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Outcome of the eighth meeting of the expert group on follow-up of 

national progress towards reaching BSAP nutrient reduction targets 

(HELCOM LOAD 8 -2014) 
 

Introduction  

0.1 The Eighth Meeting of the Expert Group on follow-up of national progress towards reaching 
BSAP nutrient reduction targets (HELCOM LOAD 8-2014) was held on 27-29 October 2014 at the premises 
of the HELCOM Secretariat in Helsinki, Finland. The Meeting was held back-to-back with the first meeting of 
the new HELCOM Working Group on Reduction of Pressures from the Baltic Sea Catchment Area 
(PRESSURE*), which will take place in Helsinki, Finland, on 30-31 October 2014.  

0.2 The Meeting was attended by all Contracting Parties except for Poland and the European 
Union. The Meeting was also attended by the Data Consultants from Meteorological Synthesizing Centres 
EMEP MSC-E, EMEP MSC-W, and Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) as well as the invited guest from 
Baltic Nest Institute (BNI) Sweden. The List of Participants is contained in Annex 1. 

0.3 The main focus of the Meeting was to discuss the follow-up of the HELCOM nutrient reduction 
scheme and how to ensure carrying out of work previously carried out under LOAD within the new and 
revised HELCOM structure. The Meeting also reviewed and discussed progress of work within the PLC 
related projects (PLC-5.5, PLC-6 and PLUS) as well as data deliverables from EMEP and status of PLC-water 
reporting.  

0.4 The Meeting was chaired by Mr. Lars M. Svendsen, Denmark, Chair of HELCOM LOAD, and Ms. 
Minna Pyhälä, HELCOM Assisting Professional Secretary, acted as secretary of the Meeting. 

 

Agenda Item 1 Adoption of the Agenda 

Documents: 1-1 

1.1 The Meeting adopted the provisional agenda as contained in document 1-1. 

 

Agenda Item 2 Information by Chairman, Secretariat and Contracting Parties 

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

2.1 The Meeting took note of information by the Secretariat on the new, streamlined structure of 
HELCOM agreed on by HOD 46-2014 (Presentation 1, document 2-1), especially the terms of reference of 
the new Working Group related to reducing loads, emissions and anthropogenic discharges (cf. document 
9-1).  

2.2 The Meeting took note of the changing of the chairmanship of HELCOM and the priorities of 
the new Chair, Estonia, as contained in document 2-2. 

2.3 The Meeting took note of the relevant outcomes of HELCOM meetings and workshops 
(document 2-3) and agreed to make use of the information as appropriate. 

2.4 The Meeting took note of information by Russia on the results of the project “Implementation 
of the Baltic Sea Action Plan (BASE)”, especially in relation to sampling in Neva and Pregolya rivers and their 
tributaries (Presentation 2, document 2-4). 

2.5 The Meeting welcomed the new information provided by the project and pointed out that 
increased frequency of sampling is needed in the future to ensure more reliable input data. The Meeting 

                                                           
* Tentative name, study reservation by Germany 
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also took note that the location of the stations at Lake Ladoga outlet in winter were very close to shore due 
to challenges in sampling caused by ice conditions and recognized that they may have significant effects on 
the results.  

2.6 The Meeting noted that Russia is in the beginning of the process of getting approval from 
relevant national authorities for including the results in official Russian PLC data, but that it might not be 
possible to include it yet in the PLC-6 data reporting. The Meeting noted that in the meantime the 
information might be made use of for filling in PLC data gaps. 

2.7 The Meeting took note of the follow information of relevance from the Contracting Parties: 

 Estonia will continue the Norwegian funded project on modelling of inputs at least for the 
next year and a half. 

 Lithuania has almost completed a calibrated model which will be used for updating the 
WFD river basin management plans and will be used for PLC periodic reporting. 

 Sweden informed that she has a new government, who are proposing increased funding for 
environmental monitoring and for the programmes of measures under the WFD and MSFD. 
The River Basin Management authorities are finalizing their programmes of measures prior 
to the start of public consultation on the 1st November. The RBM programmes manage all 
eutrophication measures on land and are expected to take care of almost all Sweden’s 
phosphorus obligations under CART – although this is preliminary and subject to change 
during the public consultation. Sweden has had a bilateral meeting with Finland & Åland 
about the MSFD PoM and will organize a workshop in Stockholm on the 12th February 2015 
to discuss measures concerned with addressing internal loads. There is a new contract 
between HaV and SMED (the consortium that does the technical reporting work to, among 
others, PLC) that should ensure reporting for the coming eight years.  

