
 

 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION 
DIRECTORATE-GENERAL 
ENVIRONMENT 
Directorate D - Water, Chemicals & Biotechnology 
ENV.D.2 - Marine  
 

Minutes 

Expert group ICZM Recommendation 

10th Meeting, 15 February 2011  
venue: DGEnvironment, Brussels 

Introduction 

Mr Claude Rouam, chairman, welcomed the participants. Due to a public transport strike 
the meeting start was delayed and the agenda was rearranged.  

Agenda and participants list in annex. 

1. Follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation, joint impact assessment maritime 
planning and coastal management 
Mr Claude Rouam informed the expert group that the DGs MARE and ENV had decided 
to launch a joint impact assessment for future action on maritime spatial planning and the 
follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation.  
Birgit Snoeren, DGENV, provided a short overview of the contracts launched by 
DGENV to support the ICZM part of the impact assessment. These concern the analysis 
of the member states’ progress report on ICZM, the analysis of options for coastal 
information systems and the overall assessment of impacts to underpin a follow-up 
proposal to the EU ICZM Recommendation. In addition to EEA assessments of the state 
of the coast, the JRC produces a report on coastal development trends, based on land-use 
senarios (EU Clue scanner). Apart from the Member States’ reports and the support 
contracts, a major source of information for the impact assessment will be a web-based 
public consultation, to be launched probably in March. The time-line of the impact 
assessment is being finetuned, but results would become available by mid-2011 and any 
proposals from the Commission in the 2nd half of 2011.  
Emiliano Ramieri, Thetis SA, provided an overview of the contract on options for coastal 
information systems. The contract will provide an overview of existing information 
systems to support ICZM, examine more in-depth a sample of systems and, based on 
these analyses, formulate policy requirements and their impacts, with a view to further 
strenghtening the use and sharing of information as part of ICZM implementation. The 
contract includes stakeholder involvement, in particular a workshop (early May). 
 
Several experts welcomed the joint initiative on ICZM/MSP. Sten Jerdinius, Sweden, 
emphasised that the consultation should be wel advertised to get a good response. To 
questions on the nature of the options and the coastal information systems (Steve Collins, 
UK; Wim de Vries, Netherlands), Birgit Snoeren replied that the purpose is to explore 
policy options for information management. It is clearly not the purpose nor realistic to 
design a single ‘system’ which Member States would have to apply. Mitja Bricelj, 
Slovenia, and Françoise Breton, EEA-ETC, stressed that the contractor should establish 
close links with existing projects and managers of systems. Andrzej Cieslak, Poland, 
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agreed that use and sharing of information is central to ICZM but wondered wether the 
contract could also examine the public awarness and actual use of information in 
decision- making processes.   
 
Mr Claude Rouam concluded that the expert group will be informed about the launch of 
the public consultation, and Member States are invited to inform the regular contacts in 
their countries about the impact assesssment and consultation. The contracts have built-in 
opportunities for feedback and stakeholder involvement. A next meeting of the expert 
group could take place in June (subject to meeting room availability).  
 
2. Update on relevant EU policies: Marine strategy framework directive 
Carlos Berrozpe, DGENV, provided a presentation on the Marine Strategy Framework 
Directive. He stressed the approach to ‘good environmental status’ standards in the 
Directive, which is part of the stategy processes of Member States and the adaptive 
mangement built into the Directive, through 6-years cycles of revisions.     

Joop Bakker, Netherlands, wondered how the MSFD linked to the Water Framework 
Directive, as both cover coastal waters. Others stressed that the definition of ‘coast’ 
could not be too narrow as most impacts on sea stem from the land, and the land/sea 
interface needs to be fully taken into account (Andrzej Cieslak, Poland; Aydin Mustafa, 
Turkey). Wulf Hülsmann, Germany, indicated that it may not be always clear how the 
MSFD with standards based on an ecosystem-appraoch can be integrated with processes 
as ICZM or MSP that seek to strike a balance between socio-economic and 
environmental issues. Andrzej Cieslak, Poland, said that spatial planning is an important 
tool for ICZM. Environmental standard set through the MSFD, and other EU and 
national legislation, form an important basis for coastal management, but a hollistic, 
participatory decision making system such as ICZM is needed to integrate also non-
environmental issues and to ensure effective implementation of environmental norms and 
constraints deriving from legislation.   

