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Outcome of the fourth meeting of the Project for the development of the 

second holistic assessment of the Baltic Sea 

(HOLAS II 4-2015) 

 
Introduction   

01. In accordance with the Outcome of HOLAS II 3-2015 (para 7.2), the fourth Meeting of Project for 
the development of the second holistic assessment of the Baltic Sea was held in Berlin, Germany, at the 
premises of the Federal Environment Agency, on 24-25 November 2015. 

02. The Meeting was attended by delegations from Denmark, Estonia, European Union, Finland, 
Lithuania, Germany, Poland and Sweden. The List of Participants is attached as Annex 1.  

03. The Meeting was chaired by Ms. Maria Laamanen, Chair of HOLAS II, and Ms. Ulla Li Zweifel, 
HELCOM Professional Secretary, acted as secretary of the Meeting.  

 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

Documents: 1-1, 1-2-Rev.1 

The Meeting adopted the agenda of the Meeting as contained in document 1-2-Rev.1. 

 

Agenda Item 2  Matters arising from other meetings of relevance  

Documents: 2-1, 2-2 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the outcomes of relevance for HOLAS II from recent HELCOM meetings 
(document 2-1) as presented by Ms. Ulla Li Zweifel, HELCOM Professional Secretary. 

2.2 The Meeting took note of the information on the HELCOM application for a grant from the EU to 
support HOLAS II: Project to develop HELCOM tools and approaches for the Second Holistic Assessment of 
the Baltic Sea (HELCOM TAPAS) (document 2-2). The Meeting noted that the project, if funded, can support 
HOLAS II activities related to development of the Baltic Sea pressure and impact indices (BSPI/BSII), spatial 
layers for ecosystem components, a framework for economic and social analyses, as well as development of 
an interphase for visualization of assessment products and access to the underlying data. 

2.3 The Meeting took note of the following information from Contracting Parties on ongoing national 
activities of relevance to HOLAS II: 

- Denmark: The process of investigating whether the study reservation on GES-boundaries for core 
indicators can be lifted is ongoing and the outcome will be informed to HOD 49-2015. 

- Estonia: National environmental targets reported in 2012 have been revised and now include 
quantitative targets. Development of national Programmes of measures is in the final stage. Three 
national projects are linked to the HOLAS II project: a project to support the development of a 
biodiversity assessment tool that will be carried out back to back with the BalticBOOST project, a 
project directed towards development of a MSFD compatible assessment system, and a project to 
map pressures in Estonian waters. 

- Finland: Programmes of Measures are currently being finalized and a decision is expected in early 
December 2015. A process to revise environmental target will start shortly with the aim to revise 
targets and indicators in a few years’ time.  The national organization for the 2018 MSFD reporting 
has started including e.g. to compile data for human activities and pressures. 
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- Germany: Currently the results of national consultations on PoMs are being assessed and the aim is 
to report PoMs under Article 13 in March 2016.  

The German study reservation on GES-boundaries for core indicators will possibly be clarified mid-
December 2015 when a national MSFD meeting will be held. The specific German study reservation 
on seal health indicators will be discussed at SEAL EG 9 (4-6 December 2015). 

It is foreseen that the assessment carried out by HOLAS II will be used for German reporting of Article 
8, primarily being based on core indicators and with possible addition of national indicators if needed. 
An important requirement is to be able to zoom in on national waters in the HOLAS II assessment 
products, both the individual indicator assessments and integrated assessment results. Also 
regarding aggregation rules and integrated assessment, besides an initiative under the MSFD CIS, the 
main input is expected to come from HOLAS II. 

- Poland: Environmental targets under MSFD Article 10 have been nationally adopted. Plans to develop 
Programme of Measures have started and the PoMs are planned to go for public consultation in 
February 2016. 

- Sweden: Ongoing preparation on how to coordinate HELCOM and OSPAR processes to develop roof 
reports. Sweden plans to use components of the regional assessment report and refer to the roof 
reports but will also make a more detailed national report. Sweden has organized national workshop 
related to ESA, indicator and data needs, and human activities and pressures. Currently mapping of 
national data on human activities and pressures is taking place and there are plans to start large scale 
mapping of benthic habitats in 2016. 

