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Name and surname

Organisation/autharity

Ministry of Justice and Security

Sector

0 Energy

0 Transport

® No spedlic sector

0 Other, please specify

L

Phone number

5- Ernail address

6. Country Cof work)

Netherlands

CtD ( Cancel

Tl’s surusy bas been Issued by EY

EY is a limiled labIity parinerslilp regislerod in Enlond and Wamcu witti fogistered nursber and ts a rnember vr Ernst & Yccng Globel Umiled

Wo wilt process your personal data in order Iv onducI the survoy and to prou4de you wttti relevant updales. research isruilalions and rnatenals abcrrt our sendces vr to artier teedback cir
our evanls, nateriols vr SurveyS

In care Itirs suraey 5 rent to you by email and you posten not to recelne any turihee sw’veys vr any advorkniny or prcmnttonot omats trom Es pleosc reply to lire sendar of this emali n order
to Opt.eLit,

o E’VGM Limited

1.

2.

3.

4.
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Section 2 Framework of protection of national CI

7. Was there a definitlon of Cle in your national legislative framework before 2008?

® vee

ONo

o Do not know

8. 1f yes, how ware Cle defined?

Critical processes are processes that could result in severe social disruption
in the event of their failure or disruption. These processes together form the
critical infrastructure of The Netherlands. The term ‘critical sectors’ was used
in the past. Since not all processes in a sector are critical, the current focus %‘
is on critical processes instead of critical sectors.

Did specific Iaws/measures to Identify and protect national Cle exist in your country before 2008?

® Yes

ONo

0 Do not know

No

0 0
.-——--—..—.—..—— ..—. .—.-—.-———.- —.——.—--—--—..—————--————---....—————-—-- .

10. Does your current natiorial IegsIation for the protection of national Cle inciude the foltowing eIements?

‘les Do not know
a. A untque deflniiiori of Cle
and criteria for their
identlflcation

_________

‘

1
-.

___

. ..-—..--

____.

-

c. A lialson functîon
belween the competent
nalional authorities and Cl
owners/operators

Rfegutar lhreat t—._--—_—- —

assessmen1s ncemIng Q
natidrfal Cts
e. Regular reporting by Cl
owners!operators to the
competent nattonat
authorttles on the type of
risks, threats and
vulnerabilities

f..A naUonattevèl function
resppnsible for maintainirig
cüëtbtwee
sdiiIbleuthonbes n
CI ow&sîpe?torw’ai the

g. The creation of forums
facitilaing the exohange of
information and discussion Q
with other MS 0fl CI of
motuat iriterest

h.Proceiuresfor.
. .,

__

9.

. ....Q..

https://emeia2.ey-vx.comJsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=50K58 5LK5 740025 &Pr... 9-11-2018
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Th45 5ure hS.s been td by EY

EY 15 IInIed IiblIty partnershlp rgistred In nIand nd Wales wilh tnglsterad nLJmbe anl is a ,nember 01 Ernst & Youvg Global Itmited.

We whf pmcess your personal duta in crder to coriduct lire eurvey and to prculde you with relevant updales, research. irwiludorro ene materlals about uur saricet crr lv gather laedback os
our sonate, meletlats vr surveys.

In oase drie surley 5 som to you by ernail and you pruturnot to rocuie arry ftsltrer survoys Dr ony advolilsirig cx prorrrotcnl emuils trom EY ploaso ruply lv the sendor Dl this smal In order
to trplout

0 EYGM Limited
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(UAVs))

statoohs6red dt?’ 0 0 Ô

14. Are there other threats not mentioned in the prevlous question that the Dlrective serves to address?

O Ves

@No

0 Do not know

15. 1f yes, please specify what these threats are?

With regard to question 13: we have no designated Ed. We have ntiona1 policy
and sectoral legislation in place to protect CIs. We dont use the provisions
contained in the Directive to protect against the threats mentioned above.

16. Are there any current/emerging threats and/or challengos that render the existing Diroctive
outdated/inadequate?

O Yes. completely

o Ves, partially

®No

0 Donotknow

18. To what extent do you agree wlth the following statements on the definitions Iricluded in the Directlve, given the
requirements you have to meet in your Member State/sector to protect da and the current and emerglng threats?