Carlos Berrozpe answered that the sustainable use of the sea is duly acknowledged by the 
MSFD. Regarding eco-system based targets and socio-economic development, the issue 
of determining and managing cumulative impacts is particularly challenging. He 
indicated that the MSFD provided a legal definition and rather clear cut-off between the 
MSFD and WFD. However indeed in further implementation care is being taken to 
ensure consistency and avoid overlaps, such as in the detailed definition of descriptors 
and practical arrangements for reporting. This concerns not only the WFD, but  also the 
relation to e.g. nature legislation (Habitats Driective) and the Common Fisheries Policy.   

3. OURCOAST initiative 
Rob Steijn, project manager OURCOAST, Arcadis nv, provided an overview of the state 
of play of the OURCOAST project. He provided a short demonstration of the 
OURCOAST database that went on-line in January (www.ec.europa.eu/ourcoast). The 
experts are invited to use the database and provide their feedback, so that the product can 
be improved where necessary. The OURCOAST team is currently finalising an analysis 
of the collected cases and typical succes and fail factors. The next phase of the project 
will concern the development of practical guidance to support the implementation of 
ICZM, linked to examples of the OURCOAST database. Brochures are already produced 
by OURCOAST on some ICZM topical issues with references to actual cases 
(participation pactices, June 2010; socio-economic benefits, February 2011; a brochure 
on  information and technical solutions April 2011). A major conference will be 
organised in Riga, Latvia, on 27/28 October.  

http://www.ec.europa.eu/ourcoast
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Steve Collins, UK, welcomed OURCOAST and wonderd whether  OURCOAST could 
help in making the socio-economic benefits of ICZM more visible. Sten Jerdinius, 
Sweden, stressed that guidance in national languages will be important. Wulf Hülsmann, 
Germany, would welcome more cases on land-sea integration. Athina Mourmouris, 
Greece, stressed that the Commission should involve the project managers of on-going 
Interreg, RTD projects in the OURCOAST guidance development. 

To several questions on plans for updates of the OURCOAST database, Birgit Snoeren, 
DGENV, replied that the dabase is programmed to allow addition of new cases. This part 
is still being tested. Moreover, further support is being considered for after February 
2012 when the initial set-up contract end. Johnny Reker, EEA, expressed support by the 
EEA in the use and development of OURCOAST. 

Claude Rouam, chairman, invited the experts to give feedback on OURCOAST and to 
make their regular contacts aware of OURCOAST. Interested persons should register on 
the mailing list, through the website. This mailing list will also be used to inform about 
the impact assessment and ICZM policy developments.  

4. Long term financial needs to support ICZM implementation and use of EU 
financial instruments 
Claude Rouam informed the participants that the preparations for the financial 
perspectives 2014-2020 had started. The issue of funding has been recurrent in relation to 
discussion ICZM implementation. It is clear that a distinction needs to be made to 
funding related to the ICZM process, and actual investement that may be needed to 
implement ICZM strategies or plans. He invited the participants to share their views on 
the funding needs and other suggestions to improve the access to funding to assist ICZM 
implementation.  

Steve Collins, UK, felt it was neither pratical nor desirable to take forward any initiative 
that could lead to an increase in the EU budget and that financial initiatives to support 
short-term project funding was  not helpful to the long term implementation of ICZM. 
Instead of funding needs, emphasis should be placed on demonstrating the economic 
benefits of ICZM, which would motivate partners to invest resources.  
Kathy Belpaeme, Belgium, agreed that the core ICZM activity in Member States should 
not depend on project funding, but she said that project funding had a clear role to play to 
kick-start new initiatives, or to fill a gap in certain actions (studies, plans) that would 
otherwise not be done.   
Mitja Bricelj, Slovenia, felt that strong support should be given to transboundary 
cooperation projects, in particular to solve issues of planning and environmental 
problems.  
Mihail Costache, Romania, highlighted in particular the investments needs to deal with 
coastal erosion, including in transboundary areas.   
Joop Bakker, Netherlands, indicated that the development of on- and offshore 
windenergy parks will be an important issue. Support for cooperation and exhange of 
best-practice in  transboundary context would be a useful. 
Wulf Hülsmann, Germany, indicated that support for coordination networks would be 
useful. To support implementation, it would furhter be useful to support demonstration 
projects and development of practical ways to ‘translate’ scientific concepts such as eco-
system based approached into actual planning. 
Athina Mourmouris, Greece, agreed that transboundary cooperation is important, but also 
implementation within Member States needs to be addressed. She felt that that in 
particular improving governance is currenlty more difficult to find funding for, and some 
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clearer earmarking or prioritisation in the future regulations would be useful (e.g. 
demonstration projects, management boards or stakeholder platforms to implement local 
plans). Vahtra Silver, Estonia, agreed that the governance aspects are key to ICZM, and 
IMP, and focussed support would be beneficial. 

