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Section 1 - Personal information

1. Name and surname"

2. Organisation/authority-
[Ministry of Justice and Security : |

3. Sector
O Energy
QO Transpor
® No specific secltor
O Other, please specify

L ]

4. Phone number

§. Email address*

6. Country (of work) *
[ Netherlands v|

( Back )( Next )k Cancel )

This survay has been issued by EY
EY is a limited ilabikty partnership regisiered in England and Walcs with registered number and is a member of Emst & Young Global Limited

Wa will pracess your pessonal daia in order lo conduct the survey and to provide you with relavant updates, research, invilations and materials aboul cur servicas or fo gather feedback on
our evenis, malanals or surveys

In case this survey is sent 1o you by emall and you prefer not to recelve any further surveys ar any adverusing or promotional emails from EY pleasa reply to tha sendor cf this amail in order
to opt-out.

© EYGM Umited

https://emeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID=311375LK572MH45&Pr... 9-11-2018



DG HOME ECI Directive evaluation - Survey for POC Survey pagina ! van 2

DG HOME ECI Directive evaluation - Survey for POC
Pagedof 7

Section 2 - Framework of protection of national CI

7. Was there a definition of CIs in your national legislative framework before 20087+

© Yes
O No
O Do not know

8. If yes, how were Cls 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 A
critical infrastructure of The Metherlands. The term ‘critical sectors’' was used

in the past. Since not all processes in a sector are critical, the current focus W
is on critical processes instead of critical sectors.

9. Did specific laws/measures to identify and protect national Cls exist in your country before 2008?"
© vYes
O No
O Do not know

10. Does your current national legislation for the protection of national Cls include the following elements?:

T S PN DR es e A o 1 L A i LR T RRwr e |
a. A unique definllion of Cls
and criteria for their ® ®) O

identification

/ATequirement foidentify,
ofnational Clsf

W 5 e oy
. A%, b L = o
bl S, S gy SR e 3 L i

c.A llalson runction .
between the competent
national authorities and CI ® o O

ownersloperalors
= —---w"-'L'.—i"'"'—'—-*—*""- T TR T T H IR T T R T T

e. Regular reporﬂng by C!

owners/operators {o the

competent national

authorities on the type of ® O O
risks, threats and

vulnerabilities

e ————— e —
Anahonallevelfuncuon _ ® s = T T e TR VT

]
©

- . 1 bt
s v W drdbe ol e LB R s Al =t

g The creation of forums
facilitaling the exchange of

infarmation and discussion ® O d @)
with other MS on Cl of

mulual interest

t o!her MS conceming

nationallcilin,

Gack )Q Next )( Cancel )
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This survey has been issued by EY
EY is a limited Hiablity partnership registored in England end Wales with registered number and is a member of Ems! & Young Global Uimited,

We wii process your personal data in order to conduct tha survey and to provice you with relevani updatas, research, invitaions and materials about our sarvices or ta gather (eedback on
our ovents, materials or surveys.

In casa (his survay is sent to you by emall and you preler not to receive amy furher surveys or eny advertising or promoticnal emails from EY please reply 1o the sender of this email In order
1o opt-out .

© EYGM Limited
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e
Section 3 - Evaluation of Directive 2008/114
Relevance of Directive 2008/114 to security threats
11. To what extent can the following elements represent a threat to Cls? -
PR P T  SRRA Taalow  Toe a mo modera Toahigh 'To‘a averyhigh oo
ERKERE X et iNol atall  extenl extenl ’"j_- ‘extent. ~ extent  Donotknow,
a. Earthquakes O ® O O O
. EFTACT > SEREET " gy —r A o — B SF T B AT TR T R~ Y

I. Accudenls lnvolvnng
hazarduus materlals

k Unlawful lnlsion
(including us|ng o) o) 0 ® e} 0]

unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs))

m.Oher O " O ._ @) ' @] o -

12. If other, please specify

13. To what extent do you consider the provisions contained in the Directive appropriate to protect Cls against the
followmg threats?