N Toalow Toamoderate Toahlgh Toaveryhlgh Iko a a extent extent exieni extent
a. The detinltigns Included
In the DirecUve are helpful
to the orocesa of

dis

v

17. 1f yes ptease specify what these threats/challenges are and why the existing Directive is inadequate in addressing
them

Relevance of definition, scope and provisions of Directive 2008/114

c. The delnitions Inciuded
in the Directive cover alt
key elerner)ts needed in 0
order to identity and
protect Cle

0 0 0 0

19. To what extent da you think that the scope of the current Directive should be widened to incorporate additional
sectors?

O Coverage Is adequate

O Direclive should cover more sectors

O Directive should cover energy sector only

https://emeia2.ey-vx.comlsurvey/TakeSurvey .asp?SurveylD=m5M6rn5LK5 753 025&P... 9-11-2018
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® Directive should cover trarisportation sector only

0 Do not know

20. 1f you think t should be widened, what other sectors should be covered?

The energy sector is fully covered by national legislation and regulation. 2\lso
with regarda to transport, a lot is covered already by both riational and
international regulation. However, the Directive has a rnarginal added value for
aviation (which felis under the transport sector)

21. Towhat extent do you consider the following provisions of the Oirectlve relevant to CI protection?
r —

— N
To a 0W To e moderate To a high To a very high

Do now— o a a extent extent exient extent
a. The procedure for
identifying ECIs

coerher_ 0
eteM — Z. -

c. The Operator Security
Plan (OSP) requirement

b 0
e.Thereporting 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0mommIssioji.
g. The creation of sri
ECIP paint of contact in 0 0 0 0 0
each MS

Relevance of Directive 2008/114 to recent developments

22. To what extent do you think that developments In the following areas have affected the retevarice of the Directive
and its provisions?

- - ---- -.

— -- -- -

lncieased the Not effected the Decreased the Do not knowevance relevance levsnce
a. Technologi cel and
scientiflc(e.g. lnvestment in
cyber Innovatlon, arlificial 0 0 0
intelligence. machine
leaming)

b nomlc (e g
ljf 0 0 0
cpçuc - --

c. Sadat (eg. growing
urbanizalion and
assaclated strain on
lnfrastniclure of citles, 0 0 0
inciuding water systems,
emergency services,
public health)

_____________

d/cai(& -

____

o ö

e. Environmental (eg.
climate change and
extreme weather events, 0 0 0
Inctuding droughts,
flood)ng and heatwaves)

23. Can you please provicte an explanation of the moet important developments and how did they effect the releverice of
the Directive?

https ://emeia2.ey-vx.comlsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=m5M6m5LK5753025&P... 9-11-2018
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v

24. Are there other elemente (eg. specific requlrements, procedures, roles, responsibilities) and/or stakeholders
that the Drective does not inciude and that should be considered when defining a framawork for CI protection at the
EU level? 1f yes, please specify which elements/stakeholders should be inciuded

( Nexi ) cei)

Tids suruny bas been issued iy EY

Ei na flndtad iiabiily parinerstrip rn mcd in England and Wales wim regislared sumber and iC niamber af Ernst & YOung Global Lirnited

We wilt procens your perscrioi data in mEer Is csnducl thn survay and Is proslda you ssili,reieuonl updaico, r saorch Lninlalions and mole,ials about our sawicas arts yaiiior loadbacti art
Our evenIs, rnalarlatn Or SulVef S

in casa iNn surycy is saril is you by cmaii and you prater not to teceine any lurmlier aurvoys of arry aduersshrg of pramolionai amads from Er please erply In the sencier of his ernali In order
to cplou1

Q EYGM Itmilad

https://emeia2.ey-vx.comJsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=m5M6m5LK5753025&P... 9-11 -2O 8
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The extent to whjch Directive 2008/114 has achieved its stated objectives
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Page 5 of 7
1

25, Do you think that the level of protection of ECI In the transport and energy sectors hee increased In your country
since the introduction of the Directive?

