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Background 
The attached document includes Swedish comments on the suggested scope of the revision of Annex III part 
2 of the Helsinki Conventions (document 3-1). 
 
Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to take note of the comments. 
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Swedish comments on the revision of Annex III part 2 
of the Helsinki Convention 
 
The working group for the revision of the Annex III part 2, has suggested the 
following scope for the revision:  

• Add a glossary of terms  

• Review Regulation 2 item 3 “Manure storage”  

• Review Regulation 2 item 6 “Application of organic manures”  

• Review Regulation 2 item 7 “Application rates for nutrients” only 
starting from the sentence “The amount of livestock manure applied to 
the land each year…” 

• Add a new paragraph on nutrient recycling  
 
Sweden agrees with the conclusion made at the working group meeting on the 28 
of August that most part of the text in Annex is still valid in terms of the general 
content.  
However, there is a need for simplification and to streamline the Annex to 
relevant parts of the EU-legislation. This is important in order to make it possible 
to avoid double work for the contracting parties. Sweden believes that it is 
crucial that such simplification should be a guiding principle for the work with 
the revision. 
Since the documentation from the meeting held on the 28 of August only briefly 
describes the reasons for including the above mentioned points in the revision, it 
is difficult to in detail give response to the suggestions. 
However, Sweden has the following comments and requests regarding the 
process with the revision: 

1. In the document, there is no background description or reference to 
analysis as to why the above points have been suggested for the revision. 
There is also no information about why the other regulations or items 
have been omitted. We believe that it is important that this is clarified 
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before any decision is made or before any more detailed work is carried 
out. 

2. We think it is important that the work is aiming for the annex to be in line 
with relevant EU-legislation. In this respect the revision should aim for 
simplification and make it easier for the contracting parties for example, 
avoid reporting the same thing/ similar facts twice. 

3. For the regulations and items that are in line with the “Nitrates 
Directive”, a simplification could be to just refer to the directive.   

4. To add a glossary of terms for e.g. organic manure or fertilizer have to 
take into consideration the on-going discussions in EU regarding the 
definition of manure. If definitions of terms are to be added, they have to 
be in line with that work. 

5. We do not agree that a paragraph on nutrient recycling should be added. 
There is ongoing work with suggesting a strategy for nutrient recycling. 
Working with the task of nutrient recycling in the form of a strategy we 
believe is sufficient for the time being.   
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