kept, which is a particular problem f
ports.

lity
f
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2.4B.6

In the short term, the use of less-polluting fossil fuglEh as gas, should be encouraged in the shipping s
through environmental taxes. In the long-term, we should aitrahsfer shipping to no- or low-carbon fue

ector
Is.
fuel

The Maritime Policy should encourage the application of iegjsgmergent technologies, such as hydrogen
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cells, to new sectors such as the shipping sector.

Regarding innovation and change - Using islands, for instaroeéd be efficient as testing grounds in a clearl
defined area to help promote renewable energy technolodsesit A important that risk analysis always is a
natural partner to innovation.

2.4C

What is needed to realise the potential benefit$ lolue biotechnology?

24C.1

Research and development is needed to introduce new speoiegjiiaculture and blue biotechnology. Such
research should be supported by pilot projects in co-operatitnrelévant stakeholders. The allocation| of
physical space to blue biotechnology activities, a long-rategic framework for the development of this seg¢tor
and the establishment of a level playing field could alsdritmute to the realisation of the potential benefitg of
blue biotechnology.

25

Sub-section 2.5: Developing Europe’s Maritime Skills and Explamgy Sustainable Maritime Employment

2.5A

How can the decline in the number of Europeans entarg certain maritime professions be reversed and th
safety and attractiveness of jobs ensured?

3%

2.5A1

Ensuring that working conditions at sea are enhanced throughatiegisand training would greatly encourage
Europeans to enter maritime professions. It is atguerative that legislation is enforced, and that a teioiti
system of those working under European flags and those wiotareeliminated.

2.5A2

As discussed in previous sections, advances in safetypatiBeencourage many people to consider entefing
maritime sectors. The perception of maritime industaigedangerous and uncomfortable needs to be addressed in
order to reverse the decline. Introducing minimum trainiagdgtrds and supporting educational institutions in
implementing these training programmes could greatly besaféity at sea and the number of employees entering
maritime sectors. International harmonisation of qualificest is also to be encouraged. For example, the health
and safety standards in offshore renewable energy industdelsl e harmonised across the EU.

2.5A3

A well-trained workforce would also be better equipped toeltgy solutions to problems through problem-
solving skills and knowledge acquired from further educatiohes@ skills could also enable the workforce to
address economic issues affecting the competitivity of theéustries and improve the viability and profitability
of their industries but also bring understanding to the imp@tahsustainable usage of the marine rescoreg and
environment. The increased wages, living-standards abbgsl and job security which could potentially pe

better achieved by a well-skilled workforce, would therpenage others to enter the sector.

2.5A4

It is important to recognise that a decreasing number of @ebplosing to go to sea also reduce the number of
people able to undertake inshore and land-based maritimescéagrpilots). As such, effort must be placed on

promoting sectors which transcend the land-sea interfageelh@s sea-based careers. The shipping induistry
should be encouraged to engage more fully with shore-side swmoopanies in order to decide how best to

maintain the skills level of the maritime sector. Mibpibetween sea and land-based maritime activities |and
between different sectors should also be supported throughattittme Policy. A joined-up approach from both
the public and private sectors should be developed to addresdetliee in the popularity of maritime
professions.

2.5A5

Its important seeks to develop education in seafaring ancdgaorities, and to increase future investment in this
sector. Current educational provision is somewhat lacking, overall understanding of the maritime cluster’s
activities is often scant. The educational activitiesimake into account the entire maritime sector, and include
safety, technology, environment, and fishing industry, ad a®lregional development and international

cooperation.

2.5B

How can better working conditions, wages and safebe combined with sectoral competitiveness?

2.5B.1

Improving working conditions, wages and safety will helpitimae businesses to attract the best people into their
sectors. This in turn will enable them to become mifireent, more effective, environmentally aware, and enpr
economically viable on the global stage. Europe’s lessiurce is its workforce. If they are duly rewarded|for

their hard-work and commitment to their respective sedigifinancial recompense, job security and satisfaction,
they are more likely to commit to maritime sectors dride them forward to meet new challenges. As such| the
rapid implementation of the Maritime Labour Convention of 2006 shbal encouraged through the Maritime

Policy.

2.5C

How can the quality of education, training and ceification be assured?

2.5C.1

The quality of education, training and certification can berasisthrough the development and harmonisatign at
European level of mutually recognisable qualifications in &egtors. For instance, by ensuring that those
working at sea must obtain a safety-related qualificatiafetys standards would be greatly improved. The
standard which must be achieved should be initially agreEdrapean, and subsequently global levels.

2.5C.2

The gains made in ensuring that each worker acquires béatiy sampetence should not be undermined by|the
operation of unqualified workers from outwith the EU in teriél waters. Hence, negotiation with flag-states
outwith the EU and at UN level should be undertaken to etisatrall workers are given the same safeguards.

2.5C.3

The establishment of a package of qualifications for maitworkers at European level should also|be
encouraged by the Maritime Policy. A number of modules couldffeeed throughout the EU, each meeting a
set of requirements agreed at EU-level. Each module woue lba different focus, such as safety,
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competitiveness, sustainability, economics, problem-soleing The completion of all modules could lead t
recognised qualification.

o a

2.5C.4

The potential benefits of a well-trained workforce wouldgbeater ability to solve problems and drive forwa
the competitiveness and sustainability of Europe’s magiiindustries. The Maritime Policy is well placed
help to promote such an initiative, to set standards irunotipn with stakeholders, and to support worker
achieving such qualifications.

rds
to
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2.5C.5

It is important that the Baltic Sea islands should re eir maritime competences and skills, but should log
for ways to develop them. Better education in environraedtsafety matters is crucial. Thus also the status g
work at sea can be increased.

=X

2.5C.6

The importance of maritime safety is magnified in theiB&ea, particularly in wintertime. The freezing af th
Baltic Sea, the narrow fairways in the archipelago aadlifficulty of transporting oil in wintry conditions all

add to the difficulty of shipping. To overcome the diffiggdtnot only technical surveillance and regulations ar

needed but good education to be able to handle the spauitiiens in the Baltic Sea Area.

2.6

Sub-section 2.6: Clustering

2.6A

What role can maritime clusters play in increasing compétiveness, in particular for SMEs, in improving
the attractiveness of maritime jobs, and promoting a seesof maritime identity?

2.6A.1

Maritime cluster development should be strongly encourage@lusters bring together many differe
organisations with expertise in maritime industries. échsthey facilitate exchange of ideas and co-operd
across inter-related sectors, and often highlight potesyiieergies. This enables both existing technologies f
adapted for use in different fields, and the development of teshnologies through exchange of ide
enhancing the competitiveness of European maritime indsistrie
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tion
o0 be
as,

2.6A.2

Maritime clusters could also contribute towards mitiggttlimate change by seeking to develop more effig
and innovative renewable energy systems and ensuring buyritetnational agreements and commonly agr
legislation.

ient
eed

2.6A3

Successful industries can offer opportunities and attractiveineration packages to potential employees,
factors which enhance the attractiveness of maritime jokise development of clusters of expertise can
increase the prestige of maritime industries through enhaluozialgeconomies.

both
also

2.6A4

By bringing tangible economic benefits to maritime araasnse of pride and achievement in an area’s mar|

identity can result. Maritime clusters exist as or dawelop into centres of maritime excellence, and Whus
i

encourage the development of a common sense of maidenéty within the local population, and with
Europe as a whole.

time

l

2.6A5

Strong clusters give individual businesses access tosatisat they cannot afford individually, such
knowledge, export markets, common distribution or marketi@tustering works very well for many maritin
businesses, as their activities are closely relatednyNhitiatives to develop clusters at sub-national lewel
already ongoing. Europe as a whole would gain if emeidesters could benefit from the experience of m
mature clusters. Identifying the characteristics of ssfaémaritime clusters that improve the competitiver
of the entire sector is important in promoting maritirhesters.

(0]
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2.6A.6

Some research-orientated clusters can achieve suppom tighresearch Framework Programme and integrate

research to regional strategies for economic developniémder FP7, rural and maritime economies are prior
of the 2007 work programme. Boosting the development abmagand local maritime clusters and the acti
of maritime-related industries may promote the senserofiritime identity. The Open Days 2007 arrangen
by the Commission and the Committee of the Regions witlifeaseveral projects sharing best practice f
maritime regions.
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2.6A7

Local, national and European networks of interrelated rmaritompanies and institutions are able to incre
competitiveness within the global economy. Maritime eissexist at sub-national, national and the Eurog
level. Sub-national clusters form part of national chsstend these national clusters form part of the Euro
cluster, which is based upon innovation and knowledge. SucceBsdtérs require interaction and the flow
information between different parts of the cluster. Thisssential for each component of the cluster to dey
its own competitiveness and contribute to the overall ctithamess of the European maritime sector in
global context.
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The significance of the Baltic Sea as one of the econoegions of the EU is growing, and the Baltic must
acknowledged as a separate sea area in its own right. Tdesswt its maritime clusters will have an impact
pan-European competitiveness and on internal cohesion within the EU

be
on

Maritime clusters play in increasing competitivenasgarticular for SMESs, in improving the attractiveness of
maritime jobs, and promoting a sense of maritime identity

Clusters of the type described (description is rather wfbie network) could be positive. Cluster cold also be
interprets a “concentration of knowledge-, hot-spots, cenfrescellence and so on” and could contribute to
competence development and increased global competitivieutassy threaten to deplete the regions.

Strong modern maritime clusters create competitiveredghaiving industries in several regions, including
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Baltic Sea, by providing full employment and better educatiororder to succeed, a maritime cluster ne
partners in neighbouring regions. The success of individuatimarclusters has an impact on pan-Europ
competitiveness and on the EUs internal cohesion.

eds
ean

2.6B

How can the EU promote synergies between inteteged sectors?

2.6B.1

By establishing and supporting regional networks which caatdiand engage with relevant stakeholders

the

EU can play a vital role in promoting synergies betwe¢errelated sectors. Advisory Councils tasked with

studying our oceans and seas in a holistic and multi-sestaralcould be a means of providing a forum
stakeholders from all relevant sectors and levels céig@ance to engage with each other.

for

2.6B.2

In this way, greater appreciation of the impacts whichosedave on each other and the potential for thei to

mutually benefit from joint endeavours and solutions to comproblems would be achieved. These Coun

cils

could, where appropriate, be consulted at all levels of gamee when relevant policies are drafted or evaluated,

and should be encouraged to become centres of expertise whosedgewhd views can be effectivgly

incorporated into decision-making processes.