O Yes

@No

O Do not know

26. 1f you answered yes to the prevlous question, to what extent do you consider this increase in the level of CI
protection to be a result of the fotlowiny elements of the Directive?

0 0 0 0 0

27. 1f other, please specify

v

28. To what extent do you think the Directive resulted in:

N Toe low Toa moderateo 8 8
extent exient

Cooperation

Toahigh To aevx:1 DÖ not know

29. Prior to the introduction of the Directive, did cooperation concerning the protection of Cl exist between you and

Not al all

0

To a 10w
extent

0

To a moderate
extent

0

To a high
extent

0

Toaveryhlgh
ixtenl

0a, Common definitians

b. Oèfined responslblllties
L(Cl owners and operators
lSec.Jnty Liaison Officers

contact, etc)

c. Commori procedures for
the Identiftation and
designation of ECIs

d The iiIgatlon for Cl
owner&orators to
prepre en Operator
Secrity ian (OSP) or
qale

e. Commori reporting
requirements

f. Sharedguidéllnes for
the Impiemenlabori of the
Direcijvé

Do not know

0

O 0 O 0

O 0 0 0 0 0

O

0 ,O 0

g.Other 0 0 0 0 0 0

0

a. The establishment of a
common and agreed
upan procedure for the Q 0
Idenlificatlon and

lof 1

0 0 0

https :/Iemeia2 .ey-vx.com!survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID3 01 8o5LK5715225 &Prev... 9-11-2018
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c. Cl operators and other
stakehoiders wlthin your
country?

@ Ves

0 No

0 Do not know

31. 1f you noticed en increase in cooperation with comoetent authpritie$ In other NS after the introduction of the
Directlve, to what extent has this been due to the foliowing?

N 1 t
Tea low — To a moderate To a high To a very high

Do not knowo a a extent extént extent - - etent
-

a. The existence of
common definitions

o
c. The existence of
clearer definitions of Q 0 0 0 0
responsibilities
r’—----u’- ----------------

---- ----——-------- -----

d.lîheexis(ence-of - . -- - -

çommongdellnes — .2_ 2 _Q.
e.Other 0 0 0 0 0

32. 1f other, please specify

1 The estebliahing of CIF POCs and the network and information sharing that comes
along with it.

L
33. Did you notice an improvement in cooperation with CI operators and other stakeholders af the NS level after the

introduction of the Directive?

O Yes

®No

0 Do not know

34. 1f cooperation with CI operators and other stakeholders af the NS level bas Improved after the Introduction of the
Directive, to what extent has this been due to the foliowing?

c. The existence of
clearer detinilions of Q
responsibililies

__________

d. Th teWcéof:
coinmbnÛidétinès

e. Other

0

0

https://emeia2.ey-vx.comJsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=30 18 o5LK5 715225&Prev.. 9-11-2018

- Yes__.Na - Donotknow
a. Other competenl
authoritie.s in your country?

_________________
_______

0 0

30. Did you notice an increase In cooperation wlth comoetent authorlties In other MS after the introduction of the
Directive?

at all To a 10w Toe moderate To a high
- - ‘ - extent tnt exient
a. The existence of
common detinhlions

ru -

Toaverigh
Oonkiiow

O 0

O

0 0 0 0

35. 1f other, ptease specify

Q:-- »Q4

0

0 0 0 0 0
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36. Do you exchange experiences/best practice on tapice related to Cl protection with other stakeholders at the
natlonal level since the entry into farce of the Dlrective?

® ‘Yes, often

0 Yes, sametinies

0 ‘‘esrareiy

O Never

ONA

37. Did the frequency of such exchanges increase when compared to the situation before the entry Into farce of the
Directive?

0 Vee

®No

0 Da not know

Identification of CI

38. To your knowledge, has the MS that you repre5ent ever initiated the pracese for the identification of potential ECJ?
Yes

ONs
0 Do not know

39. 1f yes, what is the share of Cl that were eventually identified as Ed?

O All of ihem

O Mast of them

o Halt of them

O Lese than half

€1 None

40. 1f not, what are the reasons for not Initiating the Identification procedure?

