
 
Baltic Marine Environment Protection Commission 
15th Meeting of HELCOM Expert Group on Marine Mammals 

Online, 14-16 September 2021 
EG MAMA 15-2021 

 
 

   
 Page 1 of 21  

 

 

Outcome of the 15th meeting of HELCOM Expert Group on Marine 
Mammals (EG MAMA 15-2021) 

 
Introduction   

0.1 In accordance with the decision of EG MAMA 14-2020 (5.3), the 15th Meeting of the 
HELCOM Expert Group on Marine Mammals (EG MAMA 15-2021), was held on 14–16 September 2021 
online via Zoom. 

0.2 The Meeting was attended by delegations from all Contracting Parties except the EU and 
Latvia. The Meeting was also attended by observers from Coalition Clean Baltic, WWF, Pro Mare NGO 
and Swedish Association for Hunting and Wildlife Management. The List of Participants is attached as 
Annex 1.  

0.3   The Meeting was chaired by Anders Galatius, Denmark, Chair of the EG MAMA group, 
Morten Olsen, vice-Chair of the group and Line Kyhn, Denmark. Laura Kaikkonen, Associate 
Professional Secretary acted as the secretary of the Meeting.  

0.4   Chair of the Meeting Anders Galatius welcomed the participants.  

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

1.1 The Meeting adopted the agenda as contained in documents 1-1 and 1-2 rev.1.  

Agenda Item 2  Information by the Chair, HELCOM Secretariat and Contracting 
Parties  

2.1 The Meeting took note of the Terms of Reference for the Meeting, adopted by STATE & 
CONSERVATION 13-2020 (document 2-1). 

Updating the Baltic Sea Action Plan 

2.2 The Meeting took note of information regarding the update of the Baltic Sea Action Plan from 
the Secretariat.  

Registered mortality of marine mammals 

2.3 The Meeting took note of the annual registered mortality of marine mammals as reported by 
the Contracting Parties (document 2-2 rev.1). Contracting parties are invited to report any missing 
information to the Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi).  

2.4 The Meeting took note of reported numbers from grey seal hunting as presented by Sweden 
(presentation 1). 

2.5 The Meeting discussed whether bycatch could be included as a separate cause of death 
in the table for registered mortality. The Meeting acknowledged that the lack of definition of units, 
and resulting differing geographical units used by each country for reporting the registered mortality 
data by the Contracting Parties make combining data challenging and suggested to discuss definitions 
within the teams.  

2.6 The Meeting invited the harbour porpoise abundance and distribution team to work 
together with marine mammal health team to streamline the reporting of registered mortality for 
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harbor porpoises (including information on the confidence of the assessment that the cause of death 
was bycatch) to work on a proposal to modify to form to better serve the purpose.  

HELCOM Science Agenda 

2.7 The Meeting took note of information from the Secretariat on the preparation of the HELCOM 
Science Agenda as one of the accompanying documents to the updated Baltic Sea Action Plan 
(document 2-10). 

2.8 The Meeting further took note of preliminary plans from the Secretariat to host a special 
session on the HELCOM Science Agenda at the Baltic Sea Science Congress, to be held in Aarhus in 
October 2021.  

 Climate change fact sheet 

2.9 The Meeting took note of the recent publication of the Climate Change fact sheet (document 
2-6). 

HELCOM BLUES Activity 1 

2.10 The Meeting took note of the information request from EG MAMA to the BLUES Project as 
presented by the Secretariat (presentation 2).  

2.11 The Meeting took note that the responses to independent activities are kindly requested to be 
sent to the Secretariat by 1 October 2021 (luke.dodd@helcom.fi). 

Progress towards HOLAS III  

2.12 The Meeting took note of the status of the HOLAS III process as presented by the Secretariat. 

2.13 The Meeting took note of the seal and harbour porpoise ecosystem component maps for 
HOLAS III (document 2-5) as presented by the Secretariat and discussed whether the maps and the 
applied categories reflect the difference in the populations between different areas, e.g., between 
Swedish and Danish areas.  

2.14 The Meeting noted inconsistencies in the map legends between species and invited the 
Secretariat to check if this has been done on purpose.  The Meeting further recalled that the maps 
differ from those prepared by the harbour porpoise team in December 2017 and took note that the 
maps were refined after consideration by State&Conservation. The porpoise distribution and 
abundance group will continue working on these maps and categories. 

2.15 The Meeting was of the opinion that following adjustments are needed for the maps to be 
used in HOLAS III, based on improved knowledge on seal distribution in the Baltic: 

- Grey seal: 
o Extension of “Common occurrence and reproduction” area to be extended in 

Western Gotland basin 
o Circle-shaped area in Måkläppen to be from changed from “Common occurrence and 

reproduction” -> “Regular occurrence, no regular reproduction” 
o Area in Samsø Belt be changed from “Rare occurrence, no regular reproduction” -> 

“Common occurrence, no regular reproduction” 
- Harbour seal: 

o Change of “Common occurrence and reproduction” area in Kalmarsund to be 
restricted around Öland and Kalmar coast.  

- Ringed seal: 
o To consider creating a buffer of “Rare occurrence, no regular reproduction” area 

between the classes “Very rare or no occurrence” and “Regular occurrence, no 
regular reproduction”  

 

2.16 The Meeting pointed out that it is important to provide the reasoning for the change of 
distribution areas between HOLAS II and HOLAS III and to clearly communicate this in reports and map 

https://helcom.fi/media/publications/Baltic-Sea-Climate-Change-Fact-Sheet-2021.pdf
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metadata description, which in this case is new information rather than true changes in seal 
distributions.  

2.17 The Meeting agreed that the Secretariat will carry out the modifications to the maps and will 
circulate updated maps to distribution team by end of September 2021 for approval. 

2.18 The Meeting took note of the assessment for Low frequency underwater noise 
(document 2-8) and invited the Contracting Parties to review particularly the information contained 
in the figure 1 of the document.  

2.19 The Meeting noted that much of the data regarding seals is incomplete to be used for 
management context and ought to be updated, based on availability from EG MAMA. The maps is 
showing only haulout locations, but lack the foraging waters where the noise may have even higher 
importance for seals. Only including haulout locations is misleading as to where the most sensitive 
areas may be. Habitat suitability models based on telemetry data are currently being developed for 
harbour seals and grey seals in Danish waters by Aarhus University. 

2.20 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to inform the Secretariat by 15 October 
2021 (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) about any new data foreseen for seals and harbour porpoises to be 
available to update the maps in 2022.  

2.21 The Meeting suggested that it would be good to use the same names for the harbour 
porpoise populations (Baltic proper and Belt Sea populations) as also used in the HELCOM indicators 
for consistency. 

2.22 The Meeting took note of the recent proposal to STATE&CONSERVATION 15-2021 on the use 
and adjustment of BEAT in HOLAS III (document 2-9) and noted that no new indicators are planned to 
be included in HOLAS III for marine mammals. 

2.23 The Meeting took note of the follow-up on the ICES special request advice on 
emergency measures to prevent bycatch of common dolphin and Baltic Proper harbor porpoise as 
presented by Ida Carlén (Coalition Clean Baltic, chair of the ASCOBANS Jastarnia group), noting that a 
first joint recommendation proposing closures of static net fisheries in some harbour porpoise MPAs 
was submitted to European Commission in December 2020. The joint recommendation is currently 
being transposed into a delegated act.  

2.24 The Meeting noted concerns that the expected second joint recommendation likely will 
not contain a proposal for pingers to be used in all static net fisheries for bycatch mitigation in the 
entire population range of the Baltic Proper harbour porpoise as stipulated in the ICES advice, due to 
concerns from national military forces on the impacts of pinger sounds on military underwater 
activities using sonars. 

Any other information of relevance 

2.25 The Meeting took note of information by Germany on the progress of a screening study 
on hazardous substances in marine mammals (document 2-3). Germany proposed to provide the 2nd 
draft of the report on the screening study, which should become available by mid-September, to the 
members of the Expert Group for commenting. The Meeting invited the members of the Expert 
Group to send comments on the 2nd draft of the report to Anita Künitzer (Anita.kuenitzer@uba.de). 

Agenda Item 3  Seals in the Baltic Sea 

3.1 The Meeting reviewed the draft list of estimates of measure effectiveness from 
literature to be used in the HELCOM BLUES project activity 1 for analysing the costs, benefits, 
sufficiency and effectiveness of environmental measures specific to seals (document 2-4 rev.1).  

3.2 The Meeting discussed the weights given to different kind of evidence and highlighted the 
importance of the gear type for seal mortality.  

3.3 The Meeting took note that very large pinnipeds where not included in the literature 
review, i.e. elephant seals and walrus. 

mailto:marta.ruiz@helcom.fi
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3.4 The Meeting suggested HELCOM BLUES to check the work done on bycatch from ICES 
WGBYC group for potential information on how to assess bycatch rates with different types of gears 
to decide on an appropriate weighting approach. 

3.5 The Meeting noted that bycatch weighting based on gear type will be further developed 
prior to completion of the work.  