2.6B.3

Another way through which the EU can promote synergies batimegrrelated sectors is through initiatives such
as technology platforms, where representatives frorerdift but interrelated industries and organisations come

together to develop new technologies and solutions to compnoblems. The EU should encourage wi
participation in these industry-led platforms, and perhaps suggointroduction of smaller-scale versions at
sub-national level. In this way, key stakeholders could recsiypport to tackle local issues and export t
experience and solutions to other areas of Europe faciiligrsproblems.

der
the
heir

2.6B.4

The EU could also promote synergies between interrelattar s¢hrough supporting cross-sectoral projects.
example, projects focussing on food at all stages @r@duction of consumption target a number of sectors
stakeholders.

For
and

2.6B.5

The region’s maritime policy must focus on regional forms cofoperation in different sectors. T

ne

competitiveness of the Baltic Sea region can be enhancdd fiyplementation of cluster policies. National gnd

regional maritime clusters need to be established thiatavier the entire EU area. Based on these sea du
suitable sea strategies must be created for each tine Ohion’s sea areas. This process will generatd@gd

ster

that will be useful to solve the maritime problems expeed by the various member states and by local pgople

and organisations. At the same time their views ontimearipolicy can be canvassed.

2.6B.5

Within the Baltic Sea Area are many good examples of wetlydeveloped interregional cooperation, includ

ng

national as well as regional and local stakeholders andsasith many projects and activities in the direction of

a maritime policy. HELCOM, th&lorthern Dimension Environmental PartnersluptheBaltic Masterand the
BSC may be taken as three examples out of many others.

2.7

Sub-section 2.7: The Regulatory Framework

2.7A

How could the regulatory framework for the maritime ecanomy be improved to avoid unintended and
contradictory impacts on maritime goals?

2.7A1

The European Commission has a role to make sure that fyjrtegislation is not too onerous or impractical and

that it also evenly applied across the EU. The EuropeanmiXsion’s intention to conduct a review of existi
EU legislation affecting maritime sectors and coastglans is welcomed. Legislation should be periodic
reviewed to ensure that it is achieving what it set odibtand to ensure that unforeseen and negative effe
policies are resolved.

2.7A2

The assessment of the maritime dimension of all key Eurofeammission policies by the Maritime Poli
Taskforce/Multi-DG meetings could help to ensure that a fobgiproach is taken to maritime policy. EQ
government department and level of governance should be enabuoagerk in partnership with each othg
Again, bodies such as Regional Advisory Councils may provigsetul forum for achieving this goal. Any ne
piece of legislation should be preceded by a thorough impactsasset and based on solid facts. A clear
between the chosen means and desired ends should also be ddeonstr

2.7A3

The evaluation of existing legislation which has had unforeseesequences on other sectors should
encouraged. In this respect, stakeholders should be inviiedrtify existing pieces of EU legislation whig
they would like to see simplified. For instance, it magvpr necessary to evaluate State Aid guidelines
environmental support to achieve the sustainable develogwaistof a common Maritime Policy.

2.7A4

An example of unforeseen legislative conflict relateslésed and protected areas. For instance, the Birdg
Habitats Directive has the widely-supported goal of pratgdtiabitats for wildlife, yet can often severely rest
human activities in designated areas without taking into deretion the impact on local communities. As su
the Baltic Sea Commission would call for planning of dlbseeas to have clear aims and objectives; inv

ng
ally
tts of
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thorough consultation with local communities; take accoundazflineeds and cultures; be time bound; and have

ongoing evaluations. Legislation should be subject to periediew to ensure that it is delivering its intend
goals. During such evaluation, it is important to asaegsinforeseen impacts on other sectors through eng
with stakeholders and local communities.

2.7A5

Wide consultation with the communities and stakeholders miested by legislation should be undertaken fr
its inception to its conclusion. It is also of fundamentgartance that new and existing legislation is exam
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in a broader context than permitted in the sectoral apprtmgolicy-making. The impacts of one sectq
legislation can negate the benefits of another’s or leadriflicts. Partnership working across sectors arelde
of governance is the only evident way to effectively miggegainst such conflicts.

2.7A.6

The social, economic and environmental impacts of anytimaripolicy must be taken into consideration
minimise the risk of unintended and contradictory impacts oritima goals. Moreover, the addition of
maritime paragraph in relevant EU legislation, idemiypotential implications for coastal areas, should
encouraged.

2.7A7

< =
n

to
a
be

The international dimension to legislation will be ofatiimportance to ensuring that a level playing field for

maritime sectors exists. As such, priority should be divateveloping global rules and regulations and ensuy
that these are ratified in signatory States.

2.7A.8

The island dimension must be included in any regulatory framework.

2.7A9

It is important that the Maritime Policy is supportedaty taking common actions towards the IMO.

2.7B

Which exclusions of the maritime sector from some EUcsial legislation are still justified? Should further
specific legal instruments on employment conditions the maritime sector be encouraged?

2.7B.1

As discussed in previous sections of this response, legishatiiich contributes towards improving conditig

ring

ns

and safety within Maritime Sectors is to be encouragedveMer, the economic costs of introducing legislation
should be taken into consideration in a cross-sectoral agpto policy-making. Land-based solutions are often

not suitable for application on board ships (e.g. working)irhence the specificities of different industr
should be taken into consideration when drafting sociallgigis.

2.7C

How can EU safety regulation be simplified whilenaintaining high-level standards?

2.7C.1

es

Co-ordinating existing safety regulations into a singlerimsént would be highly beneficial to maritime safety.

This would clarify the responsibilities of employers and eygés and would enable legislators to easily iden
areas of overlap and conflict between existing legislatihis legislation should be periodically reviewed

tify
in

conjunction with stakeholders to ensure that it is achietdngurpose. In addition the Maritime Safety Umbrella

Operation, supported by the INTERREG North Sea Progranouél de developed into a pan-Europe
instrument.

2.7D

To what extent can economic incentives, self-regulati and corporate social responsibility complemen
government regulation?

2.7D.1

As mentioned in previous sections of this response, legislatn often place a heavy financial burden

an

on

businesses which are required to implement it. Economathar incentives to achieving high standards and

complying with government regulation would be welcomed by many tes#seand could really make
difference in their ability to meet legislatory requikmts. Such incentives could include differentiated port
fairway dues, differentiated tonnage taxes or othersgstnd innovations.

2.7D.2

A good example of this is the introduction of the “Clean Shifiiative, where there is imminent need of]
classification or certification as an incentive to shiyers to improve the sustainability performance of sh
The “Clean Ship” initiative is improving the opportunitifes transport managers to choose environment
sound sea transport options.

2.7D.3

The business community often shares the goal of high stansithdggislators, but it is often difficult for them

a
and

a
ips.
ally

to find the resources to achieve these standards. Thipastieular problem for many of Europe's traditional

maritime industries in the face of economic uncertaamty the question of their future viability.

2.7D.4

Self-regulation can be beneficial, provided that some fornfonfm is established to bring together all the

relevant stakeholders to identify what needs to be done,besivto do it, and to evaluate its success.

benefits of corporate social responsibility should be prethtd businesses. 1t is in the interests of all thgit h

standards for maritime safety, the marine environmentanking standards are achieved.

2.7E

What further EU action is needed deal with to the inadguacies of sub-standard flags and to provide
incentives to register under European flags?

2.7E.1

The EU should continue to lobby the UN to tighten up on flag-stgplations and to ensure compliance

The

ith

these regulations. EU Partnership agreements with neighatountries should take into consideration the

country's performance as a flag-state, and should encoumagby/-performing countries to improve the

standards. This could be achieved through both the political aadcfal components of Neighbourhopd

Agreements. The work of the International Maritime Oiggtion in auditing flag states should also be suppqg
by the European Union.

2.7TE.2

ir

rted

The targeting of ships for port-State control, based ohitery of their flag State, could also help to encourpge

poorly performing flag States to improve their standaM%rk on developing more efficient port-State cont]
which targets sub-standard ships effectively, should beuesmged.

2.7E.3

A combination of improved legislation, improved enforcement financial incentives would be the mg
complete approach to tackling the numerous problems of flegsdtaunting their responsibilities.
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2.7F

Should an optional EU register be made available? What cditions and incentives could be contemplated
for such a register?

2.7F.1

As a number of EU Member States have already developedyedgjisters, it is unclear as to whether or nof an

optional EU register to add value to national initiativ€aution must be exercised where such an initiative ¢
be interpreted as introducing a form of flag preferencetermational shipping or protectionism.

ould

2.7G

How should the Common Fisheries Policy be furtlr developed to achieve its aim of sustainable fishesie

27G.1

It is important that the model for sustainable marineunesomanagement is based on certain key principles,
notably sustainable harvesting, the ecosystem approach, aleggdations and an efficient control and
enforcement scheme. An effective management systerhedlito rebuild major fish stocks to sustainable ley
and to meet the challenge of overcapacity in the fishimg. fle

2.7G.2

A ban on discards in some fisheries should be put in placadpdothat fishermen are equipped to meet the b,

would be desirable. Support measures for fishermen aaclledie detailed specifications on gear, rules for byt

catch, real time closure of fishing grounds, prohibitiofisgio during a fixed period of the year, during spawnin
times, and use of selective gear. There is also ataeethsider not only how fishing affects individual
commercial species and the food chain, but also how bg-catwon-commercial species, discarding and phys
disturbance affect the marine ecosystem as a whole.

2.7G.3

A better understanding of the marine ecosystem and #s-cetationship with fishery matters is required: this
included the changing face of deep sea and inshore fishinhenelated opportunities and threats. Continue
support from the European Fisheries Fund should also be enedurag

2.7G4

The introduction of a Maritime Policy in the EU offers @pportunity to bring an ecosystem approach to
the centre of fisheries management. The ecosystem appemesents a holistic perspective on fisheries
where the interests of the fisheries industry are intedjusith the ecological concerns of the marine
ecosystem as a whole. The Maritime Policy could proaitamework through which the full
implementation of the ecosystem approach can be supportelitingpsuch as the Common Fisheries
Policy.

