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0}; Session 11 Integrating Maritime Cultural Heritage into MSP

\ ' Moderator Jacek Zaucha
\J Program:

9.10-9.25 Maritime Cultural Heritage in MSP — International
Approach & Case Studies
Arturo Rey da Silva

9.30-9.45 Maritime Cultural Heritage in the Finnish MSP approach —
tools, practices and challenges so far
Mari Pohja-Mykra

9.50-10.10 Maritime Cultural Heritage in MSP —examples of the BalticRIM
project
Sallamaria Tikkanen

Panel & audience discussion:

10.10-10.30 Tools in use for integrating UCH / MICH to MSP
Best practices on how UCH / MICH areas are designated
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\ '\J Integrating Maritime Cultural Heritage into MSP

oderator: Mr Jacek Zaucha, Gdansk University
Rapporteur: Ms Marianne Lehtimaki, BalticRIM project, Finnish Heritage Agency

Panellists:

 Mr Matthias Maluck, State Archaeological Department of Schleswig-Holstein

Ms Magdalena Matczak, University of Gdynia, Poland
Ms Mari Pohja-Mykra, Finnish MSP Cooperation

Mr Arturo Rey da Silva, Escuela Espanola de Historia y Arqueologia en Roma EEHAR -
CSIC

Ms Sallamaria Tikkanen, BalticRIM project, Finnish Heritage Agency
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Questions to discuss:

* What does it mean to include maritime cultural heritage in MSP?

* To what extent is MSP ready for accommodating cultural heritage
needs & claims?

* Which way forward? Changing legislation? Changing minds of
planners?




BalticRIM Final Seminar on
Maritime Cultural Heritage and Maritime Spatial Planning

- BalticRIM

anageament

Vellamo Maritime Center in
Kotka, Finland
27th-28th May 2020

SAVETHE DATE!

Further information in the BalticRIM website

balticrim.eu

Organisars:
Finnish Heritage Agency
Metsahaliitus Parks & wildlife
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Maritime and Underwater Cultural Heritage are embedded into the Natural
Environment and both have social implications

Maritime Cultural Landscape
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Importance of the Maritime & Underwater Cultural
Heritage

e MUCH: Tangible and Intangible traces of human existence;

 Connects “land and sea together to embrace the totality of the potential
space affected by human maritime action”;

 Marine Space as the scenario of contacts and human interaction with the
sea, facilitating innovation and the development of society;

 Archaeological Data help drafting future development strategies,
connecting all stakholders.
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* Pillage, treasure-hunting and commercial exploitation

* Unscientific recoveries

e Lack of Legal protective frameworks

* Lack of Capacities in competent authorities N

* Maritime economic activities: Industrial fishing, 4 s
mineral extraction, land-reclamation, coastal urban . DR [
development, port constructions and extensions, off- 'i
shore wind farmes,... '

* Human use has altered marine environment and
preservation of resources
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Objectives &
Principles

”57} The UNESCO 2001 Convention on the Protection

of the Underwater Cultural Heritage

partially or totally under water, periodically or continuously, for at least 100 years...”

States Parties shall cooperate and shall preserve underwater cultural
heritage for the benefit of humanity in conformity with the provisions of
this Convention.

They shall, individually or jointly as appropriate, take all appropriate
measures in conformity with this Convention[...] using for this purpose the
best practicable means at their disposal and in accordance with their
capabilities.

The preservation in situ shall be considered as the first option

Recovered underwater cultural heritage shall be deposited, conserved and
managed in a manner that ensures its long-term preservation.
Underwater cultural heritage shall not be commercially exploited.

They shall ensure that proper respect is given to all human remains.
Responsible non-intrusive access shall be encouraged

« ..all traces of human existence having a cultural, historical or archaeological character which have been

Cultural and Natural Context

Encourage protection for
UCH under 100 years
submersion.

International Standards
for activities directed to
Underwater Cultural
Heritage

Manual for Activities directed at
Underwater Cultural Heritage
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)D)) 1972

Article 5. To ensure that effective and active measures are taken for the
protection, conservation and presentation of the cultural and natural heritage
situated on its territory, each State Party to this Convention shall endeavor, in so far
as possible, and as appropriate for each country:

(a) To adopt a general policy which aims to give the cultural and natural
heritage a function in the life of the community and to integrate the
protection of that heritage into comprehensive planning programmes.

