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Cross-cutting issues to address in the interactive dialogues  

 

i) Governing and Managing Key Flows in a “Source-to-Sea” (S2S) 

Continuum  
 

Important issues to address:  

 

The need to target and strengthen a S2S concept is overall a horizontal action targeting several of 

the SDG 14 targets, in particular target 14.1 and 14.2 but also 14.7.  

 

The application of a S2S approach requires understanding the characteristics of the S2S system in 

question. For example, what are the priority issues in different geographical segments and in the 

system as a whole? What are the dynamics of the key flows that create negative impacts or 

benefits in the system? What are strengths and weaknesses of the existing governance and 

management system in terms of addressing system linkages looking at the past and into the 

future? What are the triggers to engage the key stakeholders in different geographical segments? 

Based on such an understanding, a theory of change can be designed to guide a desired course of 

action with positive outcomes throughout the whole system.  

 

Rationale:  

 

A S2S approach consolidates analysis, planning, policymaking, and decision-making across 

sectors and scales. It considers the entire social, ecological, and economic system, from the land 

area that is drained by a river system to the coastal area and even the open ocean it flows into. A 

S2S system includes the land area that is drained by a river system or systems, its lakes and 

tributaries (the river basin), connected aquifers and downstream recipients including deltas and 

estuaries, coastlines and near-shore waters, the adjoining sea and continental shelf as well as the 

open ocean. Water, sediment, pollutants, biota, materials, and ecosystem services key flows 

connect the sub-systems in the source-to-sea continuum and their geographies.  

 

Partnerships:  

The Action Platform for Source-to-Sea Management (S2S Platform) is a multi-stakeholder 

initiative that helps freshwater, coastal and marine experts to contribute to global knowledge 

generation on S2S interconnections, connect and engage in collaborative projects, promote best 

practices, and take collaborative action to improve the management of land, water, coastal and 

marine linkages. The secretariat is hosted by SIWI and has currently 21 members including 

UNDP, IUCN, UNEP- GPA, GEF, FAO and several institutes, commissions and private 

partnerships.  

 

 



ii) Enhance coordination and cooperation between international, 

regional and sectoral organizations on ocean- and coastal zone 

related matters  

 

Important issues to address:  

 

Enhanced regional coordination and cooperation between countries neighboring the same sea 

areas is crucial to building ownership and to be accountable to each other for implementing 

sufficient measures to restore shared sea areas. This is highly relevant for the implementation of 

ocean and coast related SDGs and need to be addressed as a crosscutting issue in several of the 

Partnership dialogues. In addition, cooperation between international, regional and cross-sectoral 

organizations on ocean-related matters can facilitate and accelerate this process. The UN Ocean 

Conference and the preparatory process could encourage and support joint regional 

commitments and governance approaches. 

 

Rationale:  

  

There are few sea areas where cooperation and governance function well. Those are areas where 

coastal states agree on the problems, share information on the state and agree on concrete targets 

and measures to be implemented. The reason coastal states here also fulfill commitments and 

implement agreements is closely connected to ownership of the problems and accountability to 

each other for fulfilling regional agreements. There are several regional bodies as well as 

specialized organizations under the UN that can form the platform for the development of 

Ocean Governance such as RFMOs, different agencies of the UN, Regional seas conventions 

and others. Strengthening the regional cooperation can potentially accelerate implementation and 

other issues highlighted in several of the dialogues. The dialogues should also inspire such 

regional cooperation and could invite parties to present joint regional commitments through 

regional cooperation. Joint commitments could also be presented as climate adaptation measures 

in National Determined Contributions (NDCs) under UNFCCC. 

 

There is also a governance gap concerning how different marine sectors and sectorial 

organizations work together to meet challenges requiring collective engagement at the regional 

level. Among the issues where such institutional cooperation is necessary are i.e. area based 

management, co-location, joint emission reduction targets for nutrient runoff and hazardous 

substances, forestry practices to reduce sediment runoff, management of fisheries, including 

migrating coastal fish, management of marine habitats/blue carbon habitats and more developed 

blue economy and protection of migrating species, a more holistic precautionary principle and 

marine spatial planning. Sustainability including economic, social and environmental perspective 

must be at the core when seizing the opportunities of a cooperation between countries 

neighboring the same sea areas and it is therefore also of high importance to find modalities for 

collective arrangements between the regional and global levels.  

