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Outcome of the Third Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM EN-
Noise, online, 24 August 2021 

Introduction 

0.1 The Third Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM EN-Noise was held online on 24 August 2021.  

0.2 The Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM EN-Noise was attended by delegations from Denmark, 
Estonia, EU, France, Germany, Ireland, The Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Sweden and United Kingdom as well as 
HELCOM Observers from Coalition Clean Baltic (CCB), HELCOM and OSPAR Observers from the International Council 
for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES), and OSPAR Observers from the International Association of Geophysical 
Contractors (IAGC) and the International Association of Oil and Gas Producers (IOGP). At the start of the Meeting, a 
tour de table of introductions was conducted. The List of Participants is attached as Annex 1. 

0.3 The Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM EN-Noise was co-chaired by Mr. Jakob Tougaard, 
Denmark, Chair of the HELCOM EN-Noise and Mr. Nathan Merchant, United Kingdom, Co-Chair of the OSPAR ICG-
Noise. Mr. Philip Stamp, OSPAR Deputy Secretary and Ms. Marta Ruiz, HELCOM Associate Professional Secretary acted 
as secretaries of the Meeting. 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

1.1 The Meeting adopted the Agenda of the Meeting as contained in document 1-1. 

Agenda Item 2  Update on EU Technical Group on Underwater Noise 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the update of the work of the EU Technical Group on Underwater Noise as 
presented by Mr. Peter Sigray, Co-Chair of the EU TG-Noise (Presentation 1).  

2.2 The Meeting took note of the views by the Co-Chair of the EU TG-Noise that there is a need to clarify the 
relationship between assessment and reporting units.  

2.3 The Meeting took note that currently, Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) are not addressed in the EU 
assessment framework proposals for continuous nor impulsive noise. This is a topic foreseen for discussion at a later 
stage (after 2023).  

Agenda Item 3  Continuous noise 

3.1 The Meeting took note of the presentation by Mr. Carlos Pinto on the HELCOM continuous noise 
database hosted by ICES (Presentation 2).  

3.2 The Meeting took note of the views by Sweden on the need to clearly indicate how to cite the data in 
the database when they are used for scientific or other purposes. The Meeting supported using ICES disclaimer for this 
purpose. 

3.3 The Meeting took note that OSPAR is considering joining the HELCOM continuous noise database. In this 
regard, the Meeting took note that in OSPAR EIHA (2) 2020 there was strong support to join with the ICES database as 
the common storage for OSPAR ambient noise measures, pending final confirmation of costs and that OSPAR 
Contracting Parties were invited to consider joining the initiative. 

3.4 The Meeting discussed the technical requirements from ICES to host OSPAR data and noted that there 
are no technical limitations.  

3.5 The Meeting welcomed OSPAR joining the database and invited the HELCOM Secretariat to inform 
HELCOM PRESSURE about this process.  

3.6 The Meeting took note of the assessment methodology for continuous noise in QSR-2023 by Mr. Niels 
Kinneging (Presentation 3).  

3.7 The Meeting took note of the clarification that there is a limit to the size of the area where you calculate 
the exposure curve. This may affect the shape of the curve. Some experiments in this regard have been conducted in 
Sweden. 
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3.8 The Meeting took note that, in relation of the status of the OSPAR continuous noise indicator, OSPAR 
EIHA supported the indicator, with reservations from several countries, and thus OSPAR HODs agreed that the 
indicator is not fully operational to be a core “Common” indicator. However, a full assessment will be produced for 
the OSPAR QSR 2023. There is an OSPAR ICG Noise meeting to be held on 17 September 2021 which is to review the 
draft noise indicator assessments. Subsequently, an OSPAR EIHA meeting on 4 November 2021 will be considering 
these and other indicators. It is foreseen that the noise thematic assessment in the OSPAR QSR 2023 will include 
information on drivers and human activities, as well as effectiveness of measures, which should inform the 
development of an OSPAR Regional Action Plan on Underwater Noise (subject to agreement at OSPAR 2021). 

3.9 The Meeting took note of the assessment methodology for continuous noise in HOLAS III by Mr. Jakob 
Tougaard (document 3-1 Rev. 1 and Presentation 4).  

3.10 The Meeting took note of the clarification that the selection of threshold value is going to be somewhat 
arbitrary since it is not currently possible, within the timeframe of the HOLAS III assessment, to specify what levels of 
continuous noise would affect species at a population level. The Meeting was of the view that this topic could be 
raised in the frame of the upcoming discussions in EU TG Noise on research needs. In this regard, it is also to consider 
that there is only small number of species where the observed data are sufficient to enable the application of models 
within the PCoD framework (Population consequences of disturbance), with harbour porpoise likely being the best 
one for marine mammals in the North Sea.  