2.7G5

The Common Fisheries Policy should have a stronger focasmaumers and markets, with support for
the development of fisheries designed with consumer preferéanogind. Fish products provide the food
sector with high-quality products; hence the continued providienah products should be encouraged
through the Maritime Policy and CFP. There is increasingummer demand for nutritionally-rich fish
from sustainable stocks, which should be met by the develgmhnovative and high quality seafood
products.

2.7G.6

Some fish which are rich in nutrients such as Omega 3icar@ways in demand with consumers.
However, through product development, these fish could lwessed into high-value end products more
attractive to consumers. Improved product quality, sustdityadond attractiveness should become more
important in a sector led by market demands.

2.7G.7

Clear and long-range rules that are felt sensible are fuerdamThis is not the case now. The MSY is an
example of this for fishing was the rules and the applicasi@mportant. The political structure is here regarde
as heavy. Still, fishing will benefit from a more intated policy but that will have to imply that fishing is
standing on equal terms with the political level and tisatdt political agenda that determine the decisions.

o

2.7G.8

In this section on the marine environment is amongst dihegs fisheries treated. "Environment- and fishing
policy must be seen as partners” and” Efficient decisiokimgamust integrate environmental issues in the
maritime policy” giving our maritime sector the preéittirection it is needed —as in 2.1.

2.7G.9

The protection and re-establishing of the fish populationtferfishing-industry, still important to many regio
of the Baltic Sea Area and this re-establishment muablgesto lean on the support of the Maritime Policy.

ns

2.7G.10

A European Maritime Policy has to address fishery. Noy belcause fishery has been traditionally one of
most important sources of income and a socio-cultural factthe Baltic Sea area. Fish are one of the n
important renewable products of the “resource sea”, andimesmaindispensable part of our nutrition. Fishg
remains an important activity all over Europe. It is aigicant part of the European food-industry, the EU be
the largest market for processed fish products in the waeitld,a market over 20 billion €. It continues to be
important economic factor at the European regional lesgecially for remote regions where other econo
activities are difficult to realise.

the
nost
ory
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2.7G.11

A European approach to fishery is nothing new. Since 1983 the Edeadtswith aCommon Fishery Policy
(CFP) concentrating on the conservation and managementBfitbpe’s fish stock. But one has to acknowle
that the CFP did not fulfil its main objectives: to curb efighing and to provide the fishermen of Europe wit
stable income. The consequences are a rapid decline Blutbpean fishing sector and the endangerment
number of species like cod.

ige
ha
of a

2.7G.12

There are a number of reasons why the CFP failed to resaohjéctives. Three reasons should be touche
here only briefly. First, the EU quota system has provethasequate tool to ensure the conservation ang
recovery of fish stock in European waters. Second, the corgragnéed fishing-rules have been inconsiste
implemented in the member-state. Third the CFP is géypempopularity among Europe’s fishermen who se
as a centralised, top-down process infringing their righsto The problems of the fishery sector in Baltic Sed
not differ from those in EU at large.
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2.7G.13

A European Maritime Policy could contribute to a more &inrst and sustainable European fishery in addressing

the following problems:
e Assessing uncompromisingly all problems related to Eurdjsiery.

¢ Increasing independent research about the European figh-atat their life-cycle and movements
the different European waters. This research should Istienas well cooperation with fishermen in t
scientific research.

¢« Demanding the development of an overall recovery schentbd@ndangered fish-stock in Europe &
ensuing that the management and recovery plans becomly leigaing in the member-states. Tk
examples of the management of Baltic cod stock orSddenon Action Plarof the IBSFC could be
taken as examples how these forms of recovery-schemeddhbe improved.

¢ Enforcing the implementation of and compliance with the Ehkfig regulations and quotas. Natio
fishing fleets should not remain in the exclusive control cheaember-state. A sufficient Europe
control-system using new technologies like satellite nodnij seems to be indispensable.

*  Considering a new quota-system based on so-called individnafdrable quotas (ITQ), which cou
increase individual responsibility as opposed to overexplaitain engendering a sense of owners
in individual fisherman.

¢ Involving Europe’s fishermen in the formulation of the anraraiulti-annual EU fishing regulation
and quota systems by extending the functions of the regionabagidouncils. Th&kegional Advisory
Council (RAC) of the Baltic region could be taken as a testraadel organisation.

¢ Promoting aqua-culture as a new and promising sectbei&daropean fish-production market.

SECTION 3: MAXIMISING QUALITY OF LIFE IN COASTAL R EGIONS

3.1

Sub-section 3.1: The Increasing Attraction of Coastal Aressa Place to Live and Work

3.1A

How can the quality of life in coastal regions of Europ be maintained, while continuing to develop
sustainable income and jobs?

3.1A1

One of the most important issues in maritime policy isbl@ance between economic growth, the utilisatio

in
he

and
ne

al

o

hip

7]

of

natural resources and the protection of the marine environam@hthuman culture. Job creation and the
development of local industries determine the viabilitpwf coastal areas. The maintenance and improvement

of environmental quality in coastal areas can strengthen thigycpfalife they provide, as well as improving

tourism products.

3.1A2

Coastal areas are becoming increasingly attractiveaasphot only to live and work, but as places to retice

to visit as tourists. Tourism and its considerable gnquotential is an opportunity for job creation in the talas

areas. Adventure tourism, coastal marinas and the rasténdastry serving high-quality seafood caught loca
by inshore vessels are all part of the atmosphere whichsdvaitors to coastal areas and creates jobs.

equally important is the activity of the local fishing aommity, with its modern fish-farming industry operating

side-by-side with the reintroduction of coastal fishenxesviding high-quality seafood for a growing log
market. These high-quality seafood products can also be estforthe more sophisticated markets in cer
areas of Europe through air transport, creating an afl-3etivity for inshore fisheries.

3.1A3

Maintaining quality of life in coastal areas also meawnsg room to activities which celebrate the cultural g
historical heritage of coastal areas. Fishing and nfestivals stimulate a lot of interest and job creatiord are
popular events in local communities, boosting their senseadfime identity.

3.1A4

Quiality of life in coastal areas will benefit from tevelopment of sustainable incomes and jobs in a numi

a

lly
But

al
tral

nd

er of

ways. Greater job security will encourage people to istayastal areas and maintain the cohesion of copstal

communities. Job security will help to stem the flow ofing and better-educated people to large ur

conglomerations. Improved wages and quality jobs will dlsaequired to maintain the viability of coastal

communities.

3.1A5

ban

The development of coastal areas frequently requires wayprents to transport links and infrastructure; good
access to services; provision of services in rural @miote areas through Information and Communication

Technologies; and the facilitation of e-business, e-learsicg This is important not only to foster sustaing
coastal communities, but also to support tourism growth.

3.1A6

Better training, recognition of the importance of the talaaconomy to Europe and economic investment wil
be key components of improving the quality of life in Eurgpedastal areas. It is important that such econg
developments are environmentally sustainable. Increasingrsiaalging of the human impact on coag

ble

all
mic
tal

environments will help with the identification of problemadathe developments of solutions to the
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Investment, research and the application of environmeritalydly processes and technologies should
enhance the coastal environment.

also

3.1A7

A cross-sectoral approach to policy-making which engagastalocommunities would also benefit the viability
of Europe’s coast. Europe’s coastal communities have mucommon, but are also very diverse in many

respects. It is essential that the opinions of coastahmnities and their unique perspectives are taken

consideration when introducing legislation and initiativesti@darly at the European level. A ‘one size fits all’

approach to marine management will not be effective.

into

3.1A8

Address the growing tendency of the transformation of testéeties into summer- and tourist areas and” a
living cost and archipelago”.

3.1A9

Quality of life on Baltic islands is closely linked to:

* Access

¢ Cultural identity & social wellbeing

e Maintaining a full range of services for the island styi
¢ Quality and range of jobs

«  Environment: on land, the air and in the sea

¢ Opportunities for economic and growth

¢ Development of competences

EU and national funding investment support is needed to redugecatine disparities and ensure an integrated

— not isolated - approach to development.

3.1A.10

Regarding the labour market, the need to diversify prodadservices on the basis of regional potentials ha
be underlined. Exchanges about innovations in this sector diéeecontinued.

5 to

3.1A11

The contribution of a European Maritime Policy in the fieldnaritime tourism could centre on: the following

objectives:

e The policy should make the sustainable development of theystems in all European waters one of

its over-arching objectives.

e The policy should promote the enhancement of bathing-wateesriiyolling and holding responsib

e

polluters, even outside regional or national boundaries. Mddehniques make possible the detection

of pollution even over long distances.

. The Policy should take different geographic and climatic cmmditinto account, and guarantee “eq
chances for all” in the European tourist sector by applyindthestate-aid regulations in all “corner
of Europe.

The Policy should include the development of maritime toungmthe priority objectives of the EU Cohesion
Policy.

ual

D

3.1A.12

The European waters and coastlines form the centrafguaat! recreation activities. In spite of the factttkize

Baltic Sea area represents the North and North-East op&uthe area is highly valued for its particular toufist

attractions, and the tourist industry is of growing impuréa Maritime related tourism plays even an impor
part here.

ant

3.1A.13

The development of recreation opportunities and the tandststry remains in principle a national as well as a

regional and local challenge. Member-states and theionegxcel differently in their capacity to exploit t

ne

“resource sea” for their tourist industry. The respongjtiitir the maritime-related recreation and tourism shquld

remain at these levels.

3.1A.14

A European Maritime Policy has to acknowledge the partiadatribution of oceans and seas to the quality of

life in Europe and should regard the exploitation and econommseabf the European waters always with res
to the conservation of this resource.

bect

3.1B

What data needs to be made available for planning toastal regions?

3.1B.1

No comments.

3.2

Sub-section 3.2: Adapting to Coastal Risks

3.2A

What must be done to reduce the vulnerability of @stal regions to risks from floods and erosion?

3.2A1

While efforts must be maintained to reduce the speedmo&i® change, the EU must recognise that changes are
already happening and take action to mitigate against thetsetfesuch change. Coastal areas are particularly

vulnerable to climate change through rising sea levels aadifig. Resources must be made available for fl
prevention and coastal barriers, which will be placed undariacreasing pressure in the coming years.

ood

3.2A2

Public expenditure on coastline protection against the rigkasion and flooding is inadequate in many areas of

Europe. Long-term public investment is required, which mestéll targeted and therefore must rely on so
scientific and up to date knowledge of our maritime enviemnand economic benefits.

und

3.2A3

Scientific studies should be commissioned to undertake a compieheisk assessment of Europe’s coa

stal
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areas, and identify possible solutions. The EU has a keyaplay in ensuring that pan-European researgh is
undertaken into more effective ways to deal with floods a@dtal erosion, and to ensure that Member States
appreciate the severity of the risk posed to coagjains.