 

 

 

 



iii) Gender parity 

 

Important issues to address:  

SDG 14 is less likely to be achieved if 50% of the population it affects is not taken into 
consideration or listened to. Globally, there has been enormous momentum on gender parity. If 
we translate that into action for a healthy Ocean, we have a chance of tackling the crisis facing 
the largest life-sustaining ecosystem on the planet. 

Rationale: 

 

Many of the great entrepreneurs, scientists, policymakers, grassroots activists, indigenous peoples 

and business leaders doing critical and unheralded work are women. Investing in women and girls 

creates ripple effects throughout entire communities. Countries with a high representation of 

women in parliament are more likely to ratify international environment treaties. Case studies 

from across the world repeatedly show that including women in the leadership and management 

of marine and coastal ecosystems yields better results. 

 

Half of seafood workers worldwide are female. They play an essential role in ensuring a reliable 

supply of food on which three billion people depend on for their daily source of protein. Yet, 

across the supply chain, there is substantial segregation of work and pay by gender, with women 

all-too-often denied a voice in fisheries management. 

 

The challenges facing the ocean are neither gender-blind nor gender-neutral. Women are at the 

forefront of - and disproportionately affected by - major Ocean emergencies like plastic 

pollution, illegal fishing, plummeting fish stocks, the climate crisis and ecological breakdown. 

 

When there is empowerment and gender parity, however, women bring to the table different 

experiences that enrich coastal management, community resilience and fresh perspectives in 

tailoring solutions. Across all sectors, women need to be empowered as leaders in the sustainable 

use and conservation of the ocean. 

 

In fisheries and aquaculture, where men frequently do the offshore and higher-value work, for 

example, women are overwhelmingly (90%) more involved in less well-paid, or unpaid, tasks such 

as processing, harvesting of less valuable seafood, sales and maintenance. In cases where they 

have access to the same jobs, tools, resources and decision-making power as men, both 

conservation and food productivity get better. 

 

Women are frequently more exposed to the risks. Illegal fishing, a vast criminal enterprise, often 

coexists with violence against women, a widespread problem. Studies analyzing the impact of 

disasters like cyclones and tidal surges show that women have greater risks to their survival and 

recovery in the aftermath. More research and data are needed to uncover the ways that women 

are impacted. This will help both to magnify the problems and their solutions. 

 

https://en.unesco.org/gem-report/sites/gem-report/files/GenderReview2016_eng.pdf
https://sdg.iisd.org/news/unep-report-showcases-womens-role-in-management-of-coastal-and-marine-environments/
http://www.fao.org/3/a-bc014e.pdf
http://www.unwomen.org/-/media/headquarters/attachments/sections/library/publications/2018/sdg-report-gender-equality-in-the-2030-agenda-for-sustainable-development-2018-en.pdf?la=en&vs=4332
http://www.unwomen.org/en/digital-library/publications/2018/2/gender-equality-in-the-2030-agenda-for-sustainable-development-2018
https://www.unisdr.org/files/48152_disasterandgenderstatistics.pdf
https://www.unisdr.org/files/48152_disasterandgenderstatistics.pdf


With clear evidence of the positive role that gender parity has in fast-tracking progress, we need 

to be much more inclusive in finding gender-based solutions at all levels if we are to save the 

Ocean. 

 

Women need to be given an equal seat on the decision-making bodies that affect the Ocean. 

They need to be given better access to funding, education, technology, market information and 

the ability to start ventures. The lack of gender diversity across numerous sectors stifles 

innovation, productivity and the solutions women could offer for creating a sustainable 

relationship with the Ocean. 

 

Partnerships:  

It is imperative to secure the Rights, Resources and Representation of women when 

developing the Blue Economy including sustainable management of resources. To enable 

analysis, policy development and action, economic and social data related to the ocean and 

blue sectors must be disaggregated by sex and age. We need more knowledge and awareness 

about: i) women’s role in different maritime sectors and value chains; ii) female 

representation in the development of the blue economy; iii) technology development that 

changes preconditions in different sectors and how that affects women in those sectors; iv) 

how resources are distributed (subsidies, start up support, loans, capacity building), etc.  

There is room for new partnerships to promote gender equality in ocean governance and 

blue economy or to include these aspects to a larger extent in existing partnerships including 

to promote data disaggregated by sex and age in ocean accounting and data collection at 

national, regional, and international level. 

iv) Make connections between the proposed changes and how they 

interact with industry and the finance sector.  

