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Outcome of the Fourth Meeting of the Working Group on 
Reduction of Pressures from the Baltic Sea Catchment Area 

(PRESSURE 4-2016) 

Introduction 
0.1 The Fourth Meeting of the HELCOM Working Group on Reduction of Pressures from the Baltic 
Sea Catchment Area (PRESSURE 4-2016) was held by invitation from the Swedish Agency for Marine and 
Water Management, in Gothenburg, Sweden, on 19-21 April 2016.  

0.2 The Meeting was attended by the Contracting Parties to the Helsinki Convention, except for 
European Union and Latvia. Observers from Coalition Clean Baltic and EurEau, as well as invited guests from 
Baltic Nest Institute (BNI) and EUSBSR-PA Hazards.  The List of Participants is contained in Annex 1. 

0.3 Mr. Björn Sjöberg, Director of the Department for Marine and Water Management at the 
Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management, welcomed the Meeting on behalf of the host, the 
Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management. 

0.4 The Meeting was chaired by Mr. Lars Sonesten, Chair of the Pressure Group. Mr. Dmitry Frank-
Kamenetsky, assisted by Ms. Marta Ruiz and Ms. Leena Heikkilä, from the HELCOM Secretariat acted as 
secretary of the Meeting. 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

Documents: 1-1, 1-1-Rev.1, 1-2 

 The Meeting took note of the request from Finland to inform under ‘Any other business’ (AI 8), 
on update on the Policy Area Nutri as well as information on the EU SBSR annual forum to be held in 
November 2016 in Stockholm, Sweden.  

 The Meeting agreed on the proposals. The Meeting adopted the agenda of the Meeting as 
contained in document 1-1-Rev.1. 

Agenda Item 2  Matters arising from other HELCOM work 

Documents: 2-1 

 The Meeting took note of the outcomes of Heads of Delegation meeting (HOD 49-2015), 
HELCOM meeting (HELCOM 37-2016), State&Conservation 3-2015 and AGRI 3-2016, as well as a of number 
of workshops and project meetings that have taken place since the PRESSURE 3-2015 meeting. 

Agenda Item 3  Follow up on marine litter and underwater noise  

Documents: 3-1, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, 3-5, 3-6 

Marine litter  

 The Meeting took note of the key messages of the HELCOM Stakeholder Conference on Marine 
Litter held in Helsinki on 9 March 2016 (doc. 3-1) as presented by the Secretariat. 

 The Meeting discussed the request by HELCOM 37-2016 to take the key messages into account 
in the future work of the Pressure Working Group, and considered opportunities, scope and timeframe for 
possible regional roundtable on marine litter. 

 The Meeting took note of the information by Germany regarding the recently organized national 
roundtable which involved various stakeholders and covered all the themes included into Regional Action 
Plan on Marine Litter (RAP ML). The Meeting also noted that Germany is planning 2-3 meetings to be held 
this year and a high level event next year.  
 

Page 2 of 36 
 



Outcome of PRESSURE 4-2016 
 

 The Meeting emphasised the need to set up regional dialog especially for the task leads and co-
leads of the different actions to follow up the implementation of the RAP ML and address the issues to the 
relevant audience, e.g. HELCOM Working Groups and stakeholders outside the immediate HELCOM 
structure.  

 The Meeting also stressed the importance of cooperation between European Regional Sea 
Conventions to exchange experience and to discuss progress in the implementation of regional action plans 
and identify areas for joined action. 

 The Meeting agreed to arrange the workshop back-to-back with PRESSURE 5-2016 and invite 
national coordinators, experts from EN-Marine Litter, experts who are task leads and co-leads of actions, and 
authorities and other stakeholders to discuss practical aspects of the RAP ML implementation and to identify 
fora to follow up the implementation of the particular actions. The Meeting noted the link between 
discussion on implementation of the national programmes of measures in the frame of the MSFD and the 
RAP ML. The Meeting also invited PA Hazards to cooperate with HELCOM in the organization of the regional 
dialog on implementation of the RAP ML in particular with regard in microplastics. 

 The Meeting took note of the current status of the actions of the RAP ML, including details of 
Lead and Co-Lead Countries and on-going regional and national activities (doc. 3-3).  

 The Meeting agreed that the table in document 3-3 is the appropriate tool to follow the request 
by HELCOM 37-2016 (cf. para 3.2). The Meeting also agreed to update this document for upcoming PRESSURE 
meetings. 

 The Meeting took note of the updated information on activities linked to the RAP on Marine 
Litter as follows:  

− Estonia informed on the feedback received on the questionnaire on landfills circulated by e-mail in 
relation to action RL14 of the RAP ML. Information has been provided by all HELCOM members 
except Russia. The received feedback indicated that all the landfills are under control in the region 
and cannot be considered as sources of marine litter. There is no updated information regarding 
RL11. 

− With regard to actions RL3 and RL5, Germany informed that two studies will be carried out in 2016 
to establish an overview on best waste management practices and potential loopholes , as well as 
on the development of possible design improvements to reduce the negative impacts of products on 
the marine environment. For RL6 the national report on sources of microplastics is already available. 
For RS 2 an advanced draft of a background document is available. A questionnaire has also been 
sent to Maritime Group but only three countries have provided their answers so far, with the 
deadline for replies by 6 May 2016. Germany also informed the Meeting on the general expectations 
to be able to fulfil the deadlines of the actions under their leadership. 

− Sweden informed on a report prepared by the Commission set up by the Swedish Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) to identify significant sources of microplastics in Sweden 
(http://www.naturvardsverket.se/upload/miljoarbete-i-samhallet/miljoarbete-i-
sverige/regeringsuppdrag/2016/mikroplaster/swedish-sources-and-pathways-for-microplastics-to-
marine%20environment-ivl-c183.pdf) and to act to reduce the origination and release of 
microplastics from these sources to the marine environment. Sweden also informed on the report 
on possibility to ban the use of microplastics in cosmetics. Sweden expect to be able to fulfil the 
deadlines of the actions under their leadership.  

