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Background 
PRESSURE 6-2017 was mainly devoted to the issues related to input of nutrients to the Baltic Sea and to 
follow up the implementation of the HELCOM nutrient reduction scheme. Also environmental pressure 
caused by input if nutrients was discussed. 
 

Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to take note of the information and use it for further implementation of the project 
and elaboration of the project deliverables. 
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 Matters arising from the other project group meetings 
 

7th Meeting of the Project for the development of the second holistic assessment of the Baltic Sea 
(HOLAS II 7-2017) 
3.2 The Meeting took note that written comments from the core team on the meeting documents 
under agenda items 4 to 8 can be submitted to the Secretariat by 13 April 2017 (lena.bergström@helcom.fI). 
The comments will be considered when finalizing the summary report for submission to State & Conservation 
6-2017 (15-19 May) that will aim at the technical endorsement of the first version of the ‘State of the Baltic 
Sea’ report. GEAR 16-2017 (23-24 May) will consider recommending to HOD 52-2017 (20-21 June) to publish 
the report. 

7.2 The Meeting took note of the presentation by SYKE, Finland, as representative of the SPICE 
project, on the updated results of the BSPI and BSII (Presentation 4). The Meeting noted that the input of 
hazardous substances was not yet represented in the analysis and that the approval of some ecosystem 
component layers is still pending. The Meeting agreed that the updated results will be prepared in time for 
the submission of the summary report to State & Conservation 6-2017.  

7.3 The Meeting took note that the input of nutrients will be represented by the concentration 
of nutrients based on data from the COMBINE database as recommended by the HOLAS II core team 
(Outcome of HOLAS II 6-2016, paras 6.14-6.16). The Meeting further noted that input of hazardous 
substances is proposed to be represented by results from the CHASE assessment based on station data 
(initial status assessment, cf para 5.8). The Meeting noted that these pressure layers will be made available 
to the Contracting Parties within short for checking and approval before submission of the updated results 
to State & Conservation 6-2017. 

 

PRESSURE 6-2017 
7.12 The Meeting pointed out that the CART assessment was not properly discussed at the MAI-
CART Workshop due to lack of the approved national data and suggested to have a short session on the 
CART evaluation results back-to-back with PRESSURE 7-2017. 

MAI core indicator 

7.13 The Meeting considered the draft HELCOM Core Pressure Indicator on Nutrient Inputs (doc- 
7-2-Rev.1) and agreed on it in principle. 

7.14 The Meeting thanked the PLC-6 team for the work and welcomed the first PLC-6 product. The 
Meeting also pointed out that some figures and text require editorial corrections. 

7.15 The Meeting suggested to lift up the message on the achieved reduction in the narrative part 
of the indicator report and to update the policy relevance section; the precision of the values in the tables 
should be more realistic avoiding excessive decimal places. The narrative part does not match information in 
the figures and table 2 and require updating. The Meeting agreed to delete table 2 from the indicator report. 

7.16 The Meeting noted that the GUR should be changed to green in the table on N input. 

7.17 The Meeting pointed out that the introduction of break points should be accompanied by 
explanatory text indicating the reasons of changing in the trends. 

7.18 The Meeting requested to clarify whether trend analyses have been taken into account in the 
assessment of MAI and whether the uncertainty is calculated based on trends or on 3-year average. The 
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methods to calculate uncertainties should be harmonized between MAI and CART assessment as much as 
possible. 

7.19 The Meeting agreed on the next steps - to provide written comments by 5 May 2017 to the 
Secretariat (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi); to circulate the updated version based on the written 
comments by 12 May 2017 to the Pressure group contacts; to endorse the final version by 19 May 2017 (tacit 
approval) - towards the submission of the draft HELCOM Core Pressure Indicator on Nutrient Inputs to HOD 
52-2017 for adoption. 

CART assessment methodology 

7.20 The Group took note of a provisional comparison of three assessment methodologies for 
evaluation of CART fulfilment, taking into account that they are based on provisional PLC-6 assessment data 
(doc. 7-13).  

7.21 Several Contracting Parties expressed the opinion that the trend-based assessment is hard to 
understand and rather difficult to use for policy messages and that three years is a compromise which is 
acceptable for several countries. The Meeting took note that Denmark was not in the position to support a 
specific method. The final decision will be taken at PRESSURE 7-2017.  

7.22 The Meeting warned that using different methods might lead to different conclusions, 
particularly in the cases when the input is close to the ceiling and uncertainty might indicate extra reduction 
or missing reduction. That is why the Meeting highlighted the importance of using a unified method rather 
than Contracting Parties choosing methods to make their own assessments. 

