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What the Tool Can Do?

The tool developed within BONUS project BaltCoast is designed to measure sustainable development in coastal areas and
to evaluate the success of different ICZM ‘best-practice’ examples applied throughout Europe. The spreadsheet tool, based on

previous FP7 projects DEDUCE, SUSTAIN and Quality Coast, includes sets of well-established 45 indicators that are grouped into
4 categories:

ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY (13)

- Changes in the state of

ECONOMICS (9) sustainability

SOCIAL WELL-BEING
(9)

Evaluation of the
management process

This methodology can be a tool for the improvement of different ICZM projects or initiatives because it helps to identify
strengths and weaknesses of ICZM initiatives and their contribution to sustainable development.

Needs and Requirements
Expertise, knowledge, statistical data

Expected Results

The new Indicator-based tool will be provided as generalized spreadsheet tool for Systems Approach Framework (SAF)
evaluations.
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Explanatory notes. Please follow the arrows:

‘ Only one score can be given for each indicator. Please read the brief description that is provided for each indicator
carefully. Please choose the most suitable answer and indicate it by typing the corresponding number in the white field below
(see example below). The total indicator score will be automatically calculated.

L The best-practice affects financtal e | No. strong negstive 'h.wv:i(hv&l' N..ﬂ;.:'gﬁn Ne ¢} Yes. wook positive Yu.o_w:m. Yes. strong pestive N Data
policies and instruments to support | Scale from 3 19 3 and 3 2 1 0 1 z 3 X
Clnrdfy wish =
economic stability and resilience = | l I T I
sirong negative  No. conmiderable N, woak negative Ne Lv.-.-o&oﬂ;]?u.qmmbvﬂo Yos. strong postive N Dot
2. The best-practice increases sconomic :;:’:;"’_’;3: ::'; | offects negative sffects effects Ehenges offects positive offocts effects
diversification cAnrify with 3 2 [ 2 I : ] 1 I 2 T 3 x
X e conmidniable  Na. wiak Yox. wook Vou, cormderable  Ves. o 1.50
T RN SRNOR SO e o) Pemse maicateann | aitects negative elfects teces Mo changes oo poaitive offects Tatecn | NoOsta
acceptable employment and training scaln from 310 3 wnd 3 2 3 o 1 2 3 X
opportunities for local residents Saymm | | | | 5‘«;4, Tl
strong negative  No, derab No, weak negab No cb Yes. weak posilive  Yes, considersble  Yes, stong pestive | (1
4.The best-practice Incraases payments | Pessindicameons | effects  negelive effects effects effects positive offects effects
and investments in 00astal management ]  anifewish 3 ] 2 I =] I 8 T 3 T 2 —;

‘ Environmental Quality, Economics, Social Well-Being indicators needs to be scored on a scale from -3 to 3:

T : TE

Negative No Positive
effects changes effects

Governance (Process) Indicators needs to be scored on scale from 0 to 4 (0 — No, not at all, 1 — Yes, slightly, 2 — Yes,
moderately, 3 — Yes, 4 — Yes, fully, X — No data).

‘ In case no data is available to answer the indicator, please insert 'X' in the white cell below the 'No Data' field. If you choose
'No Data,' make sure that you do not have any additional numbers in the other white cells of the corresponding indicator.

‘ Please give comments for each answered indicator (data sources, identified problems, other additional comments). This
serves as personal notes, as well as for later comparison.

‘ Please fill in the time consumed for your application in 'Final Assessment' sheet.
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
1. The best-practice reduces waste, o, ey b2, e izl U izl e U Sl
. . . Pl indicat negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
prevents air, water a nd soil p0||utI0n scaT:?olrr; i;at: ; 2: . effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
and stimulates material reuse and clarify with examples 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 X
recycles
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
o negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
2. The best-practice promotes flood PITa;e mdl;ate ;" ad effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
scale from -3 to 3 an
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
3. The best_pra ctice im proves the _ negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
status of water (ecological and PITaie |nd|¢;a:e ?c:n ad effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
scale from -3 to 3 an
. clarify with examples -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
chemical)
. . No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
4. The bESt'pra ctice su pports pOlICV and negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
system to conserve key natural sites Please indicate on a effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
scale from -3 to 3 and
(including marine and nature scenic, clarify with examples 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 X
cultural, and wild landscapes)
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
5. The best-practice effects land use Pl - negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
D lanni ng an d man agemen t su ppor ts sca(le:i?c::l I;att: ;2: p effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
’ clarify with examples -3 -2 -1 (1] 1 2 3 X

environmentally friendly rural activities
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
6. The best-practice supports urban L negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
. P PP Please indicate on a effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
planning and effects urban scale from -3 to 3 and
development clarify with examples -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
. Pl cleie ena negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
7.The beSt'pra ctice su pports natural sl e <8 e B & effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
habitats, biodiversity and their quality | clarify with examples -3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
8. The best-pra ctice im proves Pl indicat negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
. ease indicate on a effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
sustainable management of coastal scale from -3 to 3 and
erosion clarify with examples -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
. . No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
9. The best—pra ctice increases the Pl ez ena negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
resilience and reduces vulnerabil |ty to scale from -3 to 3 and effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
. . clarify with examples
climate change impacts Y P -3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
. . | indi negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
10. The best-p ractice increases ene rgy S;T:?:c::] |§a:§ ;g:d effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
efficiency clarify with examples 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 X
11. The best_practice increases the use No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
. Plesse efcie an e negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
of low-i mpaCt tra nsport and su pports seElte firemn <3 e B andl effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
sustainable mObI|Ity in the destination clarify with examples : 2 1 0 1 2 3 X