 The Meeting took note that Sweden will not be able to lead action RL1, but to contribute to it. 
Regarding this action, the Meeting took note of the Swedish proposal to change the deadline to 2019 in order 
to be able to benefit from the guidelines produced by the BLASTIC project in 2018. The Meeting also took 
note of the Swedish proposal to proceed likewise with actions RS6 and RS7, under the leadership of Poland, 
in view of the expected outcomes in the frame of the MARELITT Baltic project to be available in 2018. 

 The Meeting agreed that relevant Questionnaires for the implementation of the RAP will also be 
circulated to the Marine Litter Expert Network and PRESSURE contacts. For action RS2, where Germany is in 
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lead the Questionnaire as mentioned above should be send out again by the Secretariat via MARITIME, the 
Expert Network and PRESSURE with a final deadline of 6 May 6 2016.  

 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Germany to cooperate closer with professional 
societies and other political units developing sectoral regulations in order to include considerations of 
environmental issues into those regulations. 

 The Meeting also welcomed the suggestion by Germany to involve HELCOM into the ongoing 
OSPAR activity aimed at establishing a dialogue with the industries regarding microplastics in products.  

 The Meeting took note of the Finnish offer to co-lead action RL7 ‘Investigate and promote best 
available techniques‘ as well as research and develop additional techniques in waste water treatment plants 
to prevent microparticles from entering the marine environment. The Meeting agreed that the term ‘best 
available techniques’ in the frame of RL7 can be rephrased as compilation of ‘available techniques’. 

 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Estonia for early revision of the RAP ML based on 
the prioritisation of measures and that it could be a topic to discuss at the workshop in autumn. The Meeting 
welcomed a suggestion by Germany that an overview of implementation of the actions of the RAP ML should 
be prepared in advance for the workshop.  

 The Meeting took note of the information by CCB (doc. 3-6) on the ongoing activities on 
mitigation of littering the marine environment and future plans to address microparticles. 

 The Meeting agreed to set up a 3-week written procedure (12 May 2016) to update information 
on implementation of the RAP ML (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi). 

 The Meeting took note of the information provided by Germany on the European Conference 
on Plastics in Freshwater Environments to be held in Berlin on 21-22 June 2016. The Meeting invited national 
experts to attend the conference (link to the conference website). 

Underwater noise 

 The Meeting took note that the study reservation by Russia was lifted at HELCOM 37-2016 where 
the roadmap, containing an additional reference to IMO as proposed by Russia (HELCOM 37 document 4-17), 
was adopted (Annex 3 of the Outcome of HELCOM 37-2016). 

 The Meeting took note of the present plans and timetable for the further development of the 
underwater noise indicators as follows: 

Continuous low frequency anthropogenic sound: 

• Lead Country: Poland, co-Lead Countries: Denmark, Finland, Germany and Sweden  

• Indicator with GES-boundaries/GES-criteria anticipated as ready for use in HOLAS II: YES. The 
indicator development aims to proceed according to HOLAS II time-table. Should not be 
possible to propose a GES-boundary for the integration of the continuous noise indicator into 
HOLAS, an interim GES-boundary condition will be proposed. 

• Plan 2016: 

o Q2 2016: proposal for a monitoring programme based on ongoing efforts (i.e. BIAS 
project) for submitted to STATE&CONSERVATION 4-2016 for consideration.  

o Q3 2016:  

 develop a proposal for assessment protocol;  

 tentatively June 2016: identify needs for long-term data arrangements for 
ambient noise monitoring data, i.a. BIAS calculated data (not raw data) to be 
brought to HELCOM members;  

 June 2016: workshop on GES on underwater noise envisaged in Germany. 

o  Q4 2016:  
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 5-6 October 2016: BalticBOOST workshop on GES on underwater noise;  

 propose an interim GES-boundary condition to relevant Working Group for 
a core indicator integration into HOLAS II based on the work conducted in 
the two workshops previously mentioned;  

 finalisation of the continuous noise indicator report. 

o Q1 2017: Completing indicator evaluation for the first version of the 2nd holistic 
assessment to be prepared by mid-2017. 

Distribution in time and space of low- and mid- frequency impulsive sounds:  

• Lead Country: Germany, co-Lead Countries: Denmark, Finland and Sweden  

• Indicator with GES-boundaries/GES-criteria anticipated as ready for use in HOLAS II: YES. The 
indicator development aims to proceed according to HOLAS II time-table. Should not be 
possible to propose a GES-boundary for the integration of the impulsive noise indicator into 
HOLAS, an interim GES-boundary condition will be proposed. 

• Plan 2016:  

o Q2 2016: HELCOM members have been invited to inform of their national 
arrangements in order to deliver data to the registry for the use in HOLAS II in the 
upcoming PRESSURE 4-2016 (19-21 April 2016). 

o Q3 2016:  

 June 2016: workshop on GES on underwater noise envisaged in Germany.  

 follow up on the needs on the regional registry of impulsive activities as part 
of the joint HELCOM/OSPAR registry hosted by ICES;  

 initiate testing the registry with available project/national.  

o Q4 2016:  

 5-6 October 2016: BalticBOOST workshop on GES on underwater noise;  

 develop a proposal for assessment protocol;  

 propose an interim GES-boundary condition to relevant Working Group for 
a core indicator integration into HOLAS II based on the work conducted in 
the two workshops previously mentioned;  

 finalisation of the impulsive noise indicator report.  

o Q1 2017: Completing indicator evaluation for the first version of the 2nd holistic 
assessment to be prepared by mid-2017. 

 The Meeting took note of the progress in setting up the OSPAR-HELCOM registry of underwater 
noise (doc. 3-2, Presentation 1).The Meeting also took note that the reporting format for reporting data to 
the OSPAR-HELCOM impulsive noise events registry had been evaluated by EN-Network. Reporting has been 
tested by some countries and the Meeting approved the reporting format (Annex of doc. 3-2), noting that it 
was coordinated with that developed within OSPAR and TG-Noise.  

