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Background 
At the invitation of EU WG GES the HELCOM Contracting Parties who are also EU Member States, with the 
help of the Secretariat, has provided input to the EU MSFD CIS work in spring and autumn 2020. 

The written contributions can be found in Attachments 1 and 2 respectively. 

Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to take note of the information. 
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HELCOM information of relevance to the MSFD CIS Work Programme 
2020-2023 
Prepared and submitted by the Contracting Parties in HELCOM which are also EU 
member states 

The Baltic Sea Action Plan (BSAP) adopted by HELCOM in 2007 is the focal instrument in 
the Baltic Sea region to achieve good status of the Baltic Sea marine environment. The 
BSAP is under revision. The HELCOM Ministerial Meeting in autumn 2021 is expected to 
adopt an updated BSAP with commitments and priorities for action for the coming decade 
and a science agenda that supports communication of research needs to help filling priority 
knowledge gaps. The updated BSAP will address the predominant pressures and impacts on 
the Baltic Sea and seek coordinated and joint actions of HELCOM Contracting Parties to 
respond to those issues. The current BSAP will be revised to add explicit ecological and 
management objectives for topics such as marine litter, underwater sound and physical 
disturbance of the seabed, which are also relevant for MSFD purposes. While HELCOM 
worked on those topics over the past ten years, they will now be given visibility in the 
commitments of the BSAP. The coinciding timing of the BSAP revision and EU Member 
States‘ updates of their MSFD Programme of Measures will facilitate cooperation and 
coordination between HELCOM EU Member States planning of measures for the purposes 
of the MSFD. 

In 2019, HELCOM agreed priorities and plans for future work on HELCOM indicators as the 
central tools for assessing the status of the Baltic Sea marine environment. HELCOM 
developed detailed workplans for each of the following topics: 

• By-catch
• Fish
• Waterbirds
• Marine mammals
• Pelagic habitats
• Underwater noise
• Hazardous substances
• Marine litter
• Benthic habitats
• Foodwebs
• Eutrophication
• Biodiversity-Eutrophication linkages
• Biodiversity-Pollution linkages

The expected availability and possible use of regional work by HELCOM EU MS for the Art. 8 
MSFD assessment in 2024 (see attachment 1) is based on these work plans. The planning is 
grounded in a detailed analysis of policy needs, including the BSAP and other policies such 
as MSFD and UN SDGs, in order to ensure that the indicators can serve different purposes. 
The planning envisages short term priorities to support the holisitic assessment of the Baltic 
Sea status by 2023 (HOLAS III) and longer term actions beyond 2023 to fill gaps in the 
assessments. The indicator work includes consolidating agreed HELCOM core indicators, if 

Attachment 1

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%201%20By-catch_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators%20Rev.2.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%202%20Fish_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators%20Rev.1.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%203%20Waterbirds_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators%20Rev.1.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%204%20Marine%20mammals_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators%20Rev.1.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%205%20Pelagic%20habitats_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%2010%20Underwater%20noise_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators%20Rev.1.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%209%20Marine%20litter_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators%20Rev.1.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%207%20Benthic%20habitats_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%2012%20Foodwebs_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%2011%20Eutrophication_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators%20Rev.1.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%2013%20Biodiversity-Eutrophication_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/MeetingDocuments/Workplan%2014%20Biodiversity-Pollution_Work%20Plan%20for%20future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20indicators.docx
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and as needed to respond to the various policy needs, and gives priority to finalising 
development work in order to move pre-core indicators to operational core-indicator status 
for HOLAS III. Indicator development work relates to determining the elements (e.g. species, 
habitats, substances) for assessment, the threshold values as the boundary between good 
and not good status and, depending on the indicator concerned, rules for combining single 
element results in an indicator assessment. Data availability for the indicators will decide on 
whether and how they can be used in HOLAS III. For some indicators, monitoring networks 
are still under development, for others regular monitoring has started only recently. The state 
of play (2019) of coordinated monitoring for indicators is available in the HELCOM monitoring 
manual. The manual has been updated in 2019 so that it can be used by EU Member States 
in support of their EU-reporting on Art. 11 MSFD (due in 2020).  

HELCOM has started planning for HOLAS III for the period 2020-2023, taking into account 
various policy needs including those of MSFD. The planning includes the review of, for 
example, integrating assessment tools; instruments to analyse cumulative pressures and 
impacts on the marine environment; approaches to analysing social and economic uses of 
the sea, the value of ecosystem services for human welfare and economic benefits from 
marine protection; and arrangements for collecting, presenting and accessing data. 
Assessments are planned to be ready by end of 2022 and approved at the beginning of 
2023, in order to enable HELCOM EU MS to use regional assessment work for the 
assessment of the status of their national waters due in 2024. 
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Attachment: Overview of progress on GES Decision follow-up work and further organization of work 

NOTE: 

The following table concentrates on work related to elements, threshold values and use of criteria as a priority, for which Commission Decision (EU) 2017/848 requires 
agreements by EU-Member States, depending on the criterion, at EU and (sub)regional level. The column State of play of EU-level work includes the tasks identified in the 
test version of the Art. 8 MSFD Assessment Guidance (“Issue boxes”) (GES_17-2017-02) and in the COM follow-up work plan (GES_17_2017-03) as well as further work 
initiated by WG GES. It was not possible to provide references to the mandate of action for all EU-level activities. 
JRC recommends to reflect in the planning of future work that MSFD is moving into a new phase. JRC has started work on the harmonisation of monitoring and recommends 
that other activities such as modelling in support of assessment, feedback on the efficiency of measures, using one data portal for harmonisation and data accessibility 
(EMODNET) etc should be taken up. ICES are producing as advice short “Ecosystem Overview” and “Fisheries Overview” assessment per MSFD ecoregions and recommend 
that complementarity of this work and its contribution towards the aims of the new phase of MSFD developments should be considered.  
The information on projects included in the table is not intended to be comprehensive nor conclusive. The information focusses on EU co-financed projects in support of 
MSFD implementation and intends to help making these visible and taking up their results in EU- and RSC-level work across marine regions. It is recommended that the EU-
level entities supporting descriptor-specific work compile comprehensive project lists for their respective topic to ensure that the project results can be taken up in the further 
work. 

On timing, some RSCs have highlighted that threshold related work would need to be ready by end (better autumn 2020) so that it fits with finalising indicator development 
and assessment by autumn 2021. For TG Seabed, it was requested to make sure that the work delivers at the latest by autumn 2021. 

Commented [AW1]: OSPAR Secretariat: Suggestion for 
restructuring the biodiversity-related parts of the tables, which is to 
adopt the format used by the Biodiversity Expert Network in the D1 
workshop report (GES_22-2019-03_D1_workshop_report). 
The Expert Network has based its structure on the Ecosystem 
component (e.g. Birds) and Criteria elements (e.g. Surface-Feeding 
Birds) as set by the Commission Decision for ecosystem components 
and species groups (because as you are fully aware, this is how the 
Decision determines how assessment and reporting should be 
conducted).  
Perhaps you could give this some consideration in light of other 
comments made during WG GES plenary today.   
However, I’m cognitive of your points this morning, that the tables 
are a tool that provide a means to the end and we shouldn’t operate 
by being slaves to them. 

Commented [AW2R1]: The departing point so far is that the 
purpose of the table is to give a simplified overview of progress on 
work and agreed priorities. It is not intended to reflect every detail. 
It needs to remain manageable (see current length of 38 pages!) and 
provide an overview, i.e. we should strive for not loosing the 
oversight. Table is not an aim in itself but should help managing the 
process. It is however understood that precision is required in order 
to be meaningful to management. 
Would it be possible to consider presenting precise/concise 
differentiated information within the current structure? 

Attachment 2

https://circabc.europa.eu/ui/group/326ae5ac-0419-4167-83ca-e3c210534a69/library/cea61b55-06df-4e9e-9830-b0f41ca46fbe/details
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/285e0b79-113d-43f8-af55-7baf652c8d27/GES_17-2017-03_Follow-up_work_COM_Dec_07032017.docx
https://www.ices.dk/community/advisory-process/Pages/Ecosystem-overviews.aspx
https://www.ices.dk/community/advisory-process/Pages/fisheries-overviews.aspx


MSCG_24-2019-xx 

2 

 

KEY: S/R = (sub)regional; TLV = threshold values  

Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Pressure-based descriptors (Part I of Annex to Commission Decision (EU) 2017/848) 
Descriptor 2: Non-indigenous species (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC to assist MS / Expert Network D2) 
D2C1* Element list  JRC: NIS baseline lists prepared per MS and 

per regional Sea up to the reference year of 
MSFD reporting, with the collaboration of the 
Expert Network for D2 and the MSFD competent 
authorities. 
(https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.06.012) 
 EEA:  
- indicator MAR002 trends in marine NIS 

introduction; data since 1949, pan EU 
coverage, threshold value (0 new 
introductions) 

link to management: MAR003 trends in 
pathways of new introduction 

 Relative priority within D2 for next 
reporting round: D2C1  
No specific EU level priority work 
required. 

Threshold 
values 

S/R JRC:  GES_19-2018-5a: Analysis of new 
introductions of NIS per Member State and 
subregional area and their associated pathways, 
per 6 years intervals (after 1970). Planned 
tentatively for end 2020: Experts to validate data 
gathered by the JRC (Sep. 2019) and give 
feedback (Dec. 2019). Expert workshop (2/3 
days) planned for March 2020 to discuss 
threshold values, consistency in how plankton 
species are considered within regional seas and 
across EU, and the inclusion of oligohaline 
species. 

 

OSPAR: Trend indicator available. Planned 
work to split the indicator into two: one 
indicator (D2C1) on introduction and one 
indicator (D2C2) on abundance/distribution. 
Threshold values are still to be agreed. Data-
arrangements (AquaNIS) and associated 
species list under active development. OSPAR 
priority: high. 
HELCOM: Trend indicator with threshold value 
(0 new introductions) available. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
end of 2019.Similar approach planned for 
HOLAS III. Potential future cooperation with 
OSPAR discussed briefly at State and 
Conservation H 
MED: IMAP EO2 (Non indigenous species), 
Common Indicator 6 (CI6) Trends in 
abundance, temporal occurrence, and spatial 
distribution of nonindigenous species, 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.06.012)
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.06.012)
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

particularly invasive, non-indigenous species, 
agreed in the Mediterranean since 2016. 
Guidance Factsheets approved since 2017. 
Monitoring protocols discussed and validated 
during the meeting off the Correspondence 
group on Monitoring (CORMON) (Marseille, 
France, 12-13 February 2019). A baseline 
assessment of the extant NIS is under 
development (to be discussed during the 
Thematic SPA Focal Point meeting) 
BlackSea:* 
The activity has not start yet regarding 
threshold values. The indicator has been set 
up: Number of NIS/ assessment period (6 
year). RO and BG has started to work 
independently to set up the threshold values. 
The threshold values will be harmonized by 
both MS in 2020. 