2.4 The Meeting took note of the information from the European Commission regarding the MSFD CIS 
process and the following issues discussed at the MSCG that took place 5 November 2015: 

- Recommendations of programmes of measures have been adopted. 

- Marine Directors meeting 25-26 November 2015 will discuss the future MSFD CIS work programme 
for 2016-2018. 

- The evaluation of reporting MSFD Article 11, monitoring programmes, will use the same approach 
as the previous assessment exercise i.e. there will be one commission report and one staff working 
document, the Annex, prepared by mid-2016. 

- Information on the three pilot projects on monitoring, including the BALSAM project, was provided 
as a document to MSCG with recommendations for improving coordinated monitoring in marine 
regions.  

- A draft proposal for the revision of the GES decision could be presented to the MSFD Committee 
meeting on 27 January 2016. 

- Focus will be placed first on the review and revision of the GES decision and MSFD Annex III before 
considering other documents developed by WG-GES such as the Common Understanding 
document and guidance related to the Article 8 assessment. 

- The ‘cross-cutting paper’ is finalized and will be kept as a reference document. 

2.5 The Meeting noted that the assessment tools developed under HOLAS II are planned to be 
developed so that they can be adopted by HOD in December 2016. The Meeting recognized that the revision 
of the GES decision, MSFD Annex III, as well as guidance on integrated assessments, cannot be taken up by 
the HOLAS II project if it comes later than spring or early summer 2016. 
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Agenda Item 3  Development of core indicators 

Documents: 3-1, 3-2  

3.1 The Meeting took note of the timeline and organization for the further development of core 
indicators as presented by Lena Avellan, Secretariat (document 3-1). The Meeting noted that for use in HOLAS 
II indicators with GES-boundaries need to be adopted by HOD in December 2016 and be presented for 
technical review by the previous relevant Working Group meetings (e.g. Pressure 5-2016 on 24-28 October 
2016, State and Conservation 5-2016 on 7-11 November 2016). 

3.2 The Meeting took note that Lead countries are currently in place for 30 indicators and co-Lead 
countries are in place for all indicators further noting that Lead countries are in particular missing for 
indicators on benthic communities and biotopes and for hazardous substances. The Meeting welcomed the 
information that Sweden may be in a position to take the Lead on some of the indicators on hazardous 
substance. 

3.3 The Meeting discussed that for marine litter the only indicator that likely can be operational by end 
of 2016 is the beach litter indicator and encouraged Contracting Parties to contribute to the development 
work and ensure that data and an operational core indicator is ready for use in HOLAS II. The Meeting agreed 
that a similar elaboration should be done for all indicator groups. 

3.4 The Meeting proposed that the stage of development of the indicators should be clarified for each 
pre-core and candidate indicator and that an evaluation should be made to indicate which indicators that 
can likely be ready, with GES-boundaries or comparable GES assessment criteria, for use in HOLAS II i.e. that 
can be adopted by HOD in December 2016 and be presented for technical review by the previous relevant 
Working Group meetings. The Meeting invited Lead countries to provide this information as part of the 
planning for work in 2016, and requested the Secretariat to inform the HOLAS II core team on the outcome 
at the latest by 30 March 2016. 

3.5 The Meeting proposed that for indicators where GES criteria are not likely to be in place by end of 
2016 it should still be considered how information contained in them could be included in the 2nd holistic 
assessment.  

3.6 The Meeting supported the continuation of development of all indicators for the time being, also 
those that may not be ready by end of 2016 and encouraged Contracting Parties to provide resources for the 
development of pre-core and candidate indictors.  

3.7 The Meeting noted that in order to produce a first version of the holistic assessment by mid-2017, 
data need to be in place by autumn 2016 at the latest and recalled that the reporting deadline for data held 
by ICES is in September. The Meeting welcomed that all Contracting Parties are committed to submit the 
requested data to the COMBINE database, or other database solutions, by this time. 

