

[image: ]

Template for submitting the results of the workshop: 
 
	Title of the workshop:
	Reducing security risks related to the climate change and mainstreaming climate agenda in EUSBSR after 2020

	Organiser 
	Council of the Baltic Sea States, Union of the Baltic Cities Sustainable Cities Commission

	Corresponding EUSBSR objective
	Save the Sea; Connect the Region; Increase Prosperity

	PAs and HAs involved 
	HA Climate, PA Secure, HAàPA Spatial Planning

	Who was in the workshop (how cross-sectorial was it?)
	
Local authorities, VASAB, UBC, CBSS, SEI Tallin, international and regional organisations working with climate issues.

	Challenge that was addressed (max 100 words)
	
· How will climate adaptation and risk reduction agenda be integrated in the EUSBSR Action Plan? 
There are several current climate change-related security risks that have been identified in the region. The Cascade Project is looking into these and looking for models, tools and recommendations, such as risk assessment methodologies focusing on climate change risks, tailor-made for the local level, and specifically for the BSR. 
· Regarding the new EUSBSR Action Plan and Climate coordination:
· There should be a clear strategy on how climate related tasks will be organised and coordinated into the EUSBSR after 2020 until 2030.  Particularly the sectors that work with climate actions, either directly or indirectly, such as Tourism, Safe and Education.

	Short summary of a solution or proposed steps in addressing the challenge (max 400 words)
	
Recommendations/solutions:
The CASCADE project demonstrates, the importance of strengthen political and public support for DRR as well as improving the work in DDR by:
· Tailoring the Sendai Framework to the regional context and its challenges;
· Strengthening multilevel and cross-sectoral cooperation to enable a common, coherent approach in disaster risk reduction and climate change adaptation;
· Develop stronger coordination mechanisms for effective planning of implementation and cooperation as well as information exchange;
· Increasing the systemic support from the national for local level planning;
· Improving guidance and support (incl. financial);
 Integrating climate adaptation across all policy areas and relevant sectors.

The EUSBSR Action Plan 2030, states that
climate change should be integrated in the management and coordination of each of the individual Policy Areas. Additionally, climate change adaption is a cross-cutting issue that should be integrated into different levels of cooperation (local/national/macro-regional) as well as in collaboration with the Sendai Framework, Agenda 2030 and the Sustainable Development Goals. Furthermore, cooperation on macro regional Climate Change issues can be strengthened by: 
· Establishing strong leadership to approach the climate agenda holistically, using a common language, benchmarking performances and exchanging practices.  
· Utilising existing institutional capacity and forums to strengthen the climate agenda in the EUSBSR, in order to meet the EU climate policy goals.
· Having a focal point that will be responsible for driving the climate agenda in the BSR and ensuring efficient facilitation of raising climate issues through different strategic instruments.
·  Building a consortium of regional organisations with relevant experience and stakeholder groups that would ensure proper implementation of climate objectives.


	Expected positive change if the proposed steps are taken (max 100 words)
	Improved resilience and preparedness nationally and on the Baltic Sea Region level. 

Improved cooperation between national authorities and mainstreaming climate strategies in all Policy Areas by 2030.  

	1-3 photos, drawings or infographics, illustrating the solution(s). 

	

	Important logos 
	[image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ]
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Mainstreaming climate into 
EUSBSR Policy Areas







HA Climate supports implementation of EU climate policy


Climate neutral EU by 2050  > New ambition for 2030  - 55 %


EP vote 6 october -60% by 2030!







● The EU aims to be 


climate-neutral by 


2050 – an economy 


with net-zero 


greenhouse gas 


emissions. This 


objective is at the 


heart of the 


European Green 


Deal and in line with 


the EU’s commitment 


to global climate 


action under the 


Paris Agreement.


