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Background 
This document contains extracts from the HELCOM meetings HELCOM 37-2016 and PRESSURE 4-2016.  

The complete outcomes are available in the HELCOM Meeting Portal. 

 

Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to take note and make use of the presented information as appropriate. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/default.aspx
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Information on the outcomes of recent HELCOM meetings 

HELCOM 37-2016 

Agenda Item 3 Next HELCOM Ministerial Meeting 

3.1 The Meeting considered the next Ministerial Meeting, tentatively planned for 2018, using 
document 3-2 as background for discussion and supported the idea to organize high level sessions on the 
planned topics with the participation of ministers during 2016 and 2017 to ensure high-level interest in 
HELCOM work.  

3.3 The Meeting welcomed the information by Finland on an initiative to organize a ministerial 
HELCOM session during the European Maritime Day (EMD) in Turku 18-19 May 2016 and took note that the 
invitation to the Contracting Parties will be sent shortly. Finland invited the Contracting Parties to suggest 
topics for the Ministerial event, possibly linking to the theme of the European Maritime Day.  

3.4 The Meeting considered potential topics for the Ministerial Meeting and recognized that both 
2nd HELCOM holistic assessment of the ecosystem health (HOLAS II) and nutrient reduction scheme provide 
possibilities to take stock of HELCOM achievements in improving the status of the marine environment and 
to consider strategic directions for further HELCOM work, while marine litter and costs of degradation of the 
marine environment are of potential focus, too. 

3.5 The Meeting noted that the Ministerial Meeting would be held either under the EU or Finnish 
Chairmanship of HELCOM, took note that Finland is ready to host the meeting if decided to be held in the 
second half of 2018, and agreed that the exact timing of the Meeting should be decided by 2017. 

Eutrophication 

4.75 The Meeting took note of the information by the Chair of the Pressure WG Mr Lars Sonesten on 
the current status of the implementation of the HELCOM nutrient input reduction scheme (Presentation 3). 
In his presentation, the Pressure WG Chair highlighted the importance of further adjustments of the PLUS 
database, MAI CART OPER project as well as timing, completeness and quality of data collection and 
reporting. The Meeting thanked Mr Lars Sonesten for the excellent presentation. 

4.76 The Meeting discussed the progress achieved and took note of the following information by the 
Contracting Parties on the national measures to be put in place to further reduce nutrient inputs to the Baltic 
Sea: 

- Germany underlined the eutrophication issue remaining the biggest HELCOM challenge including 
riverine and shipping inputs and explaining the broad German marine related approach that besides 
the MSFD also includes WFD, the Fertilizer and Sewage Regulations or, for instance, ongoing 
considerations of an inter-agency nitrogen strategy. 

- Sweden highlighted the need to simultaneously launch implementation of measures to abate 
internal load within the Baltic Sea, that constitute a vast source of nutrients, with the land-based 
measures to reduce the input of nutrients.  

- Poland informed on an ongoing national consultation regarding new measures to be undertaken by 
Poland to reduce the input of nutrients. Poland will provide information regarding the new measures 
within 2016. 

- Lithuania expressed the concern that according to national assessment, the phosphorus CART for 
Lithuania is unachievable even when all possible measures, including the innovative ones, have been 
implemented. Lithuania also informed the Meeting that a significant part of the measures being 
implemented by Lithuania are included into river basin management plans.  

4.77 The Meeting noted that additional measures and investments have taken place in the coastal 
countries since the MAI/CART assessment period (up to 2012) and therefore, further reduction of nutrient 
inputs to the sea can be expected. At the same time, the Meeting recognized that there is a substantial time-
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lag between the reduction of inputs and positive effects in the marine environment, therefore, any early 
signals of the recovery are of importance to capture and communicate.  

4.78 The Meeting recognized the challenge of achieving a good environmental status of the Baltic 
Sea with regard to eutrophication and re-confirmed that it is a pan-Baltic issue concerning all Contracting 
Parties and which needs to be addressed in a holistic way and with involvement of other sectors in HELCOM 
work. 

4.79 The Meeting welcomed that the reallocation of extra reduction in one basin to the others will 
be discussed at PRESSURE 4-2016 and reported to HOD 50-2016, accordingly.    

4.80 The Meeting considered the draft Recommendations on waterborne pollution input assessment 
and the draft Recommendation on monitoring of airborne pollution (document 4-4), noted that the majority 
of the Contracting Parties are ready to adopt the Recommendations and took note of the study reservation 
by Germany on the draft Recommendations. The Meeting invited Germany to clarify their study reservation 
as soon as possible, but no later than HOD 50-2016, and mandated HOD 50-2016 to adopt the 
Recommendations.  

4.81 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the 'Project on making HELCOM eutrophication 
assessments operational (EUTRO-OPER)' (January 2014 – December 2015) (document 4-14). 