MON
O
—-_—-a el l-@

f. Accndenls lnvolvmg

hazardous materials _ B O] B O O _ . @

- — T -._:l.al @.—.—.—A.Ad-fl-l- @( i @—.—.—ﬁ-’ = @ - — @ a I.
k. Unlawful intruslon
(including using @] O @] O O ®

unmanned aerial vehicles
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(UAVS))

|l.§Anacks orchestral@’b‘?gg.'- S
state-sponsored,actors’ A

e etk e 2 2

14. Are there other threats not mentioned in the previous question that the Directive serves to address? *

O vYes
® No
O Do not know

15. If yes, please specify what these threats are?

With regard to question 13: we have no designated ECI. We have national policy
and sectoral legislation in place to protect CIs. We don't use the provisions A
contained in the Directive to protect against the threats mentioned above.

16. Are there any current/emerging threats and/or challenges that render the existing Directive
outdated/inadequate? *

O Yes, completely
O vYes, partially
® No

O Do not know

17. If yes, please specify what these threats/challenges are and why the exIsting Directive Is inadequate in addressing
themn

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

18. To what extent do you agree with the following statements on the definitions included in the Directive, given the
requiremnents you have to meet in } your Member State/sector to protect Cls and the current and emerglng threats?-

e — e ——

- Toalow Toamoderale Toahigh Toa a very high
DAY T S SRR oy el exent  edent oo
a. The definitions included
in the Directive are helpful
to the process of O ® @ O O O
identifying Cls

A s T e e e

4

=, 0 il " IS S bt T ™ it el e Ll s s s sl e

c. The deﬂnluons lncluded
in the Direclive cover all
key elements needed in O ® O @) (@) O
order lo identify and

prolecl Cls

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

O coverage is adequate
O Directive should cover more sectars

O Direclive should cover energy sector only

https://emeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID=m5M6m5LK5753025&P... 9-11-2018



DG HOME ECI Directive evaluation - Survey for POC Survey pagina 3 van 4

@ Directive should cover transperiation sector only
O Do not know

20. If you think it should be widened, what other sectors should be covered?

The energy sector is fully covered by national legislation and regulation. Alsc
with regards to transpert, a lot is covered already by both national and
international regulation. However, the Directive has a marginal added value for
aviation (which falls under the transport sector).

21. To what extent do you consider the followmg provisions of the Dlrectlve relevant to Ci protect»on?
) R R A 'y Toalow: iToamoderale Toahlgh aiToavery ngh'
[ i'{' o T gl _extent, ‘extent] extenl ~ extent = °

a. The procedure for
identlfying ECls O O] 0 @)

c. The Operator Security
Plan (OSP) requirement

€. The reporing
requltemenls

g. The creallon of an

ECIP poaint of contact in @] @) @) @ O 0]
each MS

Relevance of Directive 2008/1 1;3 to recent developments

22, To what extent do you think that developments in the following areas have affected the relevance of the Directive
and its provisions? *

- Increased IF lhe Nat aﬁecled the Decreased the reS ke |
[ A relevance.  relevance ~relevance Do not know S|
a. Technological and

scientific(e.g investment in

cyber innovation, ariificial O @ O O
intelligence, machine

Ieamlng)

c. Soclal {e.g. growing

urbanization and

associated slrain on

infrastruclure of cities, O ® O @]
including waler systems,

emergency services,

publlc heallh)

@.

P L TR, " . “
-m—i—&é-ﬂ:-‘-—bu\ﬂ._f_—-_ﬂ,ﬁmw\h«:'— e

e. Enwronmental (e.g.
climate change and
exireme weather events, @) ® O @]
Including droughts,

flooding and heatwaves)

23. Can you please provide an explanation of the most important developments and how did they affect the relevance of
the Directive?

https://femeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID=mSM6mSLK5753025&P... 9-11-2018
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24. Are there other elemants (e.g. specific requirements, procedures, roles, responsibllities) and/or stakeholders
that the Directive does not include and that should be considered when defining a framework for CI protection at the
EU level? If yes, please specify which elements/stakeholders should be included.

