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Summary

Marine spatial planning (MSP) is often concidered as a pragmatic approach for
the implementation of an ecosystem based management to manage marine space
in a sustainable manner. Implementing MSP in an ecosystem context requires
the involvement of multiple actors and stakeholders at various levels of
government and society. Factors such as different governance settings (division
of power between central and local governments), different economic activities
and priorities accorded to them, different objectives, different spatial scales and
varying levels of uncertainty all affect how integrated oceans management is

achieved.



Here we compare MSP plans from Norway, Belgium and the USA to illustrate
how the integration of stakeholders and levels of government differs between
these countries along the dimensions mentioned above. This will indicate
success factors and provide grounds for recommendations for best practices for

achieving good integrated oceans management under varying circumstances.

Introduction and Materials and Methods

Development of good MSP plans require effective governance of marine space
(Qui and Jones, 2013; Ehler and Douvere, 2007). Developinging the appropriate
measures in an integrated (ecosystem) MSP setting requires integration of

concerns and interests[z] across sectors and between levels of government.

In the following manusript we will explore how such integration has been dealt
with in three markedly different MSP plans: the Belgian MSP plan covering the
whole Belgian EEZ in the North Sea, the Norwegian Integrated Management
plans - three plans covering the waters under Norwegian jurisdiction and lastly
the current US CMSP developments. Each case will be explored and compared
and contrasted to illuminate how integration of concerns and interests varies
depending on the context, and also to illucidate commonalities allowing for
successful integration of different concerns and interests and hence successful

governance of MSP plans.

Results and Discussion

Norway and Belgium have already inplemented MSP plans for their sea areas
while the US is still at a development stage at the federal level, while at the state
level several states have developed MSP plans independently (eg. Massachusetts,

Rhode Island, Oregon, New York and Hawaii) for their coastal environments.



Figure 1 Map of Belgium MSP area



Figure 2 Map showing the Norwegian integrated management plans. Red: the Lofoten - Barents Sea,

green: Norwegian Sea and yellow: North Sea - Skagerrak.
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Regional Planning Areas have been approximated for illusfrative purposes only
and should not be construed as a legal or official boundgry-of any kind.

Figure 3 Map of US CMSP areas.

The integration of between sectors and levels of governement vary in the three

different countries depending on their governance structure, culture and

traditions.

In the presentation and the full paper we will discuss these differences in greater

depth in relations to :

o

o

o

Governance settings

& Division of power
Economic activities and priorities
Aims and objectives of plan
Spatial scales
Levels of uncertainty

Resources available for planning

Commonalities making the foundation for effective integration will be discussed

in relation to recommendations for improvements.



References
CLIQUET, A., MAES, F. (1998). The New Belgian Law on the Protection of the
Marine Environment, Journal of International Wildlife Law & Policy 1(3): 395-

402.

COLLIE, J., W., ADAMOWICZ, M., BECK, B. CRAIG, T. ESSINGTON, D. FLUHARTY, ].
RICE and ]J. SANCHIRICO. (2013). Marine spatial planning in practice. Estuarine,
Coastal and Shelf Science 117: 1-11.

DOUVERE, F., MAES, F., VANHULLE, A., SCHRIJVERS, J. (2007). The Role of Marine
Spatial Planning in Sea Use Management. The Belgian Case, Marine Policy 31(2):
182-191.

EHLER, C., DOUVERE, F. (2007) MARINE SPATIAL INSIDE PAGES.indd. 99 pp.

MSP in Belgium (2011). Maritime Spatial Planning in Belgium; Analysis of the
period 2000-2011, Coordination Centre on ICZM, Oostende, Belgium at
http://www.west-
vlaanderen.be/provincie/beleid_bestuur/gebiedsgerichte_werking/kustbeheer_

en/Documents/kustbeheer_Inventaris_MSP.pdf

NATIONAL OCEAN COUNCIL. (2013). National Ocean Policy Implementation
Plan. National Ocean Council, Washington, D.C. pp 36.

PLASMAN, C. (2008). Implementing marine spatial planning: a policy
perspective. Marine Policy 32 (5) 811-815.



QIU, W,, JONES, P.J.S. (2013) The emerging policy landscape for marine spatial
planning in Europe. Marine Policy 39: 182-190.
d0i:10.1016/j.marpol.2012.10.010.

RABAUT, M., DEGRAER, S., SCHRIJVERS, ], DEROUS, S., MAES, F., BOGAERT, D.,
VINCX, M., CLIQUET, A. (2009). Policy Analysis of the MPA-process in Temperate

Continental Shelf Areas, Aquatic Conservation: Marine and Freshwater

Ecosystems, 19:596-608

SOMERS E., MAES F. (2011). The Law Applicable on the Continental Shelf and in
the Exclusive Economic zone: The Belgian Perspective, Ocean Yearbook 25: 249-

276.



	Link to Theme Session I
	"Integration at the round table – Marine Spatial Planning in multi-­stakeholder settings[1]"
	Authors:
	Affeliations:
	Keywords:
	Summary
	Introduction and Materials and Methods
	Results and Discussion
	References