Claude Rouam concluded the discussion by inviting the participants to reflect further on 
the issue, and to send further suggestions and contributions. In particular also quantative, 
aggregated estimates of financing needs are welcomed.  

5. National progress reports on ICZM implementation in Member States 
Claude Rouam indicated that initial feedback from Member States shows that 18 of the 
22 coastal Member States expect to provide an ICZM progress report, covering 2006 up 
to 2010. This is a very good outturn and the efforts of Member States are appreciated. 
The reports will constitute an important input in the impact assessment for the follow-up 
to the current ICZM Recommendation. All reports will be placed on the ICZM website 
on EUROPA. For the limited meeting time left, he invited a participant for each regional 
sea to say a few words on their report and outlook for future action. 

Andrzej Cieslak, Poland, said that Poland considers ICZM as a decision making process, 
which needs to be firmly established by law. Consequently activities have focussed on 
adjustments to the national legal framework, in particular to ensure that application of the 
the ICZM principles are ensured in the long-term. Important issues to deal with are 
further the land-sea interaction and involvement and awareness of the public in coastal 
planning and management. By the end of March, a national spatial concept with a vision 
upto 2030, covering the land and the sea territory of Poland will be presented to the 
national parliament.  

Sten Jerdenius, Sweden, informed the expert group that in the Baltic Sea region a 
common working group of HELCOM and VASAB was established, which will assist the 
cooperation on MSP and ICZM. The group has adopted principles on MSP, in line with 
the Commission Communication on MSP and established a workplan. The Swedish 
report will soon be sent and it shows that considerable ICZM progress has been made 
especially concerning broad regional initiatives on land-sea planning and cooperation has 
been enhanced considerably both vertically and horizontally. 

Wulf Hülsmann, Germany, indicated that in Germany the informal and early stage 
coordination function of ICZM is more emphasised. A coordination network covering 
national level and Länder level was established.  

Margarida Almodovar, Portugal, informed the experts that Portugal had adopted its 
national strategy, with a series of actions. Improvements to the goverance of the coastal 
zone is central to the strategy, in particular better use of science in policy and the 
strenghtening of information systems to underpin coastal planning and management. 
Specific programmes exisit for the 4 coastal areas. First discussion have started on MSP. 
Portugal will link its ICZM strategy to the strategy for the sea. An important and 
recurrent issue is the determination of carrying capacity of the coast or sea area, and to 
contain development proposal within the capacity of the planning area.  

Xavier Chauvin, France, said that the French report is available and provides a 
statistical/information part first. It further elaborates on the important institutional 
changes in France, following a comprehensive consultation process (‘Grenelle’ of the 
enviroment) which led to novel tools and approaches for coastal management. France has 
further examined the actual state of implementation of ICZM based on a questionnaire. 
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The report expressed some views for the future and recommendations, including the need 
to profile ICZM more as part of the IMP and the need to cover land- and sea without 
creating additional boundaries. The survey also showed the interest by practitioners in 
networking, training, methodological support, common indicators and new tools to 
generalise the ICZM implementation.     

Daniela Addis, Italy, explained that the Italian report is based on a questionnaire that was 
sent to 54 actors. The analyses confirmed that in Italy many activities in relation to 
ICZM take place, but they lack interaction. At the national level, Italy is now preparing a 
law to ratify the ICZM Protocol to the Barcelona Convention, as well as adopting 
instruments for the implementation of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive; 
Ministry of the Environment, Land and Sea is coordinating (together with Regions, Local 
Authorities  and Central Administrations), the work programme for the elaboration of the  
“ICZM National Strategy”, through the set up of a permanent technical table specific for 
ICZM. 
The obstacles encountered attained the lack of communication among different sectors, 
as well as the absence of: binding legal tools and, in particular, of a specific national 
ICZM legal instrument; ad hoc instrument for planning and programming; harmonization 
and involvement of the local administrative levels;  a resource mobilization strategy.  
The main needs for the further implementation of ICZM are: enforcement of a negotiated 
program and plan instruments; increasing the availability of resources (not only 
economic ones) through a specific Resource Mobilization Strategy; ensuring a better 
information flow among the ICZM actors; coherence, efficiency and reliability of 
relationships and indicators referring to environment status; sustaining education, 
training and research 
Main conclusions, lessons learned and prospects for further ICZM implementation in 
Italy:  
- The distribution of environmental competences has to be seen  as an opportunity to 
create vertical “working groups”, composed by experts of National, Regional an Local 
Administration, cooperating in the whole process of defining the ICZM policies. 
- The ongoing process of administrative decentralization represents a factor increasing 
the complexity of the applicability of ICZM Recommendation 
-  Where correctly realized and applied, this process represents, at National level, the 
application of subsidiary principle (with a strong reference to ICZM application)  
Mustafa Aydin, Turkey, added for the Mediterranean apart from the ICZM Protocol and 
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Michail Costache