3.2A4

The Commission should be encouraged to utilise FP7 for panefima research into new technologies
particularly applicable to the management, including risk manegg of coastal erosion. A proactiye
preventative approach to risks and threats is supporiédrisk assessment proving a valuable tool in policy
development.

3.2A5

Further co-operation between emergency planning personnel and sifdtimgyvledge between Member States
would also be helpful. It is hoped that through the Comaorissdevelopment of an inventory of policies and
practices in addressing floods and erosion throughout the Umésh,practice will be shared and highlighted.
Recognition is needed that the economic and physical regeneohinany coastal towns in decline is reliant|jon
regenerating brownfield sits along waterfronts, oftenandtrisk zones. Best practice is required to adapt these
areas to flood-risks, as is funding to support flood ptwteecneasures.

3.2A6

The EU could also reduce the risks of flooding faced by lomglcoastal communities by promoting the creation
and development of ‘climate-resistant’ coasts. This ccdug achieved through encouraging neighbouring
countries to tune and harmonise their integrated coastalgeraeat plans, particularly with regards to coastal
protection infrastructure such as dikes. The ComCoast INEERBR0ject is a good example of the development
of innovative methods of high-tide protection.

3.2B

What further cooperation is needed in the EU toegspond adequately to natural disasters?

3.2B.1

Co-ordination between different organisations and across Ehbibddr States must be enhanced to ensure that
adequate responses to natural disasters can be fagtilitdttural disasters are rarely contained within thiddye
of a single Member State. Even those which are ofiguiresolidarity and support from other EU states. Risk
assessment has a key role to play in identifying threatsharisest means to address them. It is only by analysing
information and data and evaluating the potential risks tliattefe strategies are developed. Training and
practice drills involving organisations and numerous Meretes should be encouraged.

3.2B.2

The majority of natural disasters occur outside of the &id, it is important that the Union has the ability| to
respond quickly and effectively to natural disasters thrautgtiee world. The slow and cumbersome decision-
making process is often reactive rather than proactitkisrsense. The EU needs to anticipate where disdster
are likely to happen and effectively prepare for its respamdein advance of any unfortunate incidents. Risk
assessment may again prove a useful tool in this context

3.2B.3

With regards to flooding, the development of a warning systetmbrk around cohesive areas such as sea basins
could help the EU to respond to natural disasters. The vigslob initiatives such as ‘Escape’ and ‘Chain |of
Safety’ in the North Sea area could be promoted and fulthezloped through the Maritime Policy.

3.2B4

Where appropriate, Islands should have control of instrunemis,esources where they bear the heaviest
consequences of coastal risks.

3.2C

How can our shores and coastal waters be better p#d to prevent human threats?

3.2C.1

Co-operation between relevant authorities and across MeBtdtess is essential to ensure that our coastal waters
are effectively policed. The EU is well-placed to cdivate such activity through the Maritime Poligy.
Resources must be made available to ensure that coasticieoastal waters are not easy transit routes for
traffickers and terrorists. Again, the EU is best placedd-ordinate such activity given that the problgms
associated with the policing of the seas are rarelyagwed to a single Member State. However, it is impbrfa
that the EU works in partnership with-lecadgionalsub-national and national stakeholders who will have| the
main jurisdiction and responsibility for implementing sactivities.

3.2C.2

Islands need measures designed to not only safeguard bdeaédop their environment, culture and heritage.

3.3

Sub-section 3.3: Developing Coastal Tourism

3.3A

How can innovation in services and products relatetb coastal tourism be effectively supported?

3.3A1

Innovation is not only about developing new technologies throusgareh and development — it is also about
using existing resources and products in different ways. Thewegelof experiences facilitated through trans-
national co-operation and European integration in general teeljoster new ideas and apply knowledge from
one area to another. The Maritime Policy should actsgbport such exchange of experience.

3.3A.2

Cross-sectoral working also helps to produce interestingrgies between different policy areas, and can again
lead to the development of innovative services and produgtiication is key to nurturing innovation, bgth
through the transfer of knowledge but also by encouraging indepehdaght.

3.3A3

Finally, support for businesses through grants and accessktoapital is essential to enable the transfef of
knowledge to the market place. Both EU State Aid reguiatand financial instruments must take account of
this.

3.3A4

See 3.1 and: fishing tourism is a potential source of indomte costal regions and inhabitants, the fisherme
included. This presupposes that the structural funds could edep&oday the structural fund does not suppoit

>
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fishing tourism; it should be regarded as a part of runaldpment. This is a Challenge for the future.

3.3A5

“Islands open all year”. A sustainable tourism and leigudtastry with a high proportion of full time (not just
seasonal) jobs.

3.3A6

Measure to assist to brand the Baltic Sea region djobal

3.3A7

Maintaining and upgrading harbour and airport infrastructuresegréokislands’ having access to the rest of
Europe and the world.

3.3B

What specific measures promoting the sustainable touris development of coastal regions and island
should be taken at EU level?

3.3B.1

The EU should facilitate exchange of experience and invest tairsaisle energy technologies which reduce
environmental impacts of travel and tourism.

the

3.3B.2

Sustainable entrepreneurship should be an overarching theawtlitatfng innovation in coastal tourism serviges

and products. Eco tourism could be one area where pilotcfgogeuld be commissioned to reduce

the

environmental impact of tourism. An example of this would Ipeagect to study and stimulate accessibility| to

coastal regions by means other than by car.

3.3B.3

When considering the sustainability of coastal and island touitissnimportant to avoid dependence on a single

mode of transport, notably airplanes. These will in futuresidgect to environmental restrictions, such

as

regulations on polluting emissions, which will affect thettequacy and availability. Instead, the EU shquld

promote the universally agreed principle that all modesaofsport carry their own external costs. This

vill

stimulate innovative thinking in the tourism industry, enabitrtg become sustainable in the long-term. THhus,

the EU should facilitate exchange of experience and invest tairsaisie technologies (including energy), wh
increase the independence of remote areas and reduce thereswital impacts of travel and tourism. Int
context it is also important to realise that large-staleism may not be compatible with high quality tourismj
all places.

ch
his
in

3.3B.4

The EU Maritime Policy could also support initiatives ethencourage the development of sustainable cul

tural

tourism. Such actions could include collating inventoriesutitiral tourism sites and best practices, the latter of

which should be exchanged across Europe. Indeed, the EU MaRuifiey could bring an international

dimension to cultural tourism in Europe through supportingnatesnal education programmes for management

and staff.

3.3B.5

Any cultural tourism initiatives should form part of widdgvelopment strategies facilitated through the Marit
Policy. These strategies should aim to link local &getwith tourism products, particularly through co-opera

me
tion

between the public and private sectors. Developmentgitatshould aim to foster the preservation of heritage

sites through development and increasing the accessibiligrivhge to citizens.

3.3B.6

Supporting innovation in tourist services should be encouragecEatapean level. Sustainable tourism ¢
contribute to the development of coastal areas. In phatjcdiversification into other products and servig

an
es,

away from the beach (e.g. visits to cultural and natutes)s is important in terms of reducing environmental

damage, extending the tourist season and providing sourcesofdro rural and coastal communities, wh
are not necessarily situated on the sea front. The suafteash innovative tourist services will rely on go
accessibility and infrastructure.

3.3B.7

Tourism in maritime regions might be professionalizedrewting or strengthening existing international
academies, connecting different countries along the seas.

3.3B.8

Main focus of the further development must be the sustéiyadditourism, which includes the protection of the
landscapes as a basis of tourism and the stabilizatibie efiployment sector.

3.3B.9

Quality management of enterprises, resorts and destisatiaims a higher priority then the quantitative
development. European contests such as the “Blue flag” shefiriinued.

3.3B.10

The condition of the water and the coastal zones as wislea®ndition of the infrastructure such as harbours
beaches are of existential importance for tourism on islafteerefore, the support of these matters is very
important.

3.3B.11

Small harbour villages are starting points of varioustma activities (sailing, ship excursions) and locatén
culinary heritage, arts and crafts and maritime tradesy Tiave a huge positive impact on the surrounding ru
areas. Innovative and ecological adapted forms of infretsire of harbours in Europe have to be developed
together.

3.3B.12

The common marketing of maritime potentials should be stiengtl.

3.3B.13

In combination with the increasing trends of wellness antithiemrism, the further development and marketin
of cycling- and hiking tourism along the coastal zones doeld success story. This as well would be a
contribution to connecting Europe.

3.4

Sub-section 3.4: Managing the Land/Sea Interface

3.4A

How can ICZM be successfully implemented?

3.4A1

Integrated Coastal Zone Management (ICZM) can only be ssfatly implemented through the engagemen
all relevant organisations and sectors with local comnasnénd all levels of governance. ICZM is an effect
and valuable means of delivering sustainable developmenigtihiocal partnerships. Strong involvement 4
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empowerment of local authorities combined with active gpetion of all stakeholders in planning proces
will be key to the success of ICZM. This is by no memmgasy task and requires high-level co-ordination ai
level.

ses
EU

3.4A.2

Where a local dimension to ICZM is lacking, the establistiinoé some form of Regional Advisory Counc
could be explored and financially supported. These Councils couldotmposed of representatives frg
communities, industry, government, the scientific commurity] any other interested parties. They coulg
tasked with implementing and monitoring ICZM in areas ofitakle scale and geographic coherence. The
of these organisations could be co-ordinated at EU levaidore that they do not in themselves become iso
entities and that they work together with one another tarertumonisation. Co-operation projects in regar
trans-national implementation of ICZM could be beneficial.

Is

m
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3.4A3

The Maritime Policy must also promote the idea that ndtiomandaries do not stop at the water's edge amqg
Member States who have made little or no progress tov@#ld. Targets should be set at European level
Member States to reach and these should be effectivelyoreshi

ngst
for

3.4A4

It is also important to emphasise that maritime aativido not merely take place at sea, but also include
based activities in the coastal area. The impact oftimarieconomic activities within coastal areas can €
spread further inland when suppliers are taken into consimtera

and-
ven

3.4A5

Indeed, the current sectoral fragmentation of policies mikdifficult to reconcile competing uses of coas
areas and to define common priorities. Sectoral polgtiesld therefore be co-ordinated and integrated. The
ordination and integration of these policies is necessaty \@tically across, and horizontal within differg
levels of governance. The introduction of a tripartite pastip between the EU, Member States and s
national authorities could facilitate more effectivatgtgic planning and implementation of maritime policies

tal
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3.4A.6

ICZM is more about the development of harbours? (Serereasimments in section 1 on the need for a more
integrated approach).

