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Outcome of the Fourth Meeting of the Working Group on the State of the 

Environment and Nature Conservation, Schwerin, Germany, 11-15 April 

2016 (STATE & CONSERVATION 4-2016) 
 

Nature conservation and biodiversity session 

Upcoming Recommendation on biotopes, habitats and biotope complexes 

- The Meeting took note of document 4N-4 ‘Drafting Recommendation on threatened   biotopes, 
habitats and biotope complexes’, presented by Germany and noted that the valid HELCOM 
Recommendation 21/4, which was based on the 1998 HELCOM Red List (BSEP No. 75), applies to 
both coastal and marine biotopes, whereas coastal biotopes were not included in the 2013 Red List 
assessment. 

- The  Meeting  agreed  to  initiate  the  development  of  the  Recommendation  by  updating key 
paragraphs of 21/4 with respect to threatened marine biotopes, habitats and biotope complexes 
according to the 2013 Red List, and based on this draft to decide which option to proceed with. 

- The Meeting welcomed that the Lead County Germany will prepare such first draft by 27 May 2016 
on an expert level, to be circulated by the Secretariat to the State and Conservation contacts and 
observers, and agreed to organize an online meeting to discuss the draft on 13 June 2016 from 9-
11 CET. Based on the outcome of the online meeting, Germany will prepare a complete draft for STATE 
& CONSERVATION 5-2016 and time will be reserved to discuss and elaborate the draft at the meeting. 

 

Planning the next HELCOM Red List assessment 

- The Meeting took note of the draft project description for the development of updated HELCOM Red 
Lists by 2019 (document 5N-3), presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting recalled that the 
steering group of the previous Red List project proposed to make a new assessment by 2019 as a 
one-time event to update and improve the 2013 assessments while in the long-term a longer 
assessment cycle was proposed. 

- The Meeting discussed the timing of the next Red List assessments, noting the view by Denmark, 
Germany and Poland that the level of new knowledge does not justify a new assessment already after 
6 years from the previous assessments. The Meeting further noted the proposal by Denmark, 
Finland, Germany and Poland to have a 12-year assessment cycle, which would mean finalizing the 
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next Red List assessment by the year 2025. 

- The Meeting agreed to convene a workshop back-to-back with the Nature conservation session at 
the spring meeting of State and Conservation in 2017 where experts should come together to take 
stock of data and available updated information on threatened Baltic Sea species and 
habitats/biotopes and to consider improvements needed for the purpose of an updated 
assessment. The Meeting agreed to discuss the planning of the workshop at STATE & 
CONSERVATION 5-2016. 

Joint Session 

Survey of knowledge and research needs for achieving good environmental status 

- The Meeting  took note  of the  compilation of  input to the  survey of knowledge and   research 
needs (document 3J-5) and invited the Contracting Parties and HELCOM expert groups and projects 
to provide further comments to the survey to the Secretariat (petra.kaaria@helcom.fi) by 15 June 
2016 and agreed to make the results available on the HELCOM website thereafter. 

 

HELCOM indicators  

- The Meeting took note of the status of development of HELCOM core indicators (document  4J- 15), 
presented by the Secretariat. 

- The Meeting considered the progress update on the indicator ‘Zooplankton mean size and total 
stock’ (document 4J-4), presented by the Secretariat. 

- The Meeting recalled that the method for calculating GES was agreed at HOD 48-2015 while   at that 
time the calculations were not made for all sub-basins. At the annual meeting of ZEN-ZIIM in 2015 
GES values were calculated for some subbasins and they will be finalized by the next meeting of 
the ZEN-ZIIM project, planned for September/October 2016. The project has identified problems 
with access to data in the Southwestern areas of the Baltic Sea and not all countries have 
representatives in the project. The Meeting stressed the importance of making data available to the 
ZEN ZIIM project and national representation at the next meeting. 

 

Reporting from experts groups, networks and project 

- The Meeting took note of the report on the work of intersessional network on eutrophication 
(document 4J-14), presented by the Secretariat. 

- The Meeting endorsed the further development of ‘Shallow-water bottom oxygen’ and ‘Deep- water 
oxygen consumption’ as eutrophication candidate indicators. 