 EMEP MSC-East informed that LRTAP Convention is considering a new assessment, which 
will focus on pollution changes and trends within the EMEP region during two recent 
decades and this may be of interest to HELCOM also in the coming years. 

 EMEP MSC-West informed that the Steering Body decided that emission data should be 
delivered according to 14 x 14 km resolution from 2017. Some countries have already 
started reporting using this higher resolution and may even re-report historical data.  

 

Agenda Item 3 Elaboration of core pressure indicator on nutrient inputs and a 

follow-up system for the BSAP country-wise allocation of nutrient 

reduction targets (CART)  

Documents: 3-1, 3-2, 3-2-Rev1, 3-3  

3.1 The Meeting took note of the proposed structure for the nutrient reduction scheme follow-up 
system presented in document 3-1.  

3.2 The Meeting considered the draft core pressure indicator on nutrients inputs as presented by 
the chair Mr. Lars M. Svendsen (Presentation 3, document 3-2) and provided the comments contained in 
document 3-2-Rev1. 

3.3 The Meeting noted that the meeting of PRESSURE 1-2014 will be invited to endorse the core 
indicator before it is submitted to HOD 47-2014 (9-10 December 2014) for approval. The Meeting noted 
that after the HOD 47-2014 meeting the indicator will be updated with data up to 2012 once the MAI-CART 
follow-up dataset has been updated (cf. paragraph 3.5). 

3.4 The Meeting considered the proposal for the overall contents of a CART follow-up system 
contained in document 3-3 and as presented by the Chair Mr. Lars M. Svendsen, Denmark (Presentation 4) 
and Mr. Bo Gustafsson, BNI, Sweden (Presentation 5) and appreciated their extensive efforts. 
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3.5 The Meeting took note that that the results presented in document 3-3 and presentations 4 
and 5 should be considered as only initial examples since the statistical analysis has not yet been carried 
out and errors in the waterborne input dataset was discovered just before the Meeting. Due to a 
misunderstanding, the PLC-5.5 dataset (which the CORE Group has asked the data manager to update only 
with 2011-2012 data), was amended with officially reported PLC data (1994-2010) from Latvia, Lithuania 
and Russia. This has resulted in that e.g. inputs from river Neva to the Gulf of Finland are missing a 
significant amount of unreported inputs, and the normalization and statistical analysis now must be 
redone. 

3.6 The Meeting noted that in order for the follow-up of MAI and CART to be comparable with the 
MAI and CART adopted at the 2013 HELCOM Ministerial Meeting, the same dataset (1994-2010) which was 
used for calculation of CART (PLC-5.5 dataset and data in the reference period 1997-2003) must be used 
since changed data requires updating of CART.  

3.7 The Meeting recalled there are many uncertainties in the data and models (e.g. estimation of 
transboundary inputs and retention coefficients) used to calculate MAI and CART, and hence possible 
changes to CART should only be made if there is a very strong scientific justification. Therefore, the Meeting 
was of the opinion that the 2013 CART should not be changed for the time being and that the assumptions 
used for their calculation should be kept as stable as possible until the next revision cycle.  

3.8 The Meeting recalled that some countries were of the opinion that the PLC-5.5 dataset (with 
officially reported data corrected and data gaps filled in) could only be used for the PLC-5.5 assessment and 
the calculation of revised 2013 CART. The Meeting felt, however, that since this dataset needs to be the 
basis for comparable follow-up of CART, that it should not be necessary to request for separate permission 
to use the dataset for the follow-up assessment.  

3.9 The Meeting acknowledged that Contracting Parties should have the possibility to check 
“corrected”  data for years after 2010, but felt that it is not feasible to make time-consuming official 
requests from Contracting Parties to use “corrected data” every time a follow-up assessment is updated. 
The Meeting therefore suggested that if clear procedures for filling in data gaps could be agreed on by the 
Contracting Parties, then it should be possible for Contracting Parties to quickly approve the use of the data 
after checking it. The Meeting also emphasized that in order to avoid delays and duplicate work during the 
updating process, there should be a clear message that any changes or additions received after a commonly 
agreed cut-off date will not be included in the assessment.  

