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Background

THE MAIN RESEARCH AIM:
The aim of the survey is to assess the fulfilment of the result indicator ,Indicator 4. Cooperation intensity
between institutions on management of water bodies and coastal areas”

Target group 22 respondents from selected organisations* in Estonia and Latvia

Sample size N=22 (11 from selected organisations from Estonia and 11 from selected organisations from
Latvia)

CATI (Computer-Assisted Telephone Interviewing)

\ January 2019

S -f- . % *Selected organisations in Estonia: Ministry of the Environment, Department of the Marine Enviroment; Ministry of Defence, International Cooperation
pECI |Cat|ons Department; Police and Border Guard Board, Border Guard Department; Ministry of Economic Affairs and Communications, Aviation and Maritime Department,
Maritime Service; Ministry of Rural Affairs - field of fishery, Department of Fisheries; Maritime Administration, Development Department; Environmental Board,
West Region; Environmental Board, South Region; Fishery Board of Riga Bay NGO; Estonian Small Harbours Development Centre

*Selected organisations in Latvia: Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development, Department of Environmental Protection, Water Resources
Division; Ministry of Economics; Strategic Planning and Resource Management Department, Strategy Division; Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries; State Border Guard;
Maritime Administration of Latvia, Maritime Safety Department; Latvian Environment, Geology and Meteorology Centre, Administrative department; State
Environmental Service (Regional State Environmental Services — Lielriga, Liepaja, Madona, Ventspils, Valmiera); Association of Local Authorities = Latvian Association
of Local and Regional Governments (LALRG)/ Latvian Association of Local and Regional Governments, Elita Kresse, Adviser on Foreign Affairs; Association of Latvia’s
Coastal Local Authorities (member of LALRG); Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology, Administration; Riga Planning Region, Spatial Planning Department; Kurzeme
Planning Region, Aiga Petkevica, Head of Project Department
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Estonia
Latvia
Environmental board, South regioon

Environmental board, West Regioon

Estonian Small Harbours' Development Centre

Ministry of the Environment Department of Marine Environment
Ministry of the Environment Water Department

Latvian Environment, Geology and Meteorology Centre

Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology

Ministry of Economic affairs, Aviation and Maritime Department, Maritime Service

Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Deveopment Department
Ministry of Rular Affairs Department of Fishery

Fishery board of Riga Bay

Riga Planning Region, Spatial Planning Department

State Environmental Service, Administration

State Environmental Service, Liepaja

State Environmental Service, Madona

State Environmental Service, Valmiera

State Environmental Service, Ventspils

Manager
Specialist
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s Summary

- 18 authorities (82%) indicated that they have colleagues or partners working on management of
water bodies and coastal areas in Latvia/Estonia and 13 out of 18 know their colleagues from the
related fields and 12 have met them in person.

- 15 authorities out of 22 (68%) say they have carried out cooperation with Latvian organisations on
management of water bodies or coastal areas. 4 authorities out of 15 indicated that the length of
such cooperation is up to 2 years and 3 have cooperated more than 10 years.

- Out of 7 respondents who had not carried out cooperation 3 would be interested in it. 5
respondents out of 7, who have not cooperated, are planning to carry out cooperation in the future.

. Cooperation intensity between Estonian and Latvian institutions on management of water bodies or
coastal areas at the moment: 46% (N=10) consider cooperation regular, 36% (N=8) consider it to be
limited, 18% (N=4) have no cooperation. According to the results, 20 organizations out of 22 (91%)
are interested in regular cooperation which includes such important aspects as regular information
exchange and regular meetings.






Cooperation between
institutions on management of
water bodies and coastal areas

Whole sample

18 respondents (82%) say they
have colleagues or partners
dealing with similar topic

13 respondents out of 18 know
these persons

12 respondents out of 13 have
met these persons

Do you have colleagues or partners dealing with management of water
bodies and coastal areas topic on Estonian/Latvian side?
% of all respondents, N=22

B Yes ®mNo

Do you know these persons?
% of those who have partners dealing with similar topic, N=18

B Yes ENo

Have you met with these persons?
% of those who know those persons, N=13

B Yes HNo



Length of cooperation
between institutions on
management of water bodies
and coastal areas