- The Meeting welcomed that the EUTRO-OPER project has been extended for a limited period of time 
enabled by financial contribution from Germany. The Meeting noted that the project will support the 
IN-Eutrophication in a number of tasks, and more specifically the development of the pre-core 
indicator on Cyanobacterial bloom and the candidate indicator on Shallow water oxygen to core 
indicators, in cooperation with Lead Countries; operationalizing oxygen debt core indicator 
algorithms, with an opportunity of some funding also from the HELCOM budget to support the task; 
updating workflow for new core indicators and corresponding HEAT adjustments; adjustments of 
HEAT tool according to revised EU Commission Decision (depending on final decision) and overall 
assessment tool development. 

Development of the second holistic assessment of the Baltic Sea (HOLAS II) 

- The Meeting took note of the development of a biodiversity assessment tool for HELCOM HOLAS II 
(document 4J-7, Presentation 4), presented by the Lead Partner SYKE, Finland for WP 1.1. in the 
HELCOM coordinated EU co-financed BalticBOOST project. 

- The Meeting noted that the tool is based on the integrated assessment tool NEAT, developed by 
the DEVOTES project, and that it will be further modified for HOLAS II purpose. 
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- The  Meeting  took  note  that  based  on  recommendations of  the  HELCOM  workshop on  the 
biodiversity assessment tool (BalticBOOST Biodiv WS 1-2016), the project will test different 
integration approaches e.g. to use the OOAO and weighted average approaches respectively on 
both lower (e.g. indicator) and higher (e.g. ecosystem component) level using the same data and 
thus making it possible to compare the outcome of the two approaches. 

- The  Meeting  noted  that  the  ongoing  process  to  review  and  revise  the  GES  Decision 
2010/477/EU is considered in the development of the tool in the sense that the tests carried out in the 
project also cover the proposals as regards the latest draft GES decision. 

- The Meeting noted that the BalticBOOST project will test how the number of indicators will 
affect the outcome of the assessment. This will be done by carrying out the assessment using 
HELCOM core indicators only as well as to complement the set of core indicators with e.g. national 
indicators in the test. 

- The Meeting took note of the development of a hazardous substance assessment tool for 
HELCOM HOLAS II (document 4J-8, Presentation 5), presented by the Secretariat and developed 
by NIVA Denmark as Lead partner WP 2.1 of the EU co-financed BalticBOOST.  

- The Meeting noted that the tool is based on the integrated assessment tool CHASE 2.0, building on 
the CHASE tool used in HOLAS I and further developed by the HARMONY project, and that it 
will be modified as needed for HOLAS II. 

- The   Meeting   noted   that   the   tool   builds   on   the   integration   of   indicators   within four 
compartments (water, sediment, biota and biological effects) and that in the current version of the 
tool OOAO is used between the four compartments. The Meeting noted that the BalticBOOST project 
will test the OOAO approach between indicators as well as the use of the CHASE tool in both coastal 
and open waters, and use of core indicators only as well as complementing the core indicators with 
additional indicators. For coastal waters the project will also compare the test results with WFD 
assessment results, pending that WFD assessment results are made available by the Contracting 
Parties. 

 

Monitoring and assessment session 

Revision of HELCOM monitoring 

- The Meeting considered the draft guidelines for determination of nitrite,  nitrate  and  total nitrogen 
(document 2MA-8, 2MA-9, 2MA-10). The Meeting noted that only minor revisions have been made 
compared to the existing guidelines in the COMBINE manual. The Meeting noted the proposal by 
Germany to include more details on the handling of samples. 

- The Meeting discussed the further work on revising the presented monitoring guidelines and agreed 
that comments already prepared should be immediately submitted to Lead experts on the guidelines. 
The Meeting agreed that the draft monitoring guidelines will thereafter be uploaded to a workspace 
on the HELCOM web-site where the guidelines can be reviewed and commented. The Meeting 
noted that the Secretariat will set up such workspace and inform State and Conservation contacts when 
it is available. Direct access will be given to State and Conservation contacts or Lead experts on the 
guidelines while Contracting Parties are invited to request access to other persons. 