Marine World Heritage Programme

Papahanaum

okuakea
* 49 Marine World Heritage Sites (45 natural, and 4 mixed) (United

* Programme aim: States of

America)
“Establish effective conservation of existing and potential

marine areas of Outstanding Universal Value to make sure

they will be maintained and thrive for generations to come”
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International Waters / High Seas

Cooperation System Underwater Cultural
Heritage in International Waters

1~ REUNION INTERMATIONALE

* World Heritage Convention only in
Territorial Waters;

* The Cooperation Scheme of the 2001
Convention could be a model to apply;

First case in international waters:

* The Case of the Skerki Banks, in
the Contiguous Zone of Tunisia
and Italy.

* Countries discussing the
establishment of a UCH
Protection Zone were
activities are regulated
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D;)) General Overview

\J\J MUCH absent from most MSP’s worldwide;

* Environmental and Heritage Impact Assessments only tools to
assess potential impact to MUCH;

e Lack of capacities, legal frameworks and competent
authorities;

* Dependence of International Organizations and International
Experts (i.e. Honor Frost Foundation, Rising from the Depths)

e Sectorial approach, separated from the MSP process.
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\/057} UN Decade of Ocean

'\JJ Science

Ocean Decade Heritage
Network

* UN Oceans Decade in Copenhagen, Denmark,
May 2019

e Specific Part for Cultural Heritage in the Ocean
Decade.

(&

02 United Nations Decade
of Ocean Science
030 for Sustainable Development

2
2

© LeifBolding, 10C
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)@ The Network Objectives o S
vJ Raise awareness in the broader cultural heritage community about the Decade;

U

e Support and reinforce interdisciplinary marine research.

#MSPforum Global Meets Regional | 19-21 November 2019 | Riga, Latvia


http://www.oceandecadeheritage.org/

MUCH

as facilitator for
Sustainable
Development

UNESCO

Local

#MSPforum Global Meets Regional | 19-21 November 2019 | Riga, Latvia

(J. Henderson, 2019:16)




Final considerations

 MUCH gives the historical perspective of how oceans issues have been addressed historically.

* World Heritage Convention requires States Parties to integrate cultural and natural heritage

protection into comprehensive planning programmes . Specific regulations for Zones of inscribed
Sites;

* The future of MUCH is in the narratives of our past as much as a resource for the development of

our future;

* Marine Heritage as a driver for sustainable economy and social cohesion;

 MSP is the “best practicable means” at States disposal to protect UCH under the UNESCO 2001
Convention (Art.5). MSP can “prevent or mitigate” activities “incidentally affecting UCH”;

 UNESCO’s legal instruments underline the key role that cultural heritage plays in linking society to

nature;

e Cultural Heritage, tangible & intangible, as a Socio-Cultural Dimension in MSPs / Cultural
Ecosystem Services (CES) (McKinley et al. 2019).

* New Strategic Models for the integration of MUCH into MSP and Developing Plans are need
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Maritime Cultural Heritage in the
Finnish MSP approach — tools,
practices and challenges so far

Mari Pohja-Mykra

Coordinator of the Finnish MSP cooperation
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: ’\ Seabed mining Environment Biotechnology Sacurity

“l-.§~ Northern
Ostrobothnia
Fisheries &
\ Aquaculture 28 Central
\ . > Ostrobothnia
o»H
themes Maritime Industries Cultural heritage Coastal tourism
g n . \ Satakunta
maritime spatial plans
+ maritime spatial plan for the Aland Islands
8 coastal regions
i;::;;l;:;esr Kymenlaakso
2 goals N LR e
. g B & i Uusimaa A
blue growth & good status of marine waters ' b ey Y o i
; 2 Gulf of Finlang

2 public consultations, >250 members in a coopseration network
Finalized by 31 March 2021

MARITIME SPATIAL PLANNING f‘ Bl Finiand's teritorial water

- Finland’s economic zone -
EUROPEAN MARITIME
= Border of Maritime Spatial Plan AND FISHERIES FUND