D2C2 Element list S/R JRC: Listing of high-impact invasive marine 
species in the European seas, delivered to EEA 
to support the MS reporting for the 2018 updates 
for Art. 17. 
(http://dx.doi.org/10.3391/ai.2014.9.4.01) 
JRC: EASIN can take a leading role in activity 
on D2C2 in the context of GES if supported by 
the Working Group GES.  
JRC is working together with the EEA and RSC. 
EEA: No indicator 

OSPAR: So far no indicator available. Planned 
work to develop one by splitting the current 
trend indicator (see D2C1). First list of species 
is available, requires further development. 
Conceptual work has started.  
HELCOM: So far no indicator available. No 
current active work strand. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
end of 2019did not specifically plan further 
work by HOLAS III.H 
MED: IMAP EO2 (Non indigenous species), 
Common Indicator 6 (CI6) Trends in 
abundance, temporal occurrence, and spatial 
distribution of nonindigenous species, 
particularly invasive, non-indigenous species, 
agreed in the Mediterranean since 2016. State 
of play as for D2C1.  
BlackSea:* 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3391/ai.2014.9.4.01
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

The activity has not start yet at the Black Sea 
level. A manual „Sampling and Sample 
Processing of the Invasive 
Ctenophores Mnemiopsis leidyi and 
Beroeovata in the Black Sea 
RO and BG has started to work independently 
to set up the threshold values. The threshold 
values will be harmonized by both MS in 2020. 
Additional there was set up the common 
indicator Mnemiopsis biomass. The indicator 
shows the abundance and spatial distribution 

 Threshold 
values 

    

D2C3 Element list S/R JRC: EASIN can take a leading role in activity 
on D2C3 in the context of GES if supported by 
the Working Group GES. 
EEA: indicator in prep, CIMPAL index 

OSPAR: So far no indicator available. No 
current active work strand OSPAR priority: low 
HELCOM: So far no indicator available. No 
current active work strand. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
end of 2019did not specifically plan further 
work by HOLAS III.H 
MED: IMAP EO2 (Non indigenous species), 
Common Indicator 6 (CI6) Trends in 
abundance, temporal occurrence, and spatial 
distribution of nonindigenous species, 
particularly invasive, non-indigenous species, 
agreed in the Mediterranean since 2016. State 
of play as for D2C1.  
BlackSea: * 
Biopollution index for Mnemiopsis was 
proposed to be develop between RO and BG 
Project “Technical and administrative support 
for the joint implementation of the MSFD in 
Bulgaria and Romania - Phase 3 “(Contract No 
11.0661/2016/SFRA/729388/ENV C.2) 

 

 Threshold 
values 

S/R    
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

D2  Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

 JRC: GES_17-2017-03: The role of, and 
associated assessment methods for, D2C2 and 
D2C3 in the assessment of D2 and D1 require 
further clarification. Work has not yet started, but 
see work under D1 on linkages of pressure 
criteria with D1 assessment. For JRC the focus is 
on the thresholds work in the course of the current 
(2019) and next (2020) year. 

EEA: Currently no activity 

RSCs: Currently no activity 
 

Use of pressure-criteria (here D2C2 
and D2C3) in the assessment of D1:  
see arrangements for horizontal issues 

D2 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

  MEDCIS http://medcis.eu/ 
COMPLETE http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/complete/ 

 

Descriptor 3: Commercially exploited fish and shellfish stocks (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to ICES to assist MS) 
D3C1* Element list S/R EEA: indicator MAR007 - Status of the assessed 

European fish stocks in relation to Good 
Environmental Status per regional sea (fish 
mortality and Spawning Stock Biomass) 
 

OSPAR: No activity 
HELCOM: So far no indicator available. 
Dedicated assessment with ICES support for 
HOLAS II; currently no formal follow-up 
process. Preliminary high priority to find 
practical solution by next assessment. Review 
and prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work 
by end of 2019 proposed a dedicated 
workshop on this in 2021 to build an improved 
solution (proposal presented to State and 
Conservation 13-2020).H 
MED: IMAP EO3 (Harvest of Commercially 
exploited fish and shellfish) agreed in the 
Mediterranean since 2016, in close 
collaboration with GFCM 
BlackSea:* Common indicator: Fish stock 
biomass and its sub-indicators, Fishing mortality 
 

Work on D3 for ICES through advice 
system on: 
- C1, C2, C3: the definition of 

“commercially exploited species”, & 
(sub)regional lists (link D3/D1) 

- C1, C2: the basis for status 
classification (e.g. use of six-year 
period, last year or other approach) 

- C1, C2: the assessment of data-poor 
stocks (test and apply methods; 
identify gaps in data collection to 
contribute to revision of CFP Data 
Collection EU-MAP) 

- C1, C2, C3: use of criteria to assess 
GES  

- C3: timing and need for development 
work on indicators and thresholds 
dependent on STECF decision on 
CFP indicators 
 

http://medcis.eu/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/complete/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/complete/
http://www.rac-spa.org/node/1312#eo3
http://www.rac-spa.org/node/1312#eo3
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 
Note: D3 work to ensure link with 
GFCM for Mediterranean and Black 
Sea. 
 
 

 Threshold 
values 

 GES Decision: FMSY according to ICES advice, 
assessment available via ICES annual Fisheries 
Overview advice. 

  

D3C2* Element list S/R EEA*: indicator MAR007 - Status of the 
assessed European fish stocks in relation to 
Good Environmental Status per regional sea 
(fish mortality and Spawning Stock Biomass).  
JRC: JRC activity (fisheries group): Indicators 
developed for GFP that can be currently used. 
They could be expanded to be more MSFD-
friendly. Any new indicator should be peer 
reviewed by outside experts.  
JRC priorities: For any D3 indicators including 
MAR007: a priority should be given how to deal 
with: a) differences in data quality of stocks, b) 
the differences in stock assessment methods, c) 
uncertainties around reference point estimates 
(e.g. Fmsy, Bmsy), d) uncertainties around stock 
parameter estimates (e.g. SSB, F, rec etc). 
Essentially building on ongoing work started in 
2014 with special request from EC to ICES. 

OSPAR: No activity 
HELCOM: So far no indicator available. 
Dedicated assessment with ICES support for 
HOLAS II; currently no formal follow-up 
process. Preliminary high priority to find 
practical solution by next assessment. Review 
and prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work 
proposed a dedicated workshop on this in 
2021 to build an improved solution (proposal 
presented to State and Conservation 13-2020). 
by end of 2019.H 
MED: IMAP EO3 (Harvest of Commercially 
exploited fish and shellfish) agreed in the 
Mediterranean since 2016, in close 
collaboration with GFCM 
BlackSea:* common indicator: Spawning Stock 
Biomass  
 

 

 Threshold 
values 

 GES Decision: FSSB according to ICES advice, 
assessment available via ICES annual Fisheries 
Overview advice. 

  

D3C3* Element list S/R ICES: GES_17-2017-03: Task to develop 
assessment tools for D3C3. See Advice 2017 
(second advice phase)  
EU COM: Held up to commission ICES to 
develop this criterion. Await STCF decision on 
CFP-indicators to ensure that indicator work is 
consistent with CFP. Decision is expected to 
help making progress. 

OSPAR: No activity 
HELCOM: Consultation and agreement to be 
based on ICES advice. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
proposed a dedicated workshop on this in 
2021 to build an improved solution (proposal 
presented to State and Conservation 13-
2020).end of 2019.H 

High priority, but progress dependent 
on CFP / STECF work. 

http://www.rac-spa.org/node/1312#eo3
http://www.rac-spa.org/node/1312#eo3
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2017/Special_requests/eu.2017.07.pdf
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

EEA: Currently no activity 
JRC: JRC activity (fisheries group): Strategic 
paper on size distribution indicators/reference 
points started; aimed for Q3/4 2020 (depending 
on outcomes).  

MED:  
BlackSea:  
 

 Threshold 
values 

S/R    

D3  Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU ICES: GES_17-2017-03: Planned support to 
propose methods on integrating D3 criteria in 
order to assess GES.  
Other issues on use of criteria (GES_17-2017-
03) not addressed so far:  
- Guidance on assessment of short-lived 

species managed according to the 
escapement strategy 

- Interplay between (sub)regional/national 
assessments (e.g. how to reflect national 
stocks in the list – nationally or also in S/R 
assessments  

- How MS should report the assessment in 
relation to stocks that are included in the 
national list but not caught by MS in question. 

EEA: Currently no activity 

OSPAR: Planned Workshops on fish 
assessments (D3/D1) in 2019/2020. 
HELCOM: No current activities. 
MED: 
BlackSea:* no current activities. 
These activity has started in RO and BG 
 
 

Linkage between regional and national 
assessments: horizontal issue to be 
followed by DG GES, awaiting COM 
proposal for discussion at DIKE autumn 
2019 as part of developing solutions.  

D3 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

    

Descriptor 5: Eutrophication (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC to assist MS / Expert Network D5) 
D5C1* Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 

standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019).. Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps.   
EEA: indicator MAR005 – Nutrients in TCM 
waters 
 

OSPAR: DIN, DIP; N/P ratio 
HELCOM: DIN, DIP; TN, TP. Improved linkage 
of load-state and improved comparability 
across the region considered as preliminary 
high priority by next assessment.H 
MED: DIN, TP 
BlackSea:* DIN, DIP, TN, TP, ratio N/P.; the 
agreed methods: BEAST (developed together 
with HELCOM) and TRIX 

 
Formatted: Swedish (Finland)

Formatted: English (United Kingdom)
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

ICES: HELCOM/OSPAR activity: common 
assessment platform developed for both 
HELCOM area (HEAT) and OSPAR area 
(COMPEAT). 

 Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: Indicator (without threshold) 
available. OSPAR priority to agree threshold 
values: high  
HELCOM: Threshold values for DIN, DIP 
available. Threshold values for TN, TP still 
need to be agreed for the Western Baltic Sea 
(2019). Review and prioritization of HELCOM 
indicators/work by end of 2019has outlined 
work needed under IN EUTROPHICATION 
group.H  
MED: Threshold values for DIN, TP still need 
to be agreed. 
BlackSea:* thresholds are under development 
(RO and BG).  

 

D5C2* Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 
standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019). Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps.  
EEA: indicator MAR006 – Chlorophyll in TCM 
waters 

OSPAR: Chl-a 
HELCOM: Chl-a 
MED: Chl-a 
BlackSea: Chl -a 
 

 

Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: Indicator (without threshold) 
available. OSPAR priority to agree threshold 
values: high 
HELCOM: Indicator with threshold values 
available. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019has 
identified areas for potential improvement 
under IN EUTROPHICATION group.H 
MED: Indicator with threshold values available. 
Review and prioritization of MED indicators 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

needed. Need to be agreed for the southern 
Mediterranean Sea (2020). 
BlackSea:* RO and BG has started to work 
independently to set up the threshold values. 
The threshold values will be harmonized by 
both MS in 2020. 