3.6 The Meeting agreed to the following weighting system for seal effectiveness of measures 
data taken from literature: 

• By study type 
 Commercial application x1 
 Field study x0.75 

• By species 
 Baltic species x1 
 Other pinnipeds x0.75 

• By geographic area (only applies to non-Baltic species) 
 North Atlantic x0.8 
 Rest of world x0.6 

3.7 The Meeting discussed adapting the ICES threat matrix for the purposes of BLUES and 
agreed to have percentages directly assigned by EG MAMA experts to relevant pressures rather than 
modify the ICES threat matrix. The Meeting took note that an appropriate survey would be developed 
in the coming months and distributed to EG MAMA experts. 

3.8 The Meeting took note that a revised version of document 4-2 (4-2 Rev.2) will be 
submitted to the Meeting with the 4th task in the document now removed, and invited the group to 
send any comments, questions or responses to the Secretariat (luke.dodd@helcom.fi) by 1 October 
2021. 

Agenda Item 3.1 Report on the intersessional activities under the EG MAMA Seal teams 

3.9 The Meeting took note of recent intersessional activities of the seal population team as 
presented by lead Mr. Ivar Jüssi. 

3.10 The Meeting took note that the results for the grey seal censuses from the year 2020 
(document 3-9) and note the following count data: 

  Ringed seal:  
- The number of counted ringed seals during the survey from Bothnian Bay in 2020 

was ca 14500 seals and preliminary results for 2021 was ca 11500 in 2021. Both 
results were biased due to early ice-break. In 2021 aerial surveys were also intended 
for the Archipelago Sea and the Gulf of Finland but were impeded due to poor ice 
conditions. In the Archipelago Sea one survey was done during the pupping time. In 
the Western Estonia, ringed seal census results from 2020 (1134 seals) and 2021 
(1029) are summarized in document 3-5. In Russian waters, a population estimate of 
135 seals was derived from the count in Russian waters in 2021. 

Harbour seal: 
- In 2020, 8000 seals were observed in Kattegat. Seal numbers in the area were quite 

low in both Denmark and Sweden, with SE concerns of disturbance to the haulouts 
from increased leisure boating during the summer. Denmark reported 1200 seals 
were counted in 2020 from the southwestern Baltic Sea, with exponential 
population growth observed since start of monitoring in the 1990’s. In the Limfjord 
seal counts (1400 in 2020) are likely dependent on the anoxia in the fjord, in 
Kalmarsund, ca 2050 seals were observed.  

3.11 The Meeting took note of recent intersessional activities of the seal distribution team by 
Mr. Mart Jüssi. 
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3.12 The Meeting took note of ringed seal surveys in the eastern Gulf of Finland and the 
Estonian West Coast (document 3-5). 

3.13 The Meeting agreed that ringed seal counts should be carried out during molt in all spring 
conditions. The counts, using ad hoc methods have yielded good results, yet the methods should be 
harmonized to improve the compatibility of the results.  Deviations from the current monitoring 
guidelines in terms of timing and techniques should be coordinated prior to the survey according to 
the annual ice conditions. 

3.14  The Meeting took note of a database format for metadata on telemetry deployments in 
the Baltic Sea (document 3-6). 

3.15 The Meeting supported using the table presented in the document to share telemetry 
deployment data to provide an openly available overview of available telemetry data. 

3.16 The Meeting took note of an update on the harbour seal genetic population structure in 
the HELCOM area (presentation 3). 

3.17 The Meeting congratulated the authors for the presentation and expressed interest in 
carrying out further sampling work to collect samples from wider geographical areas and age classes 
of animals. 

3.18 The Meeting recalled that the currently used management units have not accounted for 
the separate harbour seal population in the Limfjord and agreed that the Limfjord should be separated 
from the Kattegat management unit. 

3.19 The Meeting took note of further evidence for separating the southwestern Baltic from 
Kattegat from genetic evidence, tagging studies, disease communication and abundance trends and 
noted that there is no evidence for significant of gene flow, and the two populations are deemed 
demographically independent. The Meeting agreed that based on the presented data, there is good 
evidence to separate the southwestern Baltic from Kattegat as separate management units.  

3.20 The Meeting agreed to draft a recommendation for STATE&CONSERVATION 15-2021 as a 
late document to separate the Limfjord, Kattegat and SW Baltic area into three management units. 

3.21 The Meeting took note of the land-breeding distribution of grey seals (document 3-10) 
and highlighted that the document is a draft version still under development. 

3.22 The Meeting took note of the updated results from Sweden (presentation 4). 

3.23 The Meeting agreed to compile a revised document on the pupping distribution in the 
entire Baltic to be submitted as an information document to STATE&CONSERVATION 15-2021 and 
invited the distribution team to work on the document intersessionally to be submitted to S&C by 27 
September 2021.  

3.24 The Meeting noted that the distribution team will organize an intersessional workshop to 
further work on the seal breeding distribution in the Baltic Sea and invited the Team lead to organize 
such a meeting. 

3.25 The Meeting took note of recent activities of intersessional team for Marine Mammal 
Health as follows: 

- The team held an online meeting in March 2021, discussing indicators and data requirements 
for indicators in HOLAS III, and discussing currently set GES thresholds. The team had a 
workshop planned for March 2020, which had to be cancelled again due to covid-19 
restrictions. The workshop would have included practical sessions with necropsies of 
different marine mammal species to make further adjustments and harmonize monitoring 
practices between countries, as well as considering GES thresholds. The Team has also 
discussed internationally unified databases and has worked intersessionally on updating the 
guidelines for monitoring blubber thickness in seals, reproductive status, as well as additional 
health indicators. The Health team report is being continuously updated (document 3-8 
rev.1). 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EG-MAMA%2015-2021-925/Presentations/Presentation%203%20P.VitulinaGeneticsHELCOM_Olsen.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EG-MAMA%2015-2021-925/Presentations/Presentation%204%20Grey%20seal%20pups%20in%20Sweden%202021.pdf
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Agenda Item 3.2 Monitoring, data collection and reporting 

Monitoring guidelines  

3.26 The Meeting considered the updated monitoring guidelines for blubber thickness and 
reproductive status of marine mammals (document 3-2, 3-3). 

Updates to the HELCOM Biodiversity database 

3.27 The Meeting took note of updates to the HELCOM biodiversity database regarding seals 
as presented by the Secretariat (document 2-7). 

3.28 The Meeting took note of the HELCOM HOLAS III Data call and associated parts in the 
data call related to seal indicators and associated reporting resources (guideline and formats) 

3.29 The Meeting discussed the implications of the proposed changes to seal count data 
collection, particularly with regard to changing the reporting format to correspond to the approach 
applied in OSPAR by including reporting on haulout site-level. The Meeting recalled previous 
discussions on the proper level of detail for reporting seal count data, agreeing that it is not ideal to 
record individual haulouts or point locations, as the specific location of haulouts changes annually 
and it is not possible for all Contracting Parties to count and report data on a haulout level.  

3.30 The Meeting took note of the position of Finland, on the preferred approach to use 
aggregated counts to ICES squares ((ICES Statistical rectangles, Baltic Sea ecoregion). 

3.31 The Meeting acknowledged that changing the reporting may result in duplicate data or 
complications in the reporting if assessment units are delineated differently than what is being 
monitored within the countries. 

3.32 The Meeting took note that the reporting template has a designated category for 
reporting counts per HELCOM assessment unit level 2, which should allow possibility to allow 
reporting of aggregated count data, in addition to more precise spatial resolution of the 
observations.  

3.33 The Meeting agreed to continue the discussion on the appropriate level of reporting 
count data intersessionally within the Seal distribution and abundance team to evaluate the extent of 
the assessment units used by HELCOM together with the Secretariat soon after the meeting, in order 
to agree what is possible from a data reporting viewpoint. Those members of the expert group who 
wish to take part in the discussion are invited to send an email about the interest to the team leader 
Ivar Jüssi (ivar.jussi@gmail.com). 

Agenda Item 3.3 Core indicators 

3.34 The Meeting took note of ongoing work by the health team on the proposed target 
organs for new health indicators. 

3.35 The Meeting took note that the planned necropsy workshop for harmonizing methods 
and interpretation of lesions for the new health indicators for marine mammals had to be 
postponed, with the aim to organize the event in Spring 2022.  

3.36 The Meeting took note of indicator development for the reproduction/nutritional status 
of marine mammals (presentation 5). 

3.37 The Meeting invited the health team to continue intersessional work on the 
reproductive status indicator to discuss the team’s proposal and theoretical approaches for setting 
thresholds and methods for the assessment. 

Agenda Item 3.4 Recommendation 27/28-2 

Precautionary Approach to management of seals 

3.38 The Meeting discussed options for estimating a Precautionary Approach Level (PAL) for 
individual seal populations with current data and methods, recalling previous discussion on the topic 
(document 3-7). 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%2014-2021-824/MeetingDocuments/4J-11Att1%20HOLAS%20III%20Data%20call.pdf
https://gis.ices.dk/sf/index.html?widget=StatRec
https://maps.helcom.fi/website/mapservice/?datasetID=d4b6296c-fd19-462c-94d2-4c81b9313d77
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EG-MAMA%2015-2021-925/Presentations/Presentation%205%20HELCOM%20MAMA%202021%20reproduction%20and%20blubber.pdf
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3.39 The Meeting took note of intended work in Sweden on the effect of bycatch and hunting 
on grey seals (presentation 6).  