Measures to implement EU Climate Policy Goals







What we do as coordinators of HA Climate


Adaptive Capacity and Vulnerability 


of BSR Countries, by ND_GAIN Index


• Supporting EUSBSR Policy Area Coordinators to 


mainstream climate into their respective sectors


• Facilitating BSR Climate Policy Dialogue Platform


• Building Capacity of National and Local 


Authorities to mitigate and adapt to CC


• Facilitating exchange of information on climate 


change impacts as well methodologies, tools, 


experiences and best practices on increasing 


resilience of the  society


• Maintaining website www.haclimate.eu and 


updating BSR microregion data on EU portal 


Climate-ADAPT


• Supporting projects  aiming EU climate goals like 


CASCADE, CAMS platform , EFFECT4Buildings, 


SUMBA, BioBIGG etc


Coordinator time input: 2.5 FTE


Cost: ca 150 000 EUR/y







As a well-functioning governance structure is critical to the success or 
failure of the MRS, the review and further improvement of governance 
issues remains central for all strategies to ensure they keep pace with 
developments.


Implementation level


The role of the implementing bodies (thematic/priority/policy steering or 
action groups) has grown noticeably, as these are the drivers of the day-to-
day implementation of MRS action plans. The MRS key implementers need 
financial, political and administrative support to fulfil their tasks. 
Therefore, further work is required to appropriately empower them with 
clear mandates and effective decision-making capacity, while ensuring 
that they have the resources, technical capacity and the skills needed.


5


3rd EU Commission Report on MRS 
23.09.2020 COM(2020) 578 final 







MRS governance


The political level should strengthen its leadership of the 
MRS, by:


• providing strong strategic guidance; 


• ensuring coherence between the MRS and other 
territorial/sectorial national and transnational strategies and 
policies;


• ensuring that all MRS national and thematic 
coordinators are duly empowered and provided with a clear 
mandate and adequate resources;


• reinforcing multi-level governance through the effective 
involvement of regional/local stakeholders, civil society, 
including young people, in implementing the MRS. 6


3rd EU Commission Report on MRS 







The Baltic Sea Strategy Point (BSP) is a function providing administrative 
and technical support for EUSBSR management, development and 
communication.


Its main tasks are:


• Coordinating targeted capacity building for EUSBSR stakeholders, 
including those in neighbouring non-EU countries


• Coordinating the sharing of knowledge and best practices between PAs 
as regards integration of essential elements, such as addressing climate 
change and cooperation with neighbouring non-EU countries


• Coordinating the overall communication activities of the EUSBSR


• Coordinating the monitoring and evaluation of the EUSBSR


• Serving as the institutional memory of the EUSBSR


• Ensuring technical support to the NCG and, where possible, also to PACs


• Supporting the planning and organisation of the EUSBSR Annual Fora
7


REALITY CHECK: renewed EUSBSR AP 2.7. 
Baltic Sea Strategy Point
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REALITY CHECK: EUSBSR Policy Areas climate actions
Policy Area Direct climate 


actions


Indirect climate actions


Nutri None Action 1,2, Nutrient leackage reduction reduces GHG emission


Hazards None Action 1, 2, HS reduction reduces GHG emission


Bioeconomy Action 1, 2 , 3


Safe None None


Ship Action 1, 2, 3


Transport Action 2 Action 3, strenghtening multimodal system reduces GHG emission


Energy Action 1,2,4


Spatial Planning Action 1 Action 2, ecosystem approach may increase resilience to CC


Secure Action 1, Action 3, engagement of public in risk preparedness increases also


resilience to CC


Tourism None None


Culture None None


Innovation None Action 1, 2 innovation aiming energy efficiency and digitalisation


reduce GHG emission


Health Action 2


Education None None







Thank you!


valdur.lahtvee@cbss.org


+46 730776946  


http://haclimate.eu/


https://www.cascade-bsr.eu/


http://trea.ee/cams/



mailto:valdur.lahtvee@cbss.org

http://haclimate.eu/

https://www.cascade-bsr.eu/

http://trea.ee/cams/
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Climate change drivers, 
hazards and
consequences
EVELIN PIIRSALU, HEIDI TUHKANEN – SEI TALLINN







AIM & METHODS


Aim: To collect regionally (BSR) relevant information on the 


climate related


- Drivers (further links to resources)


