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• MSFD requirement that Member States’ work is 

coordinated across marine regions (and sub-regions) 

• Prepare an OSPAR regional economic and social 

analysis overview on use of marine waters and the 

Cost of Degradation. 

• Further develop understanding of the economic and 

social impacts, across the OSPAR region, of the use of 

the marine environment in the context of the MSFD. 

• Provide lessons to inform approaches adopted by 

Member States across Europe and developed under 

other international sea conventions covering other 

marine regions and sub-regions specified under the 

MSFD.  

Purpose of Regional Analysis 
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Consortium Partners 
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Approach 

• System for collating, translating and 

analysing country economic and social 

analysis (ESA) reports 

• Challenges of language, timetables of 

reporting, understanding issues 

• 2 sectors (Ports & shipping; Leisure & 

tourism) analysed in more detail to 

learn lessons 

• Final report approved by OSPAR 2013 

• Report published on the OSPAR 

website (http://bit.ly/1hnz8zZ) 
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Quantitative Analysis  

 
• 8 different sectors where there was 

sufficient data were analysed: 

– Commercial Sea Fisheries; 

– Recreation & Tourism  

– Ports & Shipping; 

– Aquaculture; 

– Oil & Gas; 

– Renewable Energy; 

– Aggregate Extraction; and  

– Submarine cable settings and 

maintenance. 
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Cost of Degradation 

But thematic approach 

and cost based are 

largely similar.  

Don’t let semantics 

confuse you; look what 

(data) is underneath 
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Overview/Summary 

• The key barriers to collating an OSPAR-region ESA report are: 

– The different methods (approaches)  

– Variations within methods used: especially approaches for CoD. 

– Different types of data (i.e. both quantitative and qualitative) and 

varying quantitative/economic data types such as turnover vs 

value added are not directly comparable.  

– The different state of development of the ESAs and incomplete 

and non-homogeneous country data.  

– Different (or unclear) geographic coverage.  

– Different reference years or time series (NB data from either side 

of economic crisis!) 

– Different business as usual (BAU) scenarios.  
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Recommendations 

• Discussion for better harmonisation of data could look 

at: 

– Terminology for the same or similar marine sectors and activities  

– Formats for reporting definitions 

– Share information of the effort, usefulness and outputs of 

approaches  

– Expert judgements and assumptions to enable consistent 

presentation of ESA material.  

– Standardising definitions of sectors used in ESA reports 

– Reformulate data to fit standard definitions of the most common 

marine activities.  

– Survey work on particular aspects of the ESA. 

 

This report does mention (however 

rarely)  the many significant 

similarities, but stresses the 

differences.  

Provides food for thought and 

discussion. 
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Conclusions 

• Recommendations to 

improve consistency of 

data in OSPAR countries 

• Short-term: align 

accounting/cost-based 

approaches 

• Long term – work towards 

consistent ecosystem-

based approaches 
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Next Steps 

• OSPAR Workshop on Socioeconomic Analysis 13-14 

November 2013, London 

• Workshop aims to: 

– Consider recommendations of the Regional Assessment 

– Identify where Contracting Parties see the need for Regional  

Socioeconomic Analysis, particularly in relation to MSFD 

– Identify key areas for cooperation on ESA data within OSPAR 

region to support the policy-making needs / challenges  

– Make recommendations for work going forward, for example: 

identify research agenda / terms for future work  

 

Starting from the many significant 

similarities, I hope.  

We have done a lot (good), but how 

can we do better?  