3.10 The Meeting noted that there have been changes in the normalized atmospheric nitrogen 
input data provided by EMEP. EMEP informed that their model is being revised and deposition figures are 
being recalculated due to changes in reported emissions, affecting also the historical data. 

3.11 The Meeting reviewed the proposed contents of the CART follow-up assessment presented 
in document 3-3 and suggested that to make it more user-friendly, it should be split into two separate 
products: 

 a simplified version directed at policy makers showing tables 6a and 6b and a short 
message per country on how many tonnes still remain to be reduced overall. In this short 
summary, the progress of other pollution sources (non-contracting CPs, shipping) towards 
the targets set out in the 2013 Ministerial Declaration should also be explicitly shown 

 a background report with the details from the present version (could be a separate 
publication) 

3.12 The Meeting also provided the following suggestions to the draft CART follow-up assessment: 

 Include an annex with just the national input ceilings (as these are probably of most 
interest to the Contracting Parties) 

 Sort some of the tables according to Contracting Party rather than by sub-basin. 

 The example illustrating the importance of retention for CART should be moved to an 
annex 

 It would be helpful to have arrows showing the direction of the trend in tables 6a and 6b. 
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3.13 The Meeting considered which data connected to the CART follow-up should be made 

available in a supporting spreadsheet to be made available on the HELCOM web-site and agreed that the 

time series of net normalized inputs (by country per basin) is most relevant. 

3.14 The Meeting discussed how to deal with transboundary inputs and retention in the CART 
follow-up assessment and welcomed the presentation by Mr. Svajunas Plunge, Lithuania (Presentation 6) 
on the results of calculations to estimate Lithuanian progress towards their CART and the questions that 
came up during the process. The Meeting acknowledged the challenges related to calculation of national 
progress towards national emission ceilings, especially in cases with transboundary inputs, and decided to 
have a detailed discussion, including a step-by-step procedure for making the calculations (using the 
Lithuanian case as an example), at the next meeting of the PLC-6 project (cf. paragraph 5.16). 

3.15 The Meeting also recognized the need to emphasize in the CART follow-up assessment that the 
estimates of net transboundary inputs are rather crude approximations and that results may be different if 
countries make a more detailed national assessment using different retention values. 

3.16 The Meeting took note of the following comments by Finland and Germany who have separate 
transboundary CART specified in the 2013 Ministerial Declaration: 

 Finland informed that practically it will be impossible to fulfill the CART concerning 
transboundary inputs to the Gulf of Finland via Russia since the concentrations in the River 
Vuoksi are so low at the Finnish border that they can be considered as background inputs. BNI 
pointed out that according to the CART principles, Finland can also reduce the inputs to the 
Gulf of Finland from other river catchments or via extra reductions to other sub-basins as to 
the Bothnian Sea. 

 Germany informed that they would appreciate it if HELCOM could assess the fulfillment of 
the transboundary CART (from Oder River) because at a national level they have different 
Ländern involved in the catchment areas used for PLC and WFD assessments. 

3.17 The Meeting took note of the view of Sweden that since they are taking measures to reduce 
inputs by increasing retention in the catchment, it is important to make use of the latest available retention 
values. Sweden therefore stressed that if retention figures are changed for assessment purposes, then it is 
important to specify the period for which the retention applies. 

3.18 The Meeting considered the presented proposal on how to deal with the fact that some 
Contracting Parties may wish to account for extra reductions in one basin for CARTs to another and 
welcomed the information that this estimation also take into account atmospheric deposition.   

3.19 The Meeting took note of the demonstration by Mr. Svajunas Plunge, Lithuania, of a 
programme he has developed for flow normalizing data, and appreciated the possibility to test it and 
compare it with the normalization results obtained by BNI Sweden. The Meeting took note that the 
programme can be downloaded via the LOAD 8-2014 document library and invited Contracting Parties to 
provide their possible feedback to Mr. Plunge (s.plunge@aaa.am.lt). 

3.20 The Meeting discussed how to proceed with the further elaboration of the CART follow-up 
assessment, bearing in mind that the errors in the updated MAI-CART follow-up dataset (cf. paragraph 3.5) 
will require substantial additional work for BNI and DCE and affects the time table proposed in document 3-
1.  