 The Meeting took note of the national arrangements planned/undertaken in order to deliver 
data to the regional registry by September 2016 for the use in the Second Holistic assessment (HOLAS II) as 
follows: 

− Lithuania informed that the data cannot be collected earlier than 2018;  

− Finland will be able to supply data for the HOLAS II assessment; 
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− Sweden informed on the existence of a national registry with reporting format to collect the data 
but the data from some sources are reported on a voluntary, not obligatory basis. It is expected 
that data are available before the summer; 

− Poland needs written procedure after the Meeting to clarify national arrangements and possibility 
to report national data; 

− Denmark will be able to deliver data on seismic activities from 2015. Denmark has started collecting 
data on naval events and other sources of impulsive noise in 2016. No data can be reported before 
that time; 

− Germany informed that the export functions to fulfil international commitments for data from pile 
driving, naval events and seismic activities are completed. Data for the Baltic noise registry will be 
provided to ICES by September 2016, but only from one windpark as this the only available dataset 
so far. The Meeting also took note that Germany will consider GES as part of an indicator workshop 
to take place in June 2016 together with TG Noise; 

− Russia has not any arrangements. 

 The Meeting took note of the dates 5-6 October 2016 for the HELCOM workshop on underwater 
noise and agreed that comments to the provisional draft programme are forwarded to the Secretariat 
(marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) by 6 May 2016. The Meeting welcomed the offer by Denmark and Germany to 
consider hosting the workshop. 

 The Meeting took note of the compilation of the internationally available reviews on underwater 
noise mitigation measures and of the questionnaire prepared by BalticBOOST, to be filled in by HELCOM 
countries in order to identify which of the listed measures are nationally implemented, planned to be, or 
have the potential to be implemented in the future as contained in document 3-5 (Presentation 2). 

 The Meeting considered the procedure to refine and then fill in the questionnaire. The Meeting 
agreed to provide comments on the questionnaire from both and Pressure and Maritime delegates to the 
Secretariat (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) by 6 May 2016. The Secretariat will need to collate the comments and 
post the questionnaire at the HELCOM website by 20 May 2016. The Contracting Parties will fill in 
questionnaire in by 10 June 2016.  

Agenda Item 4  Dredging activities and extraction of mineral resources 

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

 The Meeting took note of the information on the state of data reporting in accordance with the 
new reporting format and discussed the obstacles to provide complete national data sets (Presentation 3).  

 The Meeting took note of the following clarification by the countries: 

− Estonia reported data in 2013 but there was no dredging activities during that year. Contaminants 
were not reported in year 2014, due to their concentration on the dredging material at the level of 
natural background; 

− Russia informed that data from 2007 and 2008 had been reported; 

− Finland: information on reporting data as contained in Table 1 in document 4-1 is misleading; 

− Denmark indicated that summing-up the depositing sites reported in different years is not correct. 
The data from 2013 and 2014 to be further clarified. Denmark informed that it will unfortunately not 
be able to deliver data on dredging activities. 

 The Meeting also took note of the information required for HOLAS II assessment of pressures 
caused by human activities and identified issues in the reporting template which should be modified to cater 
for the assessment.  

 The Meeting discussed the suggested updates to the reporting guideline and format, listed in 
the Conclusions chapter of document 4-1, and decided to organize an expert skype meeting to discuss it.  
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 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to nominate experts by 3 May (dmitry.frank-
kamenetsky@helcom.fi) for a skype meeting on dredged material reporting format to be held during May.  

 The Meeting agreed to submit the suggested changes to the reporting guideline and format, 
based on outcomes of the Skype meeting, to HODs for approval via correspondence. 

 The Meeting took note of the study reservations by Denmark and Germany on the document 
until after the discussion at the Skype meeting. 

 The Meeting took note of the initial ideas on how to improve the assessment of impact of the 
activities on dredging and depositing dredged material into the Sea utilizing newly reported data. The 
Meeting also noted that the methodology has to be elaborated and agreed by the Contracting Parties by the 
end of 2016 to be used for HOLLAS II assessments. 

 The Meeting agreed that the assessment methodology and the procedure of its elaboration 
should be discussed at the expert meeting. 

 The Meeting took note of the information by CCB on the physical loss and damage to the sea 
floor: marine sediment extraction in the Baltic Sea (doc. 4-4), including the call for better coordination in this 
respect by HELCOM Subsidiary bodies and a proposal for revision of relevant HELCOM assessment products 
and requirements. 

 The Meeting also took note of the information provided by CCB to consider available 
information, i.a., the ICES report “Effects of extraction of marine sediments on the marine environment 
2005-2011” published in 2016 
(http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Cooperative%20Research%20Report%20(CRR)/crr3
30/CRR%20330.pdf. 

 The Meeting took note of the information by the countries that some data on extraction of sand 
and gravel at the sea floor are available in the countries, but that the data set is not complete against the 
requirements of HELCOM Recommendation 19/1. 

 The Meeting agreed on the need to update HELCOM Status Report on Marine sediment 
extraction in the Baltic Sea (1999), based on reliable, comprehensive, geo-referenced national data and 
agreed to conduct the reporting on marine sediment extraction in the Baltic Sea according to HOLAS II needs, 
and, subsequently, consider the need of regular reporting and revision of Recommendation 19/1. Denmark 
informed that they will inform the Secretariat on the data which are available for this assessment. 

Agenda Item 5  Draft HELCOM Recommendation on sewage sludge handling 

Documents: 5-1 

 The Meeting took note of the Draft HELCOM Recommendation on Sewage Sludge Handling as 
presented by the Secretariat (doc. 5-1). 

 The Meeting took note of the study reservation by Germany and Poland on the draft HELCOM 
Recommendation on sewage sludge handling. 

 The Meeting agreed on the new version of the draft Recommendation for further submission to 
the upcoming meeting of the Heads of Delegation. 

 The Meeting agreed to withdraw Annex 2 “Tentative limit values” from the draft, due to existing 
various national regulations identifying the limit values and taking into account regional chemical parameters 
of soils. The Meeting also encouraged the Contracting Parties to work further on the development of the 
national limit values for concentrations of unwanted substances in sewage sludge and to exchange this 
information within the HELCOM group.  