A
Y
-
( Back ) ( Next ) & Cancel )
This survey has beenissued by EY
EY is a limited liability parinership registered in England and Wales with registared number &ad is 3 member of Emst & Young Global Limitad
We will process your personal data in order 1o conduct the survity and to provide you with P research, invitations and ials aboul our sorvices or to gather (cedback on

our ovenls, materials or surveys

In case this survey Is sent to you by email and you prefer nol lo receive any further surveys ar any advertising ar promotional emais from EY plaasa reply 1o the sender of this emall In order
1o opt-out.

© EYGM Limiled
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The extent ta which Directive 2008/114 has achleved its stated ohjectives

25. Do you think that the level of protection of ECI in the transport and energy sectors has increased in your country
since the introduction of the Directive?*

O Yes
No
QO Do not know

26. If you answered yes to the previous question, to what extent do you consider this increase in the level of Cl
protection to be a result of the following elements of the Directive?

A Nt L J'gg{.;l,suk._  Toalow - Toamoderate’ ~ Toahigh  Toauveryhigh l-l_;‘;r:b{ﬁmw

N T T T e A W axient B WL B T axdents - extent! 3'!1.';.’extenl[~‘-‘r St ey
R e e R e e e x — —— o e -
a. Common definitions 0O O O O O @)

the Identification and O O O O (@) O
designation of ECls

2ra/operalors;lo]
urity|Pls or Jr e ey 3]

pre

Sac by . :

equl =& ae S R e e O LR S S Sy l W =liLr
e. Common reporting

requirements 9 O O] @] O O

27. 1f other, please specify

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

M

Ry T Natatan | Toelow  Toamoderate  Toahigh
L ot A T i e T

Toaveryhigh ~.. ...
R e

a. The establishment of a

common and agreed-

upon procedure for the O (@] ® O O O
Identification and

designation of ECls

‘common|spproachilo the: 3 :

tagkiof githe!

Cooperation

28. Prior to the introduction of the Directive, did cooperation concerning the pratection of CI exist between you and

e e b T i o — — e ———— - — e —— e — e ———
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t__ e T i Yesio oL i J'N‘g._ - Do nolknow 3

a. Other compelen( J
aulhonlles in your country? ® O O

@ m]ﬂ : > -lh» .—'. » o) Y . ity -‘_‘ = i ;. {Ip 1
{potentially affectad MS?). RO ; Of Rt S e 4
c. Cl operators and other
stakeholders within your O (@]
country?
30. Did you notice an Increase in cooperation with competent authorlties in pther MS after the introduction of the
Directive?:
© Yes
O Ne
O Do not know
31. If you noticed an increase in cooperation with competent authorities in gther MS after the introduction of the

 Nolatal | Toalow  Toamoderte  Toa hlgh " Toaveyhigh o -
extenl "E-x’_!e_xmal ) St Do nat know

Dlrectlve to what extent has this been due to the following"

‘Not atall

a. The exuslence uf ®
common deﬁnluons

c. Theexlslence o!
clearer definitions of ®
responsibililies

32. If other, please specify

The establishing of CIP POCs and the network and information sharing that comes
along with it.

v
33. Did you notice an improvement in cooperation with CI operators and other stakeholders at the MS level after the
introduction of the Directive?*
O Yes
® No
O Do not know
34. If cooperation with rator ther stakeholders at the MS level has improved after the introduction of the
Directive, to what extent has this been due to the following?
[ AN . o & e ‘Toslow  Toamoderale. Toahigh  To: averyhigh' oo
o 1200, St !Nm,a‘_a “ : exten! extent’  extent _extent ﬁ%mﬁmw
a. The existence of
commun der nillons o) o O o o O
; O
c. The existence of
clearer definilions of O O @] @]

responsnblhlles

e. Other -O - O

5. If other, please specify

https://emeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID=301805LK5715225&Prev... 9-11-2018
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36. Do you exchange experiences/best practice on topics related to Cl protection with ather stakeholders at the
natlonal level since the entry into force of the Directive?-