- The Meeting agreed that further national comments to the guidelines should be provided by 15 June 
and that a second round of commenting and revision will be conducted by 15 September 2016. The 
Meeting invited Contracting Parties to indicate their position towards the adoption of the guidelines 
when not providing further comments. 

- The Meeting agreed to shift the target for updating the Monitoring Manual to the end of  2016 on the 
Roadmap of HELCOM activities, noting that not all guidelines may be ready by this time. 

The Meeting took note of the following information and progress on guidelines that will be addressed at 
STATE & CONSERVATION 5-2016: 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM%20BalticBOOST%20Biodiv%20WS%201-2016-324/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20HELCOM%20BalticBOOST%20Biodiv%20WS%201-2016.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM%20BalticBOOST%20Biodiv%20WS%201-2016-324/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20HELCOM%20BalticBOOST%20Biodiv%20WS%201-2016.pdf
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 Finland is preparing guidelines on use of satellite data for monitoring of transparency; 

 Sweden will check the tentative development of missing elements of ‘Water column 

hydrological conditions’ (temperature, salinity) and ‘Water column chemical characteristics’ 

(O2, CO2, H2S); 
 Finland has started the review of guidelines for pigments, both for water samples and by 

use of satellites. Sweden is prepared to support the development; 

 

Environmental monitoring and data 

- The Meeting took note of the Status of national data reporting to COMBINE as contained in 
document 3MA-1. 

- The  Meeting  recalled  that  the  annual  reporting  deadline  for  the  COMBINE  database  is   1 
September, however that data can be submitted at any time of the year. By September 2016 entries 
to COMBINE should cover data from 2011-2015 that will be fed into the first version of HOLAS II 
report. The Meeting also noted that if there are any questions related to data submissions or formats, 
ICES Data Center can be contacted at any time (marilynn.sorensen@ices.dk). 

- The Meeting agreed to fill in the gaps in the COMBINE database as soon as possible, and agreed that 
countries that have reported data to other databases or that have many years back-logged data will 
contact the ICES Data Centre and discuss how the collation of data can be arranged. 

- The Meeting took note of arrangements for data reporting for HOLAS II (document 3MA-4),   as 
presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting took note that for relevant indicators used to assess 
ecological and chemical status under the WFD, the Contracting Parties will be asked to submit the WFD 
assessment results to the Secretariat. A call for assessment results will be issued with a reporting 
deadline in June 2016. 

- The Meeting welcomed the development of simplified reporting formats and data views   from the 
ICES Data Centre (document 3MA-2), noting that such simplified reporting formats have already 
been developed for contaminants and biological effects, and are being developed for phytoplankton 
and zooplankton data. The Meeting noted that the simplified reporting format can be used as the main 
reporting format if desired. 

- The Meeting took note of the clarification of required data and information to be extracted from the 
COMBINE database for phytoplankton indicator evaluation and that for this purpose ICES has 
produced a specific data view for HELCOM (document 3MA-3). The work has been carried out by the 
ICES Data Center and HELCOM Lead Country experts on phytoplankton indicators. The Meeting noted 
that the document will be further discussed at the upcoming annual meeting of the PEG-project (25-
29 April 2016). 

- The Meeting took note of the issue observed by IN-EUTROPHICATION 2-2016 about lack of CTD 
profiles in some data submissions to COMBINE (document 3MA-5) and noted the importance of 
these supporting parameters (temperature and salinity) in the Quality Assurance process related to 
Chl-a and Nutrient measurements. The Meeting took note that only salinity and temperature are to 
be reported, whereas pH data are not needed. The Meeting agreed that supporting parameters and 
full CTD profiles should always be included in the data submissions to COMBINE and relevant 
guidelines (HELCOM Eutrophication Assessment Manual Annex 3A, which refers to ICES Guidelines 
for Discrete Water Sample Data) should be updated accordingly. 