 

Important issues to address:  

 

There should be an overall aim to have a sustainable finance perspective as part of each dialogue. 

How can industry be part of the needed change? How can financial resources be made available 

for innovation and action for the respective transition?  

 

Rationale: 

 

Whether it is about more sustainable and developed blue economy, to minimize pollution of any 

kind or to change how we use the ocean resources, one crucial factor for success is if a major part 

of the financial flows supports the change or not. If available funds are supporting a certain 

change, it is, in most cases, more likely to incentivize innovation at scale. 

 

Partnerships: 

 

Friends of Ocean Action (FOA) is a coalition of over 70 ocean leaders who are fast-tracking 

solutions to the most pressing challenges facing the ocean. Its members come from Business, 

https://www.iucn.org/news/forests/201707/gender-equity-key-mangrove-restoration


civil society, international organizations, science, and technology. The mission of Friends of 

Ocean Action is to use their knowledge, means and influence to help the international 

community take urgent steps needed to conserve and sustainably use our oceans, seas and marine 

resources for sustainable development. FOA works with the following impact pillars: 

- Activating ocean finance 

- Building a resilient ocean 

- Creating a digital ocean 

- Nourishing billions  

- Uplink Ocean 

  



Interactive dialogue 1: Addressing marine pollution.  

 

This dialogue is particularly suitable to have a regional approach, as drafted above and with a 

source-to-sea oriented measures focus. The Ocean/climate nexus was prominent at the 

UNFCCC COP26 in Glasgow and one of the main messages was that increased ambition on 

reducing known stressors of the marine ecosystem to build resilience against climate change is 

central to ensure future ecosystems services from the Ocean ecosystems. These are for example 

erosion protection (coral reefs and mangroves), blue carbon storage (mangroves, sea grass and 

others), food production (sustainable management of fisheries and habitats). This dialogue 

should therefore also highlight pollution management as a climate change adaptation measure. 

 

a) Sound Chemicals Management  

 

Important issues to address:  

 

A sound chemicals control is a prerequisite for achieving SDG 14:1 and thus protecting 

ecosystems, conserving biodiversity, and ecosystem services. To achieve this goal, both national 

efforts in countries and joint global action are required:  

 

• The most effective way to protect the oceans from hazardous chemical substances is to 

solve the problem at the source by preventive chemicals control. 

• Preventive chemicals control must be implemented and enforced nationally in all 

countries to ensure the safe handling of chemicals.  

• It is important that measures can be taken to provide a global response to chemical 

substances of high concern due to their health and environmental hazards, which are 

spread internationally from chemicals as such but also from articles incorporating 

chemicals  

 

We would suggest that preventive chemicals control is addressed within the interactive dialogues 

as an overarching issue, due to its central role in achieving SDG 14.  

 

Rationale:  

 

Fish are contaminated with chemical pollutants, making them unfit for human consumption. 

Pollutants also pose a threat to marine and coastal biodiversity, including their ecosystem services 

and functions. Extraordinary high levels of persistent organic pollutants have recently been 

reported in the endemic amphipod fauna from two of the deepest ocean trenches. Contaminant 

levels were considerably higher than documented for nearby regions of heavy industrialization, 

indicating inferring that these pollutants are pervasive across the world’s oceans and to full ocean 

depth1. 

 
1 Jamieson, A. J., Malkocs, T., Piertney, S. B., Fujii, T. & Zang, Z. (2017): Bioaccumulation of persistent organic 

pollutants in the deepest ocean fauna. Nature Ecology & Evolution 1. Article number: 0051(2017). 
http://www.nature.com/articles/s41559-016-0051  

 

http://www.nature.com/articles/s41559-016-0051


Previously, hazardous substances in the oceans originated mainly from point sources that were 

possible to manage at the point of discharge. Today they originate from more diffuse sources, 

such as the articles they are incorporated in. These substances can enter the environment through 

direct release from the articles, by use or at the waste stage. Substances that break down slowly 

persists long-time in the environment and is therefore particularly problematic. Preventive 

chemicals control aims at managing the problems early, before the chemicals reach the market, as 

such or in articles.  