Suomen meriympdriston tila 2018

MARITIME
CULTURAL
HERITAGE —
SITUATION
ANALYSIS 2018

MERTALUESUUNN CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
PLANNING AREA — GULF OF

BLUE ECONOMY — SITUATION FINLAND

ANALYSIS 2018

MERIALUESUUNNITTELU

MERIALUESUUNNITTELU -

MERIALUESUUNNITTELU -

CURRENT STATE VISION AND ROADMAPS FINALISATION AND

FUTURE SCENARIOS REPORTING

Characteristics of the Planning Areas Intensive stakeholder dialog

CONSULTATION in the planning areas

Impact Assessment Impact assessment
Blue Growth Profiles Impact Assessment

State of the Marine Environment
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Y CULTURAL HERITAGE

Marine coastal culture

» The cultural history is characterized by fishing and seafaring, which
means there are plenty of related archaeological sites and cultural
heritage sites.

» National landscapes such as the Archipelago, and nationally valuable
marine landscapes.

» Lighthouses and daymarks are key symbols of seafaring in Finland.

Pﬁoto: Seppo lzérénen'
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I 11-20 7 Suunnittelualueet

Underwater cultural heritage

» Consists mostly of remains of seafaring, such as
shipwrecks and anchors at the bottom of the sea.

» The timber industry and sawmills built in the coastal
areas, as well as coastal fishing communities
constitute significant underwater cultural heritage.

» Over 2000 underwater cultural findings, of which
750 are protected.

» Underwater landscapes

Underwater cultural heritage spots. Figure: The Finnish
Heritage Agency.
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Intangible maritime cultural heritage

» Especially the coastal fishing culture: Ways and tools of fishing,
talking about and vocabulary of seafaring, ways of fishing, natural
phenomena and maritime places of names, names of and stories
about fishing locations and fishing huts as well as sayings, beliefs and
observations are proof of a fishing culture that was once very lively.

» Different stories can be related to rock formations, islands, erratic
blocks, large stones, caves and other remarkable geologic formations.
They can tell a story of supernatural activities (for instance, giants
and devils), treasures and will-o’-the-wisps, actions of the dead, old
places where people used to live, sources of livelihood, war
experiences and traffic routes.

Photo: Raimo Sundelin
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\s> S Participatory GIS to gain local-level

DU \) knowledge about meaningful places
Y,

Y
AN
5®J and processes in the coastal and sea

dared

* Data
» RCS: 467 respondents, 840 map markings

> Aland: 361 respondents, 450 map markings

e Themes
» Meaningful place for your livelihood

» Meaningful place for your leisure time and recreational
activities

» Meaningful place for nature and cultural values
» Emotionally meaningful place for you

» Place where you have noticed conflicting interest

Meaningful places — leisure and recreation, RCS - 365 map markings

#MSPforum Global Meets Regional | 19-21 November 2019 | Riga, Lat
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M,s»s?) Participatory GIS to gain_ local-level
g\\\\) knowledge about meaningful places
4 @’ and processes in the coastal and sea
area

» Where?

» For who?

» Why?

» When?

» What is needed to maintain it?

+* Meaningful places — leisure time, recreation

>
>
>

YV V VY

Lots of activities

Aesthetic values

Social relations and values (family, friends,
childhood)

Relaxing/peaceful place

Summer cottage

Nature and cultural values (RCS:4%)

. Meaningful places -
A leisure time, recreation

RCS 365 RESPONDENTS
ALAND 151 RESPONDENTS
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Sources: Esn, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esfi Jap@?ﬂﬁ&n China {Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (
cont

LIITTO 13.9.2019/vri
20 30 40

Thailand), NGCC, (¢} OpenSlreelMam-\\

ontributors, and the GIS User Communityi e, .