Yes, often

O Yes, somelimes
O Yes, rarely

O Never

O Na

37. Did the frequency of such exchanges increase when compared to the situation before the entry into force of the
Directive?-

O vYes
® No
O Danot knaw

Identification of ECI

38. To your knowledge, has the MS that you represent ever initiated the process for the identification of patential ECI?-

@ vYes
O No
QO Da not know

39. If yes, what is the share of CI that were eventually identified as ECI?
O Allof them
O Most of them
O Half of them
O Less than half
® None

40. If not, what are the reasons for not initiating the identification procedure?

At the moment, progress is being made with regard to the identification of an
ECI. A

41. To your knowledge, has the MS that you represent ever entered into discussions with other MS concerning the
cross-cutting criteria for ECI identification as described in the Directive?-

® Yes
O No
O Do not know

42. If you answered yes to the previous question, how many times has this occurred since 20087

It happened once, in the transport sector.

https://emeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID=301805LK5715225&Prev... 9-11-2018
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43. Do you have reason to believe that the MS that you represent may be significantly affected by C1 that is Jocated In
a second MS, but that has not been identified as ECI by the MS where it is located?-

O Yes
No
O Do not know

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

O Yes
® No
QO Do not know

45. If you answered yes to the previous question, how many times has this occurred?

Designation of ECI

46. To your knowledge, has the MS that you represent ever entered into bilateral or multilateral discussions with
another MS concerning the possible designation of specific CI as potential ECIs? *

® VYes
O No
O Do nat know

47. 1f yes, what Is the share of CI that were eventually identified as ECI?
O Alof them

O Most of them
O Half of them

O Less than half
® None

Reporting

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

® ves
O No
O Do not know

48. 1f the MS you represent has designated ECIs, has the frequency by which threat assessments in relation to
concerned sectors changed since the introduction of the Directlve?-

O VYes, ttincreased

O VYes, it decreased

O No. it remained more or less the same
O I do not know

® Not applicable

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

https://femeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=301805LK5715225&Prev... 9-11-2018
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Commission on the types of risks, threats and vulnerabilities facing sectors in which ECI have been designated?-
® Never

O Less than once every two years
O Once every two years

O Once ayear

O More than ance a year

O Do not know

Other factors contributing to or limiting the protection of ECI in the energy and transport sector

51. To what extent do you think external factors (not directly linked to the implementation of the Directive) have
contributed to an Increase in the level of protectlon of ECIs in your country*

CFEE i et T o e e s e
: | Toa low oderate;  '2.ahigh Toavery  Donol Nol§
; Notatall oent -"?g.-agf-é:ii‘? extenl.  highextent  know)  (applicable
e - - - - e 4 - — - . e - -
a. National-level lega!
initfatives and/or
measures taken by ®) O O @] @) @) ®
national authorities
(please specify) o ) ;
biMeasures taken byCI| e R = _ TR a0 =h '
oWners/operatom‘(ple%“sJe‘-' @) (@) O Akl S @» Wy @ LT 'a':Ql o @ [
) e SR R A s R G i A 28 il TS |
¢. Other European-
level/EU inilialives and
measures not relaled to @) O O O @] 0] ®
Direclive 2008/114 (e.g.
EPCIP) (please specify) —
.4.- Zaody O] @ . (e @ .  .{e ‘ﬁ@ﬁ‘l

52, If other, please specify
- )

W

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

O ves
No
O Do not know

54. If yes, can you please specify?

Side effects of Directive 2008/114

55. To what extent do you think the implementation of the Directive has had the following effects on the protection of
national CIs (including thase not designated as ECIs)?-

— Toalow  Toamoderale Toahigh Taaveryhigh oo oo |
e N Nexiertioh W ilexiori St | een QM RTex e B oo kv
a. An increased level of
prolection of Cls in the
transport and energy ® o) o) O O o)

seclors

——— e —_ e s e e = T

https://emeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveyID=301805LK5715225&Prev... 9-11-2018