 

The safe handling of chemicals must be maintained in the long term. The number of substances 

that are traded are very large. New chemicals are constantly being developed and their usage 

patterns may change over time. A continuous chemical control is necessary, as a cost-effective 

way to prevent hazardous substances to enter the marine environment.  

 

A growing proportion of the use and production of hazardous chemicals occurs in countries with 

inadequate chemicals control, and the global trade of chemical products as well as other articles is 

vast. This increases the risk of serious health and environmental problems globally. The most 

hazardous chemicals that are spread globally need to be limited by international agreements.  

 

Many chemicals however continue to be used and to ensure safe handling of those national 

legislations and enforcement systems are needed. Support for the development of national legal 

systems can be given from the global arena, such as through guidance material and other means 

of capacity building. Each country must in the long term take responsibility for developing a 

sound chemicals management in their respective jurisdictions. 

 

b) Measures to reduce the outflow of micro-plastics  

 

Important issues to address:  

 

Micro-plastics are a fraction of marine litter. With the growing knowledge about sources, fate, 

and effects, it is time for action and concrete measures. This calls for action to deal with the 

emerging issue of micro-plastic pollution in the marine environment. We suggest that the issue of 

micro-plastic pollution should be addressed in the Interactive dialogue Addressing marine pollution.  

 

• There is a need to identify effective actions and measures to reduce the widespread 

release of microplastics to the marine environment. 

• One recommendation from the expert group on marine plastic litter and microplastic 

mandated by UNEA 3/7 and 4/6 is to develop a legally binding global agreement to 

combat plastic pollution and micro-plastics.  

 

Rationale:  

 

Micro-plastics are a fraction of marine litter and have been shown to be present in the aquatic 

environment from the Arctic to Antarctica, in both densely populated and remote areas. A newly 

discovered specie found in the Mariana Trench was found to contain microplastic bead. There 



are however risks of significant adverse effects on marine ecosystem. And as for marine debris in 

general, the emissions of micro-plastics to the aquatic environment are estimated to increase.  

 

Sweden has chosen to focus on the issue of micro-plastic pollution in the marine environment. 

Micro-plastics in the marine environment can come from a multitude of sources, e.g., some 

cosmetic and personal care products where they are used as exfoliation micro-beads or as 

unintentionally formed abrasion particles, such as textiles and particles from tyres. Other micro-

plastics come from the fragmentation of larger plastic objects in the oceans. Although preventing 

marine plastic litter overall is crucial to also reduce the occurrence of micro-plastics in the sea, a 

holistic approach containing many types of measures is needed due to the large variety of sources 

and pathways. This could e.g., include banning the use of micro-plastic beads in cosmetic 

products and improving wastewater management, as well as voluntary agreements within e.g. the 

textile, tyre and cosmetic industries.  

 

c) Sound solid and liquid waste management  

 

Important issues to address:  

 

Nutrient runoff is an increasing problem in many parts of the world that lead to blooms of 

phytoplankton, poor visibility, and anoxic bottoms. This is one of the major drivers for negative 

impacts on coral reefs, seagrass beds and other habitats as well as fish populations. It thereby has 

direct effects on food production, erosion protection and blue habitats which illustrates the link 

to climate adaptation. It is also affecting large areas also beyond national borders and should 

therefore be jointly approached by coastal states around sea areas. The solutions are well known 

and techniques for building wastewater treatment and changing agricultural practices can in most 

cases be directly built or implemented. 

 

Poor waste management and littering are the main causes of marine debris in large parts of the 

world. Of high significance is the often poor standard of human settlements in coastal areas in 

developing countries where the incidence of poverty is high. Open landfills can also be major 

contributors when waste is washed out to the sea via rivers during storms and floods2. Improving 

waste management practices in many countries in the world can have a significant positive effect 

in reducing marine debris and pollution from waste as well as improving the overall 

environmental impact and human health. We suggest addressing the need for sound waste 

management practices within the partner dialogues, as promoting a sound waste management is 

an important aspect in achieving SDG 14.  

 

• It is essential to develop coherent legislative framework, policies, and strategies on waste 

management. How to strengthen public institutions at different government levels, 

including capacity to improve the living conditions among people living in poverty in 

coastal settlements? What is required to monitor sound waste management practices, to 

enforce regulations and penalties for illegal handling and disposal of waste?  

 
2 Havs- och vattenmyndigheten: https://www.havochvatten.se/hav/fiske--fritid/miljopaverkan/marint-skrap.html  

 



• How can different actors such as the private sector, the research community, civil society 

and communities and households contribute to creating sound waste management?  