Emotionally meaningful places

+* Emotionally meaningful places /-?,;Tta';uxa 102 fejpot”de”ts
an respondents

v' 12,7 % of respondents in Satakunta
mentioned cultural heritage (13,7%
mentioned nature values)

v’ 28,4 % of respondents in Aland
mentioned cultural heritage (31,1 %
mentioned nature values)

AN

Aesthetic values

\

Social relations and values
(memories, family, friends, childhood) : \

T f
*

Recreation and refreshment

Relaxing/peaceful place .
3

Spiritual values

y
a@

'6%
,
ﬁ%g
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Negative feelings

SATAKUNTALIITTO 16.9.2019/vri

0 10820 30 40
Cﬁ O Km

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, USGS, Intermap, INCREMENT P, NRCan, Esri Japan, METI, Esti China (Hong Kong), Esri Korea, Esri (Thailand), NGCC, (c) OpenStreetMap
contributors, and the GIS User Community
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Participatory GIS — Nature and cultural values

www.panbalticscope.eu Satakunta:

FI-AX-SE Story Map

192 map markings -
23 % implicated
meaningful cultural
heritage

» Cultural history

» Coastal villages /
fishing communities

» Lighthouses
» Shipwrecks

> Fortress

CULTURE AND NATURE - SATAKUNTA NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS CULTURE AND NATURE - ALAND NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS

13 173 9 117
75 375 0 75 15 25 » 5 375 0 75 1 25 )
(== m——— | (=m = ————

1 Spmies B3, HERE Garrmn SA0 NOM, UEGA. © Opanitrest™deg (omttnton and B G5 Usr Commumty 1 Seunns by €86 Garver KO NORA, USGA € OperStmet'das comtbton, s rhe G v Commnty|



http://www.panbalticscope.eu/
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Scenario 2: “Profitability under the environment’s terms”
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Indicative opportunities of scenario 2 identified based on the workshops
with regard to the state of the environment blue growth and people’s
® COPYRI well-being and participation.
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KANSALLISMAISEMAT

Kansallismaisemat {27 kpl) ikt S di impia |

Ja kulttuuripiirteita. Merel lismaisemia ovat Merellinen Hel-
sinki, Saaristomeri, Mere aristo ja Hailuoto. Kansallismaise-
ia ei it olla. (Suomen ympdristokeskus)

VALTAKUNNALLISE STI MERKITTAVAT RAKENNETUT KULTTUU-

e e e

RIYMPARISTOT (RKY)

Ke i noin 1200 valt isesti ittvdstd raken- satamaympdristé

netusta iYMparisto: '710n isia ita. Ne Si
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lisgksi on myos maakunnallisesti jo Q‘
paikallisesti arvokkaita kulttuuriympdristdja. (Museovirasto 2015)

VALTAKUNNALLISESTI JA MAAKUNNALISESTI ARVOKKAAT
MAISEMA-ALUEET

Vuoden 1995 Valtic peri aatok perustuvat valtakun-
" nallisesti ar i lueet ovat kansallisesti edustavimpia kult-

ok P 7

AT 3 - 1 ja vavii i Paivi-
tysinventoinnin tulokset eivdt ole vield vamasa (Museovirasto 2018,

Ympdristéministerio 2015)

M llisesti ar 1 lueet ovat lia in-
ituj ita. Valt i paivitysi innissa osa aiem-
min valtak illisesti ar iksi i i ista on esitetty siir-
QF\ llisesti ar
X
KULTTUURIPERINNON SAILYMINEN Lainséadanndila suojelluista kulttuurihistoriailisesti ar ista rok istaja r
mista merialuille sijoittuu esim. luotsi- jo maj hdyskuntia / -1 i istokylia
Edellytykset Ja reunaehdot yms. (Museovirasto 2019).
Elavan 1 in toiminta liittyy Kiit
e ARGEOLOGINEN KULTTUURIPERINTO
ifymista. i
:om:m i r Arheologmenkultmanpenntonmassaﬂaan ihistoriallisella tai historiallisella ajalla ih
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oo A ; 2 r,'em SRR merkiksi uudemptaraktntelm Jjotka eivat kuulu mummsmuamlam piiriin {es:rn aile 100-vuoti-
: joiden ja P aat hylyt). Muinai: i ei ole voil ¥ liG. (M irasto 2019)
tuvan kaymn Iem:rvyyden varmistamista.
ipe limiseksi tarvitaan holisti:
laan kulttuuriympdristo- jo voja sisgitavia
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