3.40 The Meeting recalled that even if PAL can be estimated, the uncertainties will be high, as 
the PAL will vary notably in space and time.  

3.41 The Meeting suggested drafting a preliminary estimate PAL with the current knowledge 
and data, and then further defining what kind of additional data are needed to reduce uncertainties.   

3.42 The Meeting agreed that the modeling work would require substantial resources and 
that in addition to modelling work, extensive tagging studies would be needed, potentially 
complemented by improved information on seal behavior on haulout sites to account for observation 
biases. 

3.43 The Meeting took note of a similar study in Canada on grey seal population trends and 
models to determine harvest levels (Hammill et al. 2016). 

3.44 The Meeting pointed out that there are several funding instruments for biodiversity 
projects which could be considered for such a proposal, such as the EU LIFE program.  

3.45 The Meeting agreed that for such a project, partners from all Contracting Parties with 
significant seal occurrence would be beneficial.  

3.46 The Meeting agreed to form a group to start working on a preliminary project proposal. 
The Meeting invited the interested members of the expert group to express their interest to Group 
Chair (agj@bios.au.dk) by 22 September 2021 in order to organize a first meeting for the group in 
October 2021. 

3.47 The Meeting recalled that grey seal has been a priority due to the conflict with fisheries 
but agreed that from an ecological and conservation viewpoint, extending the project to other seal 
species would be ideal.   

3.48 The Meeting supported asking the view of State&Conservation on which species such a 
project should cover.  

3.49 The Meeting took note of the potential of using high-resolution cameras and LIDARS to 
monitor seals, as used for e.g. penguins, to provide continuous real time data which individuals visit 
colonies and for how long, as well as data on their weight (a video from Daniel Zitterbart (Woods 
Hole Oceanographic Institute) explaining these automated methods is available here). 

Agenda Item 3.5 Management of seals and human induced pressures 

National management plans for seals 

3.50 The Meeting reviewed overview of the national management plans for seals (document 
3-2). The Meeting agreed to submit updated information regarding national management plans to the 
Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi) prior to the EG MAMA 16-2022 meeting. 

Marine mammal – fisheries interaction 

3.51 The Meeting took note of information from Germany on a project draft submitted to a 
German funding agency (BLE) investigating interaction of marine mammals, parasites, and fish. 

3.52 The Meeting further took note of following national work on fish-parasite interactions 
which may be of use for similar future projects: 

- Sweden has an ongoing project looking into diet in of grey seals in the southern BS 
and Sweden further has a project in Bothnian Bay in ringed seal diet, also diet of 
harbour seals, all projects until 2022 with updated results. Sweden has a lot of 
samples from collecting all the parasites in seals stomach stored in ethanol. 

- Denmark will start a screening study on the diet of grey and harbour seals, and can 
store parasites for further use by the health team. DTU Aqua is working on the 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EG-MAMA%2015-2021-925/Presentations/Presentation%206%20Planned%20modelling%20on%20the%20effect%20of%20hunting%20and%20bycatches%20on%20grey%20seal.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/William-Bowen-5/publication/323477033_Canadian_Science_Advisory_Secretariat_CSAS_Grey_Seal_Population_Trends_in_Canadian_Waters_1960-2016_and_Harvest_Advice/links/5a97e239a6fdccecff0bb821/Canadian-Science-Advisory-Secretariat-CSAS-Grey-Seal-Population-Trends-in-Canadian-Waters-1960-2016-and-Harvest-Advice.pdf
mailto:agj@bios.au.dk
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1GDWv8wKRWBIv6CXyS7l89za5R1biVx4z/view
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potential impact of grey seal distribution and their parasites on southern Baltic Sea 
cod stocks. 

- The German Oceanographic Museum has ongoing work on stomach content analysis 
for seals. 

Agenda Item 4 Baltic Sea Harbour Porpoise 

4.1 The Meeting reviewed the draft list of estimates of measure effectiveness from 
literature to be used in the HELCOM BLUES project activity 1 for analysing the costs, benefits, 
sufficiency and effectiveness of environmental measures specific to porpoises (document 2-4 rev.1).  

4.2 The Meeting took note that Odontocetes larger than approximately 300 kg where not 
included in the literature review. 

4.3 The Meeting discussed the weights given to different kind of evidence and considered 
that commercial trials warrant a higher weighting than scientific trials. The Meeting further considered 
that no further weighting is needed for the geographical scope or publication year. 

4.4 The Meeting suggested that there may be more relevant effectiveness of measures 
studies available from the eastern Pacific, also raising the question of why “fisheries closures” was 
not included as a possible measure in the list of measures. 

4.5 The Meeting discussed using biosonar type as a weighting factor and considered other 
narrow band high frequency species to be very relevant to harbour porpoise. The Meeting further 
considered that studies on other biosonar types still had value and should not be excluded. 

4.6 The Meeting agreed to the following weighting system for porpoise effectiveness of 
measures data taken from literature: 

• By study type 
 Commercial application x1 
 Field study x0.75 

• By biosonar type 
 Narrow-band high-frequency x1 
 Other types x0.25 

• By species (only applies to narrow-band high-frequency species) 
 Harbour porpoise x1 
 Other species x0.75 

4.7 The Meeting discussed adapting the ICES threat matrix for the purposes of BLUES and 
agreed that applying quantitative estimates to the semiquantitative scale was not preferred due to 
loss of variation within a semiquantitative category and the focus of the ICES work on published work.  

4.8 The Meeting suggested that percentages be directly assigned by EG MAMA experts to 
relevant pressures rather than modify the ICES threat matrix. The Meeting took note that an 
appropriate survey would be developed in the coming months and distributed to EG MAMA experts. 

4.9 The Meeting took note that a revised version of document 4-2 (4-2 Rev.2) will be 
submitted to the Meeting with the 4th task in the document now removed, and invited the group to 
send any comments, questions or responses to the Secretariat (luke.dodd@helcom.fi) by 1 October 
2021. 

Agenda Item 4.1 Report of intersessional activities by the Harbour Porpoise Abundance and 
Distribution team 

4.10 The Meeting took note of the intersessional activities by the Harbour Porpoise Abundance 
and Distribution team, noting that that the main tasks of the team have focused on indicator 
development.  

4.11 The Meeting took note of information from Germany on the "MiniSCANS-II survey: Aerial 
survey for harbour porpoises in the western Baltic Sea, Belt Sea, the Sound and Kattegat in 2020”, 
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which has been funded and conducted jointly by Denmark, Germany and Sweden and took note of a 
report published recently (available here). The MiniSCANS-II showed a decrease in abundance of 
harbor porpoises in the Belt Sea Population and noted that this should raise some concern. 

4.12  

4.13 The Meeting took note that a further aim for the work is to undertake a dedicated trend 
analysis with the time series on abundance estimates in the HELCOM BLUES project, with preliminary 
results showing concern for the Belt Sea population. 

Agenda Item 4.2 Monitoring, data collection and reporting 

4.14 The Meeting took note of the information that the intersessional work on the 
development of monitoring guidelines for harbour porpoise abundance and distribution is ongoing, 
and the team aims to continue the work and present progress at EG MAMA 16-2022.  

4.15 The Meeting further noted that during the past year, much of the team’s work has 
focused on the SAMBAH II LIFE application and the team has further collaborated with HELCOM 
dataflows to develop a common standard for delivery of acoustic monitoring data to the Biodiversity 
database. 

4.16 The Meeting took note of the status of the HELCOM-ASCOBANS harbour porpoise 
database as presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting recalled that the Contracting Parties are invited 
to report updates to the database by filling in the reporting form and sending it to the Secretariat 
(laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi). 

4.17 The Meeting discussed the needs to improve the reporting form to have a more 
consistent dataset (e.g., the incidental sightings category has dead/alive only as a note, and it is 
unclear if dead animals should be reported in the incidental sightings tab, or in the strandings, or 
bycatch tab). 

4.18 The Meeting supported organizing an intersessional meeting to consider the reporting 
form together with further changes to the user-friendliness of the HELCOM Biodiversity database.  

4.19 The Meeting took note of volunteered members of the expert group (Michael Dähne, 
Julia Carlström, Ida Carlén, Kylie Owen and Line Kyhn, Olli Loisa, Iwona Pawliczka) and invited the 
group to work together with the Secretariat on improving the reporting format. Kristina Lehnert also 
agreed to join the group later in the meeting to facilitate harmonisation with the OSPAR/ASCOBANS 
stranding database. 

4.20 The Meeting supported the preliminary plan for the group to have the first draft ready in 
February 2022 to be reviewed by the expert group and to finalize the reporting format for use prior to 
the next meeting of EG MAMA. 

4.21 The Meeting took note of updates to the HELCOM Biodiversity database specific to 
harbour porpoises from the Secretariat (document 2-7) and responses to questions received prior to 
the meeting (presentation 7), explaining that the move from the HELCOM Map and Data Service 
(MADS) has been implemented due to the needs to a designated species-observation database. 

4.22 The Meeting took note of information from the Secretariat that duplicate data will not 
be stored in both MADS and HELCOM Biodiversity database, yet if case specific needs arise, data 
layers may also be made available on the MADS. 