CART policy message 

7.24 The Meeting considered the proposal for CART policy message and its visualization, based on 
the outcomes of the MAI-CART Workshop, and in principle agreed on the contents and thanked the Chair 
and he Secretariat for the effort. 

7.25 The Meeting provided following comments on the draft CART policy message: 

- to include an asterisk stating the indicative status of Polish reduction targets;  
- to include into the policy message a projection for the year 2021 but not a longer projection, due to 

very high level of uncertainty; 
- to indicate the achieved reduction in percent and remained reduction in tons; 
- to make a suggestion for a hybrid figure integrating bar chart fig. 3 and values from the table 2 

illustrating the magnitude of the required reduction in absolute values. 

Using the extra reduction 

7.26 The Meeting also discussed the use of extra reduction methodology and its reflection in the 
policy message. 

7.27 The Meeting noted that Germany was of the opinion that there should be an agreement on 
the principles, as laid down in the PRESSURE 5-2016 document 8-3, as a prerequisite for using the 
methodology. Russia pointed out that the methodology was approved by HOD 51-2016 for a trial use in the 
PLC-6 project. 

7.28 The Meeting requested the PLC-6 team to elaborate a document containing a list of sub-
basins where extra reduction methodology can be applied and which countries can do that for their 
reduction targets, as well as with tentative amounts of the extra reduction. The document will be circulated 
to the Pressure group contacts, and the Contracting Parties will be invited to approve the use of the 
methodology for their national reduction targets by 30 June 2017. 
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Reporting the data on source apportionment  

7.29 The Meeting took note of the current status of reporting data on sources apportionment (doc. 
7-6). 

7.30 The Meeting took note of the information by the countries regarding the reporting of the data: 

- Germany informed that the data will be delivered in time; 
- Poland informed that the national consultations are ongoing and the approval of the data is possible 

by the PLC-6 15-2017; 
- Russia and Estonia are progressing and will provide data by the deadline 16 June 2017; 
- Sweden has recently made verification of the data. 

7.31 The Meeting pointed out that the source apportionment is one of four PLC-6 products of high 
demand, since the latest ranking of nutrient sources is based on 2006 data. The Meeting invited all countries 
to do their best to provide reliable data for this product in due time. In case the data for all countries will not 
be available, the Meeting agreed that the PLC-6 project will be modified. The deliverable – “Determine the 
priority order of different sources of pollutants for the pollution of the Baltic Sea” will be modified as 
“Determine the priority order of different sources of pollutants for some individual countries where the data 
are available”. 

Reporting the data on effectiveness of measures 

7.34 The Meeting took note of the current state of the reporting of information for the assessment 
of effectiveness of measures which is one of the new HELCOM PLC products (doc. 7-9). The Meeting also took 
note that the effectiveness of agricultural measures is the most difficult one to assess. 

7.35 The Meeting also took note of the information by the countries on the reporting of national 
data: 

- Denmark will investigate a possibility to report the data in May. 
- Finland has recently reported the information and the missing data will be provided in a couple of 

weeks. 
- Germany informed that the information on measures to reduce waterborne input has been reported 

but that information on airborne inputs can be delivered only if it is clear what information is 
requested.  

- Poland informed that the relevant information is not being collected, thus no more data is expected 
to be reported. 

- Russia informed that the information on the implemented measures and their potential effects from 
the federal state located in the watershed of the Baltic Sea will be reported by the end of May; 

- Sweden informed that the prognoses of reduction was updated and the figures will be reported by 
the deadline. 

7.36 The Meeting took note of the position of Germany on the challenges of collection of 
information on the effectiveness of measures and that better harmonizing of the requested information with 
other processes (e.g. WFD and Gothenburg Protocol) would help in collecting the required data. 

Assessing of input by big rivers 

7.37 The Meeting took note of the information on the assessment of input by big rivers (doc. 7-16) 

7.38 The Meeting noted a suggestion by CCB to establish reduction targets for the big rivers in the 
Baltic Sea region, which might facilitate the implementation of the BSAP. The data may be used to optimize 
monitoring in order to reduce uncertainty in the assessment of inputs of nutrients. The Meeting also noted 
a rather low correlation between loads and flows for some rivers, and that requires an explanation.  



PLC-6  15-2017, 2-1 
 

 

Page 5 of 5 
 

7.39 The Meeting pointed out that the maps in the report should be further elaborated integrating 
background information and some other data collected by the PLC project on sources of nutrients and land 
use, etc. 

7.40 The Meeting requested the RedCore group to consider a possibility to include the information 
on flow-normalized annual average concentrations as well as a summary of catchment characteristics. 
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