- Hazards (main focus)


- Consequences (main focus)


Methods: desk review of grey and academic literature







CLIMATE RISK DRIVERS







CLIMATE RISK
AND HAZARDS


Source: Oppenheimer et al. 2014







CLIMATE RELATED HAZARDS AND CONSEQUENCES







Source: 


EEA 2017


VARIED PROJECTED CLIMATE
IMPACTS







CLIMATE HAZARDS


1. Weather related hazards


1.1 Heavy precipitation


1.2 Windstorms


1.3 Extreme temperatures


1.4 Frequent freezing and 


thawing cycles







AVAILABLE RESOURCES







II CONSEQUENCES...
CASCADING EFFECTS


1. Secondary hazard events


2. Consequences for the environment


and ecosystem


3. Consequences for human health


4. Consequences for infrastructure


5. Transboundary impacts


Fig. Onion-skin diagram of 
electricity supply failure Source: 
Hogan (2013)







EXAMPLE (DRIVER):
SEA LEVEL RISE


• Water encroaching on built areas which requires relocation


• More frequent high-tide flooding and coastal flooding which disrupt 
societal functioning


• Coastal erosion


• Erosion and flooding of coastal facilities can cause damage to 
infrastructure


• Higher water levels enable storm surges to move farther inland 
compared to the past


• Cable damage from increased instability of the seabed due to 
eroding currents and waves


• Higher stress on coastal ecosystems and habitat transition e.g. dry 
land to marshland to submerged areas which means changes in 
the plants, fish and wildlife


• Saltwater contamination of freshwater aquifers 







EXAMPLE (HAZARD): 
EXTREME TEMPERATURES


Figure1 Europe heatwave projections 2020-2052 


and 2068-2100; RCP 8.5.


Fig 2 BSR heatwaves projections 2020-2052. 


Shown is the projected number of extreme 


heatwaves (2020-2052; RCP 8.5; number in 33 


years), Source: EEA (2016)







EXAMPLE (HAZARD): 
FREQUENT FREEZING & 
THAWING CYCLES


Consequences of freezing rain (more rare), 


freezing drizzle and black ice (more common)


- FR Damage to critical infrastructure (transport, 


communication and energy) – disruptions –


economic losses


- Black ice – damage to road infrastructure - higher 


maintenance needs


- FR Damage to forests 


- FR Animals – low access to food under ice layer


- FD & Black ice - human health – traffic accidents


and pedestrian accidents (slipping and falling)
Photograph: M. Grandmaison in Stewart et al. 2014







EXAMPLE (SECONDARY
HAZARD): FOREST
FIRES


• Health risks, such as possible death or injuries from coming into 
contact with the fire itself.


• Health risks due to air pollution from fires, especially for high-risk 
groups. People can be hurt by the smoke and inhalation of the 
particulate matter in the air close to the fires and areas farther away 
due to winds carrying particles from one area to other.


• Loss in property


• Increased societal exposure to wildfires when urban settlements 
are alongside wildland habitats. Fire management around nature-
urban interfaces is also more complicated. 


• Disruption of transport systems and critical infrastructure (airports, 
power lines, etc.) due to forest fires result in economic losses for 
property owners, and a loss of recreational areas for the public. 


• Impact on local biodiversity


•







TRANSBOUNDARY IMPACTS


Source: Benzie and Carlsen 2016
Source: Hilden et al 2020







REFERENCES USED IN PRESENTATION


Benzie, M. and Carlsen, H. (2016). Introducing the Transnational Climate Impacts Index: Indicators


of country-level exposure – methodology report. https://www.sei.org/publications/transnational-


climate-impacts-index/.


Hilden, M., Lahn, G., Carter, T., Klein, R., Otto, I., Pohl, B., Reyer, C. and Tondel, F (2020). 


Cascading climate impacts: a new factor in European policy-making. Cascading Climate Risks: 


Towards adaptive and resilient European Societies (CASCADES).