3.21 The Meeting took note of the view of Germany that the MAI-CART follow-up assessments 
should be finalized as soon as possible so that those Contracting Parties that are EU member states can 
make use of them for revision of the WFD river basin management plans and setting up reduction targets 
under the MSFD.  

3.22 The Meeting recognized that the updated CART follow-up assessment will be submitted to 
HOD 47-2014 as a late document and agreed that HOD 47-2014 should be requested to approve the 
content of the assessment in principle with the view that the next PLC-6 workshop (cf. paragraph 5.16) 

mailto:s.plunge@aaa.am.lt
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should be used partly to discuss and resolve remaining technical issues and further elaborate the CART 
follow-up assessment. 

3.23 The Meeting agreed that once the new MAI-CART follow-up dataset has been corrected, it will 
be forwarded to Contracting Parties for approval. The Meeting pointed out that due to time constraints it 
will not be possible to make further corrections to the dataset. 

3.24 The Meeting took note that HOD 46-2014 has requested the new Working Group on Reduction 
of Pressures from the Baltic Sea Catchment Area to prioritize work on further development and 
implementation of the MAI-CART follow-up system and to come up with a proposal how the work could be 
organized.  

3.25 The Meeting considered the proposed approach presented in document 3-1 acknowledging 
that WG PRESSURE will probably not be the right forum for detailed technical discussions. The Meeting 
noted that future work related to PLC data can be taken care of under PLC related projects (e.g. PLC-6) but 
stressed that there is need for a forum for discussion of other technical matters that have previously been 
handled by LOAD, such as to development of MAI-CART, indicators and atmospheric issues.   

3.26 The Meeting suggested that one possibility might be to hold thematic workshops back-to-back 
with PLC or PRESSURE meetings.   

3.27 The Meeting supported proposal to carry out the work related to transboundary inputs and 
retention within a project. 

 

Agenda Item 4 Review of 5th Baltic Sea Pollution Load Compilation for 2013 

HELCOM Ministerial Meeting (HELCOM PLC-5.5) 

Documents: 4-1 

4.1 The Meeting took note that HOD 46-2014 approved in principle the publication of the PLC-5.5 
final report, pending updating of the report with some final comments provided by Germany after the HOD 
meeting.  

4.2 The Meeting took note of the latest version of the PLC-5.5 report (document 4-1) and 
discussed the open issues related to comments received from Germany. The Meeting supported all the 
proposed amendments to the text and agreed that the PLC-5.5 data should not be included in the Annex 
but made available via a link to the spreadsheet.  

4.3 The Meeting decided that as requested by Germany, two new tables should be included in the 
chapter five of the report which give the actual change (in tonnes) in the total normalized nitrogen and 
phosphorus inputs from the reference period (average of 1997-2003) to 2008-2010 by country/source. 

4.4 The Meeting also requested that in Annex 9.4 the parameters used in the equations should be 
better explained) in order to make them more easily understandable. 

 

Agenda Item 5 Sixth Baltic Sea Pollution Load Compilation (HELCOM PLC-6) 

Documents: 5-1, 5-1-Rev1, 5-2, 5-3 

5.1 The Meeting took note that the PLC-6 guidelines have been approved in principle by HOD 46-
2014, pending a study reservation by Russia for national consultation by 31 October 2014. 

5.2 The Meeting welcomed the information from Russia that they are in a position to lift the study 
reservation. 

5.3 The Meeting took note that at the HOD 46-2014 Sweden, Finland and Denmark emphasized 
that the quality assurance procedures PLC-6 guidelines should be in compliance with the EU requirements 
and comparable to OSPAR requirements. The Meeting recalled that the guidelines do take these 
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requirements into account and requested the project to add a statement in the introduction to the 
guidelines reflecting this issue. 

5.4 The Meeting reviewed and discussed the latest version of the PLC-6 guidelines (document 5-
1) and updated the guidelines up to chapter 8 as contained in document 5-1-Rev1. The Meeting agreed to 
further review the guidelines at the next PLC-6 project meeting in December 2014. 

5.5 The Meeting noted the comment by Sweden that the guidelines lack a lot regarding methods 
for quantifying sources of heavy metals, specifically sources (e.g. dump sites, mining areas etc.) to inland 
waters and retention and recirculation from sediments and acknowledged that there is very little national 
experience in this field at this stage. The Meeting agreed that it would be valuable to get an overview of the 
main sources of the three main heavy metals in the PLC-6 assessment and requested the next PLC-6 project 
meeting to consider how to make such an assessment. The Meeting suggested that as a first step it would 
be useful to get an overview of what Contracting Parties are monitoring and how they estimate inputs from 
different sources. 