 The Meeting agreed on the draft HELCOM Recommendation as contained in Annex 2 to this 
Outcome. The Meeting also agreed that the Contracting Parties will make a final check of the agreed draft 
Recommendation and inform the Secretariat (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi) by 2 May 2016, whether 
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any minor corrections are needed, though bearing in mind that the document will be proofread before its 
submission to HOD 50-2016. 

Agenda Item 6  Hazardous substances 

Documents: 6-1, 6-1-Rev.1, 6-2, 6-3, 6-4, 6-5 

 The Meeting took note the draft Status report on pharmaceuticals in the Baltic Sea environment 
and welcomed the effort by the Secretariat and PA Hazards to preparation the report (doc. 6-1-Rev.1) 

 The Meeting agreed that the report is the starting point for further development of the regional 
strategy.  

 The Meeting agreed in principle on publication of the report, taking into account the comments 
by State&Conservation and Pressure Groups, and decided to establish a group to work further in order to 
suggest further actions on pharmaceuticals in the Baltic Sea region. 

 The Meeting agreed to withdraw Chapters 4.1 and 6.3 from the report and move them to the 
annex. The Meeting also agreed to use the term “potential measures for further consideration” instead of 
“recommendation” in Chapter 8.4. 

 The Meeting agreed on the following procedure to finalize the Status report:  

 all corrections will be incorporated into the document by the Secretariat with the assistance of PA 
Hazard Coordinator and experts by 7 May 2016 and the draft Status report will be circulated to the 
Contracting Parties for reviewing; 

 all the replies by the national experts should be sent to the Secretariat (dmirty.frank-
kamenetsky@helcom.fi) by 17 May 2016 in order to submit the draft Status report to HOD 50-2016 for 
approval for publication. 

 The Meeting considered how the results of the Status report can be used for the revision of 
HELCOM Recommendation 31E/1 “Implementing HELCOM’s objective for hazardous substances” with regard 
to the list of priority substances and substances of concern as well as implementation of the new HELCOM 
action “Micropollutants in effluents from wastewater treatment plants” (cf. doc. 6-2). 

 The Meeting noted that HELCOM 37-2016 had agreed on 13 future HELCOM actions as a result 
of the coordination efforts relating to national PoMs. The Meeting took note of the actions falling under the 
Pressure WG and agreed to incorporate the actions into its future work. 

 The Meeting took note of the results of a questionnaire on the input of organic compounds (doc. 
7-9 and Presentation 4) and discussed how the information can be utilized for implementation of the action 
on micropollutants in effluents from WWTP and for reviewing the existing list of HELCOM priorities (HELCOM 
Recommendation 31E/1). 

 The Meeting welcomed the results of the questionnaire noting that the collected information is 
a good starting point to identify the pollutants of high concern for the Baltic Sea region, containing also an 
overview of the availability of information on input of these substances into the Sea. 

 The Meeting was of the opinion that the information should be coupled and correlated with the 
work on HELCOM core indicators in order to identify any discrepancy between the major concern in fresh 
water or coastal water and indicators of the ecosystem health of the Baltic Sea. The result should be a starting 
point to revise the list of priority substances of HELCOM Recommendation 31E/1. 

 The Meeting discussed further ways to use the outcomes of the questionnaire, particularly in 
the preparation of the PLC reports. The Meeting agreed to include a summary into PLC-6 report. The Meeting 
suggested to inform State&Conservation Group on the results of the questionnaire to coordinate activities 
on identification of the priority pollutants in the Baltic Sea region.  

 The Meeting took note of the position of Finland regarding the revision of HELCOM 
Recommendation 31E/1 (doc. 6-3). The Meeting noted that there are several ongoing processes gathering 
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information on the hazardous substances at HELCOM, EU or at national levels, e.g. revision of HOLLAS II, 
WFD, etc. The revision should integrate all the collected information. Sweden informed on the ongoing 
national investigation and suggested to postpone the revision of the Recommendation 31E/1 at least till 
spring 2017.  

 The Meeting agreed with the suggestion by Finland, Poland and Sweden to postpone the review 
of Recommendation 31E/1, the definitions and the purpose of its attachments, until the latter part of year 
2017 and in the meantime continue the work on collecting information on hazardous substances. 

 The Meeting suggested that the future PLC reporting should pay more attention to the 
hazardous substances. The Meeting requested the RedCore Drafting Group to consider the results of the 
questionnaire and elaborate a proposal for the Contracting Parties to compile more detailed national 
information on the substances which were prioritized. 

 The Meeting encouraged Poland to provide the information for the questionnaire.  

 The Meeting took note of the updated information by CCB on the situation around the landfill 
of toxic wastes Krasnyi Bor and the suggestions for the way forward for resolving the situation.  

 The Meeting took note of the information on the current conditions and the state of 
environmental measures at the toxic waste landfill provided by the director of the enterprise Polygon Krasnyi 
Bor (Presentation 5) and an expert from LLC "Tehnoterra"(Presentation 6). The Meeting discussed the 
current state of wastewater treatment facilities and maintenance of embankments or walls and construction 
of landfill and the drainage system. 

 The Meeting expressed the concern regarding the efficiency of the WWTP, current emissions to 
air, surface and ground water, the current environmental monitoring at the surroundings of the landfill and 
the fate of the hazardous wastes generated by the enterprises after the landfill has been closed. The Russian 
delegation presented information on the efficiency of WWTP and clarified that the monitoring is organized 
on weekly basis and involves regular sampling of surface and ground water. The Meeting was also informed 
that the current amount of the toxic waste generated at the industrial facilities of St. Petersburg and nearby 
regions is considerably lower than in the past, and that other locations and options for environmentally safe 
waste management and for landfilling are to be found in the region. 

 The Meeting took note of the statement by Estonia regarding readiness for cooperation to 
prepare an appropriate project proposal for the remediation of the Polygon (Annex 3).  