EEA 2017. Climate change, impacts and vulnerability in Europe 2016. European Environment Agen-


cy. https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/climate-change-impacts-and-vulnerability-2016. 


Publication.


Stewart et al. 2015. On the characteristics of and processes producing winter precipitation types 


near 0 °C. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc. 96; DOI:10.1175/BAMS-D-14-00032.1







Thank you!
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Incorporating Climate Change into 
Risk Management: The “Cascade” 
EU project and Sendai Framework in 
the Baltic Sea Region
REDUCING SECURITY RISKS RELATED TO THE CLIMATE CHANGE AND MAINSTREAMING CLIMATE AGENDA IN EUSBSR AFTER 2020, 


12 OCTOBER 


KATIE GOLDIE-RYDER, PROJECT COORDINATOR, CIVIL SECURITY, COUNCIL OF THE BALTIC SEA STATES (CBSS) SECRETARIAT


#cascadeBSR







CASCADE POLICY DIALOGUE


1. Mapping the state of play of work with DRR and CCA


2. Setting the agenda for the 1st Transnational Policy Dialogue meeting – based on 
the findings of the mappings. Discussion with local level representatives, UBC 
General Conference, 16 October 2019


3. National consultations collecting input from various levels and sectors: Denmark, 
Estonia, Finland, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Poland & Sweden (+ 
Brussels)


4. 2nd Transnational Policy Dialogue meeting 2020 – policy recommendations 


5. Sustainability: 
• Criteria for a certification system – endorsement by the UBC(?)
• Concept for curricula – continued training promoted through the Baltic 


University Programme


6. Continued Policy Dialogue in the CBSS Civil Protection Network and the BSR 
Climate Dialogue Platform 







QUICK FACTS: SENDAI FRAMEWORK


• Hyogo Framework for Action 2005 – 2015
• Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015 –


2030
• Shift from disaster management to management of 


risks – focus on prevention
• All countries in the Baltic Sea Region have committed 


to implement the framework
• Two functions for coordinating national implementation: 


National Focal Point and the National Platform







MAPPING THE STATE OF PLAY OF WORK 
WITH DRR AND CCA


• Sendai Framework in the Baltic Sea Region: challenges – good 
practices – way forward 


• The Role of Local Governments in Adapting to the Climate: 
Overview of Regulatory Requirements and Support 
Mechanisms in the Baltic Sea Region 







SENDAI FRAMEWORK IN THE BALTIC SEA REGION: 
CHALLENGES – GOOD PRACTICES – WAY FORWARD 


24 questions


Targets E,F,G


Comparative
analysis


11 conclusions
4 recommendations



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Questionnaire (24 questions) based on strategies for DRR, international cooperation and risk information and warning systems (“increase” targets E, F & G) 
Comparative analysis focusing on common challenges, good practices and potential ways to strengthen the work
Result: 11 conclusions and 4 recommendations – to be discussed further








1. Disaster Risk Reduction is not a top political priority 
in the Baltic Sea Region.


2. Making DRR a political priority or not determines how 
well-organised the work is with the implementation of 
the Sendai Framework.


3. When the National Focal Point has a clearly defined 
mandate containing executive powers to fully 
coordinate the work with the Sendai Framework 
implementation – data collection and reporting as well as 
cooperation among stakeholders works better.


4. The Sendai Framework is a global framework where not 
all parts are relevant for the countries in the Baltic Sea 
Region. 


5. All countries recognise the need to work more actively 
with climate change risks in their National Risk 
Assessments, however, those responsible for the 
assessments do not have sufficient knowledge on 
how to integrate climate change into the relevant 
methodologies.


CONCLUSIONS







“The municipalities are not using 
the Sendai Framework-language 
and are not trying to reach the 


targets in the framework”


“Many aspects of the Sendai Framework are relevant 
for our national system, but the framework was 


primarily intended for developing countries” 







CONCLUSIONS


6. Difficult to distinguish between risk reduction and 
emergency preparedness. 


7. Very limited awareness of the impact of prevention 
measures used, such as information campaigns. 


8. Reporting to the UN Sendai Framework Monitor is time-
consuming and difficult. 


9. National Risk Assessments are conducted in all the 
BSR countries, however, collecting all necessary 
information for conducting a thorough assessment is 
difficult. 