3.8 The Meeting took note of the information from Sweden on the development of a national indicator 
fact sheet template (document 3-2). The national fact sheet is taking into the account the content of the 
HELCOM core indicator reports and will be adjusted as needed to adhere to the advice from WG DIKE. The 
national fact sheet is intended to be linked to and include the same information as HELCOM core indicators 
reports when the indicators are common. The national fact sheets will also be used to inform on national 
indicators that are not common to the HELCOM core indicators. 

3.9 The Meeting noted that HELCOM aims to provide the core indicators report in such a form that they 
can be used directly for MSFD reporting and that recommendations from recent WG DIKE meetings have 
been taken up in the HELCOM core indicator template. 

3.10 The Meeting was of the opinion that Contracting Parties should aim at providing similar national 
information for their national indicators and potentially also following the same format. The Meeting took 
note of the view of Germany that the same template should be used for national indicators. The Meeting 
agreed that the Secretariat will circulate the latest version of the proposed indicator fact sheet from WG DIKE 
and that Contracting Parties will provide their views on the suitability of this template also for national 
purposes by 16 December (ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi) and to come back to the issue at HOLAS 5-2016. 

mailto:ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi
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Agenda Item 4  Thematic assessment of environmental status 

Documents: 4-1, 4-2, 4-3, 4-4, 4-5, 4-6 

4.1 The Meeting took note of the plan for the biodiversity assessment within HOLAS II as presented by 
Ms Lena Bergström, Project coordinator HOLAS II (document 4-1, Presentation 1).  

4.2 The Meeting took note that the four essential components for the HOLAS II biodiversity assessment 
are the tool development, indicator development, data arrangements, and to carry out the assessment. The 
development of the tool will be accomplished under the BalticBOOST project WP 1.1 and two HELCOM 
workshops are planned during 2016 to guide the development of the tool. 

4.3 The Meeting took note that data required for the assessment of core indicators for the holistic 
assessment need to be delivered by September 2016 at the latest (cf. paragraph 3.7) to give the opportunity 
for HELCOM expert groups, projects and networks to update the indicator evaluations by early 2017 for 
further use in the biodiversity assessment. The Meeting requested the Secretariat to adjust the time plan in 
document 4-1 to clarify the time requirements. 

4.4 The Meeting noted the preliminary proposal to carry out the biodiversity assessment centrally 
based on indicator evaluations supplied by relevant expert groups, networks and projects, that a workspace 
would be set up, if possible, for evaluation by Contracting Parties, and that a workshop could be arranged to 
quality assure the results in spring 2017. The Meeting noted that the HOLAS II project may need to be 
supported with additional resources to carry out the biodiversity assessment and to support the writing of 
the assessment report.  

4.5 The Meeting recalled that the 2nd holistic assessment will primarily be based on the regionally 
agreed core indicators however that the use of supplementary national indicators have been considered by 
the project and that principles for tentative use of national indicators was proposed by HOLAS II 3-2015. The 
Meeting agreed that a decision of the use of supplementary indicators will take place when a more complete 
picture of available indicators is in place e.g. by HOLAS II 5-2016.  

4.6 The Meeting recalled that despite the different approaches for defining GES, all indicators should 
be possible to include in the tool.  

4.7 The Meeting took note of the view of Germany that for appropriate indicators the assessment of 
Favourable Conservation Status (FCS) and other relevant reporting obligations under the Habitats Directive 
should be considered for use in the biodiversity assessment. The Meeting noted that the BalticBOOST WP 
1.4 will provide a comparison, based on data for seal abundance and distribution, of assessment results using 
criteria under the HD and MSFD respectively and that the results can provide a basis for deciding on the use 
of FCS assessments in HOLAS II. The Meeting also noted that the Marmoni project has looked into this issue 
and that the results can provide guidance in this regard. 

4.8 The Meeting took note that OSPAR ICG-COBAM will convene a meeting during 14-18 March 2016 
and requested this to be considered when planning the first workshop for the biodiversity assessment tool.  