At the moment, pragreas is being made with regard to the identification af an
ECI.

41. To your knowtedge, hee the MS that you represent ever entered Irito discueslons with other NS concerning the
croes-cutting criteria for ECI Identification as described in the Directive?

Vee

0 No

0 Do not know

42. 1f you answered yes to the previous questlon, how many times hee this occurred since 2008?

It happened once, in the transport sector.

https://emeia2.ey-vx.comlsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=301 8o5LK5 715225&Prev... 9-11-2018
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43. Do you have reason to believe that the NS that you represent may be significaritly affected by CI that is located In
a second MS, but that hes not been Identified as ECI by the NS where It is located?

O Yes

®No

o Do not know

44. To your knowledge, hee the European Commission ever been informed about this situetion, either by you or
counterparts?

o Vee

@No

o Do not know

45. 1f you answered yes to the previous questlon, how many times has this occurred?

Designation of ECI

46. To your knowledge, hee the M5 that you represent ever entered into bilateral Dr multilateral discu5sions with
another NS concerning the poselbie designatlon of specific CI as potential ECIs?

t!l Vee

ONo
o Do not know

47. 1f yes, what Is the share of CI that ware eventually identified as Ed?

o Ati of

O Moet of them

o Half of them

O Lees than half

® None

Reporting

48. To your knowledge, were threat assessments concerning the transport and energy sectors (as clescrlbed in the
Directive) carried Out prior to the introduction of the Directive?

Vee

ONo

O Do not know

49. 1f the NS you represent hee designated Ede, has the frequency by whlch threat assessments in relation to
concerned sectors changed slnce the introduction of the Dlrective?

O Vee, t increased

O Vee. t decreased

o No, II remained more or less the sarne

O do notknow

® Not appllcable

50. To your knowledge, how frequently does the Mernber State that you represent submlt data to the European

https ://emeia2.ey-vx.comlsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=30 1 8o5LK5715225&Prev... 9-11-2018
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51. To what extent do you think external factors (not directly linked to the Implementatlon of the Directlve) have
contributed to en Increase in the level of protection of ECIs in your country’

Not af II Toe 10w To a To ahigh Toavery Do not Nat
extent ma area

exient hlhêxtènt know apptlcâble

a. National-leuel Iegal
initiatives and/or
measures taken by Q Q Q Q Q Q
national authorilies
(please specify)

b asures taken by CI
owners1operators (please Q Q 0 0 0 0

.
---—--.—

c, Other European
levelIEU Initiatives and
measures not relaled to 0 0 . 0 0 0 0
Directive 2008/114 (eg.
EPCIP) (please specify)

d0her 0

_________

55. To what extant do you think the implementatlon of the Directive hee had the lollowing effects on the protection of
national Cle (Inciuding those not deaêgnated as Ede)?

Not at all Toe lôw To a moderate Taa high Ta.a very high
Do not kwextent exient exient e,derit

a. An increased level of
proteclion of Cle in the
transport and energy
sectors

0 0 0 0 0

Commission on the types of risks, threats and vulnerabitities facing sectors in which ECI have been designated?

® Never

O Lees than once every two years

O Once every two years

O Onceayear

o More than ance a year

O Do not know

Other factors contributin9 to or Iirriiting the protection of ECI in the energy and transport sector

52. 1f other, please specify

A

v

53. In your experience, have you identified any external factors that have negatively affected the implementation of
the Directive?

o
@tNo

O Do not know

54. 1f yes, can you please specify?

