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1. During the working group meetings the Parties has not been able to agree on a title for the new 

HELCOM recommendations. The task of producing the new recommendations was given by the 

Ministers in 2013 (page 10 of Ministerial Declaration 2013) and the title must of course simply 

reflect this: 

CCB suggestion for title is:  

“HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture aiming at limiting potential environmental impacts 

of aquaculture activities” 

As further rationale for such title and the content of this paper is that this is a HELCOM 

recommendation and as such it aims to jointly strive towards minimizing or avoiding damage to the 

environment. To promote aquaculture development is not the task of HELCOM and titles 

suggesting this would be a deviation from HELCOM purposes and competence. 

2. In the draft text on page 6 in document 3-8, directly following point 8, states that the 

Recommendation will come into force in 2017. The next paragraph states that Contracting Parties 

should report on implementing the recommendations by 2016.  

 

CCB questions the date of 2017 as there is no reason for such postponement of this proposal as it 

stands.  It makes no sense in not implementing the actions and guidance in Annex 1 as soon as the 

Recommendation is agreed upon.  

The Recommendation mention development of  further criteria on BEP for aquaculture. 

Additions meant to clarify and strengthen this paper regarding definitions on BAT and BEP (as 

mentioned in point 1-7 on page 5 and in Annex 1 point 13 and 13a) is welcomed, but this process 

does not in any way conflict with the existing draft text. Such new strengthening details can be 

amended at a later stage and the last three paragraphs in the text on page 6 should be changed as 

follows: 

RECOMMENDS ALSO to the Governments of the Contracting Parties to apply upon adoption the following 

guidance for BAT and BEP measures aiming at sustainable aquaculture in the Baltic Sea Region as contained 

in Annex 1 to this Recommendation. 

DECIDES that this Recommendation come into force upon adoption will and to be fully implemented by 

2017 at the latest and reviewed within three years (2020), and thereafter as necessary. 

DECIDES ALSO that actions taken by the Contracting Parties to implement this Recommendation should be 

reported for the first time in the year 2016, and thereafter every six years. 
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3. The draft text 3-8 on the new recommendations should be clarified and strengthened on a crucial 

point: EIAs should be recommended as mandatory for all aquaculture activities permit procedures. 

CCB propose the inclusion of the word “mandatory use of” in Annex 1, 1a) as follows:  

“when establishing aquaculture facilities, negative local environmental effects and threats 
to biodiversity should be avoided or minimized by careful planning processes including mandatory use of 
environmental impact assessment considering WFD and MSFD requirements, as far as EU countries are 
concerned, and selection of appropriate locations taking into account the hydrographic and hydrological 
conditions of the specific water area; 

 

The rationale of this proposal is simply that the EIA process represent both a thorough analysis of 

the impact of the activity as well as the localisation of it; it gives an open and transparent process, 

open to all stakeholders; it results in a solid and equal base for all operations in the permit process 

and makes operations comparable thus increasing equal treatment under the rule of law. Many of 

the recommendation details in the annex 1 will be dealt with as a natural part of the EIA process 

and therefore making use of EIA as common practice will improve the possibility of following the 

process of developing new sustainable aquaculture in the Baltic region, in line with the regulations 

and the CFP requirements. 

EIA process is also a good tool to ensure and highlight the links to Habitat directive, WFD and MSFD 

requirements as well as the EU Biodiversity Strategy and BSAP in wider terms.   

 

4. Aquaculture plants bring obvious environmental risks for the marine environment. It is 

inappropriate to place/localize facilities in MPAs which have been appointed for its high, diverse 

and representative marine biodiversity. Aquaculture plants must therefore be avoided and 

excluded from HELCOM MPAs, NATURA 2000 sites and in potential MPAs as designated under 

MSFD Art. 13(4).  To clarify the connections between points 5 and 6, in Annex 1, an amendment of 

the wording would be helpful, in point 6 in Annex 1, of the Draft HELCOM Recommendation on 

aquaculture: 

6. Select sites of aquaculture facilities, by means of objective environmental impact evaluation methods in 
accordance with the need to maintain and/or achieve good environmental/ecological status of the aquatic 

environment affected, and avoid protected areas (MPAs) 
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