• The ongoing work of the expert group on marine plastic litter and microplastic mandated 

by UNEA 3/7 and 4/6 is an important step towards combatting marine plastic pollution. 

A holistic solution encompassing both microplastic and marine litter would be a global 

agreement. 

• How have regions coordinated actions for the joint benefit of improved status of marine 

ecosystems regionally? 

• How can regions jointly support each other to reduce emissions of nutrients? 

• What specific problems could different sea regions jointly address by joint commitments 

and what are the economic benefits of doing so? 

• What climate change effects are expected in different sea areas and what adaptation 

measures could be jointly implemented to build resilience against those changes? 

 

Rationale:  

 

It is estimated that, since 2008, more than half of the world’s population does not have access to 

basic waste management services (e.g., collection and disposal in engineered landfills). 

Furthermore, many developing countries face challenges when dealing with the mounting waste 

streams in rapidly growing urban areas. Even though waste management is estimated to account 

for a large portion of municipal budgets in developing and transitional countries, the collection 

rates are often low and disposal standards remain poor3.  

 

When it comes to hazardous waste, many countries dispose of this together with non-hazardous 

waste or release it into the environment without proper treatment. This poses a serious risk to 

human health, other living organisms and to the environment. Also, the increased flow of 

materials includes a growing flow of chemicals in different products making waste streams more 

complex to recycle and dispose of.  

 

Improving waste management practices in many countries in the world can have a significant 

positive impact in reducing marine debris and pollution from waste. However, establishing sound 

waste management practices can be challenging for many countries, partly because it requires 

involvement from multiple levels of government as well as from different actors in the private 

sectors as well as civil society, local communities, and households. The widespread occurrence of 

poverty in coastal areas of developing countries is obviously a major challenge. The new decision 

under the Basel Convention offers a strong signal and opportunity to work on plastic waste 

through national measures.  

 

 

 
3 Ölund Wingqvist, Gunilla and Slunge, Daniel, 2013. Governance Bottlenecks and Policy Options for Sustainable 

Materials Management - A Discussion paper. United Nations Development Programme and the Swedish 
Environmental Protection Agency.  

 



Interactive dialogue 2: Managing, protecting, conserving, and restoring marine 

and coastal ecosystems. 

 

Important issues to address:  

 

Strengthen the use and role of area-based management, including ecosystem based marine and 

coastal spatial planning, to be able to achieve 14.2.  

 

Rationale:  

 

Marine Protected Areas is key to protect and conserve marine biodiversity. Sweden supports a 

global target of 30 % protection by 2030. It is important that the networks of protected areas are 

efficiently managed, well-connected, and representative. An ambitious Implementing Agreement 

under UNCLOS to protect biodiversity beyond national jurisdiction will be key to achieve goals 

and targets agreed by the COP under CBD.  

 

Area based management, including ecosystem based marine and coastal spatial planning, is 

emerging around the world as a practical tool for promoting ecosystem-based management. 

Forecasts for 2030 show that that marine spatial planning is likely to strongly increase as an 

important governance tool amongst countries and in regions the coming decade 

(www.msp2017.paris).  

 

The target 14.2 indicator measure progress in the proportion of national exclusive economic 

zones managed using ecosystem-based approaches Highlighting further action on area-based 

management, including marine spatial planning, fits well with the ambition to increase the 

proportion of area managed using ecosystem-based approaches, strengthening the work 

achieving the Aichi targets. Spatial planning not only enhances cross-sector integration but also 

multi-level governance, being important on local, national, regional as well as global level. An 

example is the importance of mangroves for the sustainability of tropical coastal and marine 

areas. Furthermore, the interrelationships between SDG 14 and several other SDGs point to the 

importance of participatory approaches. This includes partnerships between governments, 

agencies, researchers and local communities, e.g., for the protection of rich but also sensitive 

marine areas. It is also of great significance to apply a gender perspective to the use and 

management of marine and coastal resources, in recognition of the very often significant role 

played by women in small-scale fisheries and aquaculture and, overall, in the value-chain from 

catch and harvesting to consumption and marketing.  