4.82 The Meeting noted that project activities related to indicators will continue as ‘EUTRO-OPER 
EXTENDED’ and that financial support from Germany provides resources to cover some of the activities 
proposed by the Intersessional network of eutrophication experts. 

 

PRESSURE 4-2016 

Agenda Item 7  Thematic session on input of nutrients 

Documents: 7-1, 7-2, 7-3, 7-3-Corr.1, 7-4, 7-5, 7-6, 7-7, 7-8, 7-9, 7-10, 7-11, 7-12, 7-13 

Overall planning of PLC-based assessment products 

7.1 The Meeting considered document 7-3, Proposal for procedures for releasing the reported PLC water 
data and accepting the filled-in and consolidated dataset as part of the steps to elaborate PLC products. 

7.2 The Meeting took note the statement by Poland regarding mandatory approval of the results of 
processing of national data and they further use in assessment procedures.  Thus the last bullet point of the 
document was rephrased accordingly. The Meeting agreed on the revised version of the document as 
presented in the Annex 4. 

7.3 The Meeting emphasized the importance of the involvement of the Pressure group in the process of 
approval of the assessment results. 

7.4 The Meeting took note of the German position that the CART assessment should not be performed 
annually, but due to the fact that the assessment is based on the annually reported data, this product is 
included into the annual workflow. 

7.5 The Meeting considered the suggestion on the roadmap for PLC-7 and PLC-8 assessments (doc. 7-7) and 
tasked the RedCore DG to update the Roadmap.  

7.6 The Meeting discussed the timeframe for the PLC-8 assessment and was of the opinion that the results 
should cater for the reporting under the EU regulations for the EU member states. From this point of view, 
the suggestion for the timeframe of the PLC-8 assessment can also be discussed by GEAR 14-2016 (10-11 
May). The Meeting also noted that Germany needs the assessment data latest in summer 2023. The Meeting 
agreed on a preliminary timeframe for the PLC-8 assessment, proposed by Germany at HOD 49-2015, as 2021 
for monitoring and the assessment in 2023. 

7.7 The Meeting also noted that the position of Germany regarding the contents of the PLC-7 and the 
timeframe and contents of PLC-8 will be clarified at HOD 50-2016, due to ongoing national consultation. 
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7.8 The Meeting decided to include a pilot exercise on assessment of inputs of nitrogen and phosphorus 
from seven major rivers into the PLC-6 periodical assessment and, consequently, to include this assessment 
product into both PLC-7 and PLC-8. The Meeting noted that the input by these rivers contribute about 50% 
of the total input of nutrients and might be used for an assessment on the effectiveness of measures in the 
long-term perspective.  

7.9 The Meeting took note of the information on harmonizing source apportionment methodology and 
agreed that PLC-6 will contain a compilation of the methodologies used for source apportionment in the 
countries. The compilation will be ready by spring 2017. PRESSURE 6-2017 will discuss the overview of the 
methodologies and agree on further steps towards its harmonization, including a proposal for the project. 
Thus, the Meeting was of the opinion that the better harmonized approach to application of the national 
methodologies would be applied for PLC-8 at the earliest. 

7.10 The Meeting pointed out that all the countries use national models taking into account specific 
natural parameters and conditions. Hence there is no intention to unify the models but make modelling 
results comparable. The Meeting also noted the importance of cooperation with OSPAR regarding 
methodological aspects of catchment modelling and source apportionment.  

7.11 The Meeting also noted that it is not essential that intercalibration be done in 2017. Early 2018 
is also acceptable if analysis methodology remains unchanged.  

7.12 The Meeting agreed that the project proposal for PLC-7 can be submitted to HOD 50-2016. The 
Meeting requested RedCore to elaborate the project proposal. 

PLC-6 assessment 

An outline of the PLC - 6 assessment and the project implementation 

7.13 The Meeting considered the updated roadmap for implementation of the PLC-6 project (doc.7-
1) and approved it, as presented by the Project Coordinator. The Meeting considered the overall structure of 
the PLC-6 assessment (doc. 7-2) and provided guidance on the contents. In particular, the Meeting expressed 
concern regarding the overlapping of information in some chapters with the existing HELCOM documents, 
e.g. PoM, and recommended to avoid this in the future. The Meeting also recommended to keep balance in 
selecting good examples of effective measures between the countries.  

7.14 The Meeting was of the opinion that the PLC-6 team has an ambitious plan and probably will 
need support from the Contracting Parties. The Meeting also expressed concern in the feasibility of compiling 
reliable information on the measures and consequently in the evaluation of their effectiveness.  

7.15 The Meeting agreed in general on the contents of the PLC-6 report, which had been prepared 
by the RedCore DG and the PLC-6 project team. 