a stock-take that is being carried out, the coastal centre of the Barcelona Convention 
(PAP/RAC) supports several ICZM activities in collaboration with the Parties (such a
studies and guidance development, Coast Day celebration, demonstration projects 
CAMPs). Turkey as a Party to the Convention was not able to sign the Protocol, bu
project is launched which examines practical ways to implement ICZM in Turkey. It is
hoped that this work will pave the way for a possible future accession to the Protocol. 

, Romania, gave a brief overview of the ICZM law in Romania. 
ation 

sue of 

PA 
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Revisions to the law are being discussed, in particular to make the national coordin
and consultative structure on ICZM more effective. However differences between 
national and local visions for development are recurrent, which often hamper the 
adoption of local plans to implement the national strategy. Often there is also an is
lacking resources for studies or integrated plans. Given the serious coastal erosion 
problems in Romania, significant efforts have gone to prepare masterplans and 
investments to deal with coastal erosion. The other most important issues are M
establisment, pollution reduction and climate change mitigation/adaptation. Finally, 
cooperation in the Black Sea is important. Romania is Party to the Bucharest Conven
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Conclusions

for the Black Sea, and participates in the ICZM Advisory group and the work on 
indicators planned for 2011.  

 

Mr Claude Rouam, chairman, concluded the meeting by recalling that the coming months 

The expert group will be kept informed about the steps in the impact assessment process, 

A good outturn of member states’ progress reports on ICZM is expected. Member State 

Experts are invited to provide further suggestions on durable funding for ICZM and 

Experts are invited to give feedback on the OURCOAST database and relay the 
 register 

A next expert group meeting could be held in June (date to be confirmed and subject to 

will be a very important and busy period due to the impact assessment on ICZM and 
MSP.  

and he thanked the participants for the fruitful discussions at the meeting. 

experts are invited to sent an electronic copy of the reports as soon as available. 

funding needs that could be support through EU co-financing schemes. 

information to contacts and networks in their countries. Interested persons should
to the mailing list on the website.   

meeting room availability).  
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Agenda 

Expert group ICZM Recommendation 

10th Meeting, 15 February 2011  
venue: DGEnvironment,  

Avenue Beaulieu 5, room BU5 0/C, Brussels 
11 hrs – 17 hrs 

 

11.00 Welcome  

• Follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation, joint impact assessment maritime 
planning and coastal management 
Presentation state-of-play, exchange of views  

 
• Update on relevant EU policies: Marine strategy framework directive 

presentation state-of-play 

12.30 – 14.00 Lunch 

• OURCOAST initiative 
Presentation of state-of-play, October 2011 conference  

• Long term financial needs to support ICZM implementation and use of EU financial 
instruments 
Exchange of views 

• National progress reports on ICZM implementation in Member States 
Discussion  

16.30 Conclusions 

 

7 



8 

 

PARTICIPANTS       

Member States 

ITALY : Addis Daniela, Ministry of the 
Environment, Land and Sea 

addis.daniela@minambiente.it  

PORTUGAL: Almodovar Maria Margarida, 
National Water Agency margarida@inag.pt  

Pinto Sousa Lisa, National Water Agency dulce@inag.pt  

BELGIUM: Belpaeme Kathy, Province of West-
Flanders, Coordination Centre ICZM Kathy.belpaeme@west-vlaanderen.be 

SLOVENIA: Bricelj Mitja, Ministry of the 
Environment and Spatial Planning mitja.bricelj@gov.si  

POLAND: Cieslak Andrzej, Maritime Office 
Gydnia cieslak@umgdy.gov.pl  

Krzywda Katarzyna, Ministry of Infrastructure  kkrzywda@mi.gov.pl  

CYPRUS: Constantinidou Joanna, Ministry of 
the Environment 

jconstantinidou@environment.moa.gov.c
y  

ROMANIA: Costache Mihail, Ministry of 
Environment and Sustainable Development Mihai.costache@mmediu.ro  

NETHERLANDS: De Vries Wim, Ministry of 
Environment and Infrastructure Wim.de.Vries@minvenw.nl  

Bakker Joop, Ministry of Environment and 
Infrastructure joop.bakker@rws.nl  

DENMARK: Fischer Helle, Ministry of the 
Environment, Agency for Nature  hfi@nst.dk  

FRANCE: Chauvin Xavier, Délégation 
interministérielle à l'Aménagement et à la compétitivité des 
territoires 
DIACT 