Agenda Item 4.3 Core indicators 

4.23 The Meeting took note of recent activities of the Marine Mammal Health Team with 
regard to developing new indicators for the health status of harbour porpoises. 

4.24 The Meeting took note that the development for the indicator on the health status of 
marine mammals is ongoing. The Meeting further took note that that in order to produce the 
required guidelines for joint necropsies, the physical exercises are needed to proceed with 
harmonization, but due to travel restrictions organizing such an event has not been possible. 

https://www.tiho-hannover.de/en/clinics-institutes/institutes/institute-for-terrestrial-and-aquatic-wildlife-research-itaw/research/projects-aquatic/completed-projects-aquatic/projects-aquatic-completed-between-2015-and-2020/miniscans-ii-aerial-survey-for-harbour-porpoises-in-the-western-baltic-sea-belt-sea-the-sound-and-kattegat-in-2020
mailto:laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EG-MAMA%2015-2021-925/Presentations/Presentation%207%20Status%20and%20next%20steps%20for%20data%20on%20harbour%20porpoise%20in%20HELCOM%20Biodiversity%20database.pdf
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4.25 The Meeting took note of the progress in developing the indicators (abundance 
(document 4-2) and distribution (document 4-3) (presentation 8) for harbour porpoise.  

4.26 The Meeting took note of progress in preparing the qualitative assessment of harbour 
porpoise abundance and distribution for HOLAS III (document 4-4- rev.1) and invited EG MAMA to 
inform the leads of the assessment of any additional data sources and websites of stranding 
programmes or reporting forms for incidental sightings. Information may be sent to Kylie Owen 
(kylie.owen@nrm.se).  

Agenda Item 4.4 Recommendation 17/2  

4.27 The Meeting took note of updates from ASCOBANS Advisory Committee co-chair Penina 
Blankett on harbour porpoise related activities under ASCOBANS, particularly that there is anongoing 
process to prepare a proposal to include the Baltic Proper harbour porpoise to CMS Appendix I. 

4.28 The Meeting took note of the activities related to Baltic Sea harbour porpoises under 
the ASCOBANS Jastarnia Group as presented by the Chair of the Group, Ida Carlén. The meeting 
particularly noted that an ASCOBANS Workshop on small cetacean MPAs was held in May and June 
2021. 

4.29 The Meeting considered the draft reporting format for recommendation 17/2 
(document 4-5 rev.1) and invited any further comments to be sent to Katarzyna Kaminska 
(Katarzyna.Kaminska@minrol.gov.pl) by 8 October 2021.  

Agenda Item 4.5 Management of harbour porpoise and human induced pressures 

4.30 The Meeting took note of the follow up on the ICES special request advice on emergency 
measures to prevent bycatch of common dolphin and Baltic Proper harbour porpoise.  

4.31 The Meeting took note of the National management plans for harbour porpoises 
(document 3-1). Contracting Parties are requested to take note of outdated information and to send 
any updates to the Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi) prior to EG MAMA 16-2022.  

4.32 The Meeting took note that Sweden has published a new action plan for harbour 
porpoises, available online (link).  

4.33 The Meeting discussed guidelines for reporting of harbour porpoise under the Habitats 
Directive (whether it is done based on national waters only or at a population level) and 
acknowledged that the decision to streamline reporting must come from management level via 
national agencies.  

4.34 The Meeting supported encouraging managers to discuss how to deal with examining 
harbour porpoise distribution and abundance at a population level, rather than at the Marine Baltic 
bio-region level.  

4.35 The Meeting further took note of recent discussions at the European Commission on 
harmonization of the Habitats Directive and Marine Strategy Framework Directive and the general 
guidance to produce the assessment on a biogeographic level. 

Agenda Item 5  Bycatch 

5.1 The Meeting took note of the development of the bycatch indicator ‘number of 
drowned birds and mammals in fishing gear’ in the HELCOM BLUES project (presentation 9). 

5.2 The Meeting discussed the compatibility of the currently set limit reference level in the 
indicator for seals.  The Meeting noted that the reference levels in the abundance and trends 
indicator refers to slightly different conservation objectives with relation to the precautionary 
approach level and the carrying capacity of environment.  

5.3 The Meeting supported including the discussion on the appropriate population 
reference levels on bycatch indicator in the planned project proposal on the precautionary approach 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EG-MAMA%2015-2021-925/Presentations/Presentation%208%20HP%20AD%20indicator_2021.pdf
mailto:kylie.owen@nrm.se
https://www.havochvatten.se/data-kartor-och-rapporter/rapporter-och-andra-publikationer/publikationer/2021-06-29-atgardsprogram-for-tumlare.html
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EG-MAMA%2015-2021-925/Presentations/Presentation%209%20BLUES%20Bycatch%20indicator%20presentation%20for%20EG%20MAMA.pdf
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level on seals, as it strongly relates to enhance the link between BLUES and the planned project 
proposal and invited the indicator leads to take part in the project planning.  

5.4 The Meeting recalled the input requested from EG MAMA to the indicator template and 
invited EG MAMA to re-check the document 3J-45 submitted to STATE&CONSERVATION 15-2021 and 
to provide any specific comments to the indicator lead (sk@meereszoologie.de) and the Secretariat 
(owen.rowe@helcom.fi) by 23 September 2021.  

Agenda Item 6  Future Work 

6.1 The Meeting took note of plans for the next Red List Assessment, to be carried out from 
in autumn 2022 and spring 2023, as presented by the Secretariat.  

6.2 The Meeting took note that a document containing an overview of the assessment of 
marine mammals has been submitted to STATE & CONSERVATION 15-2021 on how the integrated 
assessment will be done in HOLAS III (document 3J-44). 

6.3 The Meeting amended and agreed on the Terms of Reference (ToRs) for the next 
meeting, including an Annex outlining the main tasks and membership of the Teams, and agreed on 
submitting the draft ToRs for endorsement by STATE & CONSERVATION 15-2021. 

6.4 The Meeting invited the newly appointed members of the teams to contact their 
respective team leaders. 

6.5 The Meeting recalled the information that Denmark had offered to host the EG MAMA 
15-2021 meeting in Odense, Denmark. The Meeting agreed that in the absence of representatives 
from the hosting organization, the exact time of the next Meeting will be decided via 
correspondence. The Meeting invited the Secretariat to communicate with Denmark on hosting the 
meeting in September 2022 and to inform the Group accordingly.  

6.6 The Meeting noted that this was the last EG MAMA meeting of the German 
representative Dieter Boedeker and warmly thanked Dieter for his long-term work in the group and 
continuous dedication to advancing the HELCOM work. 

6.7 The Meeting thanked Anders Galatius for the work done as the Chair of EG MAMA group 
and elected Anders Galatius to continue as the Chair of the group. 

6.8 The Meeting took note that Morten Olsen will no longer be available to act as Vice-Chair 
of the group and elected Line Kyhn, Denmark, as the new Vice-Chair of the expert group. 

Agenda Item 7  Any other business 

7.1 The Meeting took note of a recently initiated study by the Swedish Natural History 
Museum using historical samples to define past population sizes of harbour porpoises (prior to the 
1950’s), and invited any member of the group with available historical samples or knowledge of such 
samples to contact Kylie Owen (kylie.owen@nrm.se).  

7.2 The Meeting thanked the attendees for constructive participation and the Secretariat for 
professional support. 

Agenda Item 8  Outcome of the Meeting 

8.1  The Meeting adopted the Outcome of the meeting via correspondence. 

mailto:owen.rowe@helcom.fi
mailto:kylie.owen@nrm.se
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Annex 1 List of Participants 
 
name email organisation 
Chair 
Anders Galatius agj@bios.au.dk Aarhus University 
DE 
Dieter Boedeker dieter.boedeker@bfn.de BfN 
Farina Reif farina.reif@meeresmuseum.de German 

Oceanographic 
Museum 

Kristina Lehnert kristina.lehnert@tiho-hannover.de 

Institute of Terrestrial 
and Aquatic Wildlife 
Research, University 
of Veterinary 
Medicine Hannover 

Linda Westphal linda.westphal@meeresmuseum.de 

German 
Oceanographic 
Museum 

Michael Dähne michael.daehne@meeresmuseum.de 

German 
Oceanographic 
Museum 

Anita Gilles anita.gilles@tiho-hannover.de Institute of Terrestrial 
and Aquatic Wildlife 
Research, University 
of Veterinary 
Medicine Hannover 

Anita Künitzer anita.kuenitzer@uba.de German Environment 
Agency 

Isabelle Kratzer 
 

isabelle.kratzerbsh.de BSH 

DK 
Line A. Kyhn lky@bios.au.dk Aarhus University 

Morten Olsen morten.olsen@snm.ku.dk 
University of 
Copenhagen 

Signe Sveegaard ssv@bios.au.dk Aarhus University 

Nynne Lemming nyele@mst.dk 

Ministry of 
Environment of 
Denmark 

Lotte Knudsen lotkn@mst.dk   
Danish EPA, Ministry 
of Environment 

EE 

Märt Kesküla mart.keskula@keskkonnaamet.ee 
Environmental Board 
of Estonia 

FI 

Kaarina Kauhala kaarina.kauhala@luke.fi 

Natural Resources 
Institute Finland 

Marja Isomursu marja.isomursu@evira.fi Finnish Food Authority 

Mervi Kunnasranta mervi.kunnasranta@luke.fi 
Natural Resources 
Institute Finland 

