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Background 
This document contains extracts from HELCOM GEAR 8-2014, HELCOM PRESSURE 1-2014, HELCOM 

STATE&CONSERVATION 1-2014, and HOD 47-2014 that are of relevance for CORESET II. 

 
 

Action required 

The meeting is invited to take note of the information and use it as appropriate. 
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Extracts from recent HELCOM meetings of relevance for CORESET II 

HELCOM GEAR 8-2014, 8-10 October 2014 
4.4 The Meeting noted that the TML’s have requested contact details of those experts who provided 

comments from EE, LV and LT on the core indicators (document 4-1-Rev.1) in order to facilitate 

communication on remaining concerns. 

4.5 The Meeting proposed that all Contracting Parties would provide comments to the indicators, similarly 

to the Danish appraisal (document 4-3), to allow for communication between Task Managers, national 

experts not involved in CORESET II as well as relevant experts on the national management level to resolve 

any potential concerns. 

4.6 The Meeting concluded that there will be some HELCOM core indicators where monitoring will not be 

ecologically relevant to be carried out by all countries and that this needs to be clearly reflected in the 

indicator report. The Meeting welcomed the work on assessment units in this context and noted that 

defining which assessment units the indicator applies to is an important task for TMs to carry out within 

CORESET II. 

4.10 The meeting agreed that work on HELCOM hazardous substances indicators should be aligned with the 

implementation of the Environmental Quality Standards Directive. 

4.14 The Meeting took note of the message from CORESET II 2-2014 that there is a need to keep the 

CORESET II expert network active also after the end of the project as a support for HOLAS II. 

 

HELCOM PRESSURE 1-2014, 30-31 October, 2014 
3.6 The Meeting noted that the core pressure indicator on nutrient inputs has been almost finalized and 

will be ready for use for the HOLAS assessment and that there are three draft indicators on marine litter 

being developed within CORESET II.  

3.7 The Meeting noted that the development of core pressure indicators on underwater noise is on-going 

within CORESET II but still at an early stage. 

3.9 The Meeting noted that although there exists data on atmospheric and waterborne inputs of three 

heavy metals and atmospheric inputs of dioxins/furans, there has been no discussion of environmental 

targets defining an acceptable level of activity which still allows good environmental status GES – which is a 

requirement for qualifying as a core indicator. The quality of waterborne heavy metal input data also needs 

to be improved.  

3.10 Recognizing that it is not feasible to develop hazardous substances core pressure indicators in time for 

use in HOLAS II, the Meeting invited the HOLAS II project to consider how they could make use of existing 

data on atmospheric inputs of hazardous substances available via the Baltic Sea Environment Fact Sheets 

(BSEFS) and annual reports provided by EMEP and waterborne input data available via pollution load 

compilation (PLC) assessments and the PLC-Water database.  

3.11 The Meeting stressed the need for stronger expertise in the field of hazardous substances in the frame 

of the PRESSURE Working Group, to e.g. support the future development and subsequent up-keeping of 

hazardous substances indicators. 

 

HELCOM State&Conservation 1-2014,  
3.2 The Meeting noted that GEAR 8-2014 was of the view that hazardous substance core indicators should 

be aligned with implementation of the Environmental Quality Standards Directive, EQSD. The Meeting was 
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of the view that the request of GEAR to align core indicator GES-boundaries with EQSbiota from the EQSD is 

not straight forward and might not be feasible for some core indicators relating to environmental state 

(MSFD D8) because the approach to derive the EQSbiota sometimes leads to unrealistically low GES 

boundaries. In such cases the Meeting considered it more appropriate to base the assessment on trend 

results or use GES boundaries developed in OSPAR (EAC, BAC).  

3.3 The Meeting stressed the importance to influence the discussions in the groups for D8 and D9 in the 

review process of the Commission Decision on criteria and methodological standards on good 

environmental status (GES), and urged those Contracting Parties that have national experts present in 

these groups to provide input to the process.  

3.4 The Meeting welcomed the proposal from the CORESET II 2-2014 meeting to develop and ‘umbrella’-

indicator ‘Estrogenic like chemicals and effects’, noting that there are currently several research projects 

on-going and that it would be valuable to store the data and information for further development in the 

future, as it might be premature to operationalize the indicator by the end of CORESET II. 

3.5 The Meeting took note of the national consideration by Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania on core, pre-core 

and candidate indicators as contained in document 3MA-2 and reiterated the discussion under Agenda 

Item 4J (cf. paragraph 4.6), noting that Latvia and Estonia currently supports all further work on the 

indicators in CORESET II while Estonia foresees problems with adopting most of the pre-core bio-effect 

indicators as monitoring is not in place.  

3.6 The Meeting considered the core-, pre-core- and candidate hazardous substance and bio-effect 

indicators under development in CORESET II (document 3MA-1) and supported in principle further 

development of these indicators, although some countries expressed concern about indicators for which no 

national monitoring is yet in place. 

4.2 The Meeting noted that the CORESET II Task Managers have updated preliminary drafts of the indicator 

reports that are available through the ‘CORESET II workspace’ in the HELCOM Meeting Portal and that as 

the indicator reports are nearing finalization in early 2015 they will be made available for national 

consideration and review before the next meeting of this Working Group. 

4.3 The Meeting took note of the view of the PRESSURE 1-2014 meeting that it is important to inform on 

response time in the status indicators and supported the proposal by the CORESET II Project Manager to 

communicate response time using a three step descriptive approach in a similar way as confidence, as this 

was seen as important for communication purposes. 

4.6 The Meeting noted that Estonia and Latvia were satisfied with the clarifications and proposal from 

CORESET II regarding the previously submitted comments in document 4J-2. The clarification relating to 

ecologically relevant monitoring has been especially important and this information should be included in 

the final indicator reports and also clarified in the Monitoring Manual. 

4.7 The Meeting supported the outcome of the selection process made at CORESET II 2-2014 as the basis 

for focusing work for the remaining time of the project (cf. document 4J-1). 

 

HELCOM HOD 47-2014, 9-10 December 2014 
3.83 The Meeting took note of and welcomed the progress report on the CORESET II project (doc. 3-13). 

The Meeting recognized that the development of core indicators may need to continue beyond the 

finalization by mid-2015 of the current CORESET II project to provide sufficient indicators for the upcoming 

holistic assessment.  
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3.84 The Meeting welcomed the joint meeting of the CORESET II and OSPAR ICG-COBAM and the proposals 

for coordinated development of indicators in the two marine regions (doc. 3-9). The Meeting agreed that 

HELCOM will explore the possibility to join the existing ICES-OSPAR JWGBird, and if this is found feasible, to 

propose amendments to the terms of reference for the Group to reflect also HELCOM needs to develop and 

carry out regular status updates of bird indicators.  

3.85 The Meeting took note that Denmark supported the proposal but indicated that due to lack of 

resources it is not always possible for Denmark to participate in expert meetings.  

3.86 The Meeting furthermore supported that the Secretariat will follow-up options for cooperation on 

other biodiversity indicators along the proposals by experts and conclusions by Gear and State and 

Conservation and that cooperation on development of hazardous substances indicators will also be 

explored. 