(including public transport)
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
. . No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
12. The best-practice contributes to Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
increase environmental awareness of scale from -3 to 3 and effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
. clarify with examples " o o
the population fy with exame 3 2 ! 0 ! 2 3 X
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
13. The best-pra ctice promotes Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive considerable postive No Data
. . effects negative effects effects effects positive effects effects
environmentally-friendly processes and | scale from -3 to 3 and
products clarify with examples 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 X
Number of indicators considered in the score calculation 13 out of 13
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
No, strong No. considerable No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes. stron
1. The best-practice effects financial | Pleaseindicate ona negative ne' ative effects negative | No changes positive considerable Osti\’le effeits No Data
lici dinst tst t scale from -3 to 3 effects = effects effects positive effects P
policies ana Instruments to suppor and clarify with P 5 1 . 1 5 . x
economic stability and resilience examples
No, strong No. considerable No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes. stron
. i Please indicate on a negative ne’ ative effects negative No changes positive considerable osti\’le effeits No Data
2. The best-practice increases scale from -3 to 3 effects . effects effects positive effects | P
economic diversification and clarify with -3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
examples
No, strong No. considerable No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes. stron
. negative ! i fect negative No changes positive considerable t" £ gt No Data
3. The best-practice ensures an Please indicate on a effects negative effects effects effects | positive effects | POstive effects
. scale from -3 to 3
acceptable employment and training and clarify with -3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
opportunities for local residents examples
No, strong No. considerable No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes. stron
4. The best-practice increases Please indicate on a negative ne’ ative effects negative No changes positive considerable osti\’/e effeEtS No Data
t di t tsi scale from -3 to 3 effects 8 effects effects positive effects P
payments and investments in and clarify with p " ” o ) s s x
coastal management examples
5. The best—pra ctice promotes L No, str'ong No, considerable No, wc'eak L Yv'eak Yes, Yes, strong
. Please indicate on a negative nezative effects negative No changes positive considerable ostive effects No Data
infrastructure development and scale from -3 to 3 effects = effects effects positive effects | P
increases environmental friendly UL AT B -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
examples
transport
No, strong No. considerable No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes. stron
6. The best—pra ctice increases Please indicate on a negative ne' ative effects negative No changes positive considerable osti\'le effegcts No Data
It I d . tall scale from -3 to 3 effects = effects effects positive effects P
culturally ana environmentally and clarify with 3 5 1 0 1 5 3 "
friendly, low-impact tourism examples
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
No, strong . No, weak Yes, weak Yes,
. . ) . i . Yes, sti
7. The best-pract|ce Increases Please indicate on a negative ':Z ;:i"‘l se'i::::: negative No changes positive considerable osi?v: ;?fgts No Data
. . . f scale from -3 to 3 effects = effects effects positive effects P
investment in innovation for green and clarify with . 5 1 . 1 ) . x
economy examples
No, strong . No, weak Yes, weak Yes,
. . . B . e . Yes,
8. The best-pract|ce Increases Please indicate on a negative ':: ;:ir\‘/ se't:fr:::: negative No changes positive considerable osi?v:t;?f:Ets No Data
productivity and use of sustainable scale from -3 to 3 effects & effects effects positive effects P
and clarify with 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 X
agriculture and fisheries examples
.. o 12 str? ng No, considerable No, w?ak Yes, Yv.eak Yes, Yes, strong
9. The best-pra ctice increases Please indicate on a negative negative effects negative No changes positive considerable ostive effects No Data
. . scale from -3 to 3 effects 8 effects effects positive effects P
investments on climate change and e
. v/l -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
flood risk management examples
Number of indicators considered in the score calculation 9 out of 9
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Yes,
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak L Yes, strong
1. The best-pra ctice promotes social Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive consolgi:ir::le postive No Data
. . d | .. f I scale from -3 to 3 effects negative effects effects effects peffects effects
justice and equal opportunities for a and clarify with
members of society examples 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 X
Yes,
2. The best-practice improves quality » No, strong e No, weak Yes,weak | nsiderable | Yo Strong
) Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive ositive postive No Data
of life (aII people have a home and scale from -3 to 3 effects negative effects effects effects ':affects effects
A and clarify with
access to basic infrastructure and examp\lles 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 X
services)
. . Yes,
3. The best—pract|ce prowdes o No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak considerable Yes, strong
3 R Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive iti postive No Data
educational opportunities, supports scale from -3 to 3 effects negative effects effects effects pe‘;fs;:t’: effects
fa_ H H and clarify with
life-long learning and |n'crea's.es p—— 5 P ) a A > 5 -
awareness about sustainability
4. The beSt-pra ctice protects, No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak consiY::;able Yes, strong
monito rs, and safegu ards local Please indicate on a negative cons'iderable negative No changes positive eI postive No Data
ident to natural. historical scale from -3 to 3 effects negative effects effects effects effects effects
resident access , , e —
y with
archaeological, religious, spiritual, and examples 3 2 1 0 ! 2 3 X
cultural sites
No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak consiY::;able Yes, strong
5.The b : . negative considerable negative No changes positive ", postive No Data
. e best-practice supports the Please indicate on a . positive
) A sl (i 8 (@ 8 effects negative effects effects effects effects effects
conservation of cultural heritage and clarify with
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 X