5.6 The Meeting took note that the guidelines have been updated so that references to IPPC 
have been changed to the EU Industrial Emission Directive. The Meeting considered the new proposal by 
Germany to streamline HELCOM PLC reporting with the reporting of discharges from industrial plants 
according to EU as presented by Mr. Dietmar Koch, Germany (Presentation 7, document 5-2) by including 
the IED industrial sector code when reporting point sources for PLC.  

5.7 The Meeting discussed the proposal, taking into account also the comments from the PLUS 
project team to the German proposal (document 5-3). The Meeting agreed that PLC reporting should be 
simplified and as far as possible streamlined with EU reporting, but acknowledged that the proposal has 
implications on the database structure and reporting templates which need to be investigated.  

5.8 The Meeting also pointed out the following challenges related to implementing the German 
proposal: 

 Since the PRTR requires includes only the largest polluters counting for about 90% of the 
releases – the individual point sources may change from year to year and result in 
inconsistent database contents. Small sources would be missed 

 Russian data is not included in the PRTR and they have different definitions for industrial 
sectors 

 According to the IED, urban waste water treatment plants and aquaculture are included 
as industrial activities. 

 Need to be careful that large animal farms (industrial food production) are included as 
point sources in PRTR and as diffuse sources in national input models used for PLC – this 
might increase the risk for double reporting for PLC 

 The PLC database categories are in line with the old IPPC categories, but as these are not 
valid for EU reporting anymore, it would be good to update the PLC categories to be in 
line with the PRTR industrial sectors   

5.9 The Meeting stressed that PRTR data cannot be used for PLC reporting due to the risk of 
missing data and the fact that PLC assesses the inputs to the sea and therefore requires subtracting 
retention from the emission figures. The Meeting nevertheless agreed that the metadata in the PRTR 
register would provide useful information for the PLC database, which would be helpful especially for 
quality assurance purposes. 

5.10 The Meeting invited the PLUS team to consider the possibility to amend the point sources 
background table as follows: (1) remove the branch code, (2) add the EU sector code (expanding this to the 
nine sectors used in PRTR, including aquaculture and waste water treatment), and (3) add a new field with 
the nationally used EU code.   

5.11 The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to investigate nationally their position on the 
proposal and agreed to discuss this issue again at the next meeting of the PLC-6 project in December 2014. 
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5.12 The Meeting recalled the lack of a clear definition of what is a small or large industrial point 
source. The Meeting agreed that it is not necessary to separately define whether and industry is small and 
big as the main objective is to get an overall view of the amount of discharges. The Meeting felt that this 
information is obtained by reporting all large point sources individually and smaller point sources as 
aggregated, and therefore agreed that the reporting of plant size should not be included in future 
reporting. 

5.13 The Meeting noted that the annual reporting template and Annex 2 of the Guidelines will be 
finalized after the next meeting of the PLUS project (cf. paragraph 6.6) and that the periodic reporting 
template and corresponding instructions (Annex 3) will be prepared afterwards for the next PLC-6 project 
meeting.  

5.14 The Meeting noted that at HOD 46-2014 Sweden raised the issue of the new reporting 
requirement related to uncertainty on national data sets and suggested the organizing of a workshop back-
to-back with a meeting dealing with LOAD issues to discuss and secure a common approach to this 
reporting. The Meeting welcomed this proposal and proposed that the relevant group working on this issue 
under the framework of PRESSURE should make plans to arrange such a workshop in spring 2015, perhaps 
in connection with a PLC-6 project meeting. 

5.15 The Meeting supported the arranging of the next project meeting on 15-17 December 2014 
at the premises of the Secretariat in Helsinki, Finland, starting at 10 am on 15 December and ending on 
Wednesday at 4 pm on 17 December. 

 

Agenda Item 6 Modernization of the PLC-water database (HELCOM PLUS) 

Documents: 6-1 

6.1 The Meeting took note of the progress with implementation of the project to modernize the 
PLC-water database (HELCOM PLUS) (document 6-1).  