 The Meeting took note the statement by Finland on its preparedness to cooperate and share 
experience and expertise on handling hazardous waste. 

 The Meeting welcomed the preparedness of the Russia for an open and transparent dialogue on 
the current situation around the landfill and on sustainable and cost-efficient ways of resolving the problem. 
The Meeting also noted the intention of the Russian Federation to involve international experience as well 
as international financial tools into the remediation work of the area and deletion of the hot spot from the 
HELCOM list.  

 The Meeting took note of the information on the national funds allocated in the Regional and 
Federal budgets to mitigate the most acute environmental risks posed by the landfill and the plan to 
remediate the area. 

 The Meeting thanked the Russian delegation for the transparency in presenting the current 
situation and expressed the preparedness for cooperation and assisting Russia to identify potential external 
funding sources to mitigate environmental risks and to eliminate environmental damage caused by the 
landfill. 

 The Meeting suggested arranging a study visit of international experts to the landfill in 
cooperation with HELCOM in order to evaluate the current situation at the polygon and to outline the ways 
towards elimination of the hot spot. The Meeting agreed that the study visit would boost international 
cooperation aimed at elimination of the HELCOM hot spot.  
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 The Meeting requested the Secretariat together with Russia to prepare appropriate suggestions 
for the study visit and inform the Pressure Group contacts on the suggested dates. The Meeting also 
requested the Secretariat to facilitate communication between the Russian authorities and international 
organizations, experts, and financial institutions. 

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 

 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. 

 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. 

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

 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. 

 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.  

 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. 

 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. 

 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.  

 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. 

 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.  

 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.  
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 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 

 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.  

 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.  

 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. 

 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. 

 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). 

 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. 

 The Meeting expressed great concern on the feasibility of elaboration of the assessment 
products due to the delay of the data reporting.  

Follow-up of the HELCOM nutrient reduction scheme 
Preparation of policy message product on CART 

 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.  

 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. 

 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. 

 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. 

 The Meeting agreed that the following questions should be included into the policy message: 
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• Whether the reduction target is achieved? 

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

• What is the trend in inputs? 

 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.  

 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.  

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

Accounting for extra reductions 

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

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

 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. 

 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.  

 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 

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

 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.  

 The Meeting was of the opinion that there is a need to organize a sufficient maintenance of the project 
products in the future. 

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

 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).  

 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. 

Agenda Item 8  Any other business 

Documents: 8-1, 8-2 

 The Meeting checked and updated the Contact Lists of the Pressure Working Group (document 
9-1), attached as Annex 5 to this Outcome. 
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 The Meeting took note of the information by Germany on the activities at Leibniz Science 
Campus Phosphorus Research Rostock and encouraged countries to take part in the workshop. 

 The Meeting took note of the information by PA NUTRI on the outcomes of stakeholder’s 
seminar organized in Gdansk on 14 April 2016 and the suggestion for a joint seminar (PA Hazards, PA Nutri, 
PA Bioeconomy) at the EUSBSR Forum in Stockholm, 8-9 November 2016.  

 The Meeting also took note of the information on an activity on taking a stock of the national 
policies related to recycling of phosphorus, launched by the Agri Group, and that the first results are expected 
to be obtained by the autumn 2016. The Meeting supported the initiative of Agri group and invited national 
experts to cooperate with the drafting group. 

 The Meeting noted that PA Nutri had encouraged national representatives to attend the PA 
Nutri Steering Committee meeting on 26 April 2016. 

 The Meeting took note of the information by Russia on the need to revise some of the 
HELCOM Recommendations falling under the Pressure group ToR, and that Russia is ready to prepare a 
relevant overview. The Meeting agreed to include the issue into the agenda for PRESSURE 5-2016.  

Agenda Item 9  Future work and meetings 

Documents: 9-1 

 The Meeting welcomed the offer by Poland to host PRESSURE 5-2016 in Warsaw on 25-27 
October 2016 in the premising of the National Water Management Authority. 

 The Meeting emphasized that the PRESSURE 4-2016 was well structured and organized but 
pointed out that the preliminary timetable should be circulated at least three weeks in advance in order to 
enable participants to plan their attendance and take part in the relevant discussions.  

 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Germany to arrange the Pressure and 
State&Conservation Groups’ meetings having at least two weeks between them, if feasible, allowing 
sufficient time for national preparations. 

 The Meeting suggested that PRESSURE 6-2017 will take place during the week 24-28 April 2017. 

 The Meeting thanked the host, the Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management, for the 
excellent arrangements and generous and hospitality during the Meeting. 

Agenda Item 10  Outcome and closing of the Meeting 

Documents: 10-1 

 The Meeting adopted the draft Outcome of the Meeting (document 10-1).  

 The Outcome of the Meeting will be finalized by the Secretariat in cooperation with the Chair 
and made available in the HELCOM Meeting Portal together with the documents and presentations given 
during the Meeting. 
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Annex 1 List of Participants 

 

Delegation Name Organization E-Mail 
    
CHAIR    
Chair of Pressure 
Group 

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

CONTRACTING PARTIES 
Denmark Signe Jung-Madsen The Danish Nature Agency sijun@nst.dk 
 Lars M. Svendsen DCE - National Centre for Environment and Energy lms@dce.au.dk 
    
Estonia Silver Vahtra Estonian Ministry of the Environment silver.vahtra@envir.ee 
 Aleksander Klauson Tallinn University of Technology aleksander.klauson@ttu.ee 
    

Finland Laura Saijonmaa Ministry of the Environment laura.saijonmaa@ymparisto.fi 
 Sanni Turunen *) Ministry of the Environment sanni.j.turunen@ymparisto.fi 
 Seppo Knuuttila Finnish Environment Institute seppo.knuuttila@ymparisto.fi 
 Jukka Mehtonen Finnish Environment Institute jukka.mehtonen@ymparisto.fi 
    
Germany Dietmar Koch Federal Environment Agency dietmar.koch@uba.de 
 Wera Leujak German Environment Agency wera.leujak@uba.de 
 Ulrike Pirntke Federal Environment Agency ulrike.pirntke@uba.de 
 Stefanie Werner Federal Environment Agency stefanie.werner@uba.de 
    
