Suggestions for future work of CPMR BSC Energy Working Group
Background
Region Västerbotten has chaired a working group on energy, EWG, for the Baltic Sea Commission since the fist meeting of the group in January 2007. Chairman is Erik Bergkvist, President of the Regional Executive Committee, Region Västerbotten. The focus has been on renewable energy sources and energy efficiency. The policy of BSC working groups is to plan and perform actions for periods of one or two years and there after evaluate the outcome of the activities. Now it is time to do so for the Energy WG for the activities performed during 2007 and 2008.
Work so far and some reflections
Meetings, conferences and workshops
The major activities of EWG have been the performance and participation in different work shops and conferences. The work group has arranged three (four?) meetings/workshops during the period. The last meeting was held back-to-back with the conference “Regional actions for sustainable buildings”. This conference took place in Umeå, Sweden, 24-25 April 2008 and was a joint arrangement of the BSC energy and NSC sustainability working groups. The conference was a success in form of a high level of speakers, an active and engaged audience and a broad exchange of experiences although the conference did only attract about 50 participants.
In addition to own arrangements representatives of the EWG have participated in several other meetings arranged by others. There is no expressed aim on behalf of the BSC EW in participating in other meetings, conferences or work shops. Although a more general aim of participating is of course to increase the knowledge of and potential for renewable energy and energy efficiency in the Baltic Sea Region. The target groups have been both other member regions within the CPMR and BSC but also other stakeholders outside these organizations. Whether the more general goals have been met is hard to evaluate.
Opinions and positions
During the last period EWG also answered to the European Commissions consultation on biofuels and participated in the development of CPMR:s position on energy/climate change package. An active participation and broad involvement of working group members as well as participation in the CPMR energy steering committee are important in this work. The effects of these activities on the outcome of directives and other proposals are too early to evaluate at this time. One reason for this is that the energy/climate change package is still under process and going through EU Parliament the 3rd December.
Cooperation with other organizations
The cooperation with other Baltic Sea organizations on energy and climate issues has been within the Joint Energy and Climate Platform, JECP. The focus has been to settle on a common message on how the Baltic Sea Region organizations contribute to ensure a sound energy and climate future. In addition, the cooperation within JECP has an added value with the exchange of information and the possibility to support initiatives between the different member organizations. An example is the letter of support from JECP to a statement on energy and climate issues from BSPC to a planned BASREC meeting in September.
Participation in the WG
The participation of member regions in the work group has been fairly low and the majority of the activities have been performed by the coordinating region and a few other members of the working group. The participation of member regions from the east shore of the Baltic Sea has been extremely low.
Lessons learned and work ahead

Energy and climate issues are of great importance and will continue to be so for a long period of time. Important processes for the coming year are the Baltic Sea strategy and the COP 14 and 15 meetings. These issues are extremely relevant for BSC and our member regions and must be handled proactively by the BSC. We suggest the following for the work of EWG during the period of 2009:

EWG should continue with the few active regions that like to participate but be more of a virtual preparatory group and focus the activity to lift important questions concerning energy and climate change as rapporteur to the EC for a broader discussion.
This is based on the following lessons learned:
1. A high degree of participation, activity and representation of members on WG meetings and workshops is hard to attain. With just a few active regions EWG faces an increased risk of living a life of its own with a weak connection to the broad representation of BSC member regions.

2. An active participation of BSC in the CPMR steering committee on energy and climate is essential. However, the connection between the EWG participation in the committee and the BSC EC is weak. An even better contribution as representatives for BSC is possible based on a tighter connection to the BSC EC via the rapporteur.
3. Own arrangements of meetings and conferences are extremely resource consuming and the outcome is hard to evaluate. Although, meetings are important for building networks and exchange experiences. EWG should for the comming period focus their participation on existing meetings, networks and conferences arranged by others.

4. Cooperation with other BSR organizations has several added values. With a tighter connection between the rapporteur and the EC the EWG is able to continue the participation and take a more active role in JECP.
In conclusion, we suggest that for the coming period of 2009 the activities for BSC on energy and climate issues should be organized in form a rapporteur on energy and climate change in the BSC executive committee and focus on:

· Energy and climate input to the Baltic Sea Strategy

· Regional perspective input in the COP 14 and 15 process