Penina Blankett penina.blankett@ym.fi 
Ministry of the 
Environment 

mailto:kaarina.kauhala@luke.fi
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Maija Häggblom maija.haggblom@regeringen.ax Åland Government 

Olli Loisa olli.loisa@turkuamk.fi 
Turku University of 
Applied Sciences 

Tapio Kangas tapio.kangas@riista.fi 
Finnish Wildlife 
Agency 

Heikki Lehtinen Heikki.Lehtinen@gov.fi 
Ministry of Agriculture 
and Forestry 

LT 
Vaida Surviliene vaida.surviliene@gmail.com Vilnius University 
PL 
Iwona Pawliczka iwona.pvp@ug.edu.pl University of Gdańsk 
Katarzyna Kaminska k.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl Ministry of Maritime 

Economy and Inland 
Navigation 

Magdalena Kaminska m.kaminska@gios.gov.pl Chief Inspectorate of 
Environmental 
Protection 

Michał Malinga michal.malinga@gmail.com Chief Inspectorate of 
Environmental 
Protection 

RU 

Mikhail Verevkin vermiv@yandex.ru 

Saint-Petersburg 
Scientific Center 
Russian Academy of 
Sciences 

SE 

Julia Carlström julia.carlstrom@nrm.se 
Swedish Museum of 
Natural History 

Markus Ahola markus.ahola@nrm.se 
Swedish Museum of 
Natural History 

Anja Carlsson anja.carlsson@nrm.se 
Swedish Museum of 
Natural History 

Kylie Owen kylie.owen@nrm.se 
Swedish Museum of 
Natural History 

Sara Persson sara.persson@nrm.se 
Swedish museum of 
natural history 

Susanne Viker susanne.viker@havochvatten.se 

Swedish Agency for 
Marine and Water 
Management 

Norbert Häubner norbert.haubner@havochvatten.se 

Swedish Agency for 
Water and Marine 
Management 

Britt-Marie Bäcklin britt-marie.backlin@nrm.se 
Swedish museum of 
natural history 

Karl Lundström karl.lundstrom@slu.se 

Swedish University of 
Agricultural Sciences 
(SLU) 

Observers 
Ida Carlén ida.carlen@ccb.se Coalition Clean Baltic 
Mart Jüssi mart.jussi@gmail.com Pro Mare MTÜ 
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Hans Geibrink hans.geibrink@jagareforbundet.se 

Swedish Association 
for Hunting and 
Wildlife Management 

Antti Halkka halkka@sll.fi WWF-Finland 
Florian Hoffmann florian.hoffmann@wwf.de WWF Germany 
Elena Andrievskaya sealrescue@gmail.com The Baltic ringed seal 

foundation 
HELCOM 
Jannica Haldin jannica.haldin@helcom.fi HELCOM 
Laura Kaikkonen laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi HELCOM 
Luke Dodd luke.dodd@helcom.fi HELCOM 
Owen Rowe owen.rowe@helcom.fi HELCOM 
Joni Kaitaranta joni.kaitaranta@helcom.fi HELCOM 
Jana Wolf jana.wolf@helcom.fi HELCOM 
Marta Ruiz marta.ruiz@helcom.fi HELCOM 
Florent Nicolas florent.nicolas@helcom.fi HELCOM 

 
 

Annex 2 Draft Terms of Reference for EG MAMA 16-2022 
 
The HELCOM Expert Group on Marine Mammals (EG MAMA) will during its 16th meeting, and in the 
intersessional period leading up to the meeting, do the following: 

1. Indicators: 

a. The Marine Mammal Health team will further develop existing and new indicators for the 
health and blubber thickness of seals and porpoises including considering expanding the 
reproduction indicator to include ringed seal, harbour seal and harbour porpoise, and 
report to EG MAMA 16-2022. 

b. The co-Leads for the Harbour Porpoise Abundance and Distribution indicators, together 
with the Harbour Porpoise Abundance and Distribution Team, will continue the work on 
developing the indicators on Abundance and population trends of harbour porpoise and 
Distribution of harbour porpoise, and report to EG MAMA 16-2022. 

c. Mr. Sven Koschinski, and Volker Dierschke, Germany, in collaboration with Poland and 
Sweden and supported by CG FishData, will continue the work on the development of the 
indicator ‘Number of drowned mammals and waterbirds in fishing gears’ and report to EG 
MAMA 16-2022. 

2. Management plans of marine mammals: 

a. The national representatives to EG MAMA are requested to review the new and updated 
national management- and action plans from their respective countries against the 
guidelines developed by SEAL 8-2014 and present the results for discussion at EG MAMA 
16-2022. 

b. The national representatives to EG MAMA are requested to review and update the 
document on status of management plans of marine mammals by submitting the 
information to the Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi) prior to EG MAMA 16-2022. 

3. Dataflows for data on seals and harbour porpoise: 

mailto:laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi
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Data on abundance and distribution of marine mammals 
a. The Secretariat to report back on how development of the HELCOM Biodiversity Database 

has been modified to accommodate abundance survey data for seals and harbour porpoise.  

Registered mortality of marine mammals 

b. All Contracting Parties to provide data on the mortality, including information on bycatch 
and illegal killing, of seals and harbour porpoises for year 2018- 2021 in advance of EG 
MAMA 16-2022.  

Data for seals 

Mortality of Seals 
a. Denmark to report mortality data from previous years from Kattegat in advance of EG 

MAMA 16-2022. 

Data for harbour porpoise 
a. The Contracting Parties are invited to report to the HELCOM/ASCOBANS Database on 

Harbour Porpoise prior to EG MAMA 16-2022 by providing the data to the HELCOM 
Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi). 

b. Consider categories of the reporting format to be clarified for bycatch by the Marine 
Mammal Health Team and the Harbour Porpoise Abundance and Distribution Team.  

c. Nomination of national contacts for updating the HELCOM/ASCOBANS harbour 
porpoise database to be submitted to the Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi).  

d. EG MAMA 16-2022 will be invited to take note of progress on the follow-up regarding 
the reporting of acoustic monitoring data and to consider data reporting needs 

e. Germany, to inform EG MAMA 16-2022 on the progress within OSPAR and ASCOBANS 
to develop databases for strandings of cetaceans, including geographic information, 
and to propose how to harmonize the HELCOM data collection with this initiative. 

 
4. Monitoring guidelines: 

a. The monitoring guideline for the draft target organ health indicator for marine mammals 
will be further improved by the Health Team intersessionally and presented at EG MAMA 
16-2022.  

b. The Harbour Porpoise Distribution and Abundance indicator team will continue the work 
on drafting monitoring guidelines for distribution and abundance intersessionally and 
present at EG MAMA 16-2022.  

5. Work on Baltic Sea harbour porpoise: 

a. Ms. Penina Blankett, co-chair of the ASCOBANS AC to report on activities of ASCOBANS and 
Ms. Ida Carlén, Chair of Jastarnia Group, to report on activities of the Jastarnia Group at EG 
MAMA 16-2022. 

b. Update the EG MAMA 16-2022 on the progress of the SAMBAH II and HELCOM BLUES 
projects. 

6. Precautionary Approach Level (PAL) for seals 
a. Present progress on drafting a preliminary project proposal for PAL for seals in the Baltic 

Sea. 

10. Marine mammals - fisheries interaction: 

mailto:laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi
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a. Present progress from the data collection, assessment and mitigation measures related to 
bycatch. 

b. Follow up on the progress regarding the ICES Special Request Advice on Emergency 
Measures for Harbour Porpoise. 

c. Exchange information on progress of ongoing initiatives regarding seal-fish interactions, 
specifically with regards to Anisakid parasites in the Baltic Sea ecosystem. 