Lithuania Mindaugas Gudas Lithuanian Environmental Protection Agency mindaugas.gudas@aaa.am.lt 
    

Poland Adriana Dembowska National Water Management Authority adriana.dembowska@kzgw.gov.pl 
    

 * also EUSBSR/PA Nutri  
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Russia Natalia Oblomkova SPb PO "Ecology&Business" oblomkova@helcom.ru 
 Olga Rublevskaya  SUE “Vodokanal of Saint-Petersburg” Rublevskaya_ON@vodokanal.spb.ru 
 Igor Grigorev Committee for Nature Use, Environmental Protection and 

Ecological Safety, St.Petersburg 
head@kpoos.gov.spb.ru 

 Daria Golovinova Committee for Nature Use, Environmental Protection and 
Ecological Safety, St.Petersburg  

golovinova@kpoos.gov.spb.ru 

 Alexei Trutnev SUEE "Poligon "Krasny Bor" poligonspbkb@gmail.com 
 Vladimir Reshetov LLC "Tehnoterra" info@tterra.ru 

    
Sweden Philip Axe Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management philip.axe@havochvatten.se 
 Johanna Eriksson Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management johanna.eriksson@havochvatten.se 
 Emilia Lalander FOI emilia.lalander@foi.se 

 
OBSERVERS 
CCB Mikhail Durkin Coalition Clean Baltic mikhail.durkin@ccb.se 
EUREAU Saijariina Toivikko EurEau saijariina.toivikko@vvy.fi 
    
INVITED GUESTS 
BNI Bo Gustafsson Baltic Nest Institute bo.gustafsson@su.se 
EUSBSR-PA Hazards  Jenny Hedman Policy Area Hazards of the EU strategy for the Baltic Sea Region jenny.hedman@naturvardsverket.se 
    
HELCOM SECRETARIAT 
 Dmitry Frank-Kamenetsky HELCOM Secretariat dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi 
 Marta Ruiz HELCOM Secretariat marta.ruiz@helcom.fi 
 Henriette Schack HELCOM Secretariat henriette.schack@helcom.fi 
 Leena Heikkilä HELCOM Secretariat leena.heikkila@helcom.fi 
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Annex 2 Draft HELCOM Recommendation on Sewage Sludge Handling 

 

HELCOM Recommendation xx/yy 

[Adopted XXXXX] 
having regard to Article 20, Paragraph 1 b) of the Helsinki Convention 

 

SEWAGE SLUDGE HANDLING 

THE COMMISSION, 

RECALLING Paragraph 1 of Article 6 of the Convention on the Protection of the Marine Environment of the 
Baltic Sea Area, 1992 (Helsinki Convention), in which the Contracting Parties undertake to prevent and 
eliminate pollution of the Baltic Sea Area from land-based sources,  

HAVING REGARD also to Article 3 of the Helsinki Convention, in which the Contracting Parties shall 
individually or jointly take all appropriate legislative, administrative or other relevant measures to prevent 
and abate pollution in order to promote the ecological restoration of the Baltic Sea Area, 

RECALLING Article 5 of the Helsinki Convention, in which the Contracting Parties undertake to prevent and 
eliminate pollution of the marine environment of the Baltic Sea caused by harmful substances, 

RECALLING ALSO the Baltic Sea Action Plan (BSAP) adopted at the HELCOM Ministerial Meeting 2007 
(Krakow) that calls for urgent actions to reduce the discharges of nutrients and hazardous substances to the 
Baltic Sea Area, 

RECALLING FURTHER that the HELCOM Ministerial Meeting in 2010 (Moscow) and the high-level segment of 
the Helsinki Commission meeting in 2011 highlighted the need to improve resource efficiency and recycling 
of nutrients through utilization of sewage sludge, 

RECALLING AS WELL that the 2013 HELCOM Ministerial Meeting called for sustainable use of nutrients, 
enhancement of phosphorus recycling (especially in agriculture and waste water treatment) and promoting 
development of appropriate methodologies; 

RECOGNISING that phosphorus as a limited resource was included into the list of critical raw materials by the 
European Commission, thus its economically feasible recycling from sewage sludge is of particular 
importance, 

RECOGNISING FURTHER the Circular Economy Package adopted by the European Commission on 
2 December 2015 and the potential contribution of sustainable utilization of the energetic potential of 
sewage sludge into the development of alternative sources of energy, 

RECOGNISING ALSO that sewage sludge may be a sink for unwanted and hazardous substances including 
new substances – and that sewage sludge, thus, can be harmful for plants, animals and humans, and that 
there is concern in contracting parties about this resource, and that reuse and disposal of sewage sludge shall 
not cause any harmful effects, including accumulation and interactions of harmful substances and its 
degradation products, on humans, animals, vegetation, soil and waters in either the short or longer term, 

RECOGNISING FURTHER that addition of sewage sludge to agriculture may often have a positive effect on 
microorganisms in the soil, and that treatment of sewage sludge has found to be necessary before it is used 
in agriculture, 
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RECOGNISING ALSO that measures to reduce content of unwanted substances in incoming wastewater to 
wastewater treatment plants at the source are necessary in order to obtain i.e. the best possible quality of 
the sewage sludge, 

TAKING NOTE of that recirculating sludge to agricultural land is a strong driving force raising awareness of 
the society on control of waste water quality at the source, resulting in both a better sludge quality and a 
better quality of the treated wastewater discharged into the environment, 

NOTING that for the purpose of this Recommendation, the definition of sewage sludge should be the same 
as in the Council Directive 86/278/EEC of 12 June 1986 on the protection of the environment, and in particular 
of the soil, when sewage sludge is used in agriculture, 

NOTING that the waste management hierarchy set in the EU Waste Framework Directive 2008/98/EC is 
applicable also for sewage sludge management and contains the following steps: prevention; preparing for 
re-use; recycling; recovery (including energy recovery); and disposal, 