3.11 The Meeting took note of the update of the work on the assessment of continuous and impulsive noise 
in HOLAS III which is taking place as part of Activity 4 in the HELCOM BLUES project with the support of HELCOM EN-
Noise (document 3-2). 

3.12 The Meeting took note of the German proposed amendments for incorporating important habitats into 
the continuous noise assessment for HOLAS III by Ms. Carina Juretzek (document 3-3 and Presentation 5). The 
Meeting took note that Germany holds a study reservation both in OSPAR and HELCOM in relation to the continuous 
noise assessment frameworks and that this document is aiming at addressing this issue.  

3.13 The Meeting took note that the main concern for UK in relation to the German proposal is that regional 
scale assessments should be adding value to national assessments of MPAs. However, an assessment of pressures on 
MPAs could be a useful supplement to a regional-scale assessment.  

3.14 The Meeting discussed how the approaches to be taken in the upcoming continuous noise assessments 
in HELCOM and OSPAR are aligned with each other and with the EU processes. In this regard, the Meeting emphasised 
the relevance of HELCOM and OSPAR experts to continue actively participating in the EU processes.  

3.15 The Meeting discussed GES threshold values for continuous noise and concluded on the difficulties of 
conducting such task, including the current inability to base thresholds on impacts quantified at population level (cf. 
3.10).  

Agenda Item 4  Impulsive noise 

4.1 The Meeting took note of the status of OSPAR indicators on impulsive noise, including the impact and 
risk of impact indicators as presented by Mr. Nathan Merchant, Co-chair of OSPAR ICG-Noise (Presentation 6). The 
finalised version of these draft assessment will be presented at the next OSPAR ICG Noise meeting to be held in 
September 2021. 

4.2 The Meeting noted that the Barcelona Convention has also joined the OSPAR/HELCOM registry of 
impulsive events.  

4.3 The Meeting discussed bubble curtains as abatement measures for explosions and was of the view that 
it is premature to conclude on their effectiveness or provide any metrics on abatement effects.  

4.4 The Meeting noted the high levels of impulsive noise detected in MPAs which may be related to the fact 
that MPAs are usually located in places exposed to a lot of human pressures with the aim of minimising them.  

4.5 The Meeting took note that unreported events represent a significant uncertainty to the impulsive noise 
assessments causing an underestimate of the impact of impulsive noise. 

4.6 The Meeting took note that, in relation to the OSPAR indicator assessments, there will be no line 
defining GES, but there will be a thorough results section where available results will be shown, including pressures on 
MPAs or some other aspects. The assessment of risk of impact will be conducted for region II only (the Greater North 
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Sea). The analysis is considered to be very useful for responses and actions that may be taken afterwards, such as the 
possible OSPAR Regional Action Plan on Underwater Noise. 

4.7 The Meeting took note of the assessment methodology for impulsive noise in HOLAS III by Ms. Ms. 
Carina Juretzek (document 4-1 and Presentation 6).  

4.8 The Meeting discussed how the approaches to be taken in the upcoming impulsive noise assessments in 
HELCOM and OSPAR are aligned with each other and with the EU processes. The Meeting was of the view that the 
OSPAR and HELCOM approaches for the impulsive noise assessment are aligned. The Meeting further emphasised the 
relevance of HELCOM and OSPAR experts to continue actively participating in the EU processes. 

4.9 The Meeting discussed how to develop GES threshold values for both impulsive and continuous noise, in 
particular the advantages and disadvantages of combining data into a single index.  An index had the benefit of 
generating a simple scale but it could not be used without the supporting detail on time/area of exposure.  The 
meeting noted that discussions on thresholds should not only be held in TG-Noise but should also be taken up within 
OSPAR and HELCOM. It would be useful also to consider approaches taken on other MSFD indicators. 

4.10 The Meeting took note of the JRC report “Species thresholds: Review of methods to support the EU 
Marine Strategy Framework Directive” as kindly shared by Portugal. 

Agenda Item 5  Any other business 

5.1 The Meeting did not discuss any other issues.  

Agenda Item 6  Report of the Meeting and follow-up 

6.1 The final outcome of the Joint Session, together with documents and presentations considered by the 
Meeting will be made available on the OSPAR and HELCOM meeting sites.  

6.2 The Meeting agreed on the benefits of joint meetings to avoid duplication and share lessons learned and 
that they should be held again in the future at an appropriate time. The Meeting further agreed to hold the next joint 
meeting next summer, exact date to be confirmed.  

  

https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC124947
https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC124947
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