10. International or regional cooperation is not commonly 
used to strengthen the national DRR capacities. 


11. All the countries in the Baltic Sea Region have various 
early warning systems in place, however, these systems 
have not been put to any hard tests. 







“The change to prevention-style 
thinking is slow – many people 


working in civil protection 
continue to focus on response 


rather than prevention” 


“Data is not collected on disaster 
loss on the local level, mainly 


because the local level does not 
see any reason to collect the data.” 







Recommendation 3
Multi-level and cross-sectoral 
cooperation should be strengthened 
to enable a common approach. 
Disaster Risk Reduction, Climate 
Change Adaptation and Sustainable 
Development activities need 
coherence – in strategic planning, as 
well as in preparing and conducting the 
National Risk Assessments.


Recommendation 4
Strong coordination mechanisms are 
needed to enable effective planning 
of implementation, cooperation and 
to manage the complex flows of 
information. This can be done by 
providing the National Focal Point with 
a sufficient mandate.


Recommendation 1
Strengthening political and public 


support is key for efficient 
implementation of the Sendai 


Framework for Disaster Risk 
Reduction – improving the quality 
of the National Risk Assessments 


paves the way for more solid 
decision-making.


Recommendation 2


The relevance of working with the 
Sendai Framework in the Baltic Sea 


Region can be raised through 
tailoring the framework to the 


regional context.


RECOMMENDATIONS







THE ROLE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENTS IN ADAPTING 
TO THE CLIMATE: OVERVIEW OF REGULATORY 
REQUIREMENTS AND SUPPORT MECHANISMS IN THE 
BALTIC SEA REGION 


Desk Study


National and 
local authority 
Websites


Country Specific 
Reports


4 conclusions
3 recommendations



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Countries include Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Norway and Sweden

Climate adaptation related legislation is encouraged by the EC for MS through the EU Adaptation Strategy. All 9 BSR countries have legislation, but differ in terms of how it is translated into local level planning and implementation. 

Aim: overview of climate adaptation related regulations and activities at national and sub-national levels in BSR
Methods: Desk review of online documents (Current conclusions)
Latest national communications under the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change
National and local authority websites
EC adaptation Scoreboard reports
Covenant of Mayors website
Country specific reports








CONCLUSIONS:
• Strategies and Plans


• All countries have a national climate adaptation strategy


• Implementation at sub-national level varies


• Mandatory : regional vs. local 


• Support Networks & Resources


• Risk Assessments
• National level climate risk assessments – Completed (or underway), some 


include future climate risks


• Local level requirements – explicit and implicit - unclear


• Flood risk assessment = high area of activity 



Presenter

Presentation Notes

CONCLUSIONS:
All of the nine countries in the BSR (DK, EE, FI, DE, LV, LT, PL, NO, and SE) have climate adaptation related legislation; however how this national legislation translates into local level planning and implementation differs from country to country.
 
STRATEGIES & PLANS 
Most of the countries have either formally or informally defined the role of local government in terms of adaptation. Even in the countries which do not mandate local level adaptation plans, recognise the role of local governments in adaptation within these documents. Encourage rather than mandate. 
In three countries (DK, NO, & SE) the local government role is defined in the national strategic documents.
- a few have made it Mandatory at regional level– e.g. County level in SE & Bundesländer level in DE
Mandatory at local level – Denmark only – though mostly focus on water management issues
 
SUPPORT (NETWORKS & RESOURCES)
Local governments in most of the countries are involved in networks (domestic and international) which support them on adaptation related work.
In some countries the local government associations are the platform. 
In some countries, funding to support local level adaptation came from the national government. 
Both info portals and guidance in local language.
RISK ASSESSMENTS
National level climate risk assessments – Completed (or underway), some even include future climate risks
Local level requirements – explicit and implicit - unclear 
Unclear how many require comprehensive climate risk assessments at the local level. In some countries, they are required through planning related legislation. E.g. Planning and Building Acts require municipalities to use relevant knowledge about risks as a basis for planning acitvities. However, it is unclear how comprehensive these risk assessments have to be.