Xavier.chauvin@diact.gouv.fr 

Fouquart Xavier, Ministry of the Environment 
Xavier.Fouquart@developpement-
durable.gouv.fr  

LATVIA: Granta Dace, Ministry of Regional 
Development and Local Governments, Spatial Planning 
Department 

dace.granta@varam.gov.lv  

GERMANY: Huelsmann Wulf, Federal 
Environment Agency, UBA Wulf.huelsmann@uba.de  

mailto:addis.daniela@minambiente.it
mailto:margarida@inag.pt
mailto:dulce@inag.pt
mailto:Kathy.belpaeme@west-vlaanderen.be
mailto:Kathy.belpaeme@west-vlaanderen.be
mailto:mitja.bricelj@gov.si
mailto:cieslak@umgdy.gov.pl
mailto:kkrzywda@mi.gov.pl
mailto:jconstantinidou@environment.moa.gov.cy
mailto:jconstantinidou@environment.moa.gov.cy
mailto:Mihai.costache@mmediu.ro
mailto:Wim.de.Vries@minvenw.nl
mailto:joop.bakker@rws.nl
mailto:hfi@nst.dk
mailto:Xavier.Fouquart@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
mailto:Xavier.Fouquart@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
mailto:dace.granta@varam.gov.lv
mailto:Wulf.huelsmann@uba.de
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SWEDEN: Jerdenius Sten, Ministry of Sustainable 
Development  Sten.jerdenius@environment.ministry.se 

MALTA: Mallia Christina, Environment and 
Planning Authority MEPA christina.mallia@mepa.org.mt  

GREECE: Mourmouri Athina, Ministry of the 
Environment, Energy and Climate Change a.mourmouri@dopk.minenv.gr  

SPAIN: Peña Martínez Carlos, General Directorate 
for Sustainability of the Coast
Ministerio Medio Ambiente  

Cpena@mma.es  

FINLAND: Tihlman Tiina, Ministry of the 
Environment Tiina.tihlman@ymparisto.fi  

ESTONIA: Vahtra Silver, Ministry of the 
Environment silver.vahtra@envir.ee  

UK: Steve Collins, Department for Environment, Food 
and Rural Affairs stephen.t.collins@defra.gsi.gov.uk 

Organisations  

CRPM, Perisse Damien damien.perisse@crpm.org  

EUCC, Pickaver Alan a.pickaver@eucc.net  

Candidate Countries 

CROATIA: Troselj Stanisic Sandra Sandra.troselj-stanisic@mzopu.hr  

TURKEY: Aydin Mustafa mustafaaydin@yahoo.com  

European Commission / EEA 

DGENVIRONMENT, D2 Marine 

Claude Rouam 

Birgit Snoeren 

Carlos Berrozpe 

Leo De Vrees 

Anna Cheilari 

Rebekka Lemb 

 

Claude.rouam@ec.europa.eu 

Birgit.snoeren@ec.europa.eu 

Carlos.berrozpe-garcia@ec.europa.eu 

Leo.de-vrees@ec.europa.eu 

Anna.cheilari@ec.europa.eu  

- 

DGMARE Hermien Busschbach Hermina.busschbach@ec.europa.eu  

EEA Johnny Reker 

EEA/ETC Françoise Breton 

 

francoise.breton@uab.es  

mailto:Sten.jerdenius@environment.ministry.se
mailto:Sten.jerdenius@environment.ministry.se
mailto:christina.mallia@mepa.org.mt
mailto:a.mourmouri@dopk.minenv.gr
mailto:CPena@mma.es
mailto:Tiina.tihlman@ymparisto.fi
mailto:silver.vahtra@envir.ee
mailto:stephen.t.collins@defra.gsi.gov.uk
mailto:damien.perisse@crpm.org
mailto:a.pickaver@eucc.net
mailto:Sandra.troselj-stanisic@mzopu.hr
mailto:mustafaaydin@yahoo.com
mailto:Claude.rouam@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Birgit.snoeren@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Carlos.berrozpe-garcia@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Leo.de-vrees@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Anna.cheilari@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Hermina.busschbach@ec.europa.eu
mailto:francoise.breton@uab.es
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OURCOAST Project manager: Rob Steijn, 
Arcadis, Netherlands 

COASTAL Information systems, project 
manager : Emiliano Ramieri, Thethis, Italy 

 

rob.steijn@arcadis.nl  

 

Emiliano.RAMIERI@thetis.it  

 

 

mailto:rob.steijn@arcadis.nl
mailto:Emiliano.RAMIERI@thetis.it