D5C3 Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 
standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019). Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps.  
EEA: Currently no activity 

OSPAR:  In relation to phytoplankton as part of 
pelagic habitats, there are several indicators in 
development. So far no threshold values 
HELCOM: Cyanobacteria Index. Preliminary 
high priority to develop a common 
understanding across the region on 
appropriate indicators. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work has 
identified areas for potential improvement 
under IN EUTROPHICATION groupby end of 
2019.H 
MED: Currently no activity. Based on the risk-
based approach primary focus in oligotrophic 
waters is given to nutrients and Chl-a 
indicators. This approach is in line with MSFD 
primary criteria. 
BlackSea: 

 

Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: No threshold values yet. 
HELCOM: Test indicator (Cyanobacteria 
index) with threshold values. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work has 
identified areas for potential improvement 
under IN EUTROPHICATION groupby end of 
2019.H 
MED: Currently no activity. Currently no 
activity. Based on the risk-based approach 
primary focus in oligotrophic waters is given to 
nutrients and Chl-a indicators. This approach 
is in line with MSFD primary criteria. 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

BlackSea:* Agreed Indicator by RO and BG – 
Noctiluca scintillans biomass. There are 
thresholds but should be harmonized 

D5C4 Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 
standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019). Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps.  
EEA: No activity 

  

 Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: So far no indicator available. OSPAR 
priority for developing an indicator with 
threshold values: low 
HELCOM: Threshold values available (secchi 
depth, core indicator). Review and prioritization 
of HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019.H 
MED: Currently no activity. Based on the risk-
based approach primary focus in oligotrophic 
waters is given to nutrients and Chl-a 
indicators. This approach is in line with MSFD 
primary criteria. 
BlackSea:* transparency is agreed by RO and 
BG. There are thresholds but should be 
harmonized. It also was decided to establish 
common targets for criteria 

 

D5C5** Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 
standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019). Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps. 
EEA: indicator MAR012 – Reduced oxygen 
(existing and development); threshold level 
values (TLV) available 

  

 Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: Indicator available. OSPAR priority 
for developing S/R thresholds: high 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

HELCOM: Threshold for oxygen debt available 
for deep waters. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019. 
HELCOM indicator with thresholds for near 
bottom oxygen concentration in shallow waters 
under development.  Considered as 
preliminary high priority to have an effective full 
assessment of oxygen by the next 
assessment. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work has identified areas 
for potential improvement under IN 
EUTROPHICATION.H  
MED: Currently no activity 
BlackSea:* RO and BG: dissolved O2 in the 
bottom of the water column. Thresholds should 
be harmonized between RO and BG 

D5C6 Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 
standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019). Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps. 
EEA: No activity 

  

 Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: So far no indicator available. OSPAR 
priority for developing threshold values: low 
HELCOM: Preliminary high priority to develop 
a common understanding across the region on 
appropriate indicatorsNo defined work on this 
planned by HOLAS III.H 
MED: Not relevant in Med 
BlackSea:* abundance of opportunistic 
macroalgae from benthic habitats (RO and 
BG). Thresholds should be harmonized 
between RO and BG 

 

D5C7 Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 
standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019).. Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps. 
EEA: No activity 

 Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: So far no indicator available. OSPAR 
priority for developing threshold values: low 
HELCOM: No defined work on this planned by 
HOLAS III.H 
MED: Currently no activity. Based on the risk-
based approach primary focus in oligotrophic 
waters is given to nutrients and Chl-a 
indicators. This approach is in line with MSFD 
primary criteria. 
BlackSea:* the species composition and 
relative abundance or depth distribution of 
macrophyte communities. Thresholds should 
be harmonized between RO and BG 

 

D5C8 Element list  JRC: report on harmonization of methodological 
standards at EU level in relation to 
eutrophication Araújo et al. (2019) (submission 
WG GES September 2019, publication October 
2019).. Describes state of play and identifies 
gaps. 
EEA: No activity 

  

 Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: So far no indicator available. OSPAR 
priority for developing threshold values: low 
HELCOM: Soft-bottom macrofauna community 
indicator under development. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work has 
identified areas for potential improvement 
under IN EUTROPHICATION.eview and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
end of 2019.H 
MED: Currently no activity. Based on the risk-
based approach primary focus in oligotrophic 
waters is given to nutrients and Chl-a 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

indicators. This approach is in line with MSFD 
primary criteria  
Black Sea: relative abundance or macrofaunal 
communities.  
Thresholds should be harmonized between 
RO and BG 

D5  Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU, 
at 
leas
t 
S/R 

JRC: GES_17-2017-03:to assist Member States 
in reviewing existing methods and possibly 
agreeing EU-wide integration rules and to clarify 
how specific D5 criteria contribute to GES 
assessments of species and pelagic and benthic 
habitats according to GES Decision under D1 
and D6. Work started:  
1) Survey collecting monitoring information from 
D5 expert network (Araújo et al. (2019) report on 
harmonization of methodological standards at 
EU level in relation to eutrophication JRC).  
2) WFD/MSFD alignment is being addressed in 
collaboration with JRC WFD team. Proposal 
presented to Ecostat and to be presented to WG 
GES. Activity planned for 2019 – 2021. 
3) A comparison on integration methods for 
overall eutrophication assessment has been 
started with a group of experts representing the 
four RSCs. Aim is to assess the degree of 
environmental protection of the most relevant 
methods in use (One-out-all-out, HEAT3, TRIX, 
BEAST, COMP). Recommendations expected 
by 2020. 
EEA: Eutrophication assessment, 2019 in prep, 
developed from HEAT tool 

OSPAR: Integration rules (method: Common 
Procedure) available and under review. 
Revision expected by 2020. 
HELCOM: Integration rules (method: HEAT3) 
available. Improved confidence evaluation 
being developed. 
MED: No integration rules so far discussed or 
agreed 
BlackSea:* 
 

− Agreement on:the use of criteria 
(integration rule) to assess GES. 

− the use of WFD results in D5 
assessments (incl. implications on 
WFD and MSFD WISE-reporting). 

− improved consistency across 
WFD/MSFD/RSC assessments 

− use of eutrophication criteria in the 
assessment of D1.6 (pelagic 
habitats) and D6 (benthic habitats): 
see separate arrangements for 
horizontal issues and D1.6 

 
 

D5 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

   SPICE http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/completed-projects/spice/ 
JMP EUNOSAT 
https://www.ospar.org/news/jmp-eunosat 

 

Descriptor 7: Changes to hydrographic conditions (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC to assist MS / Expert Network D7 dormant) 

http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
https://www.ospar.org/news/jmp-eunosat
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Rogress, 
D7C1 

Element list  JRC: GES_17-2017-03: support the 
development of methodological standards to 
make WFD assessment usable for MSFD 
purposes.  
EEA: WFD hymo assessment (Coastal); 
COPERNICUS assessment. On Thresholds: 
TBD P&E report 
TG Seabed (MSCG_23-2018-02rev) supported 
by ICES workshop (GES_20-2018-06): physical 
loss of seabed from infrastructure identified and 
conceptual link made between D7C1/C2 and 
D6C1. No attention so far given to the water 
column and linkage with D1C6 (pelagic habitat). 

OSPAR: No current activities. 
HELCOM: No current activities 
MED: National monitoring programmes for 
EO7 Hydrography Common Indicator 15 
„Location and extent of the habitats potentially 
impacted directly by hydrographical 
alterations“ have also been developed in non-
EU countries (Algeria, Israel, Lebanon, Libya, 
Morocco and Tunisia via EcAp MED II project; 
and are being developed in Albania and 
Montenegro via GEF Adriatic project).   
BlackSea:* No current activities at the level of 
BS. Both MS work to set up the indicators and 
threshold values 
 
 

Define relative priorities for D7: 
- Seafloor (linked to D6): by 

September 2020 
- Water column: if possible, by 

September 2020, at least clarify 
conceptual approach  

 
Clarify role of D7 in relation to D6 
seafloor (through TG Seabed) and D1.6 
water column (through request to ICES 
for advice): 
 
- consider hydrographical changes as 

one type of pressure in conceptual 
assessment frameworks for water 
column and seabed habitats. 

- link WFD hydromorphology 
assessments with D7 assessments, 
including e.g. questions relating to 
scales of assessment.  

- Role/use of EIA and SEA in the 
assessment of project-based and 
cumulative impacts of offshore 
installationssea-based activities on 
the seafloor and the water column 

- Role of models (COPERNICUS) for 
broader scale impacts of offshore 
installations.  

- links with maritime spatial planning,  
- how to use existing indicators/ criteria 

(see arrangements for horizontal 
issues) 

- review of descriptor sections of Art. 8 
MSFD Assessment Guidance 

- specification of any further work and 
associated arrangements 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 
Longer term: discussion on need and 
development of specific indicators. 
 

 Threshold 
values 

    

D7C2 Element list     
Threshold 
values 

S/R  Black Sea* 
RO and BG set up common indicator; for 
macrozoobenthos communities M-AMBIn, 
Common threshold values for M-AMBIn ≥ 0.68 
For macrophytes communities> % wet 
biomass of microalgae from ESGI, for 
infralittoral rockdown to 3 m depth as for WFD: 
and Ecological Index (EI) as for WFD 

 

D7 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

    

Descriptor 8: Contaminants in the environment (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC to assist MS / Expert Network D8/D9) 
D8   The MSFD Expert Network on Contaminants 

has been discussing needs and priorities for D8 
implementation  
 
Strategic developments: 

• Harmonisation of monitoring 
• Development/agreement on marine 

TVs in relevant matrices 
• Ensure 

link/compatibility/complimentarity  
between WFD and MSFD 

• Providing guidance for open sea 
monitoring and assessments 
(collaborative approach) 

• Ensure comparability with neighbouring 
Marine Regions 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

D8C1* Element list S/R JRC:  GES_17-2017-03: Support Member 
States in developing an EU-wide definition of 
contaminant groups and rules for potentially 
excluding WFD-priority substances in areas 
beyond geographic application of WFD. Work 
started by providing a reference list of 
contaminants for Art. 8 MSFD e-reporting 
(Tornero and Hanke, 2018) to be used as a 
basis for harmonizing grouping/combining of 
substances. JRC report (Tornero, Hanke, and 
the MSFD Expert network on contaminants, 
2019) lists contaminants/matrices and threshold 
values used by MS in 2018 Art. 8 reporting. 
Ongoing discussion with experts and RSCs on 
excluding WFD substances from MSFD 
assessments and the application of EQSbiota. 
D8 Expert Network Workshop held in May 2019 
to tackle this issue.  
Discussion papers for D8 Expert Network 
available / under development on: 
- criteria for potential exclusion of certain WFD 
PS from MSFD assessments (to potentially 
exclude PS in a case by case basis in areas 
beyond the WFD spatial coverage) 
- grouping of substances (for consistency in the 
reporting). Already prepared and circulated to 
experts. 
- the identification of additional contaminants (to 
agree on the approach for establishing a list of 
marine-relevant contaminants) 
EEA: indicator MAR001 – Hazardous 
substances in marine organisms; Yes TLV.   
 