Recommendation 3
Recommendation 1


Recommendation 2


RECOMMENDATIONS


Increasing the 
systematic support 
from National level
authorities for local 
authorities on 
adaptation planning.


Improving guidance, 
access to stable 
funding, and 
information for local 
adaptation.


Integrating climate 
and disaster risk 
assessments and 
sharing the 
information across 
sectors.



Presenter

Presentation Notes

Recommendations 
Increasing the systematic support from National level authorities for local authorities on adaptation planning.
Systematic improvement of local level adaptation efforts requires climate related information TAILORED to the local actor needs, as well as guidance on how to use this information. Much of the information is being provided in projects, but this work is finite in terms of time and funding, while adaptation must be continual. 
Improving guidance, access to stable funding, and information for local adaptation.
Even within one country, local governments are not working together, not using the same methodologies and thus have results which are not comparable. It also means that cooperation is limited in working with risks which are often shared.  
3. Integrating climate and disaster risk assessments and sharing the information across sectors.
When the work is not connected to or coordinated by higher governance levels, the learning between cities is also less likely to spread to other local governments in the same country. 
Improved links between the risk assessments – climate and civil protection and emergency response – can potentially improve the comprehensiveness of the assessments, the breadth of participation, as well as the effectiveness of the use of results.  








JOINING FORCES TO EFFECTIVELY WORK
WITH DRR AND CCA


CONCLUSIONS FROM CASCADE POLICY DIALOGUE SESSION, 16 OCTOBER 
2019


• Many cities are doing a lot towards long-term CCA; good examples of how they are 
assessing the risks,


• Need for more tools and support from the national level,


• The lack of political support for DRR prevents effective coordination,


• Need to raise awareness and increase the knowledge about the Sendai Framework,


• UNDRR Making Cities Resilient Campaign,


• Work more actively with climate change risks in the National Risk Assessments,


• To increase the cooperation between the sectors,







Thank you!


Contact: katie.goldie-ryder@cbss.org


Website: bsr-secure.eu
Twitter: @BSRSecure
Facebook: @BsrSecure #cascadeBSR
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EUBSR WORKSHOP 12 OCTOBER 2020


REDUCING SECURITY RISKS RELATED TO CLIMATE CHANGE AND MAINSTREAMING CLIMATE AGENDA


Presentation by Climate Director Mr. Risto Veivo, City of Turku


Leadership for Climate Action in BSR Cities


Risks and Adaptation in Turku Climate Plan







Climate-positive Turku - Climate Plan 2029
Turku City Council 11 Jun 2018 § 142


Kuva: iStock


Sustainable Energy


o Phase-out of coal by 2025


o Carbon-neutral energy-system by 2029


Sustainable Mobility


• Reduction of GHG by 50 % 2015-2029


• Carbon-neutral public transport by 2029


Sustainable Urban Structure


• Masterplan 2029 enables sustainable mobility, energy-efficient functional urban 


areas, vibrant city life and culture


Carbon Sinks


• Increasing the capacity to bind carbon and providing ecosystem services


Adaptation and resilience


• Preparing for Climate risks and adapting to change and building resilience


• Binding actions in line with EU SECAP model







Turku on schedule to 
become climate
positive by 2029


Our timeline:


2019 – 35% 


2021 – 50%


2025 – 65-70%


2029 – Carbon neutral


2029 onwards – Climate positive


Where we started We are here!


