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Background 

This document contains comments by Sweden on the documents 3-1 and 3-4 to HOD 60A-2021. 

 

Action requested 

The Meeting is invited to consider the Swedish comments. 
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Swedish comments on document 3-1 

• E31 We maintains the wording that was proposed by Sweden for the DG BSAP 8 meeting, i.e.: 
 

Create legal and institutional tools to advance towards introducing annual field-level fertilization planning 

and farm-gate nutrient balancing for nitrogen (N) and phosphorus (P) as a requirement for all farms, where 

relevant according to the nutrient load, in the Baltic Sea Region to reduce nutrient surplus on farmlands to 

the highest possible degree, to reduce nutrient surplus on farmlands in a cost-effective way. 

 

• S 46: Promote effective mitigation measures to minimize by-catch of harbour porpoises in the Baltic Sea area 

inter alia via cooperation with the Baltic Sea Fisheries Forum (BALTFISH), and evaluate and promote adjusted 

measures as needed by 2025. 

 

• HT 24: Consider designating a second generation HELCOM hot spots by 2025, as additionally identified 

sources of major negative impact on the Baltic marine ecosystem, starting with specifying criteria for 

designation and deletion of hot spots by 2023, and based on the criteria, initiate and where possible 

undertake targeted measures with the ultimate aim to eliminate such new hot spots 

 

• S64 – we know that this measure is already green, but we have a suggestion to omit the wording 

“conservation rules” that is not clear according to our national experts, and should not add any value 

Enforce and implement by 2025, in line with the update of the marine protected area (MPA) 
management guidelines, effective management plans, conservation rules or other equivalent systems 
to not allow destructive and exploitative activities related to the seabed that may compromise the 
conservation objectives of MPAs. 
 

Swedish comments on document 3-4 

• HL29/30 SE proposes to add the following to columns ”rationale” and ”criteria for achievement”. (This 

is based on the original synopses for the measure).  

Rationale: Biocides released from antifouling products, for example from recreational crafts and 

equipment used in aquaculture, can have adverse effects and may accumulate in the marine 

environment. Avoidable releases may occur both during active use (for example due to higher biocidal 

release rates than necessary) and at end of service-life (for example while removing biocidal paint layers). 

To address this, for CPs that are EU MS, an agreement is needed on the implementation of article 17.5 

of the BPR (regarding results of efficiency tests as well as the requirements for tests of release rates) 

aiming to ensure that authorised biocidal antifouling paints do not contain more active substance (e.g. 

copper) than needed. In addition, a regional guideline on best-practices for hull cleaning could reduce 

the biocidal releases during paint removal. Furthermore biocide-free alternatives are already available 

and their fields of application need to be promoted (ie through information campaigns) and their use 

should be strengthened facilitated by establishing infrastructure to improve antifouling practices and 

maintenance work, e.g. in marinas. 

 

Criteria for achievement:  

 Adoption of a revised or new HELCOM Recommendation on antifouling, addressing both biocidal and 

biocide-free practices. 

 Helcom Road map towards biocide free antifouling in the Baltic sea region 
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• SE15: column Rationale …for clean, safe and low-carbon shipping. Alternatively, add a separate 

sentence: ”The response consequences shall be analyst before use of new fuels”. 

• SN24: column rationale and/or criteria: clarify that the monitoring referred to specifically in this 

action is (as we understand it) oil spill data.  To separate from data on habitats/species etc. 

 

• HLE21: SE proposes a minor text change in the criteria for achievement: Monitoring produces sufficient data 

to enable a reliable ecosystem health assessment by integration of multiple components, including already 

existing candidate and pre-core indicators of biological effects of hazardous substances. This does not change 

the content of the measure but is meant as a clarification.   

• SE09: Criteria for achievement: SE proposes to delete the present criteria and replace it with existing criteria 

for SE11. 

 Present criteria SE09: Ongoing action with periodical assessment of biofouling management techniques 

and AFS. 

 Present criteria SE11: New sustainable biofouling management options are in place and being used. 

• BE14: criteria for achievement: SE proposes to add "... where ecological relevant and socio-economically 

feassible." This would facilitate follow-up of the measure.  

• BE23, BN06,07, BE41: addition of where ecological relevant and socio-economic feasible."  

• BE43 criteria for achievement: value of 1 seems too low. If there needs to be a value here, SE proposes to add 

"holistic": “By 2026 A minimum of one established indicator has been established with agreed threshold value 

to evaluate the status of food web in a holistic way." 

• SE35, changes proposed by DE in Criteria for achievement seems not acceptable to us: “Active management, 

including conservation measures of at least 50% of sea trout stocks, including habitat restoration, per Baltic 

Sea coastal country are in place …. (page107/109). We prefer not to use numbers here, since the conditions 

difer widely between CP:s around the Baltic.  We can support the alternative version from DE:  ”Active 

management, including effective conservation measures of sea trout stocks, including habitat restoration, are 

in place in each Baltic sea coastal country and being implemented”.  

 

 

 