OSPAR: Element list as suite of indicators of 
(groups of) contaminants available. OSPAR 
priority for extending the list of elements: 
subsidiary to developing threshold values for 
already agreed elements 
HELCOM: Element list as suite of indicators of 
(group of) contaminants available. Improved 
spatial coverage, regional lists of substances, 
load-state linkages, and overall assessment 
integration considered as of preliminary high 
priority by next assessment. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
end of 2019highlighted key issues for 
improvement under EN-HZ.H 
MED: Updated IMAP Guidance Factsheets for 
Common Indicator 17 (concentration of key 
harmful contaminants measured in the relevant 
matrix) was endorsed by the Meetings of MED 
POL Focal Points and 7th EcAp Coordination 
Group held in 2019. 
BlackSea:* At the level of the Black Sea. 
Parties agreed a minimal list of contaminants 
to be reported. Only RO and BG .set up 
element list and monitor contaminants 
according to the MSFD requirements 
ICES: HELCOM/OSPAR activity: standardized 
reporting and assessment platform for 
hazardous substances in development for 
OSPAR and HELCOM areas 
 

Relative priorities within D8C1: 
- define groups of substances 
- mechanism to potentially exclude 

WFD priority substances and river 
basin specific substances in 
marine waters beyond WFD spatial 
scope 

- list of relevant marine substances 
not covered by RSCs (land-based 
and offshore sources) 

− use of WFD assessments in MSFD 
assessment 

Threshold 
values 

S/R JRC:  GES_17-2017-03: Support Member 
States in linking MSFD and WFD assessments.  
Ongoing discussion with experts and RSCs on 
excluding WFD substances from MSFD 
assessments and the application of EQSbiota. 

OSPAR: Priority to develop thresholds for 
existing indicator substance/matrix 
combinations and seek coherence with WFD 
EQS. 

- make progress on improved 
consistency across 
WFD/MSFD/RSC assessments.  
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Close collaboration of JRC, MS and RSCs 
(compilation of contaminants/matrices and 
threshold values used by MS in 2018 Art. 8 
reporting; Tornero, Hanke, and the MSFD Expert 
network on contaminants, 2019). First document 
regarding existing EQS expected by October 
2019 for discussion at WG Chemicals meeting. 
To improve consistency, it might be necessary  
− to review exiting or develop new guidance 

from/consistent with WFD WG Chemicals.  
− EU level consultation process to agree for 

which substances and for which matrix, 
additional threshold values would be 
necessary. 

Discussion papers for D8 Expert Network 
available / under development on: 
− the application of existing WFD EQSbiota in 

marine waters (to work towards consistency 
across WFD/MSFD/RSC assessments) 

− the assessments of WFD PS in a matrix for 
which no EQS has been set (to propose an 
EU-level consultation process for derivation 
of additional threshold values for the marine 
environment) 

HELCOM: Threshold values available for most 
substance/matrix combinations. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work 
highlighted key issues for improvement under 
EN-HZ.by end of 2019..H 
MED: 
BlackSea:* RO and BG has started to work 
independently to set up the threshold values. 
The threshold values will be harmonized by 
both MS in 2020 

D8C2 Element list S/R JRC: Discussions within the MSFD Expert 
network on Contaminants held during the 
workshop in May in order to understand the 
state of the art in MS.  Discussion papers for D8 
Expert Network available on: 
− the health of species and the condition of 

habitats – MSFD D8C2 (to summarize the 
state of the art in MS and assess the 
possible application of the new WFD Report 
on Effect-Based Monitoring and 
Assessment for MSFD purposes and 
provide advice on further needs). 

JRC will provide an overview table with available 
information on MS practices (methods used, 

OSPAR: One common indicator (TBT 
imposex) available, other indicators under 
development. OSPAR priority: common 
indicators (and indicators which are expected 
to move to common indicator status) 
HELCOM: One core indicator (white eagle 
reproduction) agreed but with incomplete 
spatial coverage. TBT/imposex indicator 
).tested in some areas, though imposex data 
generally limited. Other indicators under 
development or only applied in some countries’ 
waters .to date (Reproductive disorders in 
amphipod embryos). Defining a suitable 
approach considered of preliminary high 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

origin of data, data interpretation…) by 
September 2019. Work will be linked with 
existing discussion streams on integrated 
assessments. 
EEA: No indicators 

priority. Review and prioritization of HELCOM 
indicators/work highlighted key issues for 
improvement linked with EN-HZ.by end of 
2019.H 
MED: Updated IMAP Guidance Factsheets for 
Common Indicator 18 (Level of pollution 
effects of key contaminants where a cause and 
effect relationship has been established) was 
endorsed by the Meetings of MED POL Focal 
Points and 7th EcAp Coordination Group held 
in 2019. 
BlackSea:* The information will be provided 
before MSCG meeting 
 

Threshold 
values 

S/R  OSPAR: One common indicator (TBT 
imposex) with threshold value. , other 
indicators under development. OSPAR priority: 
common indicators (and indicators which are 
expected to move to common indicator status) 
HELCOM: One core indicator (white eagle 
reproduction) with threshold value available. 
TBT/imposex indicator tested ().agreement on 
threshold values to be finalized). Other 
indicators under development. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work 
highlighted key issues for improvement under 
EN-HZ.by end of 2019.H 
MED: 
BlackSea:* The information will be provided 
before MSCG meeting 

 

D8C3* Element list  GES Decision: No threshold values required. 
JRC:  GES_17-2017-03: Support Member 
States in developing an EU-wide understanding 
of what „significant“ acute pollution is. Work has 
been initiated at contaminant Workshop in May 
2019.  JRC will compile an overview table with 
the criteria considered by MS (volume of the 

OSPAR: So far no indicator available. OSPAR 
priority: low 
HELCOM: An indicator on operational oil spills 
from ships available. Review of its suitability 
for D8C3 and prioritization of HELCOM 
indicators/work by end of 2019noted this and 
aim is that the issue will be raised at IWGAS 

If possible, for September 2020: 
- definition of what constitutes a 

“significant” acute pollution event 
- how to use the criterion in D8 

assessment.  

Commented [AW3]: France: proposals for action on D8C2 are 
missing. 

Commented [AW4R3]: D8C2 was not considered a priority for 
2024 assessment. 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Threshold 
values 

 spill, area affected, distance to the coast) by 
August 2019.  
Discussion papers for D8 Expert Network 
available on: 
− significant acute pollution events – MSFD 

D8C3 and D8C4 (to support the 
developing of an EU-wide understanding 
of what a “significant“ acute pollution 
event is and understand the reporting 
system in the different MS with respect to 
MSFD reporting in order to limit reporting 
effort) 

  

and RESPONSE. Interaction with OSPAR-
BONN initiated via MSFD Contaminants 
Expert GroupH 
MED: 
BlackSea:* The information will be provided 
before MSCG meeting 

D8C4 Element list  GES Decision: Element list as for D1 and D6. 
No threshold values. 
JRC: GES_17-2017-03: Support Member States 
in developing an EU-wide understanding of what 
„significant“ cumulative spatial and temporal 
effects are. Preliminary discussions regarding 
links with biodiversity assessments held in the 
workshop in May. Recommendations expected 
to deliver 2020-2021 
EEA: No indicators. 

OSPAR: So far no indicator available. OSPAR 
priority: low 
HELCOM: No current activities. Review and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
end of 2019No defined work for HOALS III, but 
potential follow on from above work plan.H 
MED: 
BlackSea:* The information will be provided 
by RO and BG before MSCG meeting  
Both countries use the one-out, all out principle 
 

Aim for 2020-2021 
- definition of what are “significant” 

cumulative spatial and temporal 
effects  

- how to use the criterion in D8 
assessment. 

Threshold 
values 

  

D8  Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU JRC:  GES_17-2017-03: Task to support 
Member States in developing an EU-wide 
understanding of the use of D8C2, D8C3 and 
D8C4 and their role in the overall status 
assessment for D8 and to assist agreements on 
integration rules. Preliminary discussions in the 
workshop in May. 
EEA: Contaminants assessment, 2019 (EEA-
use of CHASE tool). 

OSPAR: Integration method for D8 indicators 
is under development, 2019/20. 
HELCOM: CHASE assessment tool for 
integrated hazardous substances assessment. 
Improvements to confidence evaluation and 
improved automation underway. 

- Recommendation on use of criteria 
(integration rules) in D8 
assessment 

- Use of WFD assessment in D8 
assessment 

 

D8 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

 JRC to tentatively compile a list of contaminant-
relevant research projects (considering inputs of 
existing lists e.g. ICES/OSPAR) and to agree on 
the best way forward to use them for policy 

SPICE http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/completed-projects/spice/ 
MEDCIS http://medcis.eu/  

 

Commented [AW5]: France: The OSPAR oiled guillemot EcoQO 
coulg be mentioned for D8C4 

Commented [AW6R5]: @OSPAR Secretariat: Please consider in 
update 

http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
http://medcis.eu/
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

support. Enable awareness and use of past and 
ongoing national and EU ( research) projects. 

Access to and contact with relevant projects 
and initiatives (e.g. JPI Ocean) through MSFD 
Expert network on contaminants. 

Descriptor 9: Contaminants in seafood (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC to assist MS / Expert Network D8/D9) 
D9   The MSFD Expert Network on Contaminants 

has been discussing needs and priorities for D9 
implementation  
• Communication and information exchange 

with Food safety authorities in order to avoid 
duplication of efforts and ensure that data 
on chemical assessments under Food 
Regulation may be reported also for MSFD 
purposes.  

• Traceability of the catching or harvesting 
location of the samples. 

• Representative samples: target species 
from the most consumed species, which 
also represent the spatial coverage of the 
entire (sub)region.  

• Approach for additional contaminants and 
their threshold values.  

• Synergies with D8 
 

 •  

D9C1* Element list S/R GES Decision: EU based requirements. 
JRC: GES_17-2017-03: Support regional 
cooperation on D9. This includes clarifying the 
requirements of D9 in relation to EU food safety 
legislation. Element lists compiled by JRC. 
Discussion on regional approaches to selecting 
substances and threshold values planned. JRC 
provides support on those issues to Art. 20 
MSFD report. JRC will compile an overview 
table with available information on MS practices 
(contaminants reported, threshold values, 
species used, origin of data) by September 
2019. 