(includes rural heritage)

examples
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Yes,
_ . . No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak oy Yes, strong
6. The best praCtlce contributes to Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive conilgi:ir:::le postive No Data
crime preve ntion and increase scale from -3 to 3 effects negative effects effects effects ':affects effects
H and clarify with
perception oflsafety among e/ 3 5 1 0 1 ) 3 X
popu ation
No, stron, No, No, weak Yes, weak ves, Yes, stron,
R - phrels o L ' considerable b BRI
7. The be st—practlce increases Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive ositive postive No Data
ducti £ | d fair trad scale from -3 to 3 effects negative effects effects effects peffects effects
proauction or locCal and tair traae and clarify with
goods and services examples -3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 X
Yes,
. No, strong No, No, weak Yes, weak oy Yes, strong
8. The best-practice promotes Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive conil;iic:irva:Ie postive No Data
communication. cooperation between scale from -3 to 3 effects negative effects effects effects P - effects
’ p and clarify with effects
citizens and local authorities examples 3 2 1 o 1 2 3 x
9.The beSt-praCtice reduces No, strong No No, weak Yes, weak Yes, Yes, strong
vulnerability of people to climate Please indicate on a negative considerable negative No changes positive co:ilgi:i:’a:le postive No Data
. scale from-3to3 effects negative effects effects effects effects
change and promotes comprehensive | 4 i with effects
risk based assessment and prioritised examples 3 2 1 o 1 2 3 X

action in area

10
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
1. A management team with broad Please indicateona | No, not at all Yes, slightly mo;{:rsa;tely Yes Yes, fully No Data
competences and sufficient representation scale from 0'to 4
and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
was built to lead the planning process examples
Lo ) Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly dYes,t I Yes Yes, fully No Data
2. Human activities and associated stakeholder | scalefromotoa moderately
groups were determined and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
examples
. . . Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly modY:rsa'ter Yes Yes, fully No Data
3. The issue was chosen driven by ecological, scale from 0 to 4
social or economic needs and targets were set | 2nddarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
examples
. . - . Yes,
4. All possible measures were identified and Please indicate ona | No, notatall Yes, slightly mod:,sate'y Yes Yes, fully No Data
iled int It ti h thetical scale from O to 4
compiled into alternative hypothetica and clarify with 0 1 2 3 a x
scenarios examples
5. A strategy was developed how to assess the Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly mo:::a'telv Yes Yes, fully No Data
effect and ESE (Economic, Social, Ecologic) scale from 0'to 4
consequences of different scenarios (e.g. 2id C'a”f\lf T g 1 2 e 4 X
. examples
modelling)
Yes,
. . . o No, not at all Yes, slightl ! Yes Yes, full No Data
6. Different alternative scenarios were Please indicate on a ey moderately v
. . . scale from O to 4
simulated and results discussed with and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
stakeholders examples

11
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
X Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly ;!es,t I Yes Yes, fully No Data
7. Assessments were made of impacts on szl firain @ i TR
different stakeholders and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
examples
. . Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly mot]{eersa’ tel Yes Yes, fully No Data
8. Costs were calculated for different optional scale from 0 to 4 y
measures considered in the scenarios and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
examples
. ) Yes,
9. There was a strategy for the issues of Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly mod:rsately Yes Yes, fully No Data
.. . . scale from O to 4
missing data and uncertainty in and clarify with 0 X 5 N n x
implementation process examples
o . Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly dYes,t I Yes Yes, fully No Data
10. The feasibility, costs end efficiency of scale from 0 to 4 TR
scenarios were reviewed and evaluated and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
examples
Yes,
. Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly ! Yes Yes, fully No Data
11. The entire process was documented and scale from 0 to 4 OB
publicly available and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
examples
X Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly ;!es,t | Yes Yes, fully No Data
12. The concept was implemented and Y moderately
accepted by the public and clarify with 0 1 2 3 4 X
examples
13. Effects of imp|emented measure are Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly mo::;tely Yes Yes, fully No Data
. . . scale from O to 4
monitored on regular basis with respect to and clarify with o : " ; " ”
identified targets examples

12
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INDICATOR DESCRIPTION SCORING RANGES
Please indicate on a No, not at all Yes, slightly mocreersa;tely Yes Yes, fully No Data
scale from O to 4
14. The success of measure was evaluated and clarify with o ) > s a x
examples
Number of indicators considered in the score calculation 14 out of 14

13