4.9 The Meeting took note of the plan for the hazardous substance assessment within HOLAS II  
including planning for BalticBOOST WP 2.1 and WP 2.2 as presented by Ms Lena Avellan, Secretariat 
(document 4-2, Presentation 2), and supported the plan in principle. 

4.10 The Meeting took note that guidance for the reporting of descriptor 8 and descriptor 9 is still being 
developed through the review of the GES decision, including how to consider the requirements for assessing 
hazardous substance under the Water Framework Directive. The Meeting recalled that at present it is 
proposed that the assessment under the MSFD should follow the list of priority substances as a minimum 
and to use EQS for those substances in territorial waters while outside this zone it is proposed that in addition, 
other substance lists and threshold levels can be used such as developed by Regional Seas Convention. The 
Meeting recalled that the GES-boundaries for HELCOM core indicators are based on EQS and aligned with 
the requirements of the WFD. 
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4.11 The Meeting took note that Contracting Parties are monitoring contaminants in different matrices 
and also that the monitoring in biota is based on different species and biomatrices. The Meeting supported 
the proposal to make use of conversion factors to achieve comparable indicator evaluations of contaminants. 

4.12 The Meeting recalled that the CHASE 2.0 tool is based on four compartments (contaminants in 
water, sediment and biota, and biological effects) and that the one-out-all-out approach is used between the 
compartments.  

4.13 The Meeting took note of the information from Sweden on the Swedish views on the regulatory 
perspectives to regional MSFD assessments of hazardous substances (document 4-6), and furthermore noted 
that Sweden supports the Finnish comments provided in document 4-2, except for the proposal to use 
concentrations as proxies for bio-effects when monitoring data for effects are not available.  

4.14 The Meeting took note of the view of Germany that biological effects should be supporting the 
assessment but not be given equal weight as the other compartments in the assessment and furthermore 
that an integrated assessment must be carried out so that the assessment reaches the same stringency as in 
the WFD. The Meeting took note that Finland will follow the approach outlined in the priority substance 
directive for territorial waters and the EEZ. 

4.15 The Meeting took note that Poland supports the plan in principle and that Poland furthermore 
considers that by achieving GES for D8 targets defined to also take human health into consideration ensures 
that GES for D9 is also achieved.  

4.16 The Meeting agreed that comments can be provided to the plan for the development of the 
hazardous substance assessment (document 4-2) by 16 December 2016 to the Secretariat 
(ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi). 

4.17 The Meeting took note that a first workshop on hazardous substances is proposed to be held in 
February 2016 with a focus on specifying parameters and metadata for the hazardous substances core 
indicators, assessing the possibility to use OSPAR MIME approach for indicator data extraction and 
calculation, and discuss the application and possible further development of the CHASE tool. The Meeting 
underlined that the full technical description of the CHASE 2.0 tool should be made available to all Contracting 
Parties as soon as possible to support the planning of the workshop.  

4.18 The Meeting agreed to establish a group to support the planning of the workshop and invited 
Contracting Parties to inform on contacts persons and topics to be clarified in the preparation of the 
workshop to the Secretariat (lena.avellan@helcom.fi) by 16 December 2015. 

4.19 The Meeting discussed the assessment of hazardous substances in territorial waters and whether 
to make direct use of the results of WFD assessment of chemical status in HOLAS II or whether to use the 
CHASE tool to integrate indicator evaluations also for coastal and territorial waters. The Meeting agreed to 
test the use of the CHASE tool in territorial waters as well as beyond to compare the results with the WFD 
assessment of chemical status, analyse the results (cf. EUTRO-OPER), and to come back to the issue when 
the comparison has been made, possibly at HOLAS II 5-2016. The organization of such comparison will be 
addressed at the first hazardous substance workshop. 

4.20 The Meeting discussed and agreed that a separate assessment will be carried out for descriptor 8 
and descriptor 9 as the aim of the two descriptors are different and thresholds stem from different sources. 
The Meeting noted that the CHASE tool is mainly to be developed to serve the purposes of descriptor 8 using 
core indicators with GES-boundaries based on EQS. 