OSPAR: No current activities. Clarification is 
needed, if any threshold values for 
contaminants not covered by Regulation (EC) 
Nr. 1881/2006 need to be developed. Currently 
no work planned.  
HELCOM: No current activities. Clarification is 
needed, if any threshold values for 
contaminants not covered by Regulation (EC) 
Nr. 1881/2006 need to be developed. 
Discussion on the concept considered as 
preliminary high priority in advance of next 
assessment. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019noted 

Initial steps as basis for further priority 
setting: 
- Use Expert Network Discussion 

paper to analyse the issues of 
georeferencing samples hampering 
use of food stuffs assessments for 
D9 

- JRC to prepare short synthesis 
identifying the problems and 
suggesting solutions 

- DG ENV to use synthesis to 
approach DG MARE and SANTE 

 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Discussion paper on D9 circulated to D8 Expert 
Network:  
− monitoring and assessment of contaminants 

in fish and other seafood (to assist MS in 
best approaches to implement MSFD D9) 

Discussion paper aims at a common 
understanding and identification of gaps, then to 
be taken forward through DG ENV with DG 
SANTE, EFSA and other relevant institutions. 
EEA: No activity 

the issue but work for HOLAS III unlikely to 
provide a full assessment.H 
MED: Indicator revised under IMAP particularly 
for sample collection; and aligned with 
EO9CI17 (ca. D8C1) as possible. Criteria idem 
as OSPAR and HELCOM. 
BlackSea:* No current activities at the region 
level. 
RO and BG: evaluation was based on D9C1. 
The contaminants were determinated in the 
species of commercial molluscs (Rapana, 
Mytillus). Both countries use one-out, all out 
principle. More information will be provided by 
both MS before MSCG 

D9 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

 Access to and contact with relevant projects and 
initiatives through MSFD Expert network on 
contaminants. JRC to tentatively compile a list of 
contaminant-relevant research projects and to 
agree on the best way forward to use them for 
policy support.  
Enable awareness and use of past and ongoing 
national and EU ( research) projects 
 

  

Descriptor 10: Marine litter (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to TG ML, which is supported by JRC, to assist MS) 
D10   TG ML has been reviewing its work program 

during the 2019 annual meeting. Work items that 
are relevant for 2020-2022 have been listed. 
Strategic developments: 
- Update of Litter Monitoring Guidance 
- Implementation of guidance 
- Litter baselines 
- Threshold development 
- Ensure comparability with neighbouring 

Marine Regions 
- Maintain research overview 
- Litter data management (with EMODNET) 
- Linking monitoring with measures 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

 
D10C1* Element list  GES Decision: elements defined 

TG ML:  
− Development of Joint Litter Category list for 

macro litter  
− Update of monitoring guidance for floating 

litter (enabling harmonised quantification), 
seafloor litter (enabling use of ROV/imaging 
techniques for quantifying litter on the 
seafloor) and beach litter (incl. EEA Marine 
Litter Watch)   

− Implementation support for litter monitoring. 
 
 
EEA: Marine Litter Watch (MLW) indicator 
 

OSPAR: Three indicators (beach litter, water-
column litter and seabed litter). For the QSR 
there is work towards a single combined 
thematic litter assessment, based on all 
indicators. 
HELCOM:HELCOM: Considered as 
preliminary high priority to define an 
appropriate framework for short- (next 
assessment) and longer-term assessments for 
D10. Review and prioritization of HELCOM 
indicators/work proposed a work plan towards 
and operational beach litter indicator by 
HOLAS IIIH 
MED: IMAP EO10 (Marine Litter), Common 
Indicators 22 and 23 (CI22, CI23), agreed in 
the Mediterranean since 2016. Guidance 
Factsheets approved since 2017 for CI22 and 
CI23. 
BlackSea:* The activities didn’t start yet. A 
guide for monitoring was adopted by 
BSComminsion last year. It is based on Guide 
elaborated by TG Marine Litter. 
Both MS used JRC protocol for beach debris 
 
ICES: ongoing work to standardize a method 
to quantify amounts of seabed litter from trawl 
survey 
 

TG Litter to progress D10 work 
according to its workplan with priority 
on the agreement of  
- threshold values for D10C1  
- methods for threshold setting for 

D10C3 and D10C4  
 

Threshold 
values 

EU TG ML:  
Discussion of options for marine litter threshold 
setting, development of beach litter threshold 
setting approach. Next steps: 
− Finalisation and agreement on beach macro 

litter threshold setting. 
− - Development of future TVs for other 

D10C1 criteria (floating/seafloor). 

OSPAR: Further development of indicators for 
GES assessment with the EU TG-Litter leading 
on threshold proposals. 
HELCOM: Further development of indicators 
(beach litter and seafloor) for GES 
assessment. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work proposed a work 
plan towards and operational beach litter 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

indicator by HOLAS IIIHReview and 
prioritization of HELCOM indicators/work by 
end of 2019.H 
MED: Baseline Values and Environmental 
Targets approved for beach marine litter at a 
Mediterranean level in 2016 (Decision 22/10) 
for beach, seafloor and floating marine litter 
(CI22, CI23). Progress has been initiated to 
progressively update the values and if possible 
to specifically work on baseline/threshold 
values at sub-regional level. 
BlackSea:* Both MS worked to collect the 
data to define GES and targets (beach litter). 
Thresholds will be harmonized to have 
common thresholds. 
 

D10C2* Element list  GES Decision: elements defined 
TG ML: Position paper on micro-litter to be 
discussed, finalized and published in 2019. 
Discussion of open issues and updating of 
guidance during dedicated MSFD Micro-litter 
workshop in October/November 2019. Next 
steps: 
− Enable quantitative D10C2 assessments by 

providing a common approach for micro-
litter quantification, including a data 
management framework (with EMODNET). 

− Update of MSFD litter monitoring guidance.  
− Implementation support for litter monitoring. 
EEA: No indicator 

OSPAR: Development of candidate 
indicator(s) of microplastics. For the QSR there 
is work towards a single combined thematic 
litter assessment, based on all indicators 
HELCOM: Discussion on micro-litter. Lower 
priority than above. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work proposed a work 
plan to maintain progress towards a viable 
assessmentHReview and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019.H 
MED: IMAP EO10 (Marine Litter), Common 
Indicator 23 (CI23), agreed in the 
Mediterranean since 2016, including 
microplastics. Guidance Factsheets approved 
since 2017 for CI23. 
BlackSea: –no current activities 
ICES: ongoing work to harmonise methods to 
quantify amounts of seabed litter  
 

 

Threshold 
values 

EU TG ML: MSFD provided input to SAM (+ 
SAPEA) reports, threshold setting depending on 

OSPAR: Further development of indicators for 
GES assessment. 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

risk/harm quantification, including chemical 
additives. Next step:  
− Development of TV setting approach for 

litter  impact criteria 
 

HELCOM: Further development of indicators 
for GES assessment. Review and prioritization 
of HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019.H 
MED: Baseline Values and Environmental 
Targets approved for marine litter, including 
microplastics, at a Mediterranean level in 2016 
(Decision 22/10). Progress has been initiated 
to progressively update the values and if 
possible to specifically work on 
baseline/threshold values at sub-regional level. 
Working is ongoing to identify the most 
representative species and to develop a 
Mediterranean Protocol to monitor ingested 
marine litter by marine turtles. 
BlackSea:* RO and BG didn’t set up the 
threshold values. MS started to monitor to get 
the data and set up the thresholds which it will 
be harmonized in 2020 

D10C3 Element list S/R TG ML: After review and workshop  in May 2019 
(UBA, Berlin) updating guidance on D10C3/4  
Next steps: 
− Updating of MSFD litter monitoring 

guidance.  
− Implementation support for litter monitoring.  
− Development of TV setting approach for 

litter  impact criteria 

OSPAR: Indicator with threshold values 
(Fulmar bird) available for North Sea (fulmar). 
Indicator for turtles, without threshold values. 
HELCOM: Suitable indicator species not yet 
identified. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019. 
Review and prioritization of HELCOM 
indicators/work proposed a work plan to 
improve understanding of the topic and build 
towards a viable assessmentHH 
MED: IMAP Candidate Indicator 24: Trends in 
the amount of litter ingested by or entangling 
marine organisms focusing on selected 
mammals, marine birds and marine turtles: the 
proposal for selection of indicator species for 
monitoring ingestion of marine litter by marine 
organisms in the Mediterranean is prepared; 
the Protocol for monitoring interactions 
between marine litter and marine turtles was 

 
Threshold 
values 

S/R  
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

endorsed by the CORMON meeting on 
biodiversity (Marseille, France, 12-13 February 
2019) and the Meetings of SPA/BD Thematic 
Focal Points, MED POL Focal Points and 7th 
EcAp Coordination Group held in 2019 under 
umbrella of UNEP/MAP-Barcelona 
Convention.  
BlackSea: 

D10C4 Element list S/R TG ML: After review and workshop  in May 2019 
(UBA, Berlin) updating guidance on D10C3/4  
Next steps:  
− Updating of MSFD litter monitoring 

guidance. 
− Implementation support for litter monitoring. 

OSPAR: So far no indicator available. 
Development of an indicator on entanglement 
of marine organisms in litter items (candidate 
indicators) is being further pursued. 
HELCOM: Suitable indicator species not yet 
identified. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019.H 
MED: IMAP EO10 (Marine Litter), Candidate 
Indicator 24 has been introduced in the 
Mediterranean since 2016. Guidance 
Factsheets approved since 2017 for CI24 have 
been developed. Baseline Values for sea 
turtles (affected turtles (%) and ingested litter 
(gr)); as well as environmental targets for 
ingested litter have been agreed at a 
Mediterranean scale, since 2016. Working is 
ongoing to identify the most representative 
species and to develop a Mediterranean 
Protocol to monitor entanglement of marine 
turtles by marine litter. 
BlackSea:* MS:Should be developed. It is use 
MSFD litter monitoirng guidance. Need more 
data 

 

Threshold 
values 

S/R  

D10  Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU TG ML:  GES_17-2017-03: Task to clarify the 
use of D10C1, D10C2, D10C3 and D10C4 and 
their roles in assessing the status of D10, 
including development of integration rules. 
Clarification of use and role of D10C3 and 
D10C4 in assessing the status of species (D1). 

OSPAR: For the QSR there is work towards a 
single combined thematic litter assessment, 
based on all indicators. OSPAR will further 
develop indicators for GES assessment with the 
EU TG-Litter leading on threshold proposals. 

Review integration rules in Art. 8 MSFD 
Assessment Guidance 
Use of D10 C3 and C4 in D1 
assessment: see arrangements for 
horizontal issues workshop 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

 
D10 (EU) 

Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

 Identification of research and support projects 
which provide knowledge and support MSFD. 
Enable awareness and use of past and ongoing 
national and EU ( research) projects 

INDICIT https://indicit-europa.eu/  
SPICE http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/completed-projects/spice/ 
MEDCIS http://medcis.eu/ 
FanpLESStic  http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/fanpLESStic-sea 
TG ML compilation of > 50 relevant projects in 
a keyword based list: URL to be provided. 
Marine Litter MED: 
http://web.unep.org/unepmap/what-we-
do/projects  
EcAp MED II: 
http://web.unep.org/unepmap/what-we-
do/projects  
INDICIT II 

 

Descriptor 11: Introduction of energy (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to TG Noise to assist MS) 
D11C1* Element list  Not relevant OSPAR: Indicator on levels of impulsive noise. 