1990


1 287,3 kt 


CO2-eq


2020


670 kt 


CO2-eq


48% reduction


© Olli Sulin, City of Turku







Peak heat Forest fires


Erosion


Storms


Draught
Sea level rise


Flooding


Peak rain


Peak cold


Climate Risks in Turku
Adaptation and Resilience in Turku Climate Plan


Preparing for Climate risks and adapting to 


change and building resilience (following the EU 


Covenant of Mayors Methodology)


The analysis addresses:
1. Climate risks threatening the


city
2. Socio-economic, physical and 


environmental vulnerabilities
3. The impacts of climate risks


and vulnerabilities on the city


The process is four-fold:
1. Analysis of current situation
2. Risks threatening the city
3. Vulnerabilities of the city
4. Expated impacts







Main risks and impacts of 


Climate Change in Turku:


• Water-related risks such as floods, 


storms, rain and sea-level rise


• Changes in ecosystems and their


impacts on biodiversity, human well-being, 


food production, forestry and agriculture


• Plus / arising: excess heat and cold in 


prolonged periods? Forced mass-


migration? Instability of economy and 


societies?







Key methods to adapt


and increase resilience:


• Increasing information on climate


• Water management and building


• Safeguarding ecosystems


• Adaptation projects


• Supporting a sense of community







Urban parks and green infrastructure mitigate climate 


change (carbon sinks) and support adaptation (storm 


waters, effect on microclimate)


Carbon sinks, renewable energy and other 


compensations must also  be increased to reach carbon 


neutrality and to become a climate positive area.


• Promoting green areas and maintaining forests, fields 


and the amount of vegetation


• Preferring naturalness in planting areas


• New kinds of urban nature and green areas


• Fixing fragmented green infrastructure by forestation 


of suitable field areas


• Using green-blue factor in construction planning


• Using long-lasting woodwork in construction.


Photo: Minna Kankare 


Nature-based Solutions







• Making environmental and financial impacts of investments visible.


• Enabling projects to be managed from a holistic economic perspective.


• Payback time up to 15 years and profitability of investment 20 years


Life-cycle Steering Model for Investment Planning and Implementation


Environment


Climate, CO2


Expenditure


Planning


ConstructionMaintenance


Life-cycle management


The model is being developed and tested in co-operation between the cities of Turku, Helsinki and 


Tampere as part of the Climate Commitment of the Mayors of the six largest cities of Finland.







1. Fame/branding – getting the message


through and building support in/out


2. Reaping benefits from collaboration –


solutions are out there and in here


3. Building resilience and understanding


– sharing the planet and the challenge


Energy is a core topic


Climate risks and their impacts are not equally shared, yet they shape the
future of us all.







Mayor of Turku Minna Arven 


speaking at COP25 Chile-Madrid 


11-Dec-2019  Contributing to 


Climate Action 


together


Turku’s Climate Policy follows and 


contributes to the shared European 


and Global systems


SECAP - Sustainable Energy and 


Climate Action Plan / European 


Covenant of Mayors for Climate and 


Energy


EUBSR and UBC offer excellent


processes and networks for Climate


Action in BSR Cities! 







Thank you!
https://www.turku.fi/en/carbonneutralturku
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ONLINE


Towards a Decade 


of Innovation and 


Sustainability


11th Annual Forum of the EU strategy 
for the Baltic Sea Region


20 October 2020 Turku, 


Finland


www.annualforum2020.eu







Reducing security risks 


related to the climate change 


and mainstreaming climate 


agenda in EUSBSR after 2020


Janusz Gąciarz, Senior Advisor for Civil Security


CBSS Secretariat







Civil Protection


Law Enforcement 


Building Capacities 
in emergency and 


crisis 


management


Protecting human 


beings strengthening 


mechanisms for joint 


strategic and operational 


actions


A common 


societal


security culture


in the BSR







“Climate change is expected to increase the likelihood of extreme weather events 
occurring at a shorter interval in the future.” 


PA Secure Action Plan (2015)


“PA Secure offers a platform for cross-border, cross-sectoral and multi-level cooperation 
to strengthen societal security and allows for better coordination of activities dealing 
with prevention and preparedness related to both natural and man-made threats and 
developing methods for responding to security risks posed by climate change.”