4.21 The Meeting welcomed the outcome of the EUTRO-OPER project (document 4-3) and supported 
the use of similar workspaces as developed by EUTRO-OPER for other topics such as hazardous substances 
and tentatively for biodiversity, and noted that the TAPAS project, if funded, will support this development. 

4.22 The Meeting took note of the information from Sweden on the assessment of Kattegat and that 
Sweden and Denmark have agreed to carry out the assessment of Kattegat under MSFD Article 8 using OSPAR 
common indicators and in the framework of the OSPAR intermediate assessment (document 4-4). The 
Meeting invited Denmark and Sweden to inform the next meeting on their plans regarding the use of such 

mailto:ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi
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components of the HOLAS II assessment that will not be produced by OSPAR (e.g. thematic assessments and 
BSPI/BSII). 

4.23 The Meeting underlined that any component from the OSPAR intermediate assessment aimed to 
be included in the HOLAS II report needs to comply with the Kattegat sub-basin.  

4.24 The Meeting took note of the proposal for regional assessment of MSFD Descriptor 7 (Permanent 
alteration of hydrographical condition) and the national approaches to D7 reporting in 2012 as presented by 
the Secretariat (document 4-5). 

4.25 The Meeting took note of the information from the European Commission that recommendations 
on the assessment of D7 are included e.g. in the Article 12 assessment report, in the ‘cross-cutting paper’, 
and from the ongoing review of the GES decision. The Meeting noted that existing guidance point to the use 
of WFD assessment of hydromorphology for assessing D7 in coastal waters. 

4.26 The Meeting invited Contracting Parties that have not yet done so to report on the national 
approach for assessing D7 and for all Contracting Parties to inform their views on how to address D7 in 
offshore waters and inform the Secretariat (lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi) by 16 December 2015. 

4.27 The Meeting welcomed the offer from Finland to use this information to draft a proposal on the D7 
assessment in offshore waters and present the proposal to HOLAS 5-2016. The Meeting took note of the 
Danish view that alignment with OSPAR is preferable. 

 

Agenda Item 5  Assessment of human activities and pressures 

Document: 5-1-Rev.1, 5-2-Rev.2, 5-3 

5.1 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the HOLAS II Pressure Index workshop as presented by 
Finland (document 5-1-Rev.1, Presentation 3). The workshop focused on considering the spatial data sets to 
include and the development of impact scores to be used in the assessment of the Baltic Sea Impact Index 
(BSII). The Meeting took note of the proposal to aggregate certain sets of proposed data in order not to get 
an overrepresentation of pressures and activities for which several specific data sets are used. 

5.2 The Meeting took note of the presentation of the LiACAT tool as presented by Ms Silke Eilers, 
Germany (Presentation 4). The tool is a software to support the collation and analysis of literature 
information for use in impact assessments and could be used in HOLAS II to provide metadata analyses of 
data from literature studies related to pressures and impacts on ecosystem components. Key information 
added to the tool, based on a common classification system, is the relationship between pressures and 
ecosystem components and the impact from pressures as evidenced from scientific literature. 

5.3 The Meeting took note that interested HELCOM contacts can get a test account and start providing 
basic input to the database and noted further that the tool will be finalized by early 2017. 

5.4 The Meeting discussed the setting of impact weight scores and supported the proposal to use a 
combination of the LiACAT tool and expert based judgement compiled via a common questionnaire to be 
organized by the TAPAS project, if funded.  

5.5 The Meeting noted the view of Germany that the response to the questionnaire should be based 
on national consolidated views rather than to distribute the questionnaire to a list of general experts as 
discussed at the HOLAS II Pressure Index workshop. 

5.6 The Meeting noted that the impact weight scores are needed for the purpose of the BSPI and BSII 
by mid-2016. The Meeting proposed that the content and organization of the distribution of the 
questionnaire should be discussed at the first workshop for the development of the BSPI and BSII, preliminary 
planned for January/February 2016. 