Ongoing work on the risk of impact of 
impulsive noise on marine animals.  
MED: The proposal of the Guidance Fact 
Sheet for IMAP Candidate Indicator 26 
“Proportion of days and geographical 
distribution where loud, low, and mid-
frequency impulsive sounds exceed levels that 
are likely to entail significant impact on marine 
animals” is prepared. Following discussion of 
the CPs of the Barcelona Convention during 
Meetings of the MED POL Focal Points and 7th 
EcAp Coordination Group held in 2019, it was 
decided to gather more relevant knowledge 
before its inclusion into regular monitoring 
activities. 
 

TG Noise to continue according to work 
plan with the priority to: 
- agree methodology how to 

measure C1 and C2 and present 
the results by 2020 

- accelerate progress on threshold 
value development; short term C1, 
longer term C2.   

- Support for TG Noise on TV 
development through N.N. (tbc): 

- collection and organization of data 
on noise distribution as basis for 
TV development 

- review of project results for 
possible uptake  

Threshold 
values 

EU TG Noise: Work on deriving threshold values 
has started: Workshop 2017 
 

OSPAR:  TG-Noise is leading work on 
thresholds. HELCOM: Ongoing work 
(distribution of loud low and midfrequency 

 

https://indicit-europa.eu/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
http://medcis.eu/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/fanpLESStic-sea
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/fanpLESStic-sea
http://web.unep.org/unepmap/what-we-do/projects
http://web.unep.org/unepmap/what-we-do/projects
http://web.unep.org/unepmap/what-we-do/projects
http://web.unep.org/unepmap/what-we-do/projects
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/aff4d312-ed1d-47c1-a420-db799990ade6/TG%20Noise%20Workshop%209-10%20Nov%202017%20Report_FINAL.pdf
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

 impulsive sound) to develop indicators (focus 
on monitoring). Considered as preliminary high 
priority to define an appropriate framework for 
short- (next assessment) and longer-term 
assessments for D11. Review and prioritization 
of HELCOM indicators/work by end of 
2019established a work plan to achieve an 
operational assessment by HOLAS III.H 
MED:  
BlackSea:  
ICES: OSPAR,HELCOM, MED activity: a 
common impulsive noise registry and indicator 
developed by ICES for Baltic and NE Atlantic 
and related to similar development for Med. 

D11C2* Element list  Not relevant. OSPAR: Ongoing work to agree a common 
indicator on ambient noise. 
MED: The proposal of the Guidance Fact 
Sheet for IMAP Candidate Indicator 26 “Levels 
of continuous low frequency sounds with the 
use of models as appropriate” is prepared. 
Following discussion of the CPs of the 
Barcelona Convention during Meetings of the 
MED POL Focal Points and 7th EcAp 
Coordination Group held in 2019, it was 
decided to gather more relevant knowledge 
before its inclusion into regular monitoring 
activities 

 

Threshold 
values 

EU TG Noise: Work on deriving threshold values 
has started: Workshop 2017.  
 
 

OSPAR: Ongoing work to establish monitoring 
with JOMOPANS and JONAS. 
HELCOM: Ongoing work (continuous low 
frequency sound) to develop indicators (focus 
on monitoring). Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work established a work 
plan to achieve an operational assessment by 
HOLAS III.by end of 2019. 
MED: 
BlackSea:* no current activities. 
MS will provide information by the end of 2019 

 

https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/aff4d312-ed1d-47c1-a420-db799990ade6/TG%20Noise%20Workshop%209-10%20Nov%202017%20Report_FINAL.pdf
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

ICES: A common impulsive noise registry and 
indicator developed by ICES for Baltic and NE 
Atlantic and related to similar development for 
Med. Plans to expand registry to continuous 
noise. 

D11  Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU TG Noise: Task, to develop integration rules for 
the assessment of status D11 and to clarify the 
role of D11 criteria in assessing the status of 
species (D1). 
EEA: Pressures and cumulative effects 
assessment, 2019 in prep, CEA tool (includes 
underwater noise chapter) 

 Review integration rules in Art. 8 MSFD 
Assessment guidance. 
Use of D11 C1 and C2 in D1 and D6 
assessment: see arrangements for 
horizontal issues 

D11 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

  QUIETMED http://www.quietmed-project.eu/  
QUIETMED 2 https://quietmed2.eu/ 
MEDCIS http://medcis.eu/ 
BIAS https://biasproject.wordpress.com/  
JOMOPANS 
https://northsearegion.eu/jomopans/ 
JONAS: https://www.jonasproject.eu/  
“Support MSFD implementation through 
establishing regional monitoring system of 
cetaceans (D1) and noise monitoring (D11) for 
achieving GES – CoNoBS” funded by DG ENV 
(Marine Unit). Consortium RO(coordinator), 
BG, Ukraine, Turkey, Georgia, ACCOBAMS 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

State-based descriptors (Part II of Annex to Commission Decision (EU) 2017/848) 
All 
species 

  Expectations by September 2020: 
- agreed recommendations on methods for deriving threshold values for all EU seas 
- agreed values for North-East Atlantic and Baltic Sea at criterion level  

By September 2020: 

Formatted: English (United Kingdom)

Formatted: English (United Kingdom)

Formatted: English (United Kingdom)

Formatted: English (United Kingdom)

Formatted: Finnish

Formatted: Finnish

Formatted: Finnish

Formatted: Finnish

http://www.quietmed-project.eu/
https://quietmed2.eu/
http://medcis.eu/
https://biasproject.wordpress.com/
https://northsearegion.eu/jomopans/
https://www.jonasproject.eu/


MSCG_24-2019-xx 

29 

 

Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Longer-term development in MED and BlackSea  
 
Work approach on threshold values: 
1. select species 
2. agree recommendation of method 
3. compile data (bottle neck in progressing work for some species and/or in some regions) 
4. test methods through JRC with RSCs  
5. agree threshold values 
 
Base work on existing agreements and legislations and harmonize different activities. 

- Agreed recommendations on methods 
for deriving threshold values for all EU 
seas 
- Agreed threshold values for North-
East Atlantic and Baltic Sea at criterion 
level  
Longer-term development in MED and 
BlackSea  
 
Sequence and timeline of the following 
priorities differ depending on marine 
region and species ( 
- threshold values  
- integration rules 
- species selection (assignment to 

functional groups) 
- species selection 
- assessment scales (regional indicator 

vs EU criterion level) 

Descriptor 1: Fish (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC for threshold values and ICES for integration rules, to assist MS / Expert Network D1) 
D1C1* Element list S/R ICES: Ongoing work on by-catch assessment. 

JRC: JReference lists of MSFD species and 
habitats, EUR 29125 EN, doi:10.2760/794186. 
Methods to set thresholds and associated 
species from the RSCs are listed in the 
“Technical report “Indicators for status 
assessment of species, relevant to MSFD 
Biodiversity Descriptor”. Proposals for 
harmonized and coordinated approaches to 
derive reference and threshold values: 
Outcomes from the JRC Workshop carried out in 
January 2019. 

OSPAR:  so far no indicator for fish 
HELCOM:  so far no indicator for fish 
MED: Collaboration between UNEP/MAP and 
GFCM 
BlackSea:* activity together GFCM 
RO used ICES indication  
Threshold values are under development –
need more data 

Short term  
- conclude work on risk (advice on 

species) 
- specify issues with data to influence 

revision of DCF 
- data call to MS to find out what other 

data are collected or why not 
Longer term: rectify data issues 
 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C2* Element list S/R JRC: Agreement on: 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Threshold 
values 

S/R − Reference list for species in support of e-
reporting developed in 2018 
(doi:10.2760/794186). The list can be used as 
a basis for Member States in regional 
cooperation on agreeing regional element 
lists.  

− Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and threshold 
values: JRC Workshop carried out in January 
2019. (report to WG GES 22) 

− Ongoing work on harmonising monitoring and 
assessment methods. 

− Methods to set thresholds and associated 
species from the RSCs are listed in the 
“Technical report “Indicators for status 
assessment of species, relevant to MSFD 
Biodiversity Descriptor” 

 
Note: Some anadromous fish species are 
covered by the Habitats Directive. 

OSPAR: Indicator available. Usability for 
species-based assessment to be reviewed. 
Criteria abundance (FC1) are covered (D1C4 
is associated with two candidate indicators 
FC7 and FC8). Fish assessment workshop in 
2019/2020, aim to consider i.a. integration of 
D1 and D3. 
HELCOM: Indicators with threshold values for 
abundance (D1C2) available only, but not 
applicable for all sub-regions. Adjustment of 
existing indicators and relevant open sea 
assessment of preliminary high priority by next 
assessment, including initial discussion on 
distributional range, demographic factors and 
habitat for future assessments (D1C3, D1C4 
and D1C5). Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 
2019identified areas where improvements can 
be made by HOLAS III.H 
MED: 
BlackSea: 
 

- Definition which species are 
“commercially exploited” (link with 
D3)  

- Grouping of fish species in functional 
groups (reporting reference list)  

- Relationship between Habitats 
Directive and MSFD (harmonized 
approach to reference and threshold 
values under both Directives) 

 

D1C3** Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C4** Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C5** Element list S/R 

Threshold 
values 

 

D1 Fish Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU ICES: EU activity. Recommendations (ICES 
Special Request Advice) on the integration of 
criteria, species and species groups  published 
on 12 July 2018 
(https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.4494) und in 
discussion by Member States.  
JRC: testing of proposed approaches on data 
sets by 1st quarter 2020. 

 Agreement on integration rules 
 

Descriptor 1: Coastal and seabirds (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC for threshold values and ICES for integration rules, to assist MS / Expert Network D1) 
D1C1* Element list S/R ICES: Ongoing work on by-catch assessment. 

JRC: Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and threshold 
values: JRC Workshop carried out in January 
2019. 

OSPAR/HELCOM: Joint Workshop in second 
half of 2019 with participation of ICES and 
other relevant organisations in order to aid in 
developing (OSPAR) / operationalising 
(HELCOM) by-catch indicator. Preliminary high 

Short term:  
- conclude work on risk (advice on 

species) 
- specify issues with data to influence 

revision of DCF 

https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.4494
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

priority development area for next assessment 
(HELCOM). Testing of joint workshop 
proposals and implementation of risk maps if 
possible as identified under the review of 
HELOCOM indicators processH  
MED: Ongoing work on by-catch (common 
indicator 12). Guidance factsheet on indicator 
12 prepared by GFCM and endorsed by the 
Contracting Parties during Meetings of the 6th 
EcAp Coordination Group and the SPA/RAC 
Focal Points held in 2017 
BlackSea:* no current activities 
MS- ongoing work 

- data call to MS to find out what other 
data are collected or why not 

Longer term: rectify data issues 
 

Threshold 
values 

S/R  

D1C2* Element list S/R JRC: 
− Reference list for species in support of e-

reporting developed in 2018. The list can be 
used as a basis for Member States in 
regional cooperation on agreeing regional 
element lists.  

− Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and 
threshold values: JRC Workshop carried out 
in January 2019 (report for WG GES 22). 

− Ongoing work on harmonising monitoring 
and assessment methods. 

− Methods to set thresholds and associated 
species from the RSCs are listed in the 
“Technical report “Indicators for status 
assessment of species, relevant to MSFD 
Biodiversity Descriptor” 

 

OSPAR: Initial indicators with threshold values 
(D1C2, D1C3) available, but D1C3 under 
further development. Indicator for D1C5 under 
development through OSPAR/HELCOM/ ICES 
Joint Working Group on Birds (JWG BIRD). 
HELCOM: Initial indicators with threshold 
values (D1C2) available. Indicator for D1C5 is 
under development. Review and prioritization 
of HELCOM indicators/work by end of 
2019identified areas where progress and 
improvements can be made by HOLAS III.H 
MED: The monitoring protocols related to 
IMAP Common Indicators 3. Species 
distributional range, 4 Population abundance 
of selected species, 5. Population 
demographic characteristics. Monitoring 
protocols have been endorsed by the Focal 
Points of SPA/RAC and 7th Meeting of EcAp 
Coordination Group, held on 9 September 
2019, in the framework of UNEP/MAP-
Barcelona ConventionBlackSea: 

Agreement on: 

− Grouping of bird species in functional 
groups (reporting reference list)  

− Relationship between Habitats 
Directive and MSFD (harmonized 
approach to reference and threshold 
values under both Directives) 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C3** Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C4** Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C5** Element list S/R 

Threshold 
values 

  

D1 Birds Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU ICES: EU activity: Recommendations (ICES 
Special Request Advice) on the integration of 

 Agreement on integration rules 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

criteria, species and species groups published 
on 12 July 2018.  
(https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.4494) und in 
discussion by Member States. See also JWG 
Bird report regarding ICES Advice on the 
integration.  
JRC: testing of proposed approaches on data 
sets by 1st quarter 2020. 

Descriptor 1: Marine Mammals (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC for threshold values and ICES for integration rules, to assist MS / Expert Network D1) 
D1C1* Element list S/R ICES: Ongoing work on by-catch assessment. 

JRC:  Proposals for harmonized and 
coordinated approaches to derive reference and 
threshold values: JRC Workshop carried out in 
January 2019. 

OSPAR/HELCOM: Joint Workshop in second 
half of 2019 with participation of ICES and 
other relevant in order to operationalise by-
catch indicators. 
OSPAR: Indicator M6 for one species 
available (harbour porpoise). Threshold values 
and sufficient data basis are lacking. OSPAR 
priority: include other species 
HELCOM: Initial indicator available (better 
developed for mammals than for birds). 
Threshold values and sufficient data basis are 
lacking (some proposals on approaches 
available). Testing of joint workshop proposals 
and implementation of risk maps if possible as 
identified under the review of HELOCM 
indicators processHPreliminary high priority 
development area for next assessment.H 
MED:  
BlackSea:* There is a protocol between BSC 
and ACCOBAMS focus on marine mammals. 
RO and BG –ongoing work –by catch (RO set 
up the targets and threshold). Both MS –
dedicated surveys in BG and RO are 
necessary to be carried out to collect data 

Short term:  

- conclude work on risk (advice on 
species) 

- specify issues with data to influence 
revision of DCF 

- data call to MS to find out what other 
data are collected or why not 

Longer term: rectify data issues 
 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C2* Element list S/R JRC: 
− Reference list for species in support of e-

reporting developed in 2018. The list can be 

OSPAR: seals: M3 D1C2 and D1C4, M5 
D1C3. Cetaceans: M4 D1C2 and D1C4. 
Threshold values are mostly lacking. OSPAR 

Agreement on: 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C3** Element list S/R 

https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.4494
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Threshold 
values 

S/R used as a basis for Member States in 
regional cooperation on agreeing regional 
element lists.  

− Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and 
threshold values: JRC Workshop carried out 
in January 2019. 

− Ongoing work on harmonising monitoring 
and assessment methods. 

− Methods to set thresholds and associated 
species from the RSCs are listed in the 
“Technical report “Indicators for status 
assessment of species, relevant to MSFD 
Biodiversity Descriptor” 

Note: All marine mammal species covered by 
the Habitats Directive. Thresholds should be 
consistent with the Favourable Reference values 
established by the relevant Member States 
under Directive 92/43/EEC (Habitats Directive) 
and the results should be not be in contradiction 
to the assessment under this Directive. 

priority: wider regional coverage of existing 
indicators. 
HELCOM: Indicators for seals (D1C2, D1C3, 
D1C4) available. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 2019.H 
Preliminary high priority for development 
related to harbour porpoise by next 
assessment (D1C2 and D1C4), and 
improvement for all mammals (D1C5).Aspects 
of priority (especially harbor porpoise) and 
where improvements can be made by HOLAS 
III identified in the indicator review process and 
topic specific work plan. 
MED: Indicators for some species available. 
Harmonization of monitoring and assessment 
protocols was endorsed by the Meetings of the 
SPA/RAC Focal Points and the Meeting of 
EcAp Coordination Group, held on 9 
September 2019, in the framework of 
UNEP/MAP-Barcelona Convention.  
BlackSea:* No targets and thresholds yet (RO 
and BG) 
 

− Grouping of mammal species in 
functional groups (reporting reference 
list)  

− Relationship between Habitats 
Directive and MSFD (harmonized 
approach to reference and threshold 
values under both Directives) 

− integration rules 
 

D1C4** Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C5** Element list S/R 

Threshold 
values 

  

D1 
Marine 
Mammal
s 

Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU For mammals the Commission Decision refers to 
the integration method used by the Habitats 
Directive. 
EEA: EEA activity: Biodiversity assessment, 
2019 in prep, BEAT tool 

 Review integration rules in Art. 8 MSFD 
Assessment Guidance 
 

Descriptor 1: Cephalopods (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC for threshold values and ICES for integration rules, to assist MS / Expert Network D1) 
D1C1* Element list S/R ICES: Ongoing work on by-catch assessment. 

JRC: Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and threshold 
values: JRC Workshop carried out in January 
2019. 

OSPAR: No activity  
HELCOM: Not relevant in Baltic. 
MED: No indicator available 
BlackSea: 

D1 work on cephalopods is a longer 
term activity. Not relevant in all marine 
regions. No priority for 2020. Consider 
in context with D1.6 and D4. 
 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C2* Element list S/R JRC: 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Threshold 
values 

S/R − Reference list for species in support of e-
reporting developed in 2018. The list can be 
used as a basis for Member States in 
regional cooperation on agreeing regional 
element lists.  

− Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and 
threshold values: JRC Workshop carried out 
in January 2019. 

− Ongoing work on harmonising monitoring 
and assessment methods. 

 

OSPAR: No indicator available. Work currently 
not prioritised. First, list of relevant species, 
risks for the species and areas of risk should 
be identified.  
HELCOM: No work planned. There is no 
regular occurrence of cephalopods in the Baltic 
Sea. 
 

 

D1C3** Element list S/R  
Threshold 
values 

S/R  

D1C4** Element list S/R  
Threshold 
values 

S/R  

D1C5** Element list S/R  
Threshold 
values 

  

D1 
Cephalop
ods 

Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU ICES: Recommendations by request of EU 
(ICES Special Request Advice) on the 
integration of criteria, species and species 
groups published on 12 July 2018 
(https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.4494) und in 
discussion by Member States. 

  

Descriptor 1: Reptiles (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to JRC for threshold values and ICES for integration rules, to assist MS / Expert Network D1) 
D1C1* Element list S/R ICES: Ongoing work on by-catch assessment. 

JRC: Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and threshold 
values: JRC Workshop carried out in January 
2019. 

OSPAR: 
HELCOM: N/A 
MED: Ongoing work on by-catch assessment  
 

Reptiles are not relevant for all marine regions. 
- conclude work on risk (advice on species) 
- specify issues with data to influence revision of 

DCF 
- data call to MS to find out what other data are 

collected or why not 
Longer term: rectify data issues 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C2* Element list S/R JRC: 
− Reference list for species in support of e-

reporting developed in 2018. The list can be 
used as a basis for Member States in 
regional cooperation on agreeing regional 
element lists.  

− Proposals for harmonized and coordinated 
approaches to derive reference and 

OSPAR: No indicators planned as no nesting 
sites in OSPAR region. (NB reptile expert 
group under ICG-POSH active).. 
HELCOM: Reptiles are not relevant for the 
marine region. 
MED: Ongoing work on monitoring nesting 
sites. Harmonization of monitoring and 
assessment protocols was endorsed by the 
Meetings of the SPA/RAC Focal Points and 
7th Meeting of EcAp Coordination Group, held 

Agreement on: 
- Grouping of reptile species in functional groups 

(reporting reference list)  
- Relationship between Habitats Directive and 

MSFD (harmonized approach to reference and 
threshold values under both Directives) 

 
 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C3** Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C4** Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D1C5** Element list S/R 

https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.4494
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Threshold 
values 

 threshold values: JRC Workshop carried out 
in January 2019. 

− Ongoing work on harmonising monitoring 
and assessment methods. 

 
Note: All marine reptiles are covered by the 
Habitats Directive, the thresholds should 
 be consistent with the Favourable Reference 
values established by 
the relevant Member States under Directive 
92/43/EEC (Habitats 
Directive) and the results should not be in 
contradiction to the assessment under this 
Directive. 
 

on 9 September 2019, in the framework of 
UNEP/MAP-Barcelona Convention. 
 
 
 

D1 
Reptiles 

Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 
 
 

EU For reptiles the Commission Decision refers to 
the integration method used by the Habitats 
Directive.  

 Review integration rules in Art. 8 MSFD 
Assessment Guidance 
 

Descriptor 1: Pelagic habitats (GES_17-2017-03: pelagic habitats is part of D1 but no specific assignment / arrangement was made to assist MS) 
D1C6* Element list S/R ICES: surveillance indicators suggested by ICES 

in 2016 and 2017 (links to D4) 
 

OSPAR: PH1/FW5, PH2, PH3 indicators 
available. So far no threshold values. Basis for 
determining elements and threshold values still 
need to be elaborated.  
HELCOM: Several indicators in development, 
partly with threshold values for test application 
in individual subbasins. Conceptual 
consideration as to how to assess pelagic 
habitats considered of preliminary high priority. 
Ongoing review and prioritization of HELCOM 
indicators by end of 2019identified two key 
indicators to complete and a process to further 
work on the topic.. H  
MED: Guidelines on harmonization of 
monitoring and assessment protocols was 
endorsed by the by the Meetings of the 

Short term: 
- look at horizontal aspect and more 
holistic assessment of pelagic habitats 
– how to use existing indicators/criteria 
(see arrangements for horizontal 
issues) 
Work on D1.6 and D7 by ICES through 
advice system as input in 2020 to  
- review of current state of pelagic 
habitat assessments by RSC/MS, 
including linking pressure assessments 
with state assessment, and current use 
of pelagic indicators 
- propose a conceptual framework for 
assessments 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

SPA/RAC Focal Points and 7th Meeting of 
EcAp Coordination Group, held on 9 
September 2019, in the framework of 
UNEP/MAP-Barcelona Convention  
BlackSea:* there are indicators and 
guidelines to collect the samples and to assess 
the species of pelagic habitats. 
Both MS follow the recommendations of 
updated Decision. 
Common indicators: phytoplankton biomass, 
mesozooplankton biomass, copepod biomass, 
mesozooplankton abundance. Thresholds 
values has been set up. Propose future work – 
integration method. 