National implementation of the EU Water Framework Dix&; and grounding of the EU ICZM Strategy, is th
prerequisites for proper coastal management on islands.

The approach is that an island, as a whole, is constasttie coastal zone (islands have no “inland”). Thus,
economic and environmental issues, risks and vulnerabilityenhto coastal zones apply to the whole island,
Topics of focus:

« Legal definition of the coastal zone, with inclusionm@rine areas at sufficient distance seaward (up to
exclusive economic zone?)

« Promotion of cross-sectoral, holistic planning progres,

» Enhance islands’ capacity and readiness under increasedfreskéironmental safety

3.4B

How can the EU best ensure the continued sustairle development of ports?

3.4B.1

Modal shift to sea transportation for freight transpodfisital importance to reducing congestion and polluti
The development of ports will naturally be importanetsure that such modal shift can take place. EU ac
should concentrate on improving infrastructure in and around peetsinstance, road and rail links to ports m
be improved to ensure that multi-modal transportation chaéneffective. A portion of ERDF funding should

targeted towards achieving this goal. Indeed, it has thsappointing to see so much of the ERDF ‘earmart}
towards achieving the Lisbon innovation goals to the detrimfetnaditional infrastructure development, which
very much needed in coastal and peripheral areas. If sudéamadal shift to sea-based transportation is t
achieved, it is essential that sufficient infrastructureinisplace and that port development policies t
environmental factors into consideration.

on.
tions
ust
be
ed’
is
be
ake

3.4B.2

A European ports policy should focus on the concept of portdfiaerm logistics terminals in the overall

transport network. Large and small ports face differinglehgés of overcapacity and efficiency respective
The opening up of new transport corridors which utilise-besgested ports (including leisure ports) and rol
is strongly recommended. Each European port has a uniqueyhste, location and function, which must
accommodated through a European ports policy and European MaFbhity. Efforts must be made to d
ordinate the ports policy with the Maritime Policy.
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3.4B.3

The competitiveness of ports in regards to other formsrasfsportation is distorted by additional secu
burdens. As such, evaluation of existing security rules fois @nd ships is desirable and should lead to
avoidance of unnecessary and costly duplication of control misths. The SafeSeaNet system, which red
the number of messages ships are obliged to send to g@réragencies through a ‘single window soluti
could be beneficial in this respect.

ity
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3.4B.4

In order to improve the sustainability of such developmentsill be necessary to deal with pollution. A
pollution in ports is a particular problem, particularlyegi the low quality of marine fuels. Two potent
solutions to this issue would be the introduction of onshordrigligy facilities for shipping, eliminating the nee
for their engines to run while docked; and a Directive @ dhality of marine fuels, ensuring that minimy
standards for marine fuels were set. Oil pollution istergproblem in inshore waters, often caused by the s
to-ship transfer of fuel. Again, the EU must take actigairast such practices to ensure that ports and shippi
a whole becomes sustainable.
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3.4B.5

On the whole, the EU should promote exchange of experience ainsimlity matters between ports, so that

competition does not cause unnecessary delay in the impldimefaEU environmental regulations and ot
sustainability measures. Co-operation between ports throbghing best practice and knowledge
environmental improvements should be stimulated at both theatidnal and European levels in order
maintain and improve European competitiveness while piogettte environment.

er
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3.4B.6

The establishment of new and alternative maritime trahgparidors will require considerable international

operation. The INTERREG projects on the Northern Marit@oeridor are good examples of such co-opera
between EU and EEA States and third countries such as therRiEedieration. The establishment of a North
Maritime Corridor and the extension of Motorways of 8&a to non-EU countries should be a priority @
common Maritime Policy.

3.4C

What role can be played by regional centres of maritimexcellence?

3.4C.1

Regional Centres of Maritime Excellence would be a welcaontribution to improving the quality of life
economies and environments of coastal communities. eBdudbringing together all relevant parties fr
different sectors, industries and levels of governance woulel lieful means of encouraging a cross-sec
approach to maritime policy-making, as well as in creating collating knowledge. As previously discuss
bringing together all stakeholders is a useful means of fyiegtiproblems and solutions, and encourag
synergies and innovative practices.

3.4C.2

Regional Advisory Councils could act as centres of magitarcellence in a generic sense. More specific
business and research clusters should be set up on a sosédosncourage coastal areas to diversify and 4
their traditional industries or regeneration initiativd$1iematic clusters on specific maritime areas already, €
and should be supported through EU policies and financial intermentithe growing renewable energy clust
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in areas such as the North Sea region are a prime exafttbis.

SECTION 4: PROVIDING THE TOOLS TO MANAGE OUR RELAT IONS WITH THE OCEANS

Sub-section 4.1: Data at the Service of Multiple Activities

4.1A

On what lines should a European Atlas of the Seag developed?

4.1A1

A European Atlas of the Seas should be constructed in a wdydh allows it to be easily read. Such an aflas
should also have potential to be developed/adapted to supoerddysis along regional/thematic lines. The
atlas must also be dynamic, easily accessible (onlimkkept up-to-date. Much of the information required to

produce such an atlas already exists, hence the EU could playpantant role in co-ordinating and
harmonising existing knowledge into a readily accessibladbr Norway has undertaken work in this field
through the MAREANO programme, the experiences of which coufddmto a Europe-wide system.

4.1B

How can a European Marine Observation and Data Network beset up, maintained and financed on 3
sustainable basis?

4.1B.1

A European Marine Observation and Data Network could be &s$tathl by building on already existing

organisations and by giving some financial support to a s®etktariat. For example, European co-operdtion

in marine observation and data-storage is a major pattteowork of the International Council for the

Exploration of the Sea (ICES). The data collected anédtoy the organisation is mainly from contributigns
from national fisheries and oceanographic institutes. oNaltistrengthening of such monitoring activities and

encouraging further reporting to the ICES database througkahiéme Policy could secure continuation jof
this long-term work.

4.1B.2

Monitoring and tracking of vessel activities is esséntiaeduce the risk of maritime disasters that affiéct
all aspects of island life. Islands as far as possiueld be involved in these activities.

4.1C

Should a comprehensive network of existing and futureessel tracking systems be developed for th
coastal waters of the EU? What data sources should it ydeow would these be integrated, and to whom
would it deliver services?

9]

4.1C.1

A comprehensive network of existing and future vessel trackyaems should indeed be developed for|th
coastal waters of the EU. Such a network will be ess$datiansuring that authorities within the EU will be

e

well-placed to combat criminal activity and respond todetis at sea. Each vessel operating in EU waters

should be fitted with a tracking device which should provide inddion on the owner of the vessel, its flag

state, crew and cargo. Such a system should delivecesna the relevant public authorities and should be
interoperable in all Member States. SafeSeaNet ixammple of a potential vessel-tracking tool which could

be used in European waters.

4.1C.2

Such vessel-tracking systems should be developed for usehorefdelta areas as well as coastal waters,
given that there is still a risk of an incident closeatadl. The information provided by vessel-tracking systems
should also contain include details of the freight and creteofessel. This information would be invaluable
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and should be available to the relevant authorities thaldwae responsible for responding to incidents at s

4.1C.3

(page. 32 NGOs stat that mapping with eco-technology coutd fmarine mammals in a negative way, e.g.
porpoise. Noise from wind-farms may also affect maiivied mammals negatively, e.g. porpoise again. N
only EU is in need for a more holistic approach).

4.2

Sub-section 4.2: Spatial Planning for a Growing Maritme Economy

4.2A

What are the principles and mechanisms that should werpin maritime spatial planning systems?

4.2A1

The European Commission has called for a system of spktiadipg for maritime activities to be set up and
governed by each Member State, but stresses that indivldo@ions on activities should still be taken at a

national/local level. Further discussion on spatial planiEngeeded, particularly in view of activity moving

further inshore.

4.2A.2

It is not clear, however, that anything short of a steyusystem would be effective. The alternatives wquld

appear to depend on continued development of the existing systénaivimiual sectoral controls, perhaps

with the added complexity of new co-ordinating measures.

4.2A.3

If marine spatial planning is to be introduced, particulaglybinding’, then there may be an additional bur
on national Government departments, sub-national planningsbadi® other stakeholders, in executing

en
the

plan-making process. A binding, statutory plan will reqainénclusive and transparent process of preparation

and adoption. Some equivalent of the terrestrial ‘Exananati Public’ would seem necessary, which wo
have significant implications in terms of time and resesr

uld

4.2A.4

Regional seas would appear to offer the best foundation umiiddane spatial planning. It will be importa|

nt

to have the flexibility to address different parts of #rea in different ways as their circumstances justify

thorough sub-regional plans. It is important that an unnaglgssomplex planning structure is not created.

4.2A5

The importance of adopting a transparent and inclusive praégsisin making should be emphasised.

It

would be sensible to take the processes required fortte&r@san making as an initial model, to be adapted as
necessary. The plan making authority is required to prodndeconsult on a statement of commurity

involvement describing how it intends to manage the pramesensultation and community input into t
development of the plan. Consultation is required by regokagt specific points in the process.

ne

4.2A.6

It will be important to have a forum for the scrutiny offtirmarine spatial plans. The regional spatial

strategies’ “Examination in Public”, conducted by an independentl,pemald be a possible model and

potential solution to this. Such a forum would be esseiftiaé marine spatial plan had ‘binding’ status.
alternative or perhaps complimentary model would be th#éhefRegional Advisory Councils, which ha

An
e

already been successful in many instances at bringing togt¢hese stakeholder groups to examine issugs of
common interest at the level of regional seas. A pattipespproach to marine spatial planning in the Ngrth

Sea would be beneficial in ensuring that all stakehollergonsulted.

4.2A.7

Thorough attention should be devoted to multiple spatial nsasléer to ensure a healthy balance between the
economy and the environment. There are often conflictselet these priorities, which must be minimiged

and resolved through spatial planning.