- The Meeting noted that this issue will be addressed by the ICES Data Center in the upcoming ICES 
Data and Information Group (DIG) meeting in May 2016. 
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Outcome of the fifth meeting of the Project for the development of the 

second holistic assessment of the Baltic Sea, Helsinki, Finland, 26-28 April 

2016 (HOLAS II 5-2016) 
 

- The Meeting took note of the following information from the European Commission regarding the 
ongoing review of the Commission decision on GES criteria and methodological standards 
(2010/477/EU): 

 a draft proposal for a Commission Decision on GES Criteria was considered by the MSFD 
Regulatory Committee in January and March 2016 and an updated draft, taking into account 
comments for national and stakeholder consultation, will be considered by the MSFD 
Committee in May and tentatively for adoption in June 2016. 

 a guidance document for the assessments under MSFD Article 8 is under development as agreed 
by the Marine Strategic Coordination Group, and a workshop was held 20-21 April 2016 to 
guide its further development. An updated draft guidance document will be prepared for 
discussion at WG- GEs 21 June 2016, follow-up by WG-GES in October, and with the view of 
endorsed by MSCG in November 2016. 

- The EU highlighted the importance of the HOLAS II project to consider the ongoing revision of the 
Com Decision and the development of an associated guidance document for Article 8 
assessments to ensure consistency with the plans for the HOLAS II report and encouraged 
HELCOM countries being EU Member States to provide comments to the draft Com Decision on 
aspects that may affect the prospects for carrying out an ecologically relevant regional assessment 
in the Baltic Sea and be part of the Article 8 guidance development. 

 

HOLAS II Overview 
 

- The Meeting supported a continued broad development of HELCOM indicators, however, 
proposed to focus the efforts in 2016 towards finalizing a balanced set of indicators for use in 
HOLAS II. 

- The Meeting welcomed the offer from Sweden to take the Lead on the indicator ‘Cumulative 
impact in benthic biotopes’ noting that the development will take place in a close collaboration 
with the development of the BSPII under the TAPAS project. Sweden is furthermore willing to co-
Lead the indicator development on ‘Biomass ratio of opportunistic and perennial macroalgae’ and 
‘Harbour porpoise distribution and abundance’, and is also considering to take the Lead on the 
indicator ‘State of the soft- bottom macrofauna community’ and will clarify this offer by GEAR 14 
(10-11 May 2016). 

- The Meeting recalled previous discussions on the use of indicators additional to the core 
indicators in HOLAS II (cf. HOLAS II 3-2015, para 3.13). The Meeting took note of the view by 
Germany and Sweden that the use of additional indicators in HOLAS II may result in a regionally 
incoherent assessment and proposed to first evaluate the effects of including additional indicators 
which are planned to be tested in the development of the biodiversity assessment tool (document 
4-1). 

- The Meeting elaborated on the conditions for use and agreed on a way forward as outlined in 
Annex 2 including as a first step for the Contracting Parties to submit proposals on additional 
indicators to the Secretariat by 26 May 2016 (lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi) using a template to 
be distributed by the Secretariat. 

- The Meeting supported the use of D3.2 indicators developed by ICES in the HOLAS II assessment 
of fish as part of the biodiversity assessment and the use of the most detailed status assessment 
provided by ICES, i.e. by stock. The Meeting considered in general the use of the same indicators 
under several descriptors and was of the view that indicators should in principle only be used once, 
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but that exceptions could be applied when especially motivated and analytically feasible, and could 
be considered e.g. in the case of D1 and D3. Weighting could be an option to overcome 
overemphasizing indicators when there are overlaps. 

 

 

Development of tools and frameworks 
- The Meeting took note of the development of workspaces to serve HOLAS II assessment data 

acceptance process (document 4-7, Presentation 5) as presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting 
noted that HELCOM indicator workspaces in the meeting portal are designed to be tools and online 
working environments for expert groups to prepare indicator reports, review used raw data (data 
acceptance process) and resulting data products. Furthermore, thematic assessment workspaces 
(e.g. Eutrophication, Hazardous substances, etc.) are suggested to be platforms for visualisation 
of accepted indicator and thematic results and other possible theme-specific visualisation tools. 

- The Meeting took note that workspaces are held at HELCOM portal but that data is retrieved 
directly from the data host, for example from ICES in the case of COMBINE data. Hence, the 
workspace is not a regular location for data storage but reflects the specific data that is used in 
the assessment. 