Side effects of Dîrective 2008/114

hnps://emeia2ey-vx.comJsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=30 1 8o5LK57I5225&Prev. 9-11-2018
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tlhceaseWcoopeiation

. ®

i. Increased cooperatiori
betweenCl 0cperators!owners acroes
MS

lieasecl cooperation
toattheM5 0

a. Dlfficulties In identifylng
Cle with potentlal
relevance to other MS

-ci

_____

- —- — -

e. Difticulties in the
identlflcauon process
appilcatlori of the cross-

bAn increased IeveÏ of ...-

c. The creation of
procedures and denhtions
comman to all MS that
could also be applied to the
work of protecting national
cl

d lmpved prnjiion
échange end câIIabrtlôn

of

0 @ - - - - 0 0

e. lncreased awareness
concerning the importance
of Cis and their protection
more specifically

_________

--

—‘‘-

Lf.- Tricreased harmonisatlon, .-

1

0 0 0 0 0
prrrteconT —

______

g. lncreased harrrionisalion
of control and reportlng 0 0 0 0 0
requirernentstprocedures

________________

0
-::

_

0 0

k. Other

56. 1f other, pleese epecify

0 0 0

0

:0 ;- -0_I. 0.

0 0 0 0

Obstacles to the implementation of the Directlve

57. What were the maln obstacles and difficulties that you encountered In the Implementatlon of the provislons of
the Dlrecttve?

Not To a mw To a moderte To a high To a vary high Do not know
- extent exient exterit e,derit

0 0 0 0 0

c. Difficuities In the
identificalion procese
applicatlon of the
definition of crltlcai
infrastruc’ e

0 -.

__ ___

Q

0 0 0 0 0

0 -:1

0 0 0 0 0

https //emeia2.ey-vx.comlsurvey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID3O1 8o5LK5715225&Prev... 9-11-2018
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cutling criteria

f. Ditficulties In reaching —

agrrvuiUioUierMS

polentiECl
IL

g. Difficuliles generally In
cooperating with the
relevant cornpelent
aulhorities al the M5 level
h Difflcultres gerierally In

—

cooperalrng wrlh CI 0 0 0 0 0operatorsat the MSlevel
t. Ditliculties carrylng Out
the threat assessrnent Q 0 0 0 0stipulaled In the Directive

i:z*
58. 1f other, please specif’y

59. Can you please identify any elemente of the Directive that in your view are vague, unctear, and/vr
unnecessarily complex?

TFno aurnay nos beori issued by EY

CV is hrrdtod llabltIy pannerolp re5TstcrOd in Entand and Walos noCh teolcreiJ number and loo mer000r al Ernst S tounQ Global Llm1od

Wo wtl procose your personal data in order to canduct the surosy and Is prodo you wiSt ICle000I updalen, rasftatch. irroitationo and matorials about our oOndOeS or to yaSrer leedbuck no
our autnID, materials or survoys

lii 0050 INn SLUJOy iS 50151 0 you by oman and you prter tOt to ruceioo any troiItef sxvays af arry aduenlinny Dr prornobariul emaltO trom EY please reply to the oendor Dr lOs email 0 oNnoto cçr-eut

O EVOM Llmited

Specifically tith regards to the energy Sector: no obstacles or difficuities
ware encountered, dt.ie to the fact that no ECI is designated within this sector.

cID (ZD CcD

https://emeia2.ey-vx.comlsurvey/TakeSurvey .asp?SurveylD=3 01 8o5LK5715225&Prev... 9-1 1-2018
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Costs and benefits of Directive 2008/114

60. Did the procedures and requlrementa introduced by the Directive entail any additionat costs to you (as comparêd
with the situatlon prior to the existence of the Directive)?

® Yes

ONo

o Do not know

61. 1f yes, please indicate the type of costa that the implementetion of the Dlrectlve entailed? (Please indicate all that
apply)

E1 Costs related to the tdentilicalion of EC1s using the sectorial, trans-boundary and cmss-cutting criteria set out in the Directive

0 Costa related to bilateral and multitateral discussioris with other MS on relevant thresholds for cross-cutting criteria

0 Costs related to bttateral and multilaleral discussions concerning the potential designalion of ECIs

0 Costa related to informing the European Commission concerning compieted ECI destgnattons end the effecled MS

O Costa related to ensuring that ECI operators have fultiled their general obilgations as set out in the Directive

0 Costa related to the verification of the exislence of Operator Security Plaris (OSP) or equlvalent and Security Lialson Officers
(SLO)

Costa reiated to the appointment of a ECIP contact point function, and Ihen setting up and managing the appropriate
communicatlon mechaniams to support this function