Whole sample

15 respondents out of 22 say
they have carried out
cooperation with Latvian

organisations on management of

water bodies or coastal areas

Up to 2 years have cooperated 4

respondents out of 15

2-5 years have cooperated 3
respondents out of 15

6-10 years have cooperated 5
respondents out of 15

More then 10 years have

cooperated 3 respondents out of

15

Have you carried out cooperation with Latvian organisations on
management of water bodies or coastal areas?
% of all respndents, N=22

B Yes HNo

For how long have you cooperated?
% of those who have coopereted, N=15

33

B Up to 2 years 2-5 years 6-10 years H More than 10 years



> 'Ways of cooperation and main purposes
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12

13
14
15

Condition assessment, planning and implementation of measures
Cooperation between fishing inspectors

cooperation projects, seminars, exchange of experience

cooperation in preparation of documentation, seminars, experience exchange
Environmental studies on the Gulf of Riga

experience exchange

In the framework of the ongoing project, the analysis of the study will be
carried out, followed by a study report

Joint events, training in environmental awareness and marine crisis

Monitoring water bodies condition
Natura 2000 project
Participation in projects

Plan was made for the future of the sea area on the Gulf of Parnu and the Gulf
of Riga

Planning documents, Rail Baltic evaluation
Project - Small river cleaning

Regional development activities

Good condition of water bodies

Fishing resource protection

Actualization of issues, experience exchange

Experience exchange to keep our water resources pollution free
Sustainable development and management

To evaluate State Environmental Services tasks and efficiency

Analyzing the flow of nitrogen both in the economy and in human activities and the
natural environment. Compilation of nitrogen balance in Estonia-Latvia

Improve marine tourism infrastructure in the Gulf of Riga and then increase sea-
related tourism coming from abroad

Improving and maintaining the status of both river basins
Protected areas of sea documentation
Water resource management, pollution

The smooth flow of nature conservation networks between countries to assess the
impact of a transboundary environment

Railrode influence on einvironment evaluation, Baltic sea costal planning
Cleanness of water, water quality influence on environment

The goals are very different



10 Reasons for non-cooperation

1  Cooperate in research
2 Do not have overlapping territory

3 Haven't had the chance

The goals are others and we do not manage ourselves. Rather, we give the conditions to manage and make an impact
analysis

5 There was no need in this area

6 Thisis a very specific area and needs some clarification as to what is meant by management

7  To collect monitoring data and status assessment on the same principles and basis



Cooperation interest

those who have not carried out
cooperatlon
Are you interested in cooperation with Latvian organisations on

management of water bodies or coastal areas?

Out of 7 respondents who had % of those who have not carried out cooperation, N=7

not carried out cooperation 3
would be interested in it

57

M Yes No




Cooperation Are you planning to carry out cooperation in future?
% of all respondents, N=22

consideration in the
future

Whole sample / % of have not
carried out cooperation

17 respondents out of 22 are
planning to carry out
cooperation in the future

5 respondents are not planning
to cooperate in the future mYes mNo

Are you planning to carry out cooperation in future?

5 respondents out of 7, who % of have not carried out cooperation, N=7
’

have not cooperated, are
planning to carry out
cooperation in the future

2 respondents out of 7, who
have not cooperated, are
planning to not cooperate in the
future

B Yes ®No




Cooperation intensity
and ideal cooperation

Whole sample

Cooperation intensity between
Estonian and Latvian institutions
on management of water bodies
or coastal areas at the moment
46% (N=10) consider
cooperation regular
36% (N=8) consider it limited
18% (N=4) have no cooperation

Ideal cooperation intensity
between Estonian and Latvian
institutions on management of
water bodies or coastal areas:
91% (N=20) regular
9% (N=2) limited

How would you assess the cooperation intensity between Estonian
and Latvian institutions on management of water bodies or coastal
areas at the moment?

% of all respondents, N=22

M regular cooperation, including regular information exchange, and regular meetings
M limited cooperation, including some information exchange; no or rare meetings

H no cooperation

What could be the ideal cooperation intensity between Estonian and
Latvian institutions on management of water bodies or coastal areas?
% of all respondents, N=22

M regular cooperation, including regular information exchange, and regular meetings

® limited cooperation, including some information exchange; no or rare meetings,
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