 

As of now the use of Spatial planning, and especially Marine and Coastal Spatial Planning, is not 

mentioned in the background note but acknowledged in the draft call for actions. Giving 

attention to this issue within the partnership dialogue would be a concrete example of how to 

move forward on the implementation of Agenda 2030. Marine and coastal spatial planning 

delivers on partnership dialogue 2 but also on dialogue 7, which is valuable as to show that 

governance tools like marine spatial planning is importance for the delivery on many parts of the 

agenda. It is likely that new partnerships and commitments can be launched related to this issue 

at the time of the Ocean conference.  

http://www.msp2017.paris/


 

Partnerships:  

 

UNESCO/IOC and EU Commission (DG Mare) has launched a joint initiative to strengthen 

MSP globally. Several UN organizations and bodies address area-based management on a 

national and regional context for example, UNEP and the Convention on Biological Diversity. 

Within the framework of the Nairobi Convention, initiatives are also taken by other 

organizations, e.g., WWF and CORDIO.  

 

Within the EU sea basins several cooperation projects and partnerships are under development. 

In the Baltic Sea region cross-border cooperation projects are both ongoing and under 

development such as Pan-Baltic Scope http://www.panbalticscope.eu/ 

 

  

http://www.panbalticscope.eu/


Interactive dialogue 3: Minimizing and addressing ocean acidification, 

deoxygenation and ocean warming 

 

Important issues to address:  

 

Reducing carbon dioxide emissions from all sources is key to halt climate change, ocean warming 

and acidification. Assessment of combined and cumulative effects of different stressors such as 

pollution and climate change are key. Climate mitigation and adaptation solutions with co-

benefits to conservation and restauration of ocean, and coastal ecosystems and integration of 

nature-based solutions in infrastructure planning including financing can have multiple positive 

social, environmental, and economic effects. 

 

How climate change is affecting the Arctic Ocean and Antarctica, and how climate change in 

polar regions has effects on oceans elsewhere should be addressed. The findings and conclusions 

of recent scientific assessments on climate change and the ocean should form the basis of this 

interactive dialogue. 

 

Rationale:  

 

Recent reports such as the IPCC Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing 

Climate and the IUCN report on ocean deoxygenation 

https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/48892 shed light on the interrelation between climate 

change and the ocean as well as lethal combinations of pollution and climate change. 

Climate change is affecting the Arctic Ocean, which in turn has effects on oceans elsewhere. 

Over the past two decades, global warming and climate change have caused rapid changes in the 

Arctic, especially in the western Arctic Ocean. These changes include rapid sea-ice retreat and 

increases in sea surface temperatures, Pacific water inflow, freshwater storage, and surface CO2 

concentrations. Ocean acidification (OA) can be detrimental to marine organisms and 

ecosystems. Projected climate change processes are thought to amplify ocean acidification in the 

Arctic Ocean, making it even more vulnerable to rapid chemical changes than any other ocean 

basin. The Arctic Ocean is particularly sensitive to climate change and more rapid acidification is 

occurring in the Arctic Ocean than in the Pacific and Atlantic oceans.  

 

Besides ocean acidification, climate change in the Arctic is on a path towards a qualitatively new 

Arctic with distinctly less sea ice. The decline is one of the clearest climate change signals. Some 

Arctic areas, as e.g., the Barents Sea, are projected to be ice-free year-around in about two 

decades; other regions will follow later or be at least seasonally ice-free. Little is known about the 

consequences of this ice retreat for the Arctic Ocean, its regions and the surrounding land areas. 

A challenge is to understand and simulate consequences of diminished ice conditions for the 

ocean, its circulation, mixing, waves, coastal regions, Arctic land and ecosystem, climate-relevant 

gas exchanges, geo-chemical cycles, and interactions with the world ocean and climate. Resulting 

knowledge can be expected to feed into more capable regional and global climate simulations to 

assist decision making with respect to low-emission scenarios inspired by the Paris Agreement. 

 

https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/48892


Via the melting of Greenland's land and mountain glaciers, the global sea levels are affected. 

Carbon presently locked up in permafrost on land and seabeds could be released which would 

fuel the accumulation of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere and speeding up climate change. 

Changes in Arctic temperature, precipitation and ice climate can affect the large-scale ocean 

circulation which in turn affects the weather pattern in mid latitudes. Ocean acidification’s effects 

on marine organisms can, due to regional factors, first become apparent in the Arctic region, 

before other regions.  