0 Costa reiated to carrying out a threat assessment within one year after each ECI designetion

El Costa related to reporting general relevant data to the European Cammission every 2 years

EI Other, please specity

National coordination, increased workload of personnel

62. What share of the total coat associeted wlth protecting ds do the costa mentioned above represent for you?

O 0-5%

o 6-10%

o 11-20%

o 20-50%

o More than 50%

® Idonotknow

63. Can you please estimate — generally speaking — the annual costs associated with the protection of nattonal Cl as
t relates to specific ectivities?’

a. Costa associaled with the
identification of Cis (in
terms of Full Time
Equivalents-FTEs)
b. Costs associated with
carrying out bitaterat and
multitateral discussions with
other NS (if any) (inn, of
days)

c. Costa associated with
ensuring that Cl operators
have fulfihled their
obtlgations (EURIFTE5)

d. Costa associated wilh
carrying out a threat
asseasmerri (F’TEs)

e. Costa assoclajed with t
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reparting (FTEs)

t. Other (please specify)

______________________________________

64. Please estimate how much these costa would increase 1f the CI referenced in the prevlous question was

designated as an ECI.

No lncrease 0 1% 25% 6-10% 11 20%
More than Do not

a. Costs associated with

the identification of Cis

b Costsassaiatwih
farryinouI bilaleral and 0

c. Costa associated wlth
ensuring that Cl
operators have fulfilled 0 0 0 0 0 0
their obligalions as per

the Directive
_______L_

d. Costsassoclated,with

0 0 0 0 0 0

*_z
e.Cosassodatwflh 00 () 00

Other (please specify) 0 0 0 0 0 0

65. 1f other, ptease specify

At the moment, we have no designated Ed. Therefore we do not know how much the
coats will increase. However, we do expect an increase in costs if ECI were to
be designated.

S,

66. In view of the cost estimates provided in response to the previous questions: Have the costa related to the

implementation of the Directive been reasonable and proportionate given the resuits achieved in terms of the

protection of designated ECIs?

0 Yes, to a targe estent

0 Yes, to some exieni

0 Yes, to a small extent

0 Not al alt

® Do not know

Factoi-s limiting an efficient Implementation of Directlve 2008/114

67. Ware/are there other factors limiting the efficiency of the Directive? (eg factors that brought to increased costa

or reduced benefits)

® Ves

0 No

0 Do not know

68. Can you please specify?

Criticai. infrastructure protection is a matter of national securicy. Also the
certainty of energy supply is a national metter. As a consecjuence, there is e
reluctancy to share information with other (foreigni actors with regards to CIs.
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0 Not al all

0 To a 10w exieni

0 To a moderale exlenl

0 To a high exlent

To a very high exient

0 Do not know

0 Not al all

® To a low extent

0 To a moderate extenl

0 To a high extent

0 To a very high exlent

0 Do not know

Coherence of Directive 2008/114 with other EU measures

0 Not at all

0 Toalowextent

Do not know

69. To what extent do the provisions in the Directive overlep (eg. create duplicatlon) with existing legislation and/or
measures taken at the national level to protect Cl?

70. To what extent do the provisions in the Directive contradict and/or conflict with existing egislation andJor
measures taken addressing similar tlireats at the national evel (in terms of objectives, responsibilities, procedures,
etc.)?

71. To what extent are the definitions Inciuded In the Directive (listed below) in line with those In your natlonal
leoislation/measures?

-

P. - N To a low To a moderale To a high Toe very high
Do not know0 a a

exiënt exterit extent - - exient
-

a. Critical lnfrastructure Q 0 0 €1 0 0
Eur&périllcaI .

c. Risk analysis Q 0 Q Q Q
bvÏl - — —____

uPÇOcb ç o o o o
fOwners!operators of

72. To what extent are the proèedures Inciuded In the Directive in line wlth those in your natlonal
legislatlon/measures concerning the protection of CIs ( but not specifically related to ECIs)?