4.2A.8

The European Commission’s concept of a Common European iiu$pace, in relation to the simplificati
of administrative and customs formalities for the shipgiagor, is also a welcome development in the fiel
maritime spatial planning.

bNn
0 of

4.2A.9

Interregional and cross-border co-operation is another temoprinciple which should underpin maritime

spatial planning systems. The impacts of decisions on Sth&s and localities should be taken into acc
through marine spatial planning. International agreemenisl ¢@mve an important role to play in ensuri
that this takes place.

4.2A.10

Better international regulations, exchange of knowledge, retuatichemical substances and the impact fi
agriculture on the sea, safer transport of hazardous gamifsas oil, and common rules for ports and harb
are issues of great importance for islands.

4.2B

How can systems for planning on land and sea be mactlempatible?(open text)

4.2B.1

The co-ordination of Marine Spatial Planning with Integita@oastal Zone Management initiatives will
necessary to facilitate effective governance of Europeés. It is important that boundaries between co
zones and open waters are not artificially imposed, gating planning in a similar way to policies.

4.2B.2

It will be very important for the legislation to providiigty on how the functional overlap in the inter-tid
zone is to work. This could be achieved through estabsifior each sector or activity, whether the maring
terrestrial authority is the lead organisation withnodtie responsibility for decision-making and which of
two is the consultee partner.

4.2B.3

At a national level, a marine planning policy statemert b necessary to provide the context for

preparation of individual plans. It will be particularly portant to provide a relatively high degree
consistency between plans, given the international natureadhe activity. This is where the Europe
Union has a role. It will be important to balance thedrfee consistency with encouraging the developmen
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regional solutions to regional issues.

4.2B.4

The key importance of ensuring that any new marine spatiahiplg system has a clear and mutudlly

supportive relationship with other planning systems, notabl land-use planning system, must
emphasised. This imperative should be acknowledged asificspigiective of marine spatial planning.

be

4.2B.5

It is not clear that anything but a plan that is binding onsé@emakers will bring the required degree
certainty to users and developers. However, it shouldinepwssible to allow exceptions to the plan
appropriate and absolutely necessary.

of
if

4.2B.6

It will no doubt be necessary to prepare more detailed ftarmseas with a high complexity of use or where

particularly sensitive issues need careful resolution and reemeag. However, there should be no gen
presumption that plans will be produced at various levelannihg processes differ in each Member St

eral
ate,

hence it is important to recognise that different approachésrimonising land and sea planning will take

place in different States.

4.2B.7

Some maritime activities lie wholly or largely withihe purview of land use planning, such as coastal
use, tourism, ports and cultural heritage. This demonstiaeasecessary interconnectedness of terrestria
marine planning. It also emphasises the need for the lggisiatroducing a marine spatial planning syst

and
and
em

to be absolutely clear as to how the two plan-making prosemseto work together and to differentiate
between matters that are considerations or inputs to theenganning process, and those that are for pglicy

decision.

4.2B.8

There is a wealth of experience in developing sectoraltimaripolicy and integrated terrestrial regio

al

special planning strategies that can be drawn on. It shouldted that the process of sustainability apprajisal
to meet the requirements of the Strategic Environments¢gssnent (SEA) Directive brings a very spedific

template to the plan-making process.

4.2B.9

With regard to how conflicting aims on marine space shoeldddressed, the aim of terrestrial planning
wherever possible, to eliminate or reduce potential land¢arsiicts through careful management of activiti
so that multiple objectives can be met at a partidokzation at the same time. Doubtless this will &ledhe
aim of marine spatial planning. Where this is not possthen separation of activity is necessary.

s,
es,

4.2B.10

The allocation of ‘preferred areas’ for certain actdgti future development or protection of resources,
doubtless be appropriate in certain locations. Wherever [mstib objective should be to manage multi
use of marine space rather than impose a rigid ‘zoninggsyst

will
ple

4.2B.11

Consideration of the sustainability and environmental impafaspatial plans, including the use of SEA in the
process will be absolutely essential. Experience witkggral planning has demonstrated the advantages that

properly integrated sustainability brings to the plan-makiruggss in clarifying objectives; developing a
reviewing policy options; and minimising and mitigating aesidual adverse policy impacts.

nd

4.3

Sub-section 4.3: Making the Most of Financial Support for CoasRégions

4.3A

How can EU financial instruments best contributed the achievement of maritime policy goals?

4.3A1

Initiatives addressing certain needs of maritime communii® supported to an extent through vari

pus

European funding instruments made available under differemrakepblicy goals. Ensuring, however, that

the specific needs of maritime areas are met remaiited. The North Sea Commission would encourage the
European Commission to further mainstream maritimeipésrinto European funding programmes to ensure
that maritime policy priorities are met. The valuecaded to coastal areas in terms of quality of life and

marine resources must be reflected in the financial resounade available to sustain and secure their fu
which until now has not received their deserved and requixesl of emphasis.

ure,

4.3A1

ERDF: A proportion of the European Regional Development Fund sheutddale available for infrastructu

e

which contributes to the achievement of maritime policy goain particular, funding should be targeted

towards improving ports to ensure that they can operatesusiinable, environmentally-friendly, multi

modal and efficient manner. ERDF funding should also suppordéivelopment of renewable ener
infrastructure and coastal defences.

gy

4.3A.2

ESF: The European Social Fund should be made available to equiena/potential workers in maritim

industries with specialist maritime training. Mandatory tfications for seafarers should be introduced to

improve safety at sea. A holistic approach to marittraging, with specific interlinked modules on t
economic, environmental and practical components of maritiaustries, should also be developed thro

ESF support. Business and entrepreneurial training should alspelodically targeted towards maritime

industries thought the ESF.

4.3A.3

EFF: The European Fisheries Fund should be used to help thagfisliustry to modernise and adapt to n
challenges. Support for diversification into other mmauétiindustries should be supported by the EFH

should projects which contribute to sustaining the existidgstry in an ecologically sound manner. The &

will be a strong tool through which to address the need fioddihg learning and diversification to enable
sustainable fishing industry.

4.3A4

RDP: The Rural Development Programmes should support thdogewent of coastal tourism throug
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support to projects in rural coastal areas. RDPs statstdhelp to facilitate linkages between inland ry
development activities and coastal communities and ecosomie

4.3A5

Leader +: Leader + should provide support to community planning groups &b coastal communities.

Leader + funds should help coastal communities to study andbgetelr common maritime heritage and (
this to promote coastal tourism and develop centres oflexce in their respective maritime fields. Leade
should help to fund small community groups and networks of sucipg across Europe.

4.3A.6

CIP: The Competitiveness and Innovation Programme should encourdiggreneurship in coast
communities through equipping potential entrepreneurs with thessaxy skills, know-how and access
capital. A particular emphasis should be placed on sustaisabtors with strong potential for growth with
coastal communities, rather than innovation in generah addition, the CIP is well placed to supp
technology-transfer from maritime research to the markegepl Small and Medium-sized Enterprises (SM
require support to manage the risks associated with promatidg developing new products throu
programmes such as the CIP.

4.3A.7

The CIP should examine ways of innovating without relying onarekeinto new technologies. Innovati
applies equally to the use of existing technologies and resoimcnew ways as well as to research
technological development. The potential for renewable erdagglopments in coastal areas should als
fostered by CIP interventions through the Intelligent Eneogyponent of the Programme.

4.3A.8

FP7: The Seventh Framework Programme for Research and Tedeablbgvelopment should be used
part-finance research into new technologies which could bearly applicable in the maritime contex
For instance, continued work into renewable energies showdperted. Research into vessel-tracking, r
management and coastal mapping systems should also Hatftilhrough FP7.

4.3A.9

Support for centres of excellence and maritime clusters slaséd be supported through the Capaci
component of FP7. Finally, the People component of FP7 shouldrageoexperts in maritime sectors
visit and/or work in areas with developing maritime clista specific maritime problems in need of addr

in order to share best-practice advice. Marine bidegistimate that 80-95% of the ocean is unexplored.

dedicated window for marine/maritime research will berefgimportance in the next Framework Program
for research.

4.3A.10

Territorial Co-operation: The Objective 3 Territorial Co-operation Programmes icake a significant
contribution to achieving Maritime Policy goals. The egien of the scope and financial resources of
Interregional programmes to accommodate concrete a@tioakation to maritime affairs would be welcome

4.3A.11

The EU's territorial co-operation programmes should thusabbered to support future projects address|
maritime issues in general to support the work of the thvtaiPolicy. The programmes should also sup
the utilisation of results from previous projects and ine@s many stakeholder organisations as possible.
operation across programme boundaries (e.g. North Sea Hiwd38@ Programmes) should be encourage
enable the development of effective solutions for nmdtissues in interdependent seas.

4.3A.12

Only after establishing the issues on which the maritimecyailill focus, can the required instruments
selected: whether that is harmonisation; exchange of knowéetgexperience or financial aid.

4.3A.13

As islands depend heavily on good transport links, shippingey @omponent of the islands logistics chain
which link us to the rest of the EU economy.

4.3A.14

B7 hopes that the PSO regime (Public Service Obligationjdame included in the future work of MGP. al
in order to foster further inclusion of islands in the EUnecay, PSOs between member states shoul
allowed, as opposed to the present situation, whererilysallowed inside the member states.

4.3B

Is there a need for better data on coastal regisrand on maritime activities?

4.3B.1

There is a need for more comprehensive data which is dicentiparable across sectors and Member St
Data collection systems should be interoperable, wherebimst ensure that a holistic picture of curr
maritime activities and future requirements can be dgeel. Such data will be necessary to fully implem
Integrated Coastal Zone Management and to ensure thaal gpatining is undertaken in a holistic a
comprehensive manner. The expertise of the European Spktialing Observation Network could
utilised in this respect.
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4.3C

How should maritime policy be reflected in the discssions relating to the next EU Financial
Framework?

4.3C.1

Maritime Policy should be a cross-cutting theme and prominegftected in discussions relating to the n
EU Financial Framework. A number of policies and budgetsnéeerélated to the maritime policy, and t

should be taken into consideration in discussions. Furtherritonay be useful for specific financiII]
e

instruments for Maritime Policy to be made availablghi@ next Financial Perspective. Distinct Mariti
Policy financial instruments would be desirable in ordesupport a holistic and co-ordinated approach to
management of maritime affairs and the marine environméetnatively, mainstreaming maritime prioritie
within existing financial instruments may prove appropriatsdme cases. Either way, it is important t
adequate financial resources are made available for fwojdtch contribute to the attainment of comm|
European maritime goals.
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4.3C.2

The Maritime Policy should focus on analysing the importance peoteintial of maritime sectors to the
European economy and to the Lisbon and Gothenburg agendas during ti2928@ériod. This work could
then be built upon by more specific financial instruments tadget addressing weaknesses and opportuniti
in the maritime sector in the subsequent programming period.

