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Economic Models

= Questionnaire sent to all partners -
collated in report.

= 19 respondents from 15 countries

= Predominantly Hydrographic

Organisations



*

* *
* ok

European
Commission

Partners

e FRANCE - Naval Hydrographic and Oceanographic Service (SHOM)

e BELGIUM - Coastal Division (MDK)

e ESTONIA - Estonian Maritime Administration (EMA)

e GERMANY - Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (Bundesamt flir Seeschifffahrt und Hydrographie) (BSH)
e  GREECE - Hellenic Navy Hydrographic Service (HNHS)

e IRELAND - Geological Survey of Ireland (GSI)

e ITALY - Institute for Environmental Protection and Research (ISPRA)

e ITALY - Italian Hydrographic Institute (Istituto Idrografico della Marina) (IIM)
e ITALY - Latium Region (LAZIO)

e LATVIA - Maritime Administration of Latvia (MAL)

e LITHUANIA - Lithuanian Maritime Safety Administration (LMSA)

e THE NETHERLANDS - Rijkswaterstaat

e NORWAY - Norwegian Hydrographic Service (NHS, NMA)

e PORTUGAL - Instituto Hidrografico (IHPT)

e ROMANIA - Danube Delta National Institute for Research and Development (DDNI) !
e ROMANIA - National Institute for Marine Geology and Geo - ecology (GeoEcoMar)
e SLOVENIA - Geodetic Institute of Slovenia (GIS)

e SWEDEN - Swedish Maritime Administration (SMA)
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Results

e The obvious trends are that there are one of three
categories that each partner falls under.

1. Freely available data with no restrictions and no
cost to the user. (Where publically funded)

2. Data is available but there is a cost.

3. Data is restricted under national security
limitations with degraded data available either at

cost or for free.



Data Policy

Free access to all data

Open access to all data with
some costs

Restricted access to all data

Restricted access to some data
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Partners %
(x/19)
GERMANY (BSH) 32

IRELAND (INFOMAR)
ITALY (Lazio Region)
FRANCE (Litto3D),
ESTONIA (MAE)

SLOVENIA (GIS)
ITALY (IIM) 10

NORWAY (NHS/NMA)

FRANCE (SHOM) 37
BELGIUM (MDK)

LATVIA (MAL)

PORTUGAL (IHPT)

ROMANIA (DDNI and GeoEcoMar))

LITHUANIA (LMSA)
GREECE (HNHS) 21

ITALY (ISPRA)
NETHERLANDS (Rijkswaterstaat)

SWEDEN (SMA)
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of Ireland's Marine Resource

us IRELAND
(Levenson 2012) p— (PWC 2008)
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CAMEROON PHILIPPINES
(Ache, 2011) (Tamtomo, 2011)
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Marine Base Maps in Coastal Norway -
MAGIN report 01-2018

e Coastal Mapping out to 1 Mile - including physical,
geological, biological and chemical properties.

* Norway - Ripple effects of the Aquaculture
Industry in Trom County — NOFIMA = job creation

e Project cost NOK 80.5 M Gross Value NOK 236.5 M

e3:1in Aquaculture alone.



Thank you!
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