PA Secure Action Plan (2020) 


Climate Change connection: 
1. Increased Awareness  


AP File Photo


Spenser Platt, Getty Images







“What we need to do is to bridge the cooperation gap between climate


change experts and civil protection professionals – to enable real


prevention and preparedness for current and emerging security risks


related to climate change. If we want the work with adaptation to the new


conditions to be successful, we need to bring all knowledge on board”


Ambassador Maira Mora, Director General of the CBSS Secretariat


European Forum for Disaster Risk Reduction, Rome, 2018







The CBSS Secretariat co-coordinates 
3 areas within the EUSBSR 


Horizontal Action 
Neighbours


Horizontal Action 
Climate


Policy Area 
Secure







Climate


change


adaptation


Civil 


protection


National level


Local level


Risk assessment


methodology


CBSS Civil 
Protection 
Network


Baltic Sea Region 
Climate Dialogue 


Platform







CASCADE


14.3


Risk Assessment


From Gaps to Caps


Capability Assessment


Climate Change Connection: 
2. Understand challenges and design methods 


to cope with them


How ready are we 
for them?


What are the risks? 
Scenarios based 


approach


Improving Capacity to 
treat current and 


future climate change 
related risks on the 


local level







Climate connection: 3. Defining focus


Knowledge transfer
From national to local 


Approach to climate change hazards
From static to dynamic 


Strategic coordination
From silo – to cross-sectroal cooperation







Stay safe and secure 


Janusz Gąciarz


janusz.gaciarz@cbss.org
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UBC Sustainable Cities Commission


“Make it possible together”


Coordination of Climate actions beyond 2020







Union of the Baltic Cities


City Network. Established 20 
years ago, in 1991.


Today 70 member cities


in 10 countries around the 
Baltic Sea Region. 


Focusing on Policy and  
Urban development.


UBC Sustainable Cities
Commission, in Turku, 
Finland.







Name/event


Geographic & Economic concentration


Aging population and Migration 


Inefficient Energy consumption and availability


Traffic, transport and accessibility problems


State of the Baltic Sea


Climate change


Financial crisis!


Common general challenges for a Macro-Region







Guiding strategies for UBC smart sustainable development


The EU Strategy for the Baltic Sea Region coordinates the activities to 


promote a more balanced development of the region.  UBC Coordinates the


HA Capacity.


HELCOM´s  (Baltic Marine Environment Protection Commission -


Helsinki Commission) Baltic Sea Action Plan 


HELCOM is the governing body of the Convention on the Protection of the 


Marine Environment of the Baltic Sea Area, known as the Helsinki 


Convention. UBC has an Observatory Status in HELCOM.


CBSS´s Baltic 2030 Group and UN 17 Sustainable Development Goals 


cross-cutting theme in UBC´s work connection also to


CDP – Global Climate and Water benchmarking platform


660 cities globally - 25 cities in the BSR reporting







BALTIC SEA REGION 


COUNTRIES
Green urban 


economies


Sustainable 


urban 


ecosystem 


and natural 


resources


Baltic Sea 


and its 


catchment 


area


Climate-


smart Baltic 


cities


UBC Sustainability Action Programme 2016–2021 and beyond:


Our vision for Sustainable UBC cities until 2020 and beyond:


“UBC cities will be climate-smart, providing a good ground for 


green economy to grow, while being resource-efficient and 


sustainable in all their activities as well as protecting the 


environment and waterbodies in the Baltic Sea Region.  


They will increasingly be known as global forerunners when it 


comes to creating inclusive, diverse, democratic, gender equal, high 


quality living environment for their inhabitants.”







Our Areas of Expertise







CASCADE –


Community Safety Action for


Supporting Climate Adaptation 


and Development 


Cooperation between


UBC Sustainable Cities Commission 


UBC Safe Cities Commission


UBC Planning Cities Commission


www.cascade-bsr.eu







UBC Sustainability Action Programme


NEW UBC 


Sustainability 


Action 


Programme 2021 


– 2030







201920182017







Comments for discussion:


Climate Change growing needs globally


EU level higher ambition


Local and region needs


Implementation need clear guidance and cooperation


For EUSBSR important to use existing institutional capacity!
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