DG HOME ECI Directive evaluation - Survey for POC Swrvey pagina 6 van 7

b7An increased eel gﬁ"
protection/of, Cls

c. The creahon of

procedures and definilions

common {o all MS that ® 0]
could also be applied to lhe

work of protecting national

1 {improved information
ex
the field!

e. Increased awareness
concerning the importance

of Cls and their protection @© O O ®) o @]

more speciﬁcally

g. Increased harmonisation

of controt and reporting ® O O O O O

reqmremenlslprucedures

I. Increased coopealion ]
between Ci
operators/owners across ® O O O O O

k,omer Mo 2 A lf . A o ; ,

56. If other, please specify

Obstacles to the implementation of the Directive

§7. What were the maln obstacles and difficulties that you encountered in the implementation of the provisions of
the Directive?-

T _-_--,-?u 4 Tomlow  Toamoderate oahigh Toa vé’er igh = |
R e TTekwesidene TSI DA loendioon)
a. lef culties in ldenhfylng

Cis with potential ® O O O (@) @)

relevance to other MS

@m@
tion o,

c. Difficulies In the
identification process

application of the ® @) O O 0] 0O

definition of critical
infraslruclure

e, leﬂculues in the

identificalion process ® O @] @) 0] O

application of the cross-
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culting criteria

]f.ithﬁchtﬁE?.‘lntrea:cﬁiﬁg“' SRS I 3 L e Rl el )
‘agreemantwithjother MST p " P el P e 4
onlthe designation ofkf.‘_ LY SRR A : =
ipolential ECITT ' . s .
g. Difficullles generally in
cooperating with the

relevant competent ® O ©) O o O
authorities at the MS level .
hiDifficulties generally In i I o i ke |
cooperaling withiCIF = © @ ® @ O ® @
(operators’at the MS level Lot mad i L ; . £5 |
i. Difficullies carrying out

i %ﬁ‘ﬁ@ ] i

the threat assessment ® O 0O O O O
stipulated in the Directive - _ ) o _ B -
Hone B T @l Ol Yoo @ e
58. If other, please specify
Specifically with regards to the energy sector: no obstacles or difficulties
were encountered, due to the fact that no ECI is designated within this sector. o
v
59. Can you please identify any elements of the Directive that in your view are vague, unclear, and/or
unnecessarily complex?
e N7 N -/ ~
{ Back ) _Nex ){_ Cancel )
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Costs and benefits of Directive 2008/114

60. Did the procedures and requirements introduced by the Directive entail any additional costs to you (as comparéd
with the situation prior to the existence of the Directive)?-

® Yes
O No
O Do not know

B1. If yes, please indicate the type of costs that the implementation of the Directive entailed? (Please indicate all that
applyy

[ Costs related to the Identificalion of ECIs using the sectorial, trans-houndary and cross-culting criteria set out in the Directive
[ Costs related to bilaleral and multilateral discussions with other MS on relevanl thresholds for cross-culling criteria

[J costs related to bitateral and multilateral discussions concerning the potential designation of ECls

O costs related to informing the European Commission concerning completed ECI designations and the affected MS

[J costs related to ensuring that ECI operalors have fulfilled their general obligations as set out in the Directive

[ Costs retated to the verification of the existence of Operator Securily Plans (OSP) or equivalent and Security Liaison Officers
(SLO)

Cosls refated to the appointment of a ECIP conlact point function, and then setling up and managing the appropriale
communication mechanisms to support this function

[J Costs related to carrying oul a threal assessmenl within one year after each ECI designation
[ Costs related to reporting general relevant data to the Eurapean Commission every 2 years
Other, please specify

{National coordination, increased workload of personnel _]

62. What share of the total cost associated with protecting CIs do the costs mentioned above represent for you?-
O o0s%
O 6-10%
O 11-20%
O 20-50%
O More than 50%
© I donot know