- The  Meeting  welcomed  the  development  of  the  HOLAS  II  workspaces  and  noted  that    for 
hazardous substances and biodiversity the workspaces are developed through the BalticBOOST and 
TAPAS projects and that underlying databases for biodiversity (coastal fish, birds, mammals) are 
developed in BalticBOOST according to the timetable for HOLAS II. 

 

Integrated assessments of biodiversity and of hazardous substances 
 

- The Meeting was of the view that the CHASE 2.0 tool provides an important complement to the 
GES/sub-GES assessment of individual indicators and the proposed integration approach in 
the draft Commission Decision on GES criteria (i.e. the application of the OOAO integration 
between indicators), and supported the further development of the CHASE 2.0 tool with the view 
of testing the assessment options for HOLAS II. 

- The  Meeting  supported  the  recommendation  from  the  HELCOM  BalticBOOST  workshop   on 
hazardous substances to carry out five test approaches as outlined under ‘Planned outputs of 
BalticBOOST WP 2.1’ (document 4.2) and to furthermore examine the effects of switching on 
and off radioactive substances and bio-effects indicators in each of the five tests. 

- The Meeting took note of the development of a biodiversity assessment tool under WP 1.1 of the 
HELCOM coordinated EU co-financed BalticBOOST project as presented by the Lead partner 
SYKE, Finland (document 4-1, Presentation 8). 

- The Meeting noted that the biodiversity assessment tool requires numeric information on the GES- 
boundary and minimum-maximum values for each indicator in addition to the assessment values. 
Indicators based on trends are therefore challenging to incorporate in the tool. Currently, five 
HELCOM core indicators use trends as an intermediate solution when GES boundaries have not 
yet been possible to define. The Meeting supported the proposal from BalticBOOST project to 
explore the use of an interim approach where experts will be asked to estimate the distance to 
GES based on categories. 

- The Meeting took note that Lead and co-Lead country representatives on indicators have been 
requested to support the biodiversity tool development by providing information on minimum-
maximum values for the indicator, to reflect on the appropriateness of downscaling the results to 
a finer assessment scale than the chosen scale for the indicator, and to provide a confidence 
estimate for different parameters in the assessment. 

- The Meeting recommended the BalticBOOST project to take into consideration the draft 
Commission Decision in the further testing of the tool, including to : 
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 test the proposal to end the integration at the level of the ecosystem elements 
(birds, fish, mammals, pelagic and benthic habitats) vs to make an overall 
biodiversity assessment (figure 1, Annex 3), 

 

 test the use of the OOAO approach vs (weighted) average at different steps of 
integration, 

 

 to test the recent proposals from the Article 8 assessment workshop to use the so 
called species approach vs the criteria approach when integrating indicators for 
birds, fish and mammals (figures 2-3 Annex 3). 

 

 

Economic and social analyses  

- The Meeting took note of the development of a framework for economic and social analyses 
(ESA) under the TAPAS project (document 4-6, Presentation 9) as presented by the Secretariat. 
The ESA conceptual framework to be produced with the project is to be based on 1) the use of 
marine waters and 2) cost of degradation, and it combines components of the ‘Marine Water 
Accounting approach’ and the ‘Ecosystem services approach’. 

- The Meeting noted that the proposed framework includes i) linking the use of marine waters 
analyses to the assessment of human activities and pressure ii) identifying economic indicators for 
sectors/activities included in the assessment of human activities iii) describing the activity in terms 
of the economic benefits of that sector iv) providing a verbal/graphic analysis of how the 
sector/activity is dependent on the state of the sea. 

- The Meeting noted that while the TAPAS project will provide an assessment for selected sectors, e.g. 
recreation and fisheries, at the regional scale, the project is limited in resources and complementary 
national analyses are anticipated as needed to fulfil MSFD ESA reporting requirements. The 
possibility for the project to expand the planned analyses will depend on the national expertise and 
national feedback provided to the project. 

- The Meeting expressed the wish for continuing and possibly expanding the ESA work beyond the 
lifetime of TAPAS project (ESA component ends in 2016) and encouraged continuous involvement 
of the Contracting Parties in the work of the HOLAS II ESA network. The Meeting welcomed that the 
continuation of the ESA work in HELCOM can be addressed at the upcoming GEAR 14-2016 meeting. 