5.7 The Meeting took note of the prioritization of spatial data sets for further work on the pressure and 
impact assessment carried out in HOLAS II based on discussions at the HOLAS II Pressure Index workshop 
noting that the list of data sets considered follows the draft revision of MSFD Annex III (document 5-2-Rev.2). 

mailto:lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi
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The Meeting noted the proposal from Germany to prioritize the pressures and human activities that were 
assessed as having a high impact in the initial HELCOM holistic assessment and agreed to mark all those 
pressure and activities as prioritized in the tables independent of the outcome of the workshop.  

5.8 The Meeting discussed for which human activities and pressures that the collation effort for spatial 
datasets should be made for use in the Baltic Sea Pressure and Impact Index, revised the prioritization made 
by the workshop as contained in document 5-2 Rev1-Add1, and mandated the Secretariat to collate the 
information with the aim to further develop the spatial datasets on human activities and pressures given the 
priority score 2. The Meeting discussed whether to include local activities and pressures and agreed that 
these should be included if they have a major local impact. 

5.9 The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to submit comments to the prioritizations made by the 
HOLAS II core team to the Secretariat (Lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi) by 30 November 2015. 

5.10 The Meeting took note of the HELCOM process for data collation, including the non-regular data 
collation that will support HOLAS II, and the guideline on use of non-regular data in HELCOM Assessments 
(document 5-3).  

Agenda Item 6  Economic and social analyses 

Documents: 6-1, 6-2, 6-3 

6.1 The Meeting took note of the Outcome of the HOLAS II Workshop on Social and Economic analyses 
and the key issues identified for carrying out the ESA work of HOLAS II as presented by Ms Soile Oinonen, 
Finland and Ms Berit Hasler, Denmark (document 6-1 and 6-2, Presentation 5). 

6.2 The Meeting took note that to provide analyses of the use of marine water and costs of degradation, 
four essential components are eventually needed: the selection of approach (marine water accounting or 
ecosystem services or a combination of the two), the selection of themes, activities or sectors to assess (e.g. 
recreation/tourism, fisheries, eutrophication), to define a baseline for the analyses (a period to be aligned 
with the status assessments), and to get access to relevant data.  

6.3 The Meeting took note that the ESA workshop had developed a conceptual model where the marine 
water account and ecosystem services approaches are combined with the DPSIR framework to arrive at a 
HOLAS II ESA model. The framework is based on establishing causal links between activities, environmental 
status and ecosystem services (based on UK NEA approach) as a basis for an analysis of economic 
consequences. The Meeting noted that the causal link between activities and pressures will be elaborated 
through the BalticBOOST project WP 3.3 and proposed to link this activity to the development of the ESA 
framework. The Secretariat will facilitate the intersessional coordination and support online meetings as 
needed between BalticBOOST WP 3.3 and the HOLAS II ESA work strand. 

6.4 The Meeting took note that through the TAPAS project, if funded, it will be possible to develop a 
‘manual’ for the ESA work in HOLAS II, assess the availability of relevant data, and identify common 
denominators between countries, however that the project will not carry out any analyses. Two workshops 
are planned under the TAPAS project, the first one being proposed for April 2016 and the second for autumn 
2016.  

6.5 The Meeting was of the view that it is too early to decide on the approach for HOLAS II ESA work. 
To identify suitable sectors/activities for the analysis, the Meeting proposed to take a step-wise approach 
and first identify relevant existing data that is available to all Contracting Parties, and based on this evaluation 
to make the selection of suitable themes for the HOLAS II ESA work. The Meeting noted that the planned 
identification of available data and development of a data collection framework within TAPAS will support 
this step-wise approach, and that the work in TAPAS could possibly be complemented with a questionnaire 
directed to Contracting Parties requesting information on available data at the national level, and testing the 
feasibility of the planned data collection and the ESA framework. Based on the work being carried under 
TAPAS the meeting agreed to come back to the choice of approach and selection of suitable themes at HOLAS 
II 5-2016.  

mailto:Lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi
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6.6 The Meeting noted that the geographical scale for the ESA has not been decided but that the 
intention is to carry out the analysis at a scale of relevance for the regional level (e.g. HELCOM sub-basins).  