- review of descriptor sections of Art. 8 
MSFD Assessment Guidance 
- specification of any further work and 
associated arrangements 
 
Longer term: discussion on need and 
development of specific indicators.  
 

D1 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

 

  

MISTIC SEAS 2 http://mistic-
seas.madeira.gov.pt/en  
MEDCIS http://medcis.eu/  
SPICE http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/completed-projects/spice/  
IDEM www.msfd-idem.eu  
MedKeyHabitats II http://www.rac-
spa.org/medkeyhabitats2   
Support MSFD implementation through 
establishing regional monitoring system of 
cetaceans (D1) and noise monitoring (D11) for 
achieving GES – CoNoBS” – RO (coordinator), 
BG, Ukraine, Turkey, Georgia, ACCOBAMS 
ACTION: https://helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/action/ 
 

 

Descriptor 1/6: Benthic habitats (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to ICES to assist MS; new TG Seabed and Habitat to assist MS) 
D6C1* Element list  ICES: EU activity: Ongoing work (ICES Special 

Request Advice), to recommend and 
demonstrate methods for the assessment of 
spatial extent and distribution of habitat loss 

OSPAR: part of candidate BH4 D6C1. Part of 
BH3 D6C2. BH3 and BH2 (candidates BH1 
and BH5) D6C3. Candidate BH4 D6C4. BH1, 
BH2, BH3 and candidate BH5 D6C5 (without 

TG Seabed to progress work on D6 
according to work plan. Threshold 
values by autumn of 2021. 
 

Formatted: English (United Kingdom)

http://mistic-seas.madeira.gov.pt/en
http://mistic-seas.madeira.gov.pt/en
http://medcis.eu/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/completed-projects/spice/
http://www.msfd-idem.eu/
http://www.rac-spa.org/medkeyhabitats2
http://www.rac-spa.org/medkeyhabitats2
https://helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/action/
https://helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/action/
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Threshold 
values 

 (D6C1/C2) and physical disturbance (D6C2) to 
the seabed per subdivision and per MSFD broad 
habitat type.  
Based on 2016 and 2017 advice and review of D6 
methods, ICES is working towards a cross-
regional EU-wide D6 assessment framework – 
with accompanying technical guidelines. First 
draft published, further work and input required 
from TG. Some further ICES advice request work 
has also been planned to support TG SEABED 
on “trade-offs” that will build on from 2017 ICES 
advice (ICES advice eu.2017.13). See TG 
Seabed’s document SEABED_1-2019-09, also 
TG Seabed’s Terms of reference – scope point d; 
Task point j. 
TG Seabed Habitats and Sea-floor Integrity: 
Tasked with the development of an EU-wide 
assessment framework for benthic habitats 
(D6C4, D6C5) and integrity of the seafloor 
(D6C1, D6C2, D6C3). Focusing on Union-level 
requirements for D6C4 and D6C5 by considering 
work on regional level for D6C3. This includes 
following the mentioned ICES-work, RSCs and 
national approaches as well as assessments 
under other EU policies (e.g. Habitats Directive), 
development of threshold values (D6C4, D6C5) 
and integration rules. 
EEA: Pressures and cumulative effects 
assessment, 2019 in prep, CEA tool 

threshold). Priority: include more human 
activities in BH3 and ensure data availability, 
widen regional scope of existing indicators  
HELCOM: First indicator available for D6C5 
(threshold values available for some basins). 
Other indicators (D6C4, D6C5) at various 
stages of development. Considered of 
preliminary high priority for development by 
next assessment. Review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators/work by end of 
2019identified areas for possible progress and 
significant work to address D6C3 underway.H 
Relevant work for D6C1/C2 (BSPI/BSII) in 
HOLAS II to quantify loss and disturbance of 
natural seafloor. 
MED: Guidelines on harmonization of the 
monitoring and assessment of the common 
indicators related to habitats under 
development (to be discussed and validated 
during the CORMON meeting (Rome, Italy, 21 
May 2019). The Updated Classification of 
benthic marine habitat types and the Updated 
Reference List of Marine Habitat Types for the 
Mediterranean up for discussion at the next 
EcAp and Focal Points Meeting in September 
2019. 
BlackSea:* information will be provided by 
MSCG meeting 
 

 

D6C2* Element list   
Threshold 
values 

  

D6C3* Element list   
Threshold 
values 

S/R  

D6C4* Element list S/R  
Threshold 
values 

EU  

D6C5* Element list S/R  
Threshold 
values 

EU  

D1/6  
Benthic 
habitats 

Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

EU  

D1/6 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

  IDEM www.msfd-idem.eu 
HELCOM ACTION 
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-
work/projects/action/ 
 

 

Descriptor 1/4: Ecosystems including food webs (GES_17-2017-03: descriptor assigned to ICES to assist MS, but no specific arrangement in place) 
D4C1* Element list S/R Short term: 

http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2017/Special_requests/eu.2017.13.pdf
http://www.msfd-idem.eu/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/action/
http://www.helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/action/
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

ICES: D4 guidance (on surveillance indicators) 
provided during the revision of the Decision. 
Task to support Member States in development 
assessment systems. Currently no specific 
request/commission. 
 

OSPAR: Individual indicator D4C1 - PH3 
(candidate FC3) (without threshold values) 
available.D4C2 PH1/FW5,PH2, FW4 and 
candidate FW7. D4C3 PH1/FW5, FW3, FC2, 
candidates BH5, FW6. FW9 candidate under 
active development.  Review of usability for 
assessment requirements according to COM 
Decision (EU) 2017/848 is necessary.  Food-
web expert group re-established, focus on 
some indicators and possibly case studies for 
QSR 2023. 
HELCOM: Indicators under development 
(plankton D4C1 and D4C3; coastal fish D4C2). 
Conceptual consideration as to how to assess 
pelagic habitats considered of preliminary high 
priority. ROngoing review and prioritization of 
HELCOM indicators proposed a way forward 
supported by a dedicated Correspondence 
Group aimed to be established in 2020.by end 
of 2019.H  
 
MED: 
BlackSea:* information will be provided by 
MSCG meeting 

- look at horizontal aspect and more 
holistic assessment of foodwebs – how 
to use existing indicators/ criteria (see 
arrangements for horizontal issues) 
Work on D4 by ICES through advice 
system as input in spring 2020 to  
- horizontal discussion  
- review of current state of food web 
assessments by RSC/MS, including 
links to D1 biodiversity assessments, 
D1.6 pelagic habitats and D6 seabed 
habitats, plus relevant links to pressure 
assessments, and current use of 
pelagic indicators 
- propose a conceptual framework for 
assessments 
- review of descriptor sections of Art. 8 
MSFD Assessment Guidance (use a 
dedicated Expert Workshop to agree on 
revised D4 guidance) 
- specification of any further work and 
associated arrangements 
 
Longer term: discussion on need and 
development of specific indicators. 
Longer term: discussion on need and 
development of specific indicators.  
 
 
 
 

Threshold 
values 

S/R  

D4C2* Element list S/R  
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D4C3 Element list S/R 
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Criteria 
*   primary 
** condi 

tionally 
    primary 

GES Decision 
requirements 

State of play of EU level work 
Source of agreed activity 

State of play of work at marine regions level 
(North-East Atlantic, Baltic Sea, Mediterranean 
Sea and Black Sea) 

Recommendations by DG GES for 
sequence of priority work at EU-level 
per descriptor (aim for September 
2020) 

Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D4C4 Element list S/R 
Threshold 
values 

S/R 

D4 
Ecosyste
m/foodw
ebs 

Use of 
criteria to 
assess GES 

 No current work.  

D4 (EU) 
Projects of 
interest to 
topic 

  IDEM www.msfd-idem.eu 
MISTIC SEAS 2 http://mistic-
seas.madeira.gov.pt/en  
 

 

 
HOngoing work related to the adjustment/development of indicators within HELCOM is being carried out via a stepwise review and priority setting process. 
The preliminary priority assignment is based on initial discussions that took place at the first HELCOM indicator workshop in May 2019 and further work 
towards finalised regional priority setting will take place at the second HELCOM indicator workshop to take place in October 2019, after which active 
adjustment/development work will take place on the designated priority areas with a view to developing operational indicators by autumn 2021 at the 
latest.The HELCOM indicator review and prioritisation process concluded with the development of topic specific work plans that address the specific plans 
for work ahead, in particular with a focus on HOLAS III. The details of the final Workshop (INDICATOR WS 2-2019) and work ahead approved by HOD (HOD 
57-2019, document 4-20) are available online, including links to the topic specific work plans. 
 
* Information used - activity of RO and BG – came from the fifth meeting of the Black Sea Working Group, Constanta, Romania, 19 February 2019. According 
to Joint Action Plan for Coordinated MSFD Implementation between RO and BG in the Black Sea marine region – MS will continue to develop the commonly-
agreed targets, indicators, and thresholds in a harmonized way according to the Decision 2017/848/EU (period for the implementation of this activity 
09.2019 -30.11.2020) 
Information used – Black Sea- came from the last meetings of AG CBD, AG FMLOR, AG PMA – 2017 
Reptiles and cephalopods didn’t live in the Black Sea. For this reason and to avoid misunderstanding the mention “Black Sea” for these biological 
components should be deleted 
 

http://www.msfd-idem.eu/
http://mistic-seas.madeira.gov.pt/en
http://mistic-seas.madeira.gov.pt/en
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/default.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2057-2019-620/MeetingDocuments/4-20%20Future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20Indicators.pdf

	3-4 Contributions to the EU MSFD CIS work
	Background
	Action requested

	3-4 Att.1 Contributions to the EU MSFD CIS work_COVER NOTE_Input to workplan for rev Com Dec_FINAL
	HELCOM information of relevance to the MSFD CIS Work Programme 2020-2023
	Prepared and submitted by the Contracting Parties in HELCOM which are also EU member states


	3-4 Att.2 Contributions to the EU MSFD CIS work MSCG_25-2019-12_Attachment_1_Overview_state-of-play_GESDec_HELCOM Sec