7.16 The Meeting took note of and discussed the implementation of the tasks on assessment of 
effectiveness of measures and potential reduction in nutrient inputs of the PLC-6 project. The Meeting 
pointed out difficulties with the assessment of effectiveness of the measures addressing diffuse sources. The 
Meeting also emphasized that assessment of effectiveness of measures is an important but a rather 
challenging task, noting that the questionnaire which had been circulated by the Project Team was the first 
attempt to collect information. The Meeting recommended to the PLC-6 team to consider revising and 
simplifying the document taking into account the feedback by PRESSURE 4-2016 and replies by countries. 

7.17 The Meeting took note of the progress in the compilation of background and supporting data 
for the assessment report of the Sixth Baltic Sea Pollution Load Compilation (PLC-6), presented by Sweden 
(doc. 7-5). 

7.18 The Meeting took note of the status of the 2013-2014 annual PLC data reporting (doc. 7-11) and 
the status of the 2014 periodic PLC data reporting (doc. 7-13), provided by the PLC Data Manager. The 
Meeting was informed on the state of play of the reporting by all the countries. 

7.19 The Meeting expressed great concern on the feasibility of elaboration of the assessment 
products due to the delay of the data reporting.  
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Follow-up of the HELCOM nutrient reduction scheme 

Preparation of policy message product on CART 

7.20 The Meeting considered the initial suggestions for the CART assessment 2016, collected views 
from the Contracting Parties on the contents of the policy message product, and discussed the scope of the 
assessment and the approaches to elaborate its results.  

7.21 The Meeting exchanged views on the various aspects of the final products of the CART 
assessment and in general supported the current structure of the scientific report. Nonetheless, the Meeting 
was of the opinion that the scientific report should recommend a unified assessment methodology to avoid 
deviation in interpretation of the assessment data. 

7.22 The Meeting suggested several methods to assess the progress towards national reduction 
targets, e.g. using a 3- or 5-year averaging period or statistically adjusted data on the last year of the 
assessment. The Meeting noted that the Contracting Parties are not fully satisfied with the clarity of the 
policy message of the assessment 2015. 

7.23 The Meeting noted that countries are in favour of different averaging periods but agreed that 
the HELCOM policy message should be based on one agreed methodological approach. 

7.24 The Meeting agreed that the following questions should be included into the policy message: 

• Whether the reduction target is achieved? 

• What is the distance from the target, e.g. in tons? 

• What is the trend in inputs? 

7.25 The Meeting agreed to arrange a workshop dedicated to MAI/CART assessment methodologies 
in autumn 2016. The Meeting pointed out that the workshop should be organized when the recent 
assessment results are as ready as possible in order to use its outcomes for e.g. MSFD reporting. The 
workshop will outline the policy message.  

7.26 The Meeting requested the RedCore DG to prepare the agenda for the workshop and invited the 
Contracting Parties to provide input to the agenda of the workshop.  

7.27 The Meeting also encouraged the Contracting Parties to attend the workshop.  

Accounting for extra reductions 

7.28 The Meeting took note the information on a methodology for accounting an extra reduction in 
CART follow-up (Presentation 7).  

7.29 The Meeting discussed how the approach can be used for the MAI/CART assessment and the 
constraints involved in applying this approach. 

7.30 The Meeting took note of the information by Finland on an example of using extra reduction in 
the Archipelago Sea. The use of extra reduction is also important for several Contracting Parties to reach the 
reduction targets. 

7.31 The Meeting also noted that restoration measures in coastal waters could be considered as 
measures to reduce inputs to the offshore Baltic Sea and this could be taken into account in future work.  

7.32 The Meeting requested RedCore to elaborate more detailed documentation describing the 
methodology and limits for its application as well as provide examples. The Meeting also suggested to include 
the theme into the agenda of the workshop in the autumn 2016. 

Technical solutions for improving reporting and assessment procedures 

7.33 The Meeting took note of the information on the major products of the PLUS Project which was 
completed in the end of 2015.  

7.34 The Meeting agreed that the tools are helpful for the PLC reporting procedures and agreed that 
the targets of the Project were achieved and the tasks were accomplished.  
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7.35 The Meeting was of the opinion that there is a need to organize a sufficient maintenance of the 
project products in the future. 

7.36 The Meeting thanked the Project Team, the Project Coordinator Sriram Sethuraman and the 
Secretariat for the successful implementation of the Project. 

7.37 The Meeting took note of the progress in implementation of the HELCOM Project MAI-CART 
OPER 2015-2017. The Meeting agreed that the implementation of the Project is in line with the 
recommendations of the kick-off workshop and the agreed timeframe (Presentation 8).  

7.38 The Meeting expressed the concern that the funding of the Project has still not been completely 
secured. The Meeting encouraged the Contracting Parties to consider funding the remaining 30% (20 
thousand euros) of the Project. 


