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Background 

In the updated State of the Baltic Sea report, to be finalised by June 2018, HELCOM aims to include a chapter 

on ‘Conclusions and a future outlook’, based on an analysis of the first results and on considerations within 

HELCOM.  

 

This document proposes a draft outline for the chapter on Future outlook.   

 

Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to  

 provide comments to the draft outline of the chapter 

 propose issues that could be used as examples, focusing on questions in brackets in the draft. 
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Proposed draft outline for the chapter on Conclusions and future outlook  
Proposed number of pages: 3, of figures/graphics: 2-3 

Headings are in order to describe the main messages in each section, and will be replaced by final headings. 

The texts indicate what could be lifted under each heading and will be written into fluent text after the main 

content is in place. 

Summary conclusions on results of the report (ca. 0.5 pages) 

 Conclude that the results presented in this report show that the measures currently in operation 

have not yet resulted in a good overall environmental status as stated in the objective of the Baltic 

Sea Action Plan. Most assessed habitats are not in good status and there are signs of deterioration 

of food web status with mammal, bird, fish and zooplankton populations facing challenges. Over 

95% off the area is affected by eutrophication. Levels of hazardous substances continue to be 

elevated and a cause for concern, non-indigenous species are still being introduced to the Baltic 

Sea. Marine litter and underwater sound are pressures of special concern. Around half of the 

seabed is estimated as potentially disturbed by human activity. 

 Conclude on social and economic impacts; for example that that deterioration of the status of the 

marine environment causes losses estimated around 1-2 billion euros annually only in recreational 

values, that the total losses due to eutrophication are in the order of 4 billion euros annually. 

Mention that many other losses, and potential gains should the status be improved, are yet to be 

estimated in the future. 

 Give example of key geographic areas or assessment components with particularly bad status and 

relatively better status [what examples should be lifted?] 

Relate the present results to the past and the future (ca. 0.75 pages) 

 Compare the current status with the earlier situation, relating to the initiation of BSAP (HELCOM 

2007), or first HOLAS (HELCOM 2010), potentially by visually summarizing the information provided 

in other chapters regarding results that are indicating a deteriorating status and an improving 

situation, respectively.  

 Note also that the general physiographical setting of Baltic Sea ecosystem is undergoing long-term 

changes driven to large extent by climate change. Give example how climate changes can affect the 

ecosystem. This could link to examples from ongoing BONUS projects as well. 

 Use information from the BSPI and the BSII to suggest which current pressures are likely to 

influence on the status in the next few years, by identifying the most widely distributed and the 

most impacting pressures on the Baltic Sea environment. Recall what we know about the levels of 

these pressures, referring to the status assessments. Mention which of these identified pressures 

have targets/management goals, referring to below. Potentially include examples on current 

progresses in reaching those targets, when available (for example progress in reducing nutrient 

maximum allowable input).  

Evaluate the assessment (ca. 0.5 pages) 

 Conclude on how well the results based on Core indicators can inform on the overall status of food 

webs and ecosystems, relating to thematic and geographical coverage. This could potentially link to 

figure 5.0.2 for biotic components. Identify where our assessment system has not yet matured 

enough to capture changes or reflect the status, due to limited monitoring or no core indicators 

yet: highlight what aspects the indicators currently can cover and gaps in terms of what the 

indicators did not cover.  

 Reflect on what have we learned by this report 

o Identify benefits of carrying out the assessment in this way 
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o Evaluate what was done better this time than in earlier assessments 

o Potentially: reflect on what assessments were particularly challenging and for what reason 

Address if the environmental objectives are likely to be reached by 2021 (ca 1 page) 

 Reflect on why the status has not improved more and if the way we are acting is leading to a right 

direction, relating to discussion at GEAR, could for example include: 

o For some measures already in place, such as reduction of nutrient loads, it will take time, 

explain on why.  

o Some agreements are in place but have not yet reach effect, e.g. Baltic NECA [what other 

examples could be lifted?] 

 In the cases of deteriorating trends, as identified above, reflect on how these could be explained 

(noting that some themes have no/few measures agreed regionally, and in some cases contracting 

parties have not implemented BSAP yet or deadlines have been delayed  

 Address progress in BSAP in relation to status according to HOLAS II.  

o Some visualization could be used to address HOLAS II themes in alignment with the BSAP. 

Such an overview does not go into detail and should not be interpreted as an analysis of 

“sufficiency” of measures, but may show themes where implementation of the BSAP has 

come farther and identify topics that still have received relatively minor attention in 

HELCOM. 

o Recall that [number%] of the BSAP actions and measures have been implemented 

What is on the next page for HELCOM (ca 0.25 pages) 

 Recall in what way has HOLAS II been useful to HELCOM work  

o It will be utilized as the basis for updating the Baltic Sea Action Plan (to be decided by the 

Ministerial Meeting on 6 March 2018).  

o Results on cumulative impacts can be used for maritime spatial planning. 

 How does HELCOM work link to international directives, including MSFD and UN sustainable 

development goals [what should be lifted]. 

 Summarizing sentence to identify relevant issues to be addressed in the future, what is the recipe 

forward, including climate change [what else should be lifted] 