11. Intersessional activities of the teams 

a. The Marine Mammal Health Team is requested to inform on their intersessional activities 
at EG MAMA 16-2022. 

i. The Health Team will continue intersessional work on the reproductive rate to 
discuss the team’s proposal and theoretical approaches for setting thresholds and 
methods for the assessment. 

ii. The Team will strive to further work on the Anisakid nematode species in marine 
mammals resident in the Baltic Sea and strive to expand the work to include fish 
health and intermediate hosts. 

iii. The Team will strive to hold a second necropsy workshop, with practical sessions of 
postmortem investigations on marine mammal species, taking Covid-19 restrictions 
into account. 

iv. The Team will hold online meetings as needed to discuss e.g. indicator 
development. 

v. Work intersessionally to improve the HELCOM-ASCOBANS reporting format in 
collaboration with the harbour porpoise abundance and distribution team. The 
sub-group in invited to present a preliminary plan for the group in February 2022 
to be reviewed by the expert group and to finalize the reporting format for use 
prior to the next meeting of EG MAMA 16-2022. 

b. The Seal Distribution team is requested to inform on their intersessional activities at EG 
MAMA 16-2022. 

i. To intersessionally discuss and prepare a suggestion of updated borders with the 
seal population team to amend the sub-units used for presenting grey seal survey 
results to improve the ecological relevance of the units, rather than representing 
administrative borders and present suggestion(s) for further discussion at EG 
MAMA 16-2022.  

ii. Update results of discussions on the appropriate level of reporting count data to 
the HELCOM Biodiversity database within the Seal distribution and abundance 
team to evaluate the extent of the assessment units used by HELCOM together 
with the Secretariat in order to agree what is possible from a data reporting 
viewpoint [brief update, e.g. short document].  

iii. The Seal Distribution team is requested to collate metadata on the existing 
telemetry tag deployments and present the results at EG MAMA 16-2022. 
 

c. The Seal Population team is requested to inform on their intersessional activities at EG 
MAMA 16-2022. 
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i. Countries to present the results of the 2021 seal survey results for ringed, harbour 
seal and grey seal and, to the extent possible, 2022 survey results for grey seal and 
ringed seal. The Lead of the team is invited to present the results at the EG MAMA 
16-2022.  

ii. Present results and developments in calibrating novel methods for ringed seal 
surveys, with an aim of drafting monitoring guidelines. 

iii. Follow up on the proposal to change the management unit status of the harbour 
seals in Kattegat and the western Baltic submitted to STATE&CONSERVATION 15-
2021. 
 

d. The Harbour Porpoise Abundance and Distribution Team is requested to inform on their 
intersessional activities at EG MAMA 16-2022. 

i. Work intersessionally to improve the HELCOM-ASCOBANS reporting format. The 
sub-group is invited to present a preliminary plan for the group in February 2022 to 
be reviewed by the expert group and to finalize the reporting format for use prior to 
the next meeting of EG MAMA 16-2022.  

ii. Work intersessionally to define the geographical areas in the reporting form for the 
registered mortality of marine mammals, with regard to harbour porpoise mortality 
data. 

  



Outcome of EG MAMA 15-2021 
 
 
 

 

Page 18 of 21 
 

ANNEX 1: Role and membership of the EG MAMA Teams 

 
Marine Mammal Health Team 
Role of team: 
To review marine mammal health data. This team will identify need for research relevant to assess marine 
mammal health status and collect information and evaluate results.  
Team Membership: 

Representing Name Email 
Germany Ursula Siebert (Team Lead) ursula.siebert@tiho-hannover.de 
Denmark Morten Tange Olsen morten.olsen@snm.ku.dk 
Denmark Heidi Huus Petersen hhpet@dtu.dk 
Denmark Line Kyhn lky@bios.au.dk 
Denmark Rune Dietz rdi@bios.au.dk 
Denmark Anders Galatius  agj@bios.au.dk 
Estonia Ivar Jussi ivar.jussi@gmail.com 
Estonia Mart Jussi  mart.jussi@gmail.com 
Finland Marja Isomursu marja.isomursu@evira.fi 
Finland Kaarina Kauhala kaarina.kauhala@luke.fi 
Germany Kristina Lehnert kristina.lehnert@tiho-hannover.de 
Germany Linda Westphal linda.westphal@meeresmuseum.de 
Germany Michael Dähne michael.daehne@meeresmuseum.de 
Latvia Valdis Pilats valdis.pilats@daba.gov.lv 
Lithuania Ignas Kazlauskas i.kazlauskas@muziejus.lt 
Lithuania Vaida Surviliene vaida.surviliene@gmail.com 
Poland Iwona Pawliczka  iwona.pvp@ug.edu.pl 
Russia Mikhail Verevkin vermiv@yandex.ru 
The Baltic Ringed Seal 
Foundation 

Elena Andrievskaya sealrescue@gmail.com 

Sweden  Sara Persson sara.persson@nrm.se 
Sweden Karin Hårding  karin.harding@bioenv.gu.se 
Sweden Britt-Marie Bäcklin britt-marie.backlin@nrm.se 
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Harbour Porpoise Abundance and Distribution Team 
Role of the Team: 
To function as a cooperation and coordination platform in order to harmonize national harbour porpoise 
work, including monitoring, on a regional scale to achieve sufficient data quality for the harbour porpoise 
indicators. To support the indicator leads in their work to maintain and develop indicators for harbour 
porpoise. 
Team Membership: 

Representing Name Email 
Germany Michael Dähne michael.daehne@meeresmuseum.de 
Germany Anita Gilles (Team lead) anita.gilles@tiho-hannover.de 

 
Sweden Julia Carlström (Team lead) julia.carlstrom@nrm.se 
Sweden Kylie Owen kylie.owen@nrm.se 
Denmark Signe Sveegaard ssv@bios.au.dk 
Denmark Line Kyhn lky@bios.au.dk 
Poland Iwona Pawliczka iwona.pvp@ug.edu.pl 
Poland Michal Malinga michal.malinga@gmail.com 
Finland Olli Loisa olli.loisa@turkuamk.fi 

 
ASCOBANS Ida Carlén ida.carlen@ccb.se 
Denmark Finn Larsen fl@aqua.dtu.dk 
Poland Katarzyna Kaminska katarzyna.kaminska@minrol.gov.pl 
Finland Penina Blankett penina.blankett@gov.fi 
Finland/Åland Maija Häggblom maija.haggblom@regeringen.ax 
WWF Antti Halkka antti.halkka@sll.fi 
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Seal Population Team 
Role of Team: 
To develop and coordinate abundance and trend monitoring and undertake abundance and trend 
estimations 
Team Membership 

Representing Name Email 
Estonia Ivar Jüssi (Team Lead) ivar.jussi@gmail.com 
Estonia Mart Jüssi mart.jussi@gmail.com 
Denmark Finn Larsen fl@aqua.dtu.dk 
Denmark Morten Olsen morten.olsen@snm.ku.dk 
Denmark Anders Galatius  agj@bios.au.dk 
Finland Penina Blankett penina.blankett@gov.fi 
Finland Mervi Kunnasranta mervi.kunnasranta@luke.fi 
Finland Tapio Kangas tapio.kangas@riista.fi 
Finland Olli Loisa olli.loisa@turkuamk.fi 

 
Finland/Åland Maija Häggblom maija.haggblom@regeringen.ax 
WWF Antti Halkka  halkka@sll.fi 
WWF Florian Hoffmann florian.hoffmann@wwf.de 
Germany Alexander Liebschner alexander.liebschner@bfn.de 
Germany Linda Westphal linda.westphal@meeresmuseum.de 
Poland Iwona Pawliczka iwona.pvp@ug.edu.pl 
Poland Michal Malinga michal.malinga@gmail.com 
Russia Mikhail Verevkin vermiv@yandex.ru 
Sweden Markus Ahola markus.ahola@nrm.se 
Sweden  Susanne Viker susanne.viker@havochvatten.se 
Sweden Anja Carlsson anja.carlsson@nrm.se 
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Seal Distribution Team 
Role of Team: 
1. Review of seal distribution data 
2. Gather information on, and evaluate research on seal movements, e.g. from satellite tagging 
programmes;  
3. Identification of suitable habitats for breeding, moulting, and at sea distribution for harbour seals and 
moulting and at sea distribution for grey seals and ringed seals. 
4. Identification of protected areas for seals in the Baltic either on a national, HELCOM or EU level and 
evaluate the protection regime; 
5. Identification of those habitats already used by seals with a view to a potential establishment of those 
habitats identified under 2. and 3. as potential protected areas for seals; and  
6. Work on the suggestion to use the degree of geographical coverage (expansion) of suitable habitats in 
the Baltic Sea as reference levels for the distribution reference levels. Development/Specification of this 
objective as an indicator for the Baltic Sea Action Plan.  
 
Team Membership: 

Representing Name Email 
Estonia Mart Jüssi (Team Lead) mart.jussi@gmail.com 
Estonia Ivar Jüssi ivar.jussi@gmail.com 
Estonia  Märt Kesküla mart.keskula@keskkonnaamet.ee 
Denmark Finn Larsen fl@aqua.dtu.dk 
Denmark Morten Olsen morten.olsen@snm.ku.dk 
Denmark Anders Galatius  agj@bios.au.dk 
Denmark Line Kyhn lky@bios.au.dk 
Finland Mervi Kunnasranta mervi.kunnasranta@luke.fi 
Finland Penina Blankett penina.blankett@gov.fi 
Finland/Åland Maija Häggblom maija.haggblom@regeringen.ax 
Finland Olli Loisa olli.loisa@turkuamk.fi 
Germany Alexander Liebschner alexander.liebschner@bfn.de 
Germany Michael Dähne michael.daehne@meeresmuseum.de 
Germany Linda Westphal linda.westphal@meeresmuseum.de 
Poland Iwona Pawliczka iwona.pvp@ug.edu.pl 
Poland Michal Malinga michal.malinga@gmail.com 
Russia Mikhail Verevkin vermiv@yandex.ru 
Sweden Markus Ahola markus.ahola@nrm.se 
Sweden  Susanne Viker susanne.viker@havochvatten.se 
Sweden Anja Carlsson anja.carlsson@nrm.se 
WWF Antti Halkka antti.halkka@sll.fi 
WWF Florian Hoffmann florian.hoffmann@wwf.de 
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	2.25 The Meeting took note of information by Germany on the progress of a screening study on hazardous substances in marine mammals (document 2-3). Germany proposed to provide the 2nd draft of the report on the screening study, which should become ava...