6.2 The Meeting took note that the latest version of the new annual reporting template (which is 
in line with the PLC-6 guidelines) has been sent out to Contracting Parties for commenting on 24 October 
2014. 

6.3 The Meeting noted that the periodic reporting format will be based on the annual reporting 
template but include additional reporting requirements on source apportionment and retention and 
acknowledged that these can be elaborated once the annual reporting formats have been finalized. 

6.4 The Meeting recalled that most Contracting Parties have agreed to report 2013 PLC data into 
the new PLC-Water SQL database using the new annual reporting template. The Meeting took note that 
Lithuania has already reported their 2013 data using the old template and welcomed the offer of Lithuania 
to re-report the data using the new template as a test. 

6.5  The Meeting noted that Germany and Poland have reported partial PLC-6 data from 2012 
(only annual data – periodic data is still missing).  

6.6 The Meeting supported the arranging of the next project meeting on 11-12 November 2014 
with an aim to finalize the new annual reporting format and Annex 2 of the guidelines, and start discussion 
on key requirements for the annual reporting template. The Meeting also agreed that the meeting should 
decide on the deadline for reporting 2013 data. The Meeting agreed that the Meeting should start at 10 am 
on 11 November 2014 and end at 2 pm on 12 November 2014. The Meeting agreed that the project 
meeting should be held at the premises of the Secretariat in Helsinki, Finland with option for video 
participation by those Contracting Parties who do not wish to travel.  

 

Agenda Item 7 Data on pollution inputs 

Documents: 7-1 
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7.1 The Meeting took note of presentations by EMEP MSC-W and EMEP MSC-E on inputs of 
nitrogen, heavy metals and PCDD/Fs to the Baltic Sea in 2012 as presented by Ms. Semeena Valiyaveetil 
Shamsudheen and Mr. Alexey Gusev (Presentations 8 and 9).  

7.2 The Meeting took note that the deposition of nitrogen to Baltic Sea has increased in 2012 and 
noted that this is mostly largely due to changes in meteorological conditions. The Meeting noted that this 
message is confusing since emissions from most HELCOM countries are decreasing, but acknowledged that 
the EMEP model is complicated and there are non-linear chemical reactions affecting the deposition 
results. 

7.3 The Meeting took note of the observation by Finland that atmospheric nitrogen deposition 
seems to have increased in recent years, even though the normalized data suggest a decreasing trend, and 
noted that EMEP have checked the results and that it seems that it is likely due to high precipitation in 
recent years. The Meeting was of the opinion that in the future it is important to keep this issue under 
observation and consider how ensure that the EMEP results are interpreted correctly. 

7.4 The Meeting also noted the increase in inputs for heavy metals and PCDD/Fs especially in 
December 2012 and that it appears to be due to variation of meteorological conditions (atmospheric 
transport pathways, temperature, and precipitation). 

7.5 The Meeting noted that the draft annual report by EMEP Atmospheric supply of nitrogen, lead, 
cadmium, mercury and dioxins/furans to the Baltic Sea in 2012 is available on the EMEP website (document 
7-1). The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to check the draft report and submit their amendments to 
Ms. Semeena Valiyaveetil Shamsudheen (semeenav@met.no) by 28 November 2014. The Meeting 
approved in principle the publication of the reporting on the EMEP and HELCOM websites by mid-
December 2014 once the report has been updated with the comments provided by Contracting Parties. 

7.6 The Meeting recalled the discussion at LOAD 7-2014 to test the assessment of atmospheric 
inputs of PCBs and PAHs and noted that the contracting between EMEP and HELCOM has been amended so 
that in 2015, the assessment of PCDD/Fs will be substituted by PCB-153, on a test basis. The Meeting 
agreed that the relevant HELCOM experts should be invited to review the new data deliverable in autumn 
2015. 

7.7 The Meeting noted that the contract with EMEP will be updated again in mid-2015 and agreed 
that it would be useful to determine before that which hazardous substances data deliverable would be of 
most relevant for HELCOM and Contracting Party priorities. The Meeting recalled that an overview of such 
priorities was made by LOAD 6-2013 (document 4-3), and welcomed the offer of Ms. Tuija Ruoho-Airola, 
Finland, to coordinate the updating of this overview. 

7.8 The Meeting took note of information by the PLC data manager, SYKE, on the status on the 
reporting and quality assurance of 2011 and 2012 waterborne PLC data. Some Contracting Parties have 
even reported their 2013 data.  