4.3C.3

The most important is to optimise the money avaifableost- and sea

es

SECTION 5: MARITIME GOVERNANCE

Sub-section 5.1: Policy Making within the EU

5.1A

How can an integrated approach to maritime affairs be implenented in the EU? What principles should
underlie it?

5.1A1

An integrated approach to maritime affairs can only béemented in the EU through a cross-sectoral, hol
approach to maritime affairs. The EU should lead by exampléhis respect. Within the Europe
Commission, the Maritime Policy Taskforce is best plaoetb-ordinate this. The Taskforce should evaly
relevant policies from across Commission Directorad@dBals and ensure that sufficient recognition is g
to the maritime dimension. The Taskforce would also begoaa position to identify any potential conflic
between legislation, and therefore to mitigate againdesirable consequences from new regulations in
maritime sphere.
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5.1A.2

Legislation often has unforeseen and undesirable consequendadustries, as well as on other policig
Traditional oyster pits, for example, have been adveraffgcted by increased hygiene legislation.
consequence of this has been the virtual disappearance of egwldricraftsmanship, eroding the mariti
heritage and culture of parts of Europe.
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5.1A.3

The Council of Ministers and European Parliament should alsmémiraged to take the maritime dimens
into consideration when evaluating new and existing policilse insertion of a maritime paragraph in B
legislation, which considers its implications for cohst@as, would also encourage an integrated approa
maritime governance. However, the need for legislatiirdepend upon the issues upon which the Mariti
Policy will focus. Where some issues will require $afive action, others would benefit from exchange
knowledge and experience or financial aid or a combinatitimesg.
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5.1A4

In the wider context, commitment to multi-level governaaed the principle of subsidiarity will be necess
to ensure that a future Maritime Policy is effectamed reflective of local communities’ needs. It is
fundamental importance that sub-national authorities and looahooities have a strong voice and import
role in shaping policies based around eco-systems, both thregigimal organisations and through effect

recognised need and should be limited to areas where Borogervention can add value to other initiative

ary
of
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ve

consultation processes at the policy development and revage. stEU initiatives should be based on a

D.

5.1A5

level of governance in maritime affairs could prove aulgebl in implementing the principle of subsidiarit
It is also of paramount importance that a balance betweerodia, £conomic and environmental pillars
sustainable development underlies an integrated approadritoma affairs.

In this respect, tripartite (EU/Member State/Regianm)tacts which set out the role and responsibilities of each

Y.
O

5.1A.6

Governance and management issues need to be adapted vett tespe challenges posed and perspect
described by the Green Paper on Maritime Policy. Integratio-operation, co-ordination and cross-sect
approaches are key concepts in maritime and coastal potiogegision-making.

ives
pral

5.1A7

term experience of the management of coastal and marigues. As such, the North Sea Commission f
that the sub-national level is the appropriate level foordination of the majority of maritime issug
Maritime activities tend to appear in clusters in coastgions, equipping sub-national authorities with da
and more general experience of managing maritime issues.

The communities of coastal zones have a natural concgnofaund knowledge, cultural heritage and long-

eels
S

A I.y

5.1A.8

History, traditions and culture play an important roléhatsub-national level and for the formulation of coa
identities. In the decision-making process, it is of gnegortance that actors in these sectors are listene
Again the tripartite process previously referred to, imwg the EU, Member-States and sub-natio
authorities would be desirable.
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5.1A9

Regional Advisory Councils, and joint-work between these,dcauéatly support coherence between
endeavours of different levels of governance. Regional AdviSouncils could also provide a forum throu
which all relevant stakeholders are given their say.is Ibf paramount importance that businesses, |
communities, the scientific community and all other importantors work together to ensure that a systen
spatial planning is effective and meets Europe’s neetisftiotoday, and in the future.
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5.1A.10

Expertise exists throughout the EU in differing maritime spherlt is important that the Maritime Poli
supports the co-ordination and cohesion of these activitiesgpettise for sustainable growth in coas
communities and beyond. Continued policy work on a sectord, halsich is essential to develop detall
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expertise and knowledge, must continue. The role of the iMariPolicy should be to co-ordinate su

ch
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sectoral work in a cross-sectoral and holistic wagnqolore synergies and address legislative conflicts.

5.1A.11

To conclude, the principles of an integrated appraactatitime affairs should be:
1) Cross-sectoral working
2) Multi-level governance and subsidiarity
3) An ecosystem-based approach to marine management/co-andinati
4) Partnership working and co-operation with all stakeholders
5) The integration and co-ordination of policies
6) Promoting competitiveness and employment

7) Sustainable development

5.1A.12

The benefits and expertise of the BSC and its networgbbms should be supported and utilised by the
European Commission.

5.1A.13

"An all-embracing maritime policy for EU shall develop #g@nomy in harmony with the environment”, se¢
the introductory statement: Does the strategy have thepeghpective? The economy is set as prime prior|ty.
All general principals will be derived from the one pripezspective

5.1A.14

The B7 recommends that the EU continues with the “MaritiolieyPTask Force” to ensure well formulated
and co-ordinated policies and their effective implememtatio

5.1A.15

The principles of an integrated approach should include:
¢ Cross-sectoral working
« Good governance
« Regional management
« Partnership working with all stakeholders

5.1A.15

The general approach by the Commission to present fiGateeen Paper” and then, after a thorough discussion,
gradually to introduce pro-active practical measurea tBuropean Maritime Policy on a step-by-step basis|is
generally approved as a model.

5.1B

Should an annual conference on best practice in miame governance be held?open text)

5.1B.1

An annual conference on best practice in maritime governance bew useful way of communicating new

initiatives and ideas across the continent. Exchange ophbastce has been a major success of the European

Union in recent years. Such a conference could also hédgitibate many of the principles suggested in the
response to the previous question by bringing stakeholdersdiffarent countries, organisations and sectors
together to discuss Maritime Policy in a holistic manner

5.2

Sub-section 5.2: The Offshore Activities of Governments

5.2A

How can the EU help to stimulate greater coherence, sbefficiency and coordination between the
activities of government on EU coastal waters?

5.2A.1

The EU can act as a mediator between different nationalryoesits, and has the capacity to co-ordinate jgint-
actions. The EU should put forward concrete proposatsetdember States following research into how best
the activities of governments on EU coastal waters carotmedinated. As such, the EU can put this iten] on
the agenda, and explain the benefits of joint-working to ManStates.

5.2A.2

1

The Baltic Sea is a nearly enclosed sea thereforeimailicies for the region should include the influencg
of all stakeholders.

5.2B

Should an EU coastguard service be set up? What migh¢ its aim and functions?

5.2B.1

Further evaluation of the benefits of an EU coastguardcseraind therefore its aim and functions is required
before this question can be answered. An EU coastgeavites would be a concrete example of greater
coherence and co-ordination of Member States’ activitiesastal waters. Once studies into this subject have
been evaluated, consultation with stakeholders should be undertalcemroposals presented to Member

States. A degree of pooling of resources in order to wehdptimal monitoring and control should be
encouraged, however.

5.2C

For what other activities should a “Common EuropearMaritime Space” be developedZopen text)

5.2C.1

Many of the maritime safety, security and environmentaieptmn rules applicable in Europe are internatignal

regulations. It is important to ensure that Europe-widasures, such as the creation of a ‘common European

maritime space’ do not seriously undermine the work ofnatésnal bodies such as the International Maritime
Organisation or the International Labour Organisation.

5.2C.2

As maritime industries in Europe are major exporters of gaodsservices, it is important to ensure that a
‘common European maritime space’ does not become a fornotefcionism. Protectionism would seriously
harm the interests of European maritime exporters arshipping industry in general.

5.3

Sub-section 5.3: International Rules for Global Activities
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5.3A

How can the EU best bring its weight to bear in intmational maritime fora?

5.3A.1

The EU can best assert its authority in international mezitora in a number of ways. Firstly, the continuatjon

of the Maritime Policy Taskforce would enable a dedicagaintto closely monitor maritime issues. T

his

would in turn provide the Commission with greater expertisegagdter chance of putting forward concrete

arguments and a strong, common EU position to maritinae floan the current sectoral approach.

5.3A.2

Secondly, the EU should ensure that it is represented melealant international fora so that it can effectjv

influence international agreements. It is also esdehidga existing well-functioning international maritime

treaties are respected and enforced, with the United Na@omsention on the Laws of the Sea be
considered almost as a ‘Constitution for the Oceans’.

5.3A.3

Thirdly, the EU should work closely with all experts/stakehader maritime affairs within its territory t
ensure that intelligence is received and activitiesrdated, where possible.

D

5.3A4

Fourthly, the EU should lead policy development in internatiomaiitime fora by putting forward concre
European initiatives to the international community for g@esxtension across the globe.

e

5.3B

Should the European Community become a member ofore multilateral maritime organisations?

5.3B.1

The European Community should become a member of more mudtilataritime organisations in order
support holistic, cross-sectoral policy making which invohads relevant stakeholders at all levels
governance.

[0

5.3C

What action should the EU undertake to strengthen ternational efforts to eliminate 1UU fisheries?

5.3C.1

The EU should take part in a review of flag State perdme for fishing vessels and reefers as a measure to
curb 1UU fishing. Ever- closer co-operation and exchange tef lietween fisheries control authorities should
also be supported through the Maritime Policy, as shoulteagshening of Regional Fisheries Management
Organisations. Comprehensive implementation of the pate-stontrol regime in European waters is also
desirable. Finally, a system of tracking of fish anth fisoducts in order to deny imports and exports of

illegally caught fish at the international level couldsgthen international efforts to eliminate 1UU fisheries

5.3C.2

It is necessary to put stronger efforts into the fightremjallegal fisheries in vulnerable areas of the NGéa,

the Barents Sea and Svalbard. A stronger and more syatem-operation on IUU fisheries between Norway

and the EU is also desirable given that IUU affectfisdieries in Europe.