6.7 The Meeting took note of the information from the EC that the WG ESA group produced guidance 
to ESA analyses in 2010 as well as more recent guidance on cost benefit analyses and cost of degradation and 
that EUROSTAT has been identified as a potential source of data for ESA.  

6.8 The Meeting noted that ESA experts on the marine water account approach is so far missing from 
the HOLAS II ESA work strand and agreed to inform on national contact persons on this approach, as well as 
on national contacts for information on economic data to the Secretariat (lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi) by 16 
December 2015.  

6.9 The Meeting took note that in Germany the marine water account approach was used in the 2012 
MSFD reporting and that the cost of degradation was estimated with a qualitative approach equalling a 
thematic approach. The Meeting further noted that Germany would like to see an alignment with the OSPAR 
ESA approach. 

6.10 The Meeting agreed to carry out an inventory of ESA approaches used in the 2012 MSFD reporting 
according to the template provided in document 6-3 and to submit the information to the Secretariat 
(lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi) by 16 December 2015. 

 

Agenda Item 7  Update of the roadmap 

Document: 7-1 

7.1 The Meeting discussed the roadmap for HOLAS II (document 7-1) and noted that three workshops 
are planned for the first quarter of 2016; to support the development of the BSPI/BSII, the biodiversity 
assessment tool, and the hazardous substance assessment tool. 

7.2 The Meeting agreed that as part of the planning of the workshops to be organized before HOLAS II 
5-2016, the Secretariat should circulate information for comments to the HOLAS II core team including the 
agenda, a list of planned documents, and an outline of planned achievements by the workshop as well as a 
draft roadmap for the development of the theme, at least five weeks before the workshop.  

 

Agenda Item 8  Any other business 

Document: no document 

8.1 The Meeting agreed to convene HOLAS II 5-2016 on 26-28 April 2016. 

8.2 The Meeting agreed that focal issues for the next meeting are to come-back to unresolved issues 
as indicated in the Outcome of the Meeting, discuss the outcome of the workshops that have been carried 
out, and plan for the assessment of descriptors that have not yet been discussed by the core team. 

8.3 The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to consider hosting the Meeting and inform the Secretariat 
by 16 December 2015 (ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi). 

8.4 The Meeting took note of the comment by Denmark that several documents for the meeting were 
submitted late. 

 

Agenda Item 9  Outcome of the Meeting 

Document: Outcome 

9.1 The Meeting adopted the Outcome of the Meeting. The Outcome of the Meeting, together with 
the documents and presentations considered by the Meeting are available on the HELCOM Meeting Portal.  

mailto:lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi
mailto:lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi
mailto:ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOLAS%20II%204-2015-277/default.aspx
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Annex 1 List of participants 
Representing Name Organization E-mail 

Chair 

Chair Maria Laamanen Ministry of the Environment maria.laamanen@ymparisto.fi  

Contracting Parties 

Denmark Lone Søderberg Danish Nature Agency lomu@nst.dk  

Denmark Berit Hasler Aarhus University, DCE bh@envs.au.dk  

European Union Lydia Martin-Roumégas EC-DGENV/C2  lydia.martin-roumegas@ec.europa.eu  

Estonia Stella-Theresa Stoicescu Tallinn University of Technology Marine Systems 
Institute 

stella-theresa.stoicescu@msi.ttu.ee  

Estonia Georg Martin Estonian Marine Institute, University of Tartu georg.martin@ut.ee  

Finland Soile Oinonen Finnish Environment Institute soile.m.oinonen@ymparisto.fi  

Finland Samuli Korpinen Finnish Environment Institute samuli.korpinen@ymparisto.fi  

Germany Ulrich Claussen German Environment Agency ulrich.claussen@uba.de 

Germany Silke Eilers AquaEcology eilers@aquaecology.de  
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