 

The increase of fresh water in combination with a temperature rise affects the density of the 

water column. In shallower areas, like the Baltic Sea, this makes it harder to mix oxygen to 

deeper, deoxygenated layers. On a large scale, this affects the thermohaline circulation.  

 

The Arctic is hereby proposed to be included in the discussions as an area for special attention in 

SDG 14.3, and to be an area that deserves several calls for actions.  

 



Interactive dialogue 4 – Making fisheries sustainable and providing access for 

small-scale artisanal fishers to marine resources and markets  

 

Important issues to address:  

 

Science-based solutions for the implementation of SDG 14.4 should include a stronger regional 

cooperation to adapt fishing opportunities and catching methods to achieve sustainable fisheries, 

notably within Regional Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMOs). Reform of harmful 

subsidies is necessary. Innovation can also be used to strengthen monitoring and control as well 

as traceability of fisheries products, in line with the Port State Measures Agreement (PSMA) and 

to fight illegal unreported and unregulated fishing. More selective gears that have a reduced 

environmental impact should be developed in partnership with the fishing sector.  

 

While women in many cases play an important role in the small-scale fisheries sector and 

their communities, this role is often not recognized. The structural and/or regional 

sociocultural perceptions and circumstances, as well as legislation, that hinder women’s access 

to resources and participation in decision-making processes concerning resource governance 

and development, should be addressed 

 

The development of multi-use areas, circular business models and nature-based solutions 

could also be addressed as tools for a future opportunity to strengthen local economies and 

standard of living. Transparency across supply chains should be addressed and promoted. 

Consumers should have the right to information to secure purchase of legally caught, healthy 

and sustainable seafood. Industry as well as states have important roles to play to raise the 

bar. 

 

Rationale:  

 

Sustainable seafood products with a low carbon footprint have great potential to be an important 

part of a sustainable food system. Aquaculture could produce a variety of seafoods such as fish, 

shellfish, mollusks or algae with a relatively low carbon footprint. Aquaculture operations can be 

developed individually but has the potential to be integrated in multi-use areas with other 

operations such as offshore wind power. The potential for aquaculture as a nature-based 

solutions to reduce the pressure in marine environments is still unexplored. 

 

Illegal, unreported, and unregulated (IUU) fishing depletes fish stocks, destroys marine habitats, 

distorts competition, and puts honest fishers at an unfair disadvantage. In Sustainable 

Development Goal 14 governments set out to end IUU fishing by 2020 and accelerated action is 

needed including creating new momentum for transparency and solutions in the sector. 

According to FAO IUU fishing represents up to 26 million tonnes of fish caught annually and it 

is valued at USD 10 to USD 23 billion. IUU fishing occurs on the high seas and in other areas 

within national jurisdiction, especially effecting coastal rural populations in vulnerable areas. 

 

 



Partnerships:  

 

At the regional level it could include e.g., strengthening the collaboration between Regional 

Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMOs) and Regional Seas conventions, where 

appropriate. Partnerships between research institutes and fisheries organizations will be 

important to identify workable solutions that reduce bycatch and environmental impact of 

different gear types.  



Interactive dialogue 5: Promoting and strengthening sustainable ocean-based 

economies, in particular for small island developing States and least developed 

countries.  

 

Important issues to address:  

 

The work with sustainable development needs to become more multidisciplinary and 

interdisciplinary to fully embrace the opportunities of the blue economy to contribute to several 

of the objectives in Agenda 2030. Sustainable maritime companies play a vital part to reach 

multiple goals such as food security and reduce poverty, but also regarding its potential role in the 

green transition.  

 

Increased public and private investments are essential to achieving an innovative and sustainable 

Blue Economy.  

 

Partnership dialogue 5 should address the need to explore, develop and promote innovative 

financing solutions for the development of sustainable blue economy, including through public-

private sector partnerships and capital market instruments, and providing technical assistance to 

enhance the bankability and feasibility of projects. 

 

The dialogue could moreover welcome ideas, projects, and cases on how to link and promote 

investments, science and innovation to a rapid transition towards true sustainability, including 

where applicable the phases of improvements.  

 

Sweden sees the need to ensure a level-playing field based on decent work and social 

sustainability in the Blue Economy. 