5.3D

How can EU external policy be used to promote a levglaying field for the global maritime economy
and the adoption of sustainable maritime policies and pigtices by third countries?(open text)

5.3D.1

EU External Policy should promote a level playing field fbe global maritime economy through

multinational fora, bilateral negotiations and financialpp The EU should table motions to internatio

nal

fora, such as the World Trade Organisation, which méigegainst ‘dumping’ of goods on the European

market; which ensure that adequate environmental and healthfatydpsactices are observed throughout

the

world; and recognition and respect of patents. Additionalanstshould be tabled with regards to respecting

flag state obligations.

5.3D.2

Bilateral agreements with regards to trade and flag-stbligations should also be pursued thro

Neighbourhood Agreements and Development Policy. These shouldufyorted financially where

appropriate to enable countries struggling to meet thairrnational obligations to do so. In this respect,

ugh

a}

the

possibility of a “Marshal Plan” for third countries, financed by the EU and European industry, could be

investigated.

5.3D.3

A sustainable maritime policy must maintain a healthyrizdetween on the one hand, setting an examp

e for

third countries and on the other hand, safeguarding our comeeé&tis by not being too restrictive and over-
regulated compared to other parts of the world. Maritimesport, economies and industries need to have a

level playing field at the global as well as Europkeael to thrive.

54

Sub-section 5.4: Taking Account of Geographical Realities

5.4A

What regional specificities need to be taken into aount in EU maritime policies?

5.4A1

The EU must recognise that each region of the EU is unigbéstiory, economy, environment and cultu

Thus, a sub-national and regional dimension should be built #mto @&pect of the maritime policy. A one-

re.

size fits all approach to marine management will notflexteve. The involvement of sub-national actors| in

the development and delivery of maritime policies is teruraged.

5.4A.2

The benefits and expertise of regional organisations sutheaSonference of Peripheral Maritime Regions
and its geographical commissions should be supported anddubilisthe European Commission. In short, a
future Maritime Policy should recognise local specifisitiand encourage partnership working with local actors

and organisations.

5.4A.3

It is positive that the unique characteristic of eachbssa is pointed out. If the description imply a strategy
were the Baltic Sea will be the area of wind-energyMhditerranean a tuna producing sea basin and the
North sea seen as herring producing and the Atlantic Ocelitedas before, these strategy could not be

said
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to be sustainable.

5.4A4

The islands dimension to be included in all aspects ofimarjpolicy. Each region and island has a unique
history, economy, environment and cultural heritage thatiboites to the diversity of EU

5.4B

How should maritime affairs be further integrated into the EU’'s neighbourhood and developmen
policies?

5.4B.1

Maritime Affairs should be integrated into Neighbourhood ages#snwith maritime States such as the
Russian Federation. It is only through working in partnprstith our neighbours with regards to shared
waters that solutions to common problems can be found andeckaliSo-operation outside of the EU with
European Economic Area States such as Norway and Iceland wsaltedp to improve the cohesion and
effectiveness of a common European Maritime Policy.

5.4B.2

Activities in non-EEA States such as the Russian Fedemtigrhave important direct and indirect impacts|on
economic activities and the quality of the marine enviremninin the Northern waters of Europe. As such, a
common Maritime Policy must engage with non-EU States thrduitateral environmental co-operatign
fisheries management, civil society participation, pilksecovery and contingency planning and monitorjng
of shipping traffic.

5.4B.3

Political negotiations and financial support should be givatet@loping countries who are struggling to meet
international responsibilities in maritime affairs, par#ely towards flag-state responsibilities, environmental
legislation, and health and safety legislation/training.

SECTION 6: RECLAIMING EUROPE’'S MARITIME HERITAGE AN D REAFFIRMING EUROPE'S
MARITIME IDENTITY

6A

What action should the EU take to support maritime eduation and heritage and to foster a stronger sensg
of maritime identity?

6A.1

The European Commission is to be commended for the inclustbe draft Green Paper of the role of European
maritime heritage in defining European identity. The Cassion’s dedication to conveying this identity to new

generations of Europeans is also most welcome. HowtheNorth Sea Commission feels that this chapter of
the green paper has been given less emphasis than otldettsaizthe European Maritime Policy should identify

concrete measures to strengthen and define the spatial, aod economic development elements of maritime
heritage. Further examination of how maritime heritzage contribute to sustainable tourism, sustainable growth
and sustainable communities with high standards of livingavalso be appreciated.

6A.2

It is important to identify and value the aspects of nimaeitand coastal heritage that still play a decisive irole
defining coastal identities, and are of a unique, place-boundatbathat will attract and interest visitors. Once
these elements have been identified, a common EuropeatinddaRolicy could come up with measures|to
preserve and enhance these elements and also to define hoglesuents should be presented/used to maintain
and enhance coastal/maritime identities. It would alsbidjely beneficial if the Maritime Policy studies how
such elements can be developed into sustainable tourists.ass

6A.3

Specific socio-economic actions which could arise from wWork could include the creation of inventories|or
maps of cultural heritage sites. Studies could be undertaled@mine coastal regional identities and the role of
these identities in shaping Europe’s maritime future. Relseato, education on and the preservation| of
traditional coastal languages and skills would also be arortemg component of ensuring the long-term
conservation of Europe’s cultural heritage.

6A.4

A number of physical actions could also be facilitated thrabhghMaritime Policy for the preservation and
enhancement of Europe’s cultural heritage. Projects coulbimenissioned to preserve traditional harbours,
buildings and ships. The Maritime Policy could also encauthg consideration of cultural historic elements in
spatial planning initiatives. These initiatives wilgtére a degree of financial support to enable the full vafue
cultural identity to be recognised through the Maritime Rolic

6A.5

The EU should support a specific pan-European training schermeofkers in maritime sectors. This scheme

should lead to a qualification which is mutually-recognisemss the EU, and which gives students a holjstic
perspective to maritime industries. Such a qualificatmrdcaddress a multitude of subjects, such as maritime
safety, the maritime economy, the maritime environmaedt ecosystems, the history and sociology of cogstal
communities, trade, business management, entreprenetship e

6A.6

Less specifically, through supporting the development of mm&ieconomies and through cultural projects
coastal areas, the EU can instil a sense of knowledigie, @nd achievement in Europe’s coastal communities.
The promotion of coastal areas as tourist destinatiosgdban their history and sustainable tourism activities,
could help to renew a number of declining communities, and eag®uhe younger generation to remain
coastal areas. Raising awareness among children and yoargstmaritime issues through education is also
important.

n

n

6A.7

The environment and landscape are core components of Europiéégiehe By investing in and promoting
opportunities for green space development and environmental iedygat can reconnect our communities with
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the landscape and our historical relationship with it.

6A.8

Pilot projects and knowledge-exchanges which support the pa@isenof traditional skills, craftsmanshi
sailing heritage, historical ports and ports-related Ingislishould be facilitated through the Maritime Poli
The latter could support the tourism potential and sustaityabilcoastal areas.

6A.9

Support for maritime-related infrastructure, such as portsemavable energy developments could also hel
breathe life into declining coastal communities. Not embuld initiatives such as these help to ensure balal
territorial development in the EU, they would also focaastal communities on their maritime heritage, gi
the renewed importance and benefits of maritime indusbrebé life of these areas.
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6A.10

The maritime heritage and identity of coastal areas isnportant asset which should be capitalised upon w
developing new industries, creating new jobs and reinforbiegjaality of established activities.

hen

6A.11

The diversity of coastal areas, from fjords to deltheukl also be recognised in the European Maritime Pg
Coastal specificities such as coastal structure, popujaémployment and economies should be taken
account and promoted through the Maritime Policy.

licy.
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6A.12

Islands are not islands without the sea. EU instrumergs snpport islands strong maritime connections, and
result in maritime education, fisheries, aquaculturel®ticoming purely mainland activities.

not

6A.13

Fishing should be the sector closest associated withahi@e heritage. This should be emphasised in a bette
way than formulations like “some catching a fish” or “othemsk as fishermen”.

6A.14

A comprehensive review must be undertaken to consider theatitifisof sea areas and the protection of
maritime environment. This will enable sustainable dgwelent to take place and will promote a bala
between diverse interests that are sometimes in direflictovith each other. It is particularly important
emphasise the importance of research, and to acknowledgth¢hatis currently a lack of research into
impact caused by the different uses that the Baltic Seat i®, and the interconnections between these diffe
uses.
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6A.15

It is not surprising that an area, whose development isoselgllinked to the resources of the Baltic Sea,
dedicated a considerable amount of its scientific aiets/ion marine issues and problems. Around 50 mari
related scientific research and teaching institutions @oateéd in the area, reaching from the renowwédd
Maritime Universityin Malmé, Sweden to theeitbnitzinstitut fir MeereswissenschaftenKiel, Germany, a
partner of the global marine science community.

Marine science in general contributes to identify and quatifyal and potential maritime resources, provi
better understanding of the eco-systems and eco-processeport functioning sustainable developm
strategies and provides new and more efficient toolgeatohologies for the use of maritime resources. Aims
challenges of maritime research and development in the Badti area do not differ in this regard from thos
the “European Marine Science Community”.

To foster marine science BSC and the BSSSC follows and inegdetihe observations and proposals made by
marine science community as expressedsaiway Declarationfrom May 2004 and points at three ma|
concerns which should be considered in the process of fdingulaEuropean Maritime Policy and drawing u
first Green paper:

¢ use the, the expertise, knowledge and networks of the marimeesciemmunity in the Baltic Sea arg
as well as in the EU at large, for a sound scientifselaf a European Maritime Policy;

¢ safeguard that marine science is included into prioritieeeoEuropean research policy and Th&eU
Framework Programmas a particular and independent factor,

¢ stimulate the coordination of national and European marinecsciesearch programmes to reac
profound European added value in this sector. Enable the Europeare mcience community t
cooperate and compete at the global level.

How can a European Marine Related Research Strategy bemkéd further deepen our knowledg
and promote new technologies?

Research in cooperation with "stakeholders”, like fishermaust be utilised and prioritised. The knowledge’s

has
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people in costal areas, fishermen and sailors must bé dedmacted on.

After having completed the questionnaire, please trasfer your answers to an online form which is available ahe
following website: http://ec.europa.eu/yourvoice/iprfforms/dispatch?form=matritimepolicy

Thank you for your cooperation.
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