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SeaGIS 1 + 2.o - Support for ecosystembasedplanning of the marine environmentusingGIS 

Cooperation between Swedish and Finish 
authorities in the Northern Quark area

2011-2014

2015-2018



2010

DafneCholet

Timetable

SeaGIS 2.0SeaGIS 1

2011 2012 20142013 2015 2016 20182017 2019

Plan Bothnia

ECONNECT

2020 2021

EU MSP Directive
May 2014

SWAM



Cross-border solutions for integratedmaritime governance

Activities in SeaGIS 2.0

1. MSP data and participation

2. Regional goalsfor BlueGrowth

3. State of the environmentςNature conservation

4. Ecosystemservices

5. Cooperation- Oil spill protection

6. Establishmentof the mapservice



HELCOM UnderwaterBiotop modelling
30 000 observationsclassifiedinto HUB
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SWAMsDraft of MSP
G = General use
N = Nature conservation
Gn= General usewith respect

to naturevalues



SeaGIS mapservice

ÅLibraryof mapsfor the seaand coastal
zone, more than500 layers

ÅRegionaldata

ωHarmonizedsymbology, FIN-SWE data 

ωOpen and accessible, evenin mobile 
devices

Pleaseusethe Chrome web reader



SeaGIS mapservice

Very useful for
VMarine spatial planning
VCross-border cooperation
VCommunication
VEnvironmental impact assessment
VMarine nature conservation
VMarine green infrastructure
VBlue growth



What about blue 
growth? 

ÅSeaGIS 1 + 2.0 have examined existing national and 
regional plans and strategies 

ÅSeaGIS 2.0 conducted a series of recurring 
workshops and interviews 



What about blue growth? 

Themes: 

1. Fishing and aquaculture

2. Shipping and infrastructure

3. Energy (mainly wind power)

4. Coastal tourism

5. Recreation and nature conservation 

(6.   Island communities)
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Outcomeof the interviewswith municipalities

ÅVerylow planning capacityin 
smallermunicipalities

ÅRather little interest in the sea

ÅLack of knowledge aboutpossibilities

ÅConcerns for more restrictions and "government 
ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭά

ÅWant to utilize resources to develop the municipality; 
Åresidential / vacation homes, 
Årecreation and tourism 
Åports and industries, etc.



www.seagis.org