DESIRING to recycle the nutrients, especially plant available phosphorus, in the sludge; to make use of its 
valuable properties and energetic potential and to dispose of it safely, efficiently and sustainably, 

RECOMMENDS to the Governments of the Contracting States to the Helsinki Convention to apply the 
Guidance (Annex 1) for sustainable sewage sludge handling in the Baltic Sea region, 

RECOMMENDS ALSO that the Contracting Parties establish a programme, or any other appropriate 
instrument, for the implementation of this Recommendation and that they provide the Helsinki Commission 
with information on the programme at the latest by [30 June 2017], 

RECOMMENDS to the Governments of the Contracting States to the Helsinki Convention to encourage 
development of innovative “green” power industry based on production of solid, liquid or gas fuel as a result 
of sewage sludge treatment processes, 

RECOMMENDS ALSO to the Governments of the Contracting Parties to promote research and development 
of the sustainable cost-effective solutions, especially for phosphorus recovery from the sewage sludge and 
products of its treatment. 

RECOMMENDS FURTHER that the Contracting States report to the Helsinki Commission every three years 
starting at the end of [2016] with data from [2015], according to Annex 2 and measured parameters as stated 
in Annex 1, 

RECOMMENDS FURTHER that the Contracting Parties review the present Recommendation and reconsider 
it in [2021] taking into account the implementation and review of the HELCOM Baltic Sea Action Plan as well 
as new developments on national or international and EU level for Member States or earlier if it is needed. 

  

 

Page 17 of 36 
  



Outcome of PRESSURE 4-2016 
Annex 2 

 

Annex 1 
Guidance for sustainable sewage sludge handling in the Baltic Sea region 
 

This document provides guidance to promote the application of sustainable and ecologically sound 
techniques and handling practices for sewage sludge with the aim to ensure maximum effective sustainably 
managed use of valuable substances and energy potential, while taking into account that the Baltic Sea is a 
vulnerable ecosystem which environmental status requires intensive efforts towards improvement. 
Furthermore, this guidance is supposed to enhance cooperation and provision of economic incentives while 
aiming at limiting potential environmental impacts of sewage sludge. As untreated sewage sludge is not to 
be applied at any kind of land, application of sewage sludge treatment, in the context of this 
Recommendation always refer to treated sewage sludge. 

 

A Overall recommendations regarding sewage sludge handling 

1.  Endeavour, when applying techniques and practices for sustainable handling of sewage sludge to 
ensure maximum recycling or recovery of phosphorus and other useful substances and compounds, if 
possible competitively, as well as utilization of its energetic potential and avoidance of the negative impact 
on the environment.  

2.  In the case when sewage sludge is used for mixing with other raw materials (organic material of plant 
or animal origin or clay, sand, etc.) to produce fertilizing materials, the amount of unwanted substances in 
the mixed product should not exceed the limits established by international or national legislation. The fact 
that sewage sludge may contain other harmful substances than those falling under international or national 
legislation should be taken into consideration when determining the mixing ratio. 

3.  Landfilling of untreated sewage sludge should be avoided; in case of landfilling sewage sludge, it has 
to be pre-treated in accordance, for instance, with the regulations of Directive 1999/31/EC (landfill directive) 
for EU Member States, bearing in mind that sewage sludge may contain harmful substances not falling under 
this legislation.  

4.  Ensure also that leaching of the nutrients to the environment as well as emissions and leakages of 
substances polluting the environment are prevented when the sewage sludge handling procedure includes 
temporary storage of the sewage sludge or products of sewage sludge treatment. 

5.  Ensure that possible negative impacts from sewage sludge handling processes will not hinder the 
achievement of a good environmental/ecological/chemical status of the Baltic Sea, as agreed upon in the 
HELCOM BSAP and relevant national and international legislation. 

6.  Reuse or recycling of nutrients, especially phosphorus, from the sewage sludge as well as utilisation 
of its energetic potential should also be considered in the perspective of designing new facilities or 
reconstruction of waste water treatment plants (WWTP). However, waste water treatment, sludge treatment 
and recycling of sludge should ideally be looked in an integrative manner.  

7.  Incineration of sewage sludge could serve as final solution in cases where Contracting Parties 
consider the hazardous potential of sewage sludge even after treatment as being too high for application on 
land as fertilizer. In this case, phosphorus should be recovered from the incinerated material as far as viable 
technical are available. 
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8.  The principle of substitution to decrease, whenever possible, loads of pollutants i.e. heavy metals, 
pharmaceuticals or organic micropollutants entering the WWTP should be applied to ensure high quality of 
resulting sewage sludge. 

9.  Whenever possible, loads of pollutants, i.e. heavy metals, organic micropollutants and 
pharmaceuticals entering the WWTP should be decreased, inter alia, through mandatory pre-treatment of 
the waste water released into the sewage system to ensure quality of sewage sludge and prevent release of 
pollutants to the aquatic environment. 

10.  If unwanted substances are identified, sufficient source control measures should be established by 
polluters. Environmental authorities and/or waste water operators should establish a plan on how to prevent 
the unwanted substances to enter the sewage network. 

11.  Techniques and practices of sewage sludge handling should prevent or, at least, minimize all kinds of 
emissions to the air, in accordance with national and international legislation, especially in case of thermal 
treatment. If possible, gas produced via anaerobic sludge digestion should be collected and used for energy 
production. 

12.  An effective and transparent permitting and reporting system should be established in the cases 
when the application of sewage sludge or products containing sewage sludge needs permits. 

14.  International dialog and cooperation, exchange of scientific and knowledge experience up to transfer 
of especially  new environmentally friendly technologies and practices as well as information on 
concentration of the unwanted substances in the sludge, should be facilitated, as mutually agreed, while 
considering comparable, possibly compatible harmonized action for the benefit of the Baltic Sea region 
including effective monitoring and control mechanisms.  

 

B Overall restrictions regarding handling of sewage sludge 

1. Sewage sludge from other WWTPs than those for treatment of domestic waste water or waste water 
which does not have similar composition as domestic waste water should not be applied on or used in 
soils. 