	Agenda Item 3  Seals in the Baltic Sea
	3.1 The Meeting reviewed the draft list of estimates of measure effectiveness from literature to be used in the HELCOM BLUES project activity 1 for analysing the costs, benefits, sufficiency and effectiveness of environmental measures specific to seal...
	3.2 The Meeting discussed the weights given to different kind of evidence and highlighted the importance of the gear type for seal mortality.
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	3.4 The Meeting suggested HELCOM BLUES to check the work done on bycatch from ICES WGBYC group for potential information on how to assess bycatch rates with different types of gears to decide on an appropriate weighting approach.
	3.5 The Meeting noted that bycatch weighting based on gear type will be further developed prior to completion of the work.
	3.6 The Meeting agreed to the following weighting system for seal effectiveness of measures data taken from literature:
	 By study type
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	 Field study x0.75
	 By species
	 Baltic species x1
	 Other pinnipeds x0.75
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	 Rest of world x0.6
	3.7 The Meeting discussed adapting the ICES threat matrix for the purposes of BLUES and agreed to have percentages directly assigned by EG MAMA experts to relevant pressures rather than modify the ICES threat matrix. The Meeting took note that an appr...
	3.8 The Meeting took note that a revised version of document 4-2 (4-2 Rev.2) will be submitted to the Meeting with the 4th task in the document now removed, and invited the group to send any comments, questions or responses to the Secretariat (luke.do...
	Agenda Item 3.1 Report on the intersessional activities under the EG MAMA Seal teams
	3.9 The Meeting took note of recent intersessional activities of the seal population team as presented by lead Mr. Ivar Jüssi.
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	3.11 The Meeting took note of recent intersessional activities of the seal distribution team by Mr. Mart Jüssi.
	3.12 The Meeting took note of ringed seal surveys in the eastern Gulf of Finland and the Estonian West Coast (document 3-5).
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	3.14  The Meeting took note of a database format for metadata on telemetry deployments in the Baltic Sea (document 3-6).
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	3.16 The Meeting took note of an update on the harbour seal genetic population structure in the HELCOM area (presentation 3).
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	3.18 The Meeting recalled that the currently used management units have not accounted for the separate harbour seal population in the Limfjord and agreed that the Limfjord should be separated from the Kattegat management unit.
	3.19 The Meeting took note of further evidence for separating the southwestern Baltic from Kattegat from genetic evidence, tagging studies, disease communication and abundance trends and noted that there is no evidence for significant of gene flow, an...
	3.20 The Meeting agreed to draft a recommendation for STATE&CONSERVATION 15-2021 as a late document to separate the Limfjord, Kattegat and SW Baltic area into three management units.
	3.21 The Meeting took note of the land-breeding distribution of grey seals (document 3-10) and highlighted that the document is a draft version still under development.
	3.22 The Meeting took note of the updated results from Sweden (presentation 4).
	3.23 The Meeting agreed to compile a revised document on the pupping distribution in the entire Baltic to be submitted as an information document to STATE&CONSERVATION 15-2021 and invited the distribution team to work on the document intersessionally ...
	3.24 The Meeting noted that the distribution team will organize an intersessional workshop to further work on the seal breeding distribution in the Baltic Sea and invited the Team lead to organize such a meeting.
	3.25 The Meeting took note of recent activities of intersessional team for Marine Mammal Health as follows:
	Agenda Item 3.2 Monitoring, data collection and reporting
	Monitoring guidelines
	3.26 The Meeting considered the updated monitoring guidelines for blubber thickness and reproductive status of marine mammals (document 3-2, 3-3).
	Updates to the HELCOM Biodiversity database
	3.27 The Meeting took note of updates to the HELCOM biodiversity database regarding seals as presented by the Secretariat (document 2-7).
	3.28 The Meeting took note of the HELCOM HOLAS III Data call and associated parts in the data call related to seal indicators and associated reporting resources (guideline and formats)
	3.29 The Meeting discussed the implications of the proposed changes to seal count data collection, particularly with regard to changing the reporting format to correspond to the approach applied in OSPAR by including reporting on haulout site-level. T...
	3.30 The Meeting took note of the position of Finland, on the preferred approach to use aggregated counts to ICES squares ((ICES Statistical rectangles, Baltic Sea ecoregion).
	3.31 The Meeting acknowledged that changing the reporting may result in duplicate data or complications in the reporting if assessment units are delineated differently than what is being monitored within the countries.
	3.32 The Meeting took note that the reporting template has a designated category for reporting counts per HELCOM assessment unit level 2, which should allow possibility to allow reporting of aggregated count data, in addition to more precise spatial r...
	3.33 The Meeting agreed to continue the discussion on the appropriate level of reporting count data intersessionally within the Seal distribution and abundance team to evaluate the extent of the assessment units used by HELCOM together with the Secret...
	Agenda Item 3.3 Core indicators
	3.34 The Meeting took note of ongoing work by the health team on the proposed target organs for new health indicators.
	3.35 The Meeting took note that the planned necropsy workshop for harmonizing methods and interpretation of lesions for the new health indicators for marine mammals had to be postponed, with the aim to organize the event in Spring 2022.
	3.36 The Meeting took note of indicator development for the reproduction/nutritional status of marine mammals (presentation 5).
	3.37 The Meeting invited the health team to continue intersessional work on the reproductive status indicator to discuss the team’s proposal and theoretical approaches for setting thresholds and methods for the assessment.
	Agenda Item 3.4 Recommendation 27/28-2
	Precautionary Approach to management of seals
	3.38 The Meeting discussed options for estimating a Precautionary Approach Level (PAL) for individual seal populations with current data and methods, recalling previous discussion on the topic (document 3-7).
	3.39 The Meeting took note of intended work in Sweden on the effect of bycatch and hunting on grey seals (presentation 6).
	3.40 The Meeting recalled that even if PAL can be estimated, the uncertainties will be high, as the PAL will vary notably in space and time.
	3.41 The Meeting suggested drafting a preliminary estimate PAL with the current knowledge and data, and then further defining what kind of additional data are needed to reduce uncertainties.
	3.42 The Meeting agreed that the modeling work would require substantial resources and that in addition to modelling work, extensive tagging studies would be needed, potentially complemented by improved information on seal behavior on haulout sites to...
	3.43 The Meeting took note of a similar study in Canada on grey seal population trends and models to determine harvest levels (Hammill et al. 2016).
	3.44 The Meeting pointed out that there are several funding instruments for biodiversity projects which could be considered for such a proposal, such as the EU LIFE program.
	3.45 The Meeting agreed that for such a project, partners from all Contracting Parties with significant seal occurrence would be beneficial.
	3.46 The Meeting agreed to form a group to start working on a preliminary project proposal. The Meeting invited the interested members of the expert group to express their interest to Group Chair (agj@bios.au.dk) by 22 September 2021 in order to organ...
	3.47 The Meeting recalled that grey seal has been a priority due to the conflict with fisheries but agreed that from an ecological and conservation viewpoint, extending the project to other seal species would be ideal.
	3.48 The Meeting supported asking the view of State&Conservation on which species such a project should cover.
	3.49 The Meeting took note of the potential of using high-resolution cameras and LIDARS to monitor seals, as used for e.g. penguins, to provide continuous real time data which individuals visit colonies and for how long, as well as data on their weigh...
	Agenda Item 3.5 Management of seals and human induced pressures
	National management plans for seals
	3.50 The Meeting reviewed overview of the national management plans for seals (document 3-2). The Meeting agreed to submit updated information regarding national management plans to the Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi) prior to the EG MAMA 16-2...
	Marine mammal – fisheries interaction
	3.51 The Meeting took note of information from Germany on a project draft submitted to a German funding agency (BLE) investigating interaction of marine mammals, parasites, and fish.
	3.52 The Meeting further took note of following national work on fish-parasite interactions which may be of use for similar future projects:

	Agenda Item 4 Baltic Sea Harbour Porpoise
	Agenda Item 4
	4.1 The Meeting reviewed the draft list of estimates of measure effectiveness from literature to be used in the HELCOM BLUES project activity 1 for analysing the costs, benefits, sufficiency and effectiveness of environmental measures specific to porp...
	4.2 The Meeting took note that Odontocetes larger than approximately 300 kg where not included in the literature review.
	4.3 The Meeting discussed the weights given to different kind of evidence and considered that commercial trials warrant a higher weighting than scientific trials. The Meeting further considered that no further weighting is needed for the geographical ...
	4.4 The Meeting suggested that there may be more relevant effectiveness of measures studies available from the eastern Pacific, also raising the question of why “fisheries closures” was not included as a possible measure in the list of measures.
	4.5 The Meeting discussed using biosonar type as a weighting factor and considered other narrow band high frequency species to be very relevant to harbour porpoise. The Meeting further considered that studies on other biosonar types still had value an...
	4.6 The Meeting agreed to the following weighting system for porpoise effectiveness of measures data taken from literature:
	 By study type
	 Commercial application x1
	 Field study x0.75
	 By biosonar type
	 Narrow-band high-frequency x1
	 Other types x0.25
	 By species (only applies to narrow-band high-frequency species)
	 Harbour porpoise x1
	 Other species x0.75
	4.7 The Meeting discussed adapting the ICES threat matrix for the purposes of BLUES and agreed that applying quantitative estimates to the semiquantitative scale was not preferred due to loss of variation within a semiquantitative category and the foc...
	4.8 The Meeting suggested that percentages be directly assigned by EG MAMA experts to relevant pressures rather than modify the ICES threat matrix. The Meeting took note that an appropriate survey would be developed in the coming months and distribute...
	4.9 The Meeting took note that a revised version of document 4-2 (4-2 Rev.2) will be submitted to the Meeting with the 4th task in the document now removed, and invited the group to send any comments, questions or responses to the Secretariat (luke.do...
	Agenda Item 4.1 Report of intersessional activities by the Harbour Porpoise Abundance and Distribution team
	4.10 The Meeting took note of the intersessional activities by the Harbour Porpoise Abundance and Distribution team, noting that that the main tasks of the team have focused on indicator development.
	4.11 The Meeting took note of information from Germany on the "MiniSCANS-II survey: Aerial survey for harbour porpoises in the western Baltic Sea, Belt Sea, the Sound and Kattegat in 2020”, which has been funded and conducted jointly by Denmark, Germa...
	4.12
	4.13 The Meeting took note that a further aim for the work is to undertake a dedicated trend analysis with the time series on abundance estimates in the HELCOM BLUES project, with preliminary results showing concern for the Belt Sea population.
	Agenda Item 4.2 Monitoring, data collection and reporting
	4.14 The Meeting took note of the information that the intersessional work on the development of monitoring guidelines for harbour porpoise abundance and distribution is ongoing, and the team aims to continue the work and present progress at EG MAMA 1...
	4.15 The Meeting further noted that during the past year, much of the team’s work has focused on the SAMBAH II LIFE application and the team has further collaborated with HELCOM dataflows to develop a common standard for delivery of acoustic monitorin...
	4.16 The Meeting took note of the status of the HELCOM-ASCOBANS harbour porpoise database as presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting recalled that the Contracting Parties are invited to report updates to the database by filling in the reporting form...
	4.17 The Meeting discussed the needs to improve the reporting form to have a more consistent dataset (e.g., the incidental sightings category has dead/alive only as a note, and it is unclear if dead animals should be reported in the incidental sightin...
	4.18 The Meeting supported organizing an intersessional meeting to consider the reporting form together with further changes to the user-friendliness of the HELCOM Biodiversity database.
	4.19 The Meeting took note of volunteered members of the expert group (Michael Dähne, Julia Carlström, Ida Carlén, Kylie Owen and Line Kyhn, Olli Loisa, Iwona Pawliczka) and invited the group to work together with the Secretariat on improving the repo...
	4.20 The Meeting supported the preliminary plan for the group to have the first draft ready in February 2022 to be reviewed by the expert group and to finalize the reporting format for use prior to the next meeting of EG MAMA.
	4.21 The Meeting took note of updates to the HELCOM Biodiversity database specific to harbour porpoises from the Secretariat (document 2-7) and responses to questions received prior to the meeting (presentation 7), explaining that the move from the HE...
	4.22 The Meeting took note of information from the Secretariat that duplicate data will not be stored in both MADS and HELCOM Biodiversity database, yet if case specific needs arise, data layers may also be made available on the MADS.
	Agenda Item 4.3 Core indicators
	4.23 The Meeting took note of recent activities of the Marine Mammal Health Team with regard to developing new indicators for the health status of harbour porpoises.
	4.24 The Meeting took note that the development for the indicator on the health status of marine mammals is ongoing. The Meeting further took note that that in order to produce the required guidelines for joint necropsies, the physical exercises are n...
	4.25 The Meeting took note of the progress in developing the indicators (abundance (document 4-2) and distribution (document 4-3) (presentation 8) for harbour porpoise.
	4.26 The Meeting took note of progress in preparing the qualitative assessment of harbour porpoise abundance and distribution for HOLAS III (document 4-4- rev.1) and invited EG MAMA to inform the leads of the assessment of any additional data sources ...
	Agenda Item 4.4 Recommendation 17/2
	4.27 The Meeting took note of updates from ASCOBANS Advisory Committee co-chair Penina Blankett on harbour porpoise related activities under ASCOBANS, particularly that there is anongoing process to prepare a proposal to include the Baltic Proper harb...
	4.28 The Meeting took note of the activities related to Baltic Sea harbour porpoises under the ASCOBANS Jastarnia Group as presented by the Chair of the Group, Ida Carlén. The meeting particularly noted that an ASCOBANS Workshop on small cetacean MPAs...
	4.29 The Meeting considered the draft reporting format for recommendation 17/2 (document 4-5 rev.1) and invited any further comments to be sent to Katarzyna Kaminska (Katarzyna.Kaminska@minrol.gov.pl) by 8 October 2021.
	Agenda Item 4.5 Management of harbour porpoise and human induced pressures
	4.30 The Meeting took note of the follow up on the ICES special request advice on emergency measures to prevent bycatch of common dolphin and Baltic Proper harbour porpoise.
	4.31 The Meeting took note of the National management plans for harbour porpoises (document 3-1). Contracting Parties are requested to take note of outdated information and to send any updates to the Secretariat (laura.kaikkonen@helcom.fi) prior to EG...
	4.32 The Meeting took note that Sweden has published a new action plan for harbour porpoises, available online (link).
	4.33 The Meeting discussed guidelines for reporting of harbour porpoise under the Habitats Directive (whether it is done based on national waters only or at a population level) and acknowledged that the decision to streamline reporting must come from ...
	4.34 The Meeting supported encouraging managers to discuss how to deal with examining harbour porpoise distribution and abundance at a population level, rather than at the Marine Baltic bio-region level.
	4.35 The Meeting further took note of recent discussions at the European Commission on harmonization of the Habitats Directive and Marine Strategy Framework Directive and the general guidance to produce the assessment on a biogeographic level.

	Agenda Item 5  Bycatch
	5.1 The Meeting took note of the development of the bycatch indicator ‘number of drowned birds and mammals in fishing gear’ in the HELCOM BLUES project (presentation 9).
	5.2 The Meeting discussed the compatibility of the currently set limit reference level in the indicator for seals.  The Meeting noted that the reference levels in the abundance and trends indicator refers to slightly different conservation objectives ...
	5.3 The Meeting supported including the discussion on the appropriate population reference levels on bycatch indicator in the planned project proposal on the precautionary approach level on seals, as it strongly relates to enhance the link between BLU...
	5.4 The Meeting recalled the input requested from EG MAMA to the indicator template and invited EG MAMA to re-check the document 3J-45 submitted to STATE&CONSERVATION 15-2021 and to provide any specific comments to the indicator lead (sk@meereszoologi...

	Agenda Item 6  Future Work
	6.1 The Meeting took note of plans for the next Red List Assessment, to be carried out from in autumn 2022 and spring 2023, as presented by the Secretariat.
	6.2 The Meeting took note that a document containing an overview of the assessment of marine mammals has been submitted to STATE & CONSERVATION 15-2021 on how the integrated assessment will be done in HOLAS III (document 3J-44).
	6.3 The Meeting amended and agreed on the Terms of Reference (ToRs) for the next meeting, including an Annex outlining the main tasks and membership of the Teams, and agreed on submitting the draft ToRs for endorsement by STATE & CONSERVATION 15-2021.
	6.4 The Meeting invited the newly appointed members of the teams to contact their respective team leaders.
	6.5 The Meeting recalled the information that Denmark had offered to host the EG MAMA 15-2021 meeting in Odense, Denmark. The Meeting agreed that in the absence of representatives from the hosting organization, the exact time of the next Meeting will ...
	6.6 The Meeting noted that this was the last EG MAMA meeting of the German representative Dieter Boedeker and warmly thanked Dieter for his long-term work in the group and continuous dedication to advancing the HELCOM work.
	6.7 The Meeting thanked Anders Galatius for the work done as the Chair of EG MAMA group and elected Anders Galatius to continue as the Chair of the group.
	6.8 The Meeting took note that Morten Olsen will no longer be available to act as Vice-Chair of the group and elected Line Kyhn, Denmark, as the new Vice-Chair of the expert group.

	Agenda Item 7  Any other business
	7.1 The Meeting took note of a recently initiated study by the Swedish Natural History Museum using historical samples to define past population sizes of harbour porpoises (prior to the 1950’s), and invited any member of the group with available histo...
	7.2 The Meeting thanked the attendees for constructive participation and the Secretariat for professional support.

	Agenda Item 8  Outcome of the Meeting
	8.1  The Meeting adopted the Outcome of the meeting via correspondence.
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	ii. Update results of discussions on the appropriate level of reporting count data to the HELCOM Biodiversity database within the Seal distribution and abundance team to evaluate the extent of the assessment units used by HELCOM together with the Secr...
	i. Work intersessionally to improve the HELCOM-ASCOBANS reporting format. The sub-group is invited to present a preliminary plan for the group in February 2022 to be reviewed by the expert group and to finalize the reporting format for use prior to th...
	ii. Work intersessionally to define the geographical areas in the reporting form for the registered mortality of marine mammals, with regard to harbour porpoise mortality data.
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