63. Can you please estimate - generally speaking - the annual costs associated with the protection of gne national Cl as
it relates to specific activities?*
a. Costs associated with the
identification of Cls (in L I
terms of Full Time
Equivalents-FTEs)

b. Costs assoclated with
carrying out bilateral and
multilateral discussions with L I
other MS (if any) (in n. of
days)

c. Cosls associated with

ensuring that Cl operators L I
have fulfilled their

obligations (EUR/FTES)

d. Cosls associated with

carrying out a threat I
assessment (FTEs)
e. Costs assoclajed with | j
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reporling (FTEs)
f. Other (please specify) [-

64. Please estimate how much these costs would increase if the CI referenced in the previous question was
designated as an ECI.-

. : - TR o, Morethan  Donol

No increase 0-1% 2-&?% 6-10% 11-20% 20% Kknow
a. Cosls associaled with
the idenlification of Cls O O O O O o
St e e = =
T NS VIR Vi Dl oy SRR IR o B T
mullialeral discussions! O o + 0 O PRSI O |
fwnhotherMS‘ i AL faat LTe S LRI O o i T VAL S \ ¥ 3 k- el )

c. Cosls associated with
ensuring thal Cl

operalors have fulfilled O O @) @] @] O

their obligations as per
lhe Directive

'd'Costs associated whh

rti:an'tr:rlg]outathreat. el ot 2 35T 2 Cank gt 1 ; 1,
lwnlhlnone"_. S @ Ediz Q“«t 3 ,'.‘“”‘ Q *@ ,m_w @ 5“ “L‘ i
designation ' A ' Ll 3 A ) Y |
crse l;2(:::15::‘5;sstn:naled with 9 - e} O O - e} _O ®
-Otrer(please specit)l (O @) ORI OO A OIS ©Y

65. If other, please specify

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

66. In view of the cost estimates provided in response to the previous questions: Have the costs related to the
implementation of the Directive been reasonable and proportionate given the results achieved in terms of the
protection of designated ECIs?*

O Yes, lo alarge extent
O Yes, to some extent
O Yes, to a small extent
O Notatal

@ Do not know

Factors limiting an efficient implementation of Directive 2008/114

67. Were/are there other factors limiting the efficiency of the Directive? (e.g. factars that brought to increased costs
or reduced benefits) *

® Yes
O No
O Do not know

88. Can you please specify?

Critical infrastructure protection 1s a matter of national security. Also the
certainty of energy supply is a national matter. As a consequence, there is a ~
reluctancy to share information with other (foreign) actors with regards to CIs.
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Coherence of Directive 2008/114 with other national measures

69. To what extent do the provisions in the Directive averlap (e.g. create duplication) with existing legisiation and/or
measures taken at the national level to protect CI7?

O Notatall

O Toatowexlent

O To a moderate extent
O To ahigh exient

© To a very high extent
O Do not know

70. To what extent do the provisions in the Directive contradict and/or conflict with existing legislation and/or

measures taken addressing similar threats at the national level (in terms of objectives, responsibilities, procedures,
etc.)?
O Notat alt

To a low extent

O To a moderale extent
O Toa high extent

O To avery high extent
O Do not know

71. To what extent are the definitions included In the Directive (listed below) in line with those In your pational

leqislation/measures?
a. Critical Infrastructure @] ®) @® O O
c. Risk analysls @) O ®
Eml::k e
e s s . fQ@ L , 1@

f, Owners/operators of

ECls O o) ®

72. To what extent are the procedures included In the Directive in line with those in your national
leaislatlon/measures concerning the protection of Cls { but not speclfically related to ECls)?*

. “Toalow  Toamoderste’ oahigh. Toaveyhigh oo
i s, : Not _al_zill _extent’” extent extent Textent Do not know
a. Criteria to determine
the significance of the
impact of a potential ) O @) O O 0]
disruption

%%gg%%@ o TR ey HORs RIS |
®

¢. Regular risk analysis O O O O
CemR W G AT AT S
et OB B0 i oS oW F ONSNEER |

Coherence of Directive 2008/114 with other EU measures

73. To what extent do the various obligations created by the Directive overlap (e.g. create duplication) with the
abligations created by other relevant EU legislation?-

O Not at alt
O Toalow extent
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74.