- The Meeting invited the TAPAS project partners and the HOLAS II network of national ESA experts to 
outline a roadmap by September 2016 on the anticipated further steps to finalize the HOLAS II 
report regarding ESA components up to the release of the updated HOLAS II in 2018. 

 

The spatial distribution of human activities and pressures 
 

- The Meeting took note of the data collation process of human activities and pressures (document 
4-3, Presentation 10) and that it is based primarily on utilizing existing reporting requirements of 
HELCOM Recommendations, output of HELCOM assessments, and other sources (e.g. 
international sector organizations or open sources), while a national data call was issued for 
selected datasets by 15 April 2016 and that six countries have responded to the call. 

-  The Meeting noted the further development of the Baltic Sea  pressure  and  impact  index 
(BSPI/BSII) under the HELCOM coordinated EU co-financed TAPAS project as presented by the Lead 
partner SYKE, Finland (document 4-4, Presentation 11). 

- The Meeting recalled that that the BSII is based on combining information on georeferenced 
distribution of ecosystem components and pressures and the application of an impact score 
representing impacts of specific pressure on specific ecosystem components. 
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- The Meeting noted that impact scores will be based on literature information when available, using 
the LiACaT tool which provides quantitative estimates of impacts, combined with results from an 
expert survey which provides estimates of impacts on a class scale from 1 to 3. To combine the two 
approaches the quantitative estimates from the LiACaT tool will be transferred to the categories 
used in the questionnaire. 

- The Meeting took note that for the BSII about 44 pressure data sets are expected to be used that 
will be aggregated into circa 19 layers to avoid biases in the index as the number of data sets that 
represent different pressures varies. The data sets are planned to be aggregated in GIS, after 
having been normalized to equal (or representative) quantitative scale. This procedure will 
reflect the combined distribution of all spatial data sets included in the aggregation. 34 ecosystem 
components layers (Annex 1, document 4-5), also developed under the TAPAS project, will 
tentatively be used pending availability of data. 

- The Meeting noted that for several data sets that represent pressure at sources (e.g. input from 
land) it will be necessary to estimate a spatial gradient of the pressure from the source. The 
project will explore if such spatial gradients can be based on existing models but will also seek 
information from scientific literature to support, if needed, a more pragmatic approaches to 
extrapolate available input data. 

- The Meeting discussed other ways of representing input of nutrients and hazardous substance in 
the BSII and requested the project to test: 

 

 the use phosphorus concentration as proxy for internal loading and to aggregate this 
layer together with input of nutrients to reflect also pressure from accumulated 
nutrients in the Baltic Sea, 

 

 to use the output of the CHASE tool (excluding bioeffects) to represent pressure 
from hazardous substances as an alternative to using data on input of separate 
hazardous substances from different sources. 

 

- The Meeting took note of the draft questionnaire to assign impact scores for use in the Baltic Sea 
Impact Index (document 4-5, Presentation 12) as presented by the TAPAS Lead partner NIVA 
Denmark. The survey is designed to collect expert opinions on impacts on coastal and marine 
ecosystem components in the Baltic Sea as directly as a sensitivity score. The questionnaire will 
also include questions related to impact distance. 

- The Meeting  agreed  that  the distribution of the questionnaire nationally will be done by  the 
HOLAS II core team and State and Conservation contacts. 

 

 

Assessment of the pressure-based indicators 

- The Meeting took note of the proposed assessment of marine litter and underwater noise in 
HOLAS II (document 5-2, Presentation 15), noting that it is structured around the evaluation of 
status, for indicators where this is possible, as well as an evaluation of ongoing trends. 

-  The Meeting agreed to use a descriptive approach in the presentation of marine litter and 
underwater noise in the HOLAS II report due to the fragmented availability of data while also 
including a forward looking view on monitoring and ongoing knowledge building on these topics. 

- The Meeting agreed that the selection of key pressures to be presented in more detail in the HOLAS 
II report should be based on the following principles: 

Pressures that: 
- were identified as most importance in HOLAS I 
- have a strong influence according to the BSII 
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- are of high public interest 
- are considered as emerging pressures 
- can be represented by data on both spatial and temporal information 
- are reflected in the HELCOM core pressure indicators. 

