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EXAMPLES OF CROSS-BORDER ACTIVITIES:
Recreational activities such as diving and navigation.

FHLSEETPEA, 2014
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EXAMPLES OF SHARED RESOURCES AMONG
CROSS-BORDER STATES

Fish stock targeted by both fishing fleets and
cross-border gas reservoir exploited by both
countries.

FHLSEIE - TPEA, 2014



POTENTIAL MARINE CROSS-BORDER IMPACTS:
Aquaculture and offshore wind farm

FHLSEETPEA, 2014
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POTENTIAL MARINE CROSS-BORDER IMPACTS:

Wastewater treatment plant

FHREIETPEA, 2014
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POTENTIAL COASTAL CROSS-BORDER IMPACTS:
Oil exploitation pollution episode

FHREIETPEA, 2014
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Abstract examples of planning issues
for shipping/energy

1 Planning Mismatch: Routeing of cable corridors does
not match at EEZ border

2 Differing methodologies: different dimensions of
priority areas for shipping

3 Nature conservation issues: Planned offshore wind
farms bordering sensitive marine protected areas in

other country

-
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POVERTY MSP contributes to the sustain- MSP facilitates the sustain- 2 HUNGER
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1 PEACE, JUSTICE
AND STRONG
INSTITUTIONS

able development of maritime
sectors with direct economic
benefits for coastal communities,
particularly SIDS and LDCs.

MSP encourages the use of ma-
rine resources for health research
and development, and includes
early warning, risk reduction and
management of health risks.

MSP creates opportunities
through science, technology
and innovation to improve
gender equality in ocean-related
activities and decision-making.

MSP encourages the develop-
ment and diversification of mari-
time industries and infrastructure
as well as the transfer of marine
technology to boost innovation.

The integration of coastal

management and MSP promotes

a sustainable and climate-resilient
transformation of coastal cities that
guarantees citizens a safe access to the
sea and its cultural and natural wealth.

MSP integrates adaptation

and mitigation measures to build
the resilience of marine ecosys-
tems and reduce exposure and
vulnerability to climate change.

MSP is a multi-level decision-
making process whose successful
outcome depends on and
strengthens participatory, trans-
parent and effective governance.

 BRXAHERBE

able management of fisheries
and aquaculture, and builds on
new research and technology
to improve food security.

Education provides skills

and tools to enhance capacity
and participation in marine
economic activities, planning,
science and technology and
raise awareness.

(((
w

QUALITY
EDUCATION

g

Synergies between inte- 6 CLEAN WATER

grated coastal management and
MSP improve access to safe water
and better sanitation, and reduce
pollution caused by solid waste,
wastewater and marine litter.

MSP processes, associated
with Sustainable Blue Economy
strategies, facilitate oppor-
tunities for employment and
growth based on ecological,
economic and social objectives.

MSP contributes to managing 1
access to markets and resources
in a way that benefits all actors,
and increases their economic pros-
perity, particularly in SIDS and LDCs.

MSP aims to establish a Blue 1
Economy that sustainably uses
marine resources and ecosystems
through a circular economy
and certified production.

AND SANITATION

DECENT WORK AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH

o

REDUCED
INEQUALITIES

VN
(=)
4

RESPONSIBLE
CONSUMPTION
AND PRODUCTION

QO

MSP applies integrated 15 wwn

management strategies that
take into account land-sea
interactions in the context of an
ecosystem-based approach.

MSP enhances regional part- 1
nerships at transboundary level
for the achievement of the SDGs
through cooperation in science,
technology and capacity building.

PARTNERSHIPS
FOR THE GOALS

&
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A. Process evaluation

Preparation
Criterion Indicator Country yes/partly/no

1. Legal and a. Formal jurisdictional MSP systems are in Country 1
administrative place. Country 2
framework (Country 3...)

b. Legal instruments and administrative Country 1
processes are in place to facilitate Country 2
transboundary cooperation in MSP activities.

2. Institutional a. Authorities have responsibility for Country 1
capacity and transboundary cooperation in MSP. Country 2
cooperation b. The roles and responsibilities of Country 1

organisations in transboundary MSP have Country 2
been clearly defined and communicated.

c. There are institutional resources (eg. Country 1
staffing, skills, funding, data availability) for | Country 2

organisations to engage in transboundary
cooperation in MSP.

There is effective formalised communication
between organisations across borders.

national level

regional level

local level

There is equitable sharing of transboundary MSP

responsibilities and tasks across borders.

An agreed transboundary area has been defined for MSP

purposes.

3. Trans- a.
boundary
MSP area b.

Stakeholders have been involved in the selection of the

transboundary area.

4, Formulation a.
of strategic

Agreed strategic objectives for the transboundary MSP

process have been established.

58
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CONDITIONS FOR
TRANSBOUNDARY IMPLEMENTATION

COLLABORATION PREPARATION (IN NATIONAL FOLLOW-UP
OF PLANNING ) AND REVIEW

OPTIONS

’

Output of transboundary | Immediate outcome intermediate outcome
collaboration

Agreement on a Acknowledgement of the A change in the national MSP  Improved coherence of

transboundary planning transboundary need for planning of maritime activities ., SR B

solution national MSP FZEBR I (
BalticSCOPE) 2017

Establishment of a Naming of national Actual transboundary Improved transboundary o

transboundary collaborative  (and sector/interest) collaboration collaboration

body representatives
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