75.

78.

77.

78.

79.

80.

https://emeia2.ey-vx.com/survey/TakeSurvey.asp?SurveylD=531815LK5792L55&Pre...

O To a moderate extent
® To a high extent

QO Toa very high extent
O Do notkriow

Based on your response to the previous question, please indicate the relevant EU legislation and describe the
existing duplications.

The MNIS-directive: overlap and contradictions in definitions, procedures, et A
cetera.

Ha\‘/eI you ever experlenced difficulties in applying the rules/procedures called for in different pieces of EU
legislation?*

O Yes
® No
O Do not know

If yes, can you please describe the difficulties that you encountered and the legislation that they concerned?

- R
b

With regard to the EU Directive on network and information systems (2016/1148), do you see any

overlap/duplication as it relates to the ECI Directive (2008/114)? -

Yes

O No

O Do nat know

If yes, please specify where the overiap/duplication lies and how this is dealt with in your MS. -

buring the negotiations of the NIS Directive, there has been a lot of

coordination with the CIP POC. 1

Coherence of Directive 2008/114 with international measures and standards

To what extent does the ECI Directive (2008/114) overlap(e.g. create duplication) with other existing internatignal

initiatives and standards at the international level (if any)?
® Notatat

O Toalow extent

O To a moderate extent
O To a high extent

O To a very high extent
O Do not know

Based on your response to the previous question, please indicate the relevant international initiative and/or
International standard and describe 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 and regulations. A

81. To what extent did Directive 2008/114 and its provisions contradict and/or conflict with existing interpational
Initiatives and/or international standards (if any) (in terms of objectives, responsibilities, procedures, stc.)?-

® Natatal

O Toalowextent

O To a moderate extent
O To a high extent

O To a very high extent
O Do not know

82. If you noticed any contradiction/conflicting aspect, please mention the relevant international initiative and
international standards and describe the contradiction/conflicting aspect.

Side note: within the aviation sector (and 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 policy and the legislative framewark concerning the protection of Cls in your
MS (not limited to the energy and transport sectors) work in synergy (i.e. the provisions included in one
framework are compatible and work in combination with the provisions provided in the other)?:

Toalow  Toamoderale, Toahigh  Toavaryhigh oo =
‘ ) 3 y Not at all X ‘extent. ﬁé’ﬂiféﬁl ‘extent 9}@“. Do pol_kfmw.
a. In terms of procedures ® (@] (@) O O O
(B3In terms of dafnitioniof. 1~ IS T = id T
mewrEesy WO & EIREOY © © e
c. Others @® O O O O O
84. Can you please explain your assessment?
We have no designated ECIs.
N
b

85. In the event that you do not see that EU policy and the legislative framework at the MS level concerning the
protection of Cls work in synergy, has your MS put in place specific measures to:*

Minimise the exient of overiap

O Slreaﬁline procedures

[0 strengthen cooperation within the MS
(] other, please specify

Added value brought by Directive 2008/114 and sustainability
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86. What do you think the Directive helps you to achieve concerning the protection of Cls, which you would otherwise
not have been able to do (i.e. solely leveraging existing national and international measures)?-

Nothing 1hat | cauld not have achieved without the Directive

O Helped in framing national policy, measures and initialives, thereby fostering the creation of a hanmonised framework and
approach

O Supported the development of cross-border consulialions and callaboration among CIP stakeholders
[0 Faciitated the development and exchange of good practices, guidelines and standards in the CIP fieid
[J supported tha emergence of a European forum for CIP-related issues

I created common terms of reference for the protection of Clin the EU

{3 other, please specify

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

country?*
O vYes
O vYes, moderately

@No

O Do not know
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Section 4 - Suggestions for improvement
88. Do you have any suggestions as to how to improve the protection of ECI and CI more in general?
No
”~
W
’ ™ .
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