 

Any other business 

- The Meeting agreed to carry out an analysis on how the HELCOM indicators, assessment scales 
and integrated assessment approaches match the evolving Commission Decision on GES criteria, 
and agreed that those EU Member States of the core group who wish to do so should discuss the 
analyses in a half day online meeting in mid-June, date to be set at a later stage. The Secretariat 
will provide a draft analysis prior to the discussion. 

- The Meeting agreed to convene the next meeting of HOLAS II-2016 4-6 October 2016 and invited 
the Contracting Parties to consider hosting the meeting. 

- The Meeting proposed tentative dates for the planned workshops under BalticBOOST and TAPAS 
projects according to the following: 

 BalticBOOST workshops on assessment tool development for Hazardous 
substances and Biodiversity, back-to-back, 13-15 September 2016, in 
Copenhagen, 

 TAPAS workshop on development of the Baltic Sea Pressure and Impact Index: 6-7 
September 2016, in Helsinki, 

 TAPAS workshop on development of an ESA framework: 8-9 September 2016, in 
Tallinn. 

 

Outcome of the 14th Meeting of the Group for the Implementation of the 

Ecosystem Approach, Gothenburg, Sweden, 10-11 May 2016 (HELCOM 

GEAR 14-2016) 

Matters arising from other meetings of relevance to GEAR 

- The Meeting took note of the information from the European Union that a new draft 
version of the Commission decision on GES criteria has been prepared for consideration 
by the MSFD Committee meeting 19-20 May 2016. The new version has considered 
comments received by countries and stakeholders. It makes a clearer differentiation 
between the role of the GES decision, which delineates the assessment on the extent to 
which GES is achieved, and the determination of GES which is an obligation of the EU 
Member States. WG GES is leading the development of a guidance document for the 
Article 8 assessments. 

 

Activities of relevant HELCOM projects or processes 
 

- The Meeting took note of progress on BalticBOOST Work package 3.1 to develop joint 
principles for environmental targets for pressures affecting seabed habitats as presented 
by Lead partner SYKE, Finland (document 3-6, Presentation 1). 

- The Meeting noted that the project will develop an approach to define quantitative 
targets. The Meeting acknowledged that while “environmental target” refers to the 
needed reduction in pressures, the project focuses on defining the maximum allowable 
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pressure that is consistent with GES which in turn can form the basis for defining 
environmental targets. 

- The Meeting took note that the approach will be based on an inventory of available 
knowledge on pressure and impacts on benthic habitats and that the approach will be 
tested in a number of case study areas of the Baltic Sea. Available evaluation of GES for 
benthic invertebrates (e.g. BQI) will, as far as possible, be used to verify the link 
between pressures and impacts on benthic communities in the test areas. A suggestion 
on how environmental targets could be formulated will be proposed for these case study 
areas and the results will serve as basis for development of guidelines (i.e. joint principles) 
that Contracting Parties can use to extend the approach to other areas. 

- The Meeting took note of the update on HELCOM work on underwater noise towards 
common principles for environmental targets as presented by the Secretariat (document 
3-7, Presentation 8) as carried out under the BalticBOOST project. 

- The Meeting noted an assessment of sound sensitivity of Baltic Sea biota have resulted in 
a draft list of six priority fish and mammals species and that the project is currently aiming 
at identifying sound sensitive areas for these species. The list of species is a living list. The 
information is anticipated to form the basis for formulating principles for GES for sound 
sensitive species and eventually environmental targets related to underwater noise. The 
Meeting reminded Contracting Parties to provide, through State and Conservation 
contacts, relevant information and proposals on how to define biologically sound 
sensitive areas and inform the Secretariat by 1 June 2016 (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi). A 
HELCOM BalticBOOST workshop will be held 5-6 October 2016 to support the conceptual 
development of environmental targets. 

- The Meeting took note of the recent developments under the HOLAS II project and the 
outcome of HOLAS II 5-2016 as presented by the Project Coordinator (document 2-2 and 
3-2, Presentation 3). 