7.9 The Meeting took note that the annual PLC-Water dataset (with data up to 2012) has been 
frozen as the contents of the old MS Access database is currently being transferred into the new PLC 
database. The Meeting recalled that new waterborne input data will no longer be included in the old Access 
database and recognized that due to the database migration and new procedures there may be some 
delays in verifying the reported data. 

 

Agenda Item 8 Implementation of measures for reaching CART 

Documents: None 

8.1 The Meeting recalled the presentation by Germany at LOAD 7-2014 on how to maximize the 
benefits of the implementation of the Gothenburg Protocol for the achievement of the nitrogen reduction 
targets of the BSAP (LOAD 7-2014 document 9-9) and was of the view that this is an issue that is relevant 
for PRESSURE.  

mailto:semeenav@met.no
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8.2 The Meeting also recalled EMEP’s offer to run German nitrogen emission data with the EMEP 
model with the view that the results could be useful for understanding where to distribute measures and 
encouraged Germany and EMEP to cooperate in such an exercise and inform PRESSURE of the results. 

 

Agenda Item 9 Work programme and future work 

Documents: 9-1, 9-2 

9.1 The Meeting scrutinized the terms of reference of the newly established Working Group 
PRESSURE (document 9-1), noting especially the issues previously taken care of by LOAD.  

9.2 The Meeting took note that PRESSURE will recommend to HOD 47-2014 how the tasks carried 
out so far by LOAD should be taken care of in the future. 

9.3 The Meeting discussed its views on how implementation of these tasks should be ensured in 
the future and pointed out that although there are several projects (PLC-6 and PLUS) which cover some of 
the tasks, there is still need for an expert group that can discuss cross-cutting and thematic issues such as 
technical issues related to MAI and CART as well as review and discussion of the EMEP deliverable on 
atmospheric deposition of nutrients and hazardous substances. The Meeting proposed that the additional 
tasks could be coordinated by a small expert group such as the LOAD core group and the broader 
discussions could take place in thematic workshops.  

9.4 The Meeting considered the list of LOAD expert group contacts contained in document 9-2 and 
felt that it would be valuable to maintain such list of pollution input expert contacts also in the future, i.e. 
to ensure that invitations to thematic workshops reach the relevant experts. The Meeting updated the list 
of contacts as contained in Annex 2. 

 

Agenda Item 10 Any other business 

Documents: None 

10.1 The Meeting acknowledged that this is the last meeting of the LOAD expert group in its 
present form and thanked Mr. Lars M. Svendsen, Denmark, for his dedicated and skilful work as Chair of 
the group during the past three years. 

 

Agenda Item 11 Closing of the Meeting 

Documents: 11-1 

11.1 The Meeting adopted the draft Outcome of the Meeting. The final Outcome of the Meeting 
will be made available in the HELCOM Meeting Portal, together with the documents and presentations 
considered by the Meeting. 
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Annex 1 List of Participants 
 

Name Delegation/Observer Organization Email 

Chair       

Lars M. Svendsen Denmark Danish Center for Environment and Energy, Aarhus University lms@dce.au.dk    

Peeter Ennet Estonia Estonian Environment Agency peeter.ennet@envir.ee  

Reet Ulm Estonia Ministry of Environment reet.ulm@envir.ee  

Seppo Knuuttila Finland Finnish Environment Institute seppo.knuuttila@ymparisto.fi  

Tuija Ruoho-Airola Finland Finnish Meteorological Institute tuija.ruoho-airola@fmi.fi   

Antti Räike Finland Finnish Environment Institute antti.raike@ymparisto.fi  

Dietmar Koch Germany Federal Environment Agency (UBA) dietmar.koch@uba.de  

Wera Leujak* Germany Federal Environment Agency (UBA) wera.leujak@uba.de  

Aigars Lavrinovičs Latvia Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology aigars.lavrinovics@lhei.lv  

Svajunas Plunge Lithuania Environmental Protection Agency s.plunge@aaa.am.lt  

Natalia Oblomkova Russia SPb PO "Ecology & business" oblomkova@helcom.ru  

Philip Axe Sweden Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management philip.axe@havochvatten.se  