N
Toe 0w To a moderale Toe high To a very higha a,, extent extent extent extent

a. Criteria to determine
the sigriificance of the
impact of a potenhlal
disruphion
atZ6

c. Regular risk analysis Q Q Q 0 0
omhonw7U1i

_____

73. To what extent do the various obligations created by the Directive overlap (eg. create duplication) with the
obligations created by other relevant EU Iegislation?
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O To a moderate extenl

@ Toe high extenl

o To a very high exient

O Do not know

74. Based on your response to the previous question, please indicate the relevant EU legislation and deecribe the
existing duplicat(ons.

The NIS-directive: ouerlap and contradictions in definitions, procedures, et
cetera.

75. Have you ever experienced difficulties in applying the rules/procedures called for in different pieces of EU
Ieglslation?

OYes

®No

o Do not know

76. 1f yes, can you please descrlbe the difficulties that you encountered and the legislatlon that they concerned?

77. With regard to the EU Directive on network and information systems (2016/1148), do you sea any
overlap/duplication as t relates to the ECI Directive (2008/114)?

® Yes

o No

0 Do not know

78. 1f yes, please specify where the overlap/dupllcation ties and how this is daalt with In your MS.

During the neçjotiations of the NIS Directive, there has been a lot of
coordination with the CIP POC. A

v

Coherence of irect!ve 2008/114 with international measures and standards

79. To what extent does the ECI Directive (2008/114) overlap(e,g. create duplication) with other existing internahonal
initiatives and standards at the international level (if any)?

® Not al all

o To a low

O To a moderate extent

O To a high extenl

o Toe very high extent

o Do not know

8D. Based on your response to the previous question, please indicate the relevant international initiative and/or
International standard and descrlbe the areas of overlap.
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Side note: within the aviation sector (and transport in general) protection is
already largely covered by international law end regulations.

81. To what extent did Directive 2008/114 and its provisions contradict and/or conflict with existing international
initiatives and/or internation) standarcis (1f eny) (in terme of objectives, responsibilities, procedures, etc.)?

@ Not al all

O To a 0w extent

O To a riloderate extenl

O To a high ex(en)

o To a very high etent

O Do not know

82. 1f you noticed any contradiction/conflicting aspect, please mention the relevant international initiative end
international standards and descrlbe the contradiction/confllcting aspect.

Side note: within the avietion sector land transport in general) protection is
already largely covered by international law and regulations.

Synergies of EU and national measures in CI protection

83. To what extent do you think that EU poilcy and the egisiative framework concerning the protection of CIs in your
MS (not limited to the energy and transport sectors) work in synergy (Le. the pro visians Included in one
franrework are compatible and work in combination with the provisions provided in the other)?

-

- Not at all To alow - Toa mete To a high Toe very high
Do not knowe*tént extent extenl extent

a. In terms of procedures tij () Q 0 0 0
bhCersdjeflnIUonof -z-. a -o
c.Others tij 0 0 0 0 0

84. Can you please explain your assesement?

We have no designated ECIs.
A

v

85. In the event that you do not see that EU policy and the legisiative framework at he MS level concerning the
protection of Cis work in synergy, has your MS put in piece specific measures to:

Minimise the exlent of overlap

c:i Streamline procedures

Strengthen cooperation wilhin the MS

Other, please specify

A

v

Added value brought by Directive 2008/114 and sustainability
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86. What do you think the Directive heips you to achieve concerning the protection of Cle, whlch you would otherwise
not have been able to do (ie. solely leveraging existing national and international rneasures)7’

E Nolhing Ihat 1 could not have achieved wilh Out the Dire clive

Ei Helped in framing national policy, nieesures end initiatives, thereby fostering the creation of a hamionised framework and
approach

Ei Supponted the development of cross-border consultetions end collaboration among CIP slakeholders

Ei Facilitated the development and exchange of good practices, guldelinies and standards In the CIP field

Ei Supported the emergerice of a European forum for CIP-related issues

Ei Created common terme of reference for the prolection of CI in the EU

Ei Other please speciry

87. Were the Directive to be repealed, would this have a negative impact on the level of protection of ECIs in your
country?

O Yes

o Yen, moderately

®No

O Do not know -
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88. Do you have any suggestions as to how to improve the protection of ECT and CI more in general?
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