 

Rationale: 

 

Sweden believes it is important to highlight not only the need of available funds, but more 

importantly, ideas, projects, and cases based on science and innovation that specify how we can 

implement in a rapid transition to a sustainable blue economy. The blue economy, including blue 

bioeconomy and biotechnology, needs to be developed as a collaborative and integrated tool to 

both address the environmental challenges above and at the same time contribute to higher social 

sustainability and long-term resilient companies. Models for multi-use areas, circular business 

models, nature-based solutions and increased resource efficiency needs to be developed. To have 

discussions on how well-allocated funds can lead to more and better innovations for 

sustainability is important. We believe that many countries across the world have such examples, 

but also have needs or possibilities for sustainable development that are not realized. This 

dialogue has the possibility to greatly support that work. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Interactive dialogue 7: Enhancing the conservation and sustainable use of 

oceans and their resources by implementing international law as reflected in 

the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. 

 

Improved efforts to promote the signing, ratification, and effective implementation of key global 

and regional ocean governance instruments.  

 

Important issues to address: 

 

The need to improve ocean governance through a rules-based approach and effective 

implementation of relevant international law, the outcomes of the major summits on sustainable 

development, and decisions taken by relevant UN bodies. This includes to step up efforts to 

promote the finalization, signing, ratification and effective implementation of key global and 

regional ocean governance instruments, including the currently negotiated agreement under 

UNCLOS to protect and conserve biodiversity beyond national jurisdiction (BBNJ). 

 

Sweden believes that one of the most important factors and major contributors to the overall 

inadequacy in environmental performance in costal and marine areas is the absence of effective, 

domestic regulation and policy ensuring sustainable management. This is because many activities 

are carried out under national jurisdiction, activities which to a large extent have an effect outside 

the scope of their maritime zones.  

 

International ocean governance starts beyond the territorial sea and can only to a limited extent 

compromise or set conditions for coastal states’ sovereign right to exploit the resources in their 

exclusive economic zones (EEZ). A vast number of activities that have a negative effect on the 

marine environment fall outside the scope of international ocean governance. These include the 

impact of land-based (source) activities on the marine environment, such as eutrophication and 

the proliferation of pollution, as well as airborne pollution.  

 

There is partly a significant lack of compliance with and enforcement of existing rules and 

regulations that have already been decided on by different existing bodies dealing with different 

aspects of ocean governance. Sanctions are often lacking or ineffective, or their use varies.  

 

Hence, improved efforts to promote states to sign, ratify and effectively implement and enforce 

key global and regional ocean governance instruments (conventions, protocols, and guidelines) 

domestically ought to be the top priority in any endeavor to improve international ocean 

governance. Increased and improved partnerships for scientific cooperation, data collection and 

use of technology and innovation can improve monitor, control, capacity building etc. in relation 

to such instruments. 

 

Sweden believes that ocean governance must clarify the rights and responsibilities of states and 

stakeholders to improve the benefits and harmonize the actions of different sectors to reduce 

conflicts between different users. Introduced rules and regulations must reduce uncertainty and 



maintain a level playing field, to enable industry to make sound and sustainable investment 

decisions. In this area there are still some gaps.  

 

Interactive dialogue 8: Leveraging interlinkages between Sustainable 

Development Goal 14 and other Goals towards the implementation of the 2030 

Agenda 

 

The strong linkages between Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 14 and other SDGs, e.g. 

SDG 1 “No poverty”, SDG 2 “Zero Hunger”, SDG 6 “Water and sanitation for all” and SDG 5 

“Gender Equality” call for a holistic, integrative and participatory approach to the 

implementation of SDG 14 and its targets. One concrete example is the strong linkages between 

the conservation of our oceans and coastal areas, and sustainable management of water and 

sanitation, which are not fully explicit in the formulation of related SDGs, targets, and indicators. 

Such gaps point to the importance of coordinating efforts to achieve the SDGs across sectors 

and administrative borders. The S2S conceptual framework offers a way to recognize system 

linkages and to support sustainable results in S2S systems and is an aid to develop operational 

methods and tools to put S2S governance into practice.  

 

Climate change and massive loss of biodiversity calls for an integrated approach to SDG 13, 14 

and 15. The problems facing the environment and human health (SDG 3) cannot be solved 

without changes in the way we produce and consume (SDG 12) the way industry operates, how 

innovation is stimulated and how infrastructure is planned (SDG 9). We must integrate Nature 

Based Solutions and consider ecosystems functions and biodiversity in infrastructure planning 

and investments. 

   

 

 