Lars Sonesten Sweden SLU/SMED Lars.Sonesten@slu.se  

Consultants       

Jerzy Bartnicki Other EMEP MSC-W jerzy.bartnicki@met.no  

Alexey Gusev Other EMEP MSC-E alexey.gusev@msceast.org  

Pekka  Kotilainen Other Finnish Environment Institute pekka.kotilainen@ymparisto.fi  

Semeena Valiyaveetil 
Shamsudheen 

Other EMEP MSC-W semeenav@met.no   

Invited Guests       

Bo Gustafsson Invited Guest BNI bo.gustafsson@su.se  

Secretariat       

Minna Pyhälä HELCOM Secretariat HELCOM Secretariat minna.pyhala@helcom.fi  

Sriram Sethuraman HELCOM Secretariat HELCOM sriram.sethuraman@helcom.fi  

*Via skype

mailto:lms@dce.au.dk
mailto:peeter.ennet@envir.ee
mailto:reet.ulm@envir.ee
mailto:seppo.knuuttila@ymparisto.fi
mailto:tuija.ruoho-airola@fmi.fi
mailto:antti.raike@ymparisto.fi
mailto:dietmar.koch@uba.de
mailto:wera.leujak@uba.de
mailto:aigars.lavrinovics@lhei.lv
mailto:s.plunge@aaa.am.lt
mailto:oblomkova@helcom.ru
mailto:philip.axe@havochvatten.se
mailto:Lars.Sonesten@slu.se
mailto:jerzy.bartnicki@met.no
mailto:alexey.gusev@msceast.org
mailto:pekka.kotilainen@ymparisto.fi
mailto:semeenav@met.no
mailto:bo.gustafsson@su.se
mailto:minna.pyhala@helcom.fi
mailto:sriram.sethuraman@helcom.fi
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Annex 2 List of pollution input expert contacts 
 

Name Organization E-mail address 

Denmark 

Mr. Lars M. Svendsen DCE - Danish Centre for Environment and Energy lms@dce.au.dk    

Estonia 

Mr. Peeter Ennet Estonian Environment Agency Peeter.Ennet@envir.ee 

Mr. René Reisner Ministry of the Environment  rene.reisner@envir.ee 

Finland 

Mr. Seppo Knuuttila Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) seppo.knuuttila@ymparisto.fi 

Ms. Tuija Ruoho-Airola Finnish Meteorological Institute (FMI) tuija.ruoho-airola@fmi.fi 

Mr. Antti Räike Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) Antti.raike@ymparisto.fi 

Germany 

Ms. Wera Leujak Federal Environment Agency wera.leujak@uba.de 

Mr. Dietmar Koch Federal Environment Agency dietmar.koch@uba.de 

Latvia 

Mr. Aigars Lavrinovičs Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology aigars.lavrinovics@lhei.lv 

Lithuania 

Mr. Svajunas Plunge Environmental Protection Agency  s.plunge@aaa.am.lt 

Poland 

Mr. Waldemar Jarosinski 
Institute of Meteorology and Water Management, 
National Research Institute 

dwjaros@hotmail.com 

Ms. Anna Robak-
Bakierowska 

Voivodship Inspectorate for Environmental 
Protection 

a.bakierowska@wios.szczecin.pl 

Russia 

Ms. Natalia Oblomkova 
Saint-Petersburg Public Organization  "Ecology and 
Business" 

oblomkova@helcom.ru 

Sweden 

Mr. Philip Axe Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management philip.axe@havochvatten.se 

Mr. Lars Sonesten Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences  Lars.Sonesten@slu.se 

BNI 

Mr. Bo Gustafsson Baltic Nest Institute, Sweden bo.gustafsson@su.se 

PLC-water Database manager 

Mr. Pekka Kotilainen Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) pekka.kotilainen@ymparisto.fi 

EMEP 

Mr. Jerzy Bartnicki 
Meteorological Synthesizing Centre-West, EMEP 
MSC-W 

jerzy.bartnicki@met.no 

Ms. Semeena Valiyaveetil 
Shamsudheen 

Meteorological Synthesizing Centre-West, EMEP 
MSC-W 

semeenav@met.no 

Mr. Alexey Gusev 
Meteorological Synthesizing Centre-East, EMEP 
MSC-E 

alexey.gusev@msceast.org 

Observer 

Mr. Aliaksandr Pakhomau 
Belarus - Central Research Institute for Complex 
Development of Water Resources 

aliaksandr.pakhomau@cricuwr.by 

 

 

 

 

 