- The Meeting welcomed the work carried out under HOLAS II and appreciated the high 
ambition set by the project. The Meeting took note of the reflection of the Chair of the 
HOLAS II core team that very good progress is made in the project and that the external 
projects BalticBOOST and TAPAS are providing a significant contribution to the 
developments taking place under HOLAS II. 

- The Meeting took note of the status of adoption of GES boundaries and remaining study 
reservations, as well as the progress of development of pre-core and candidate 
indicators and their anticipated availability for HOLAS II as presented by the Secretariat 
(document 3-4). 

- The Meeting appreciated the work done by Lead and Co-lead countries on the 
development of indicators and recognized that the continued development on indicators 
is crucial for the success of the HOLAS II project, in particular to fill the gaps in the set of 
core indicators compared to the reporting requirements under the MSFD such as for 
benthic habitats and marine litter. 

- The Meeting acknowledged the importance to clarify remaining study reservations by end 
of 2016 and encouraged Contracting Parties to resolve remaining issues through the 
ongoing discussions among national experts and relevant HELCOM expert groups and 
projects. 

- The Meeting appreciated the ESA development taking place under the TAPAS project and 
supported the need to continue ESA work beyond lifetime of TAPAS project so that the 
developing framework can be further applied within HOLAS II and support a regionally 
coherent reporting in 2017 and 2018. 

- The Meeting noted that the ESA work is currently not linked to any HELCOM subsidiary 
body and was of the view that the Gear Group could act as the main Working Group for 
consideration of the ESA component in the TAPAS project. 
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Coordination and information related to the implementation of the ecosystem approach 

and related policies 

- The Meeting recalled that the first version of the HOLAS II report will be prepared by mid- 
2017 and that comments to be considered in the updated version need to be available 
for the project by end of February 2018 (Outcome of GEAR 13-2016, para 4-14) so that 
the HOLAS II report can be updated by mid-2018. The Meeting recognized that this 
regional timetable is fixed. The Meeting invited Contracting Parties that have not yet 
done so to inform the Secretariat by 1 June 2016 (ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi) on the 
current status of planning of national consultation on HOLAS II as well as the timing and 
length of national consultation processes. 

- The Meeting supported the proposal to carry out a regional consultation on the HOLAS 
II report as a way to involve observers and stakeholders as well as to get publicity for 
the assessment in the Baltic Sea region. The Meeting noted that the planned printable 
report and web-based presentation of results could serve as the basis for a regional 
consultation. 

- The Meeting took note of the European Commission call on: “Implementation of the 
Second Cycle of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive: achieving coherent, 
coordinated and consistent updates of the determinations of Good Environmental 
Status, initial assessments and environmental targets". 

- The Meeting recommended to HODs to develop a coordinated HELCOM project 
proposal in response to the call, to ensure that a possible Baltic project directly 
support the needs of the countries as jointly identified in HELCOM. The Meeting 
requested the Secretariat to prepare an application based on the identified priority 
issues aligned with the objectives of the call. 

- The Meeting discussed the need to continue the development of indicators and 
associated GES boundaries and noted the information by the European Union that 
priority area ‘a) updated determination so GES’ can be addressed even if projects will 
not be able to provide operational indicators and GES in time for use in HOLAS II. With 
this clarification the Meeting proposed to address priority area a) in the application. 
The Meeting further supported the proposal by the Secretariat to focus the application 
on priority area ‘e) update environmental targets and associated indicators’, the 
continued work on ESA beyond the TAPAS project, and the implementation of the 
assessments under the HOLAS II project in 2017, noting that the two latter topics fall 
under priority area ‘b) update the 2012 assessment’ which is not identified as a priority 
area for the Baltic Sea region. 

 

 

Future work and any other business 
 

- The Meeting welcomed the information, provided in writing, that Germany is willing to 
Lead the development of the indicator ‘Diatom/dinoflagellate ratio’. 

- The Meeting agreed to tentatively arrange the next meeting of the GEAR Working Group 17-
18 November 2016, and to include on the agenda the preparation of the HOD meeting in 
December 2016 in the view adoption by HOD on indicators and assessment methodologies 
for use in HOLAS II. 
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