2. Avoid any sewage sludge application in drinking water protection areas in order to prevent 
contamination with harmful substances such as pathologic components, pharmaceuticals, endocrine 
disrupters and other anthropogenic micropollutants, unless otherwise provided in the national 
legislation. 

3. Sewage sludge must not be applied on land during the cultivation of fruits and vegetables nor on land 
intended for cultivation of fruits and vegetables within one year before harvest. 

4. Sewage sludge must not be applied on permanent grassland or crops which are used as animal feed and 
could be contaminated with pathogenic components and/or harmful substances, such as e.g. 
micropollutants, unless safe application is ensured by national legislation. 

5. Sewage sludge application in forestry has to follow national legislation. Sewage sludge must not be 
applied on agriculturally or horticulturally used soils in nature reserves, nature benchmarks, national 
parks, protected parts of the landscape and other areas of special interest, or according to national 
legislation. 

6. Sewage sludge must not be applied in wetlands, potential flooded areas, water protected zones or closer 
than 10 meters from water bodies or according to national legislation.   
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C  Recommendations regarding agricultural and horticultural use 

1. Before treated sewage sludge is applied for the first time the soil has to be analyzed on at least the 
following parameters: 

− Heavy metals: Cd, Cu, Ni, Pb, Zn, Hg, Cr 

− Nutrients: P, N, K 

− pH and other parameter as required according to national legislation 

2. Analysis of the soil should be repeated whenever necessary or according to national legislation. 

3. The application of treated sewage sludge on/in soil has to be critically considered if the soil 
analyses show that the content of the above listed parameters exceed, at least, one of the limit 
values established by national legislation.  

4. Treated sewage sludge or its products like other fertilizers should not be applied on soil if the 
phosphorus and nitrogen content in the soil is sufficient for crop cultivation. 

5. On arable land used for growing feed or sugar beet, insofar as the sugar beet foliage is used as 
feed, it shall only be allowed to apply treated sewage sludge before sowing and with subsequent 
deep-turn tillage. On arable land used for growing silo and green maize, the sewage sludge must 
be worked into the soil before sowing. 

6. If the treated sewage sludge is to be used in agriculture or horticulture, it has to be hygienized 
according to national legislation 

7. Representative samples should be taken from treated sewage sludge or the product containing 
sewage sludge that will be used on arable land and analysis of the sewage sludge should be made. 

8. The application of treated sewage sludge on/in soil has to be critically considered if the sludge 
analysis show that theconcentration of heavy metals or other unwanted substances exceedthe 
limit values established by the national legislation. 

9. The quantity of treated sewage sludge should be regulated in such a way that the accumulation of 
unwanted substances are limited by the following parameters: 

− the average amount of five tons dry sewage sludge added per hectare in three years or 
according to national legislation; 

− the limit values for the particular substances according to international, EU and national 
legislation, if they are established; 

− exemptions should be possible, if a lack of special nutrients e.g. copper or zinc is proven in 
the soil. Contracting Parties may also decide to set stricter limits or to ban the use of sewage 
sludge in agriculture, horticulture and home gardening, if they consider the hazardous 
potential of sewage sludge as too high even after treatment.  
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D Recommendations regarding use in forestry, green areas, landscaping and land reclamation 

1. Application of sewage sludge or mixed products containing sewage sludge at the lands used for 
forestry is a matter of competent authority. 

2. The sewage sludge or mixed products containing sewage sludge can be used in construction and 
maintaining urban green areas, landscaping including rail and road slopes as well as other elements 
of road infrastructure to prevent their erosion and land reclamation, if concentration of unwanted 
substances in the applied materials do not exceed limit values established by national legislation 
for these types of land. 

3. If the treated sewage sludge is to be used in landscaping, land reclamation and green areas it has 
to be hygienized to assure that no problematic pathogens exist in the product and it satisfies the 
same criteria as item C6. 

4. Other recommendation regarding using treated sewage sludge or sewage sludge products green 
areas, landscaping and land reclamation is a matter of competent authority. 

 

E Recommendations regarding incineration, construction and other applications 

1. If sewage sludge is incinerated after removal of phosphorus and other valuable components, in 
line with requirements for their potential application the produced energy has to be collected and 
used. 
If it is not possible to remove phosphorus from the sludge or ashes directly and the content of 
phosphorus is considerably high, the ashes should be stored temporarily in mono-landfills to 
remove phosphorus later when viable techniques are available. The use of best available 
techniques and best environmental practices for mono-landfills should be applied. 

2. Ash after sewage sludge incineration can be considered as material for production of construction 
materials e.g. additive for pavement, ceramic tile, border stone, building mixes etc. 

3. If sewage sludge is used as a part of construction material for industry, valuable substances, 
especially phosphorus, should be recovered from the sewage sludge before application when 
viable techniques are available, if the substances are not needed in the construction material and 
are lost for further reuse.  
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Annex 2 
Reporting Format for HELCOM Recommendation x/y on Sewage Sludge Handling 
 

REPORTING FORMAT FOR HELCOM RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING SEWAGE SLUDGE HANDLING  

Lead Country:  Germany/ Sweden 

Country:   Year:   

A. Waste water from origins 

1. Have actions been taken to improve the waste water 
quality from origins before it reach WWTP (source 
reduction)? 

Yes No Unknown/ comments 

2. Is improved waste water quality from origins a matter 
for the central, regional or local governments? 

Yes No Unknown/ comments 

B. Sewage sludge handling  

1. Generated sewage sludge, dry mass, t/a  

2 Used for biogas generation dry mass, t/a  

2. Usage of sewage sludge Amount, dry mass, t/a Number of installations 

a) incineration, co-combustion    

b) incineration, mono   

c) landfilling   

d) landfilling, mono   

e) landscaping/green areas/land reclamation   

f) agriculture/horticulture   

g) forestry   

h) other usages   

5. Have actions been taken to reduce the leakage of 
nutrients from sludge handling? 

Yes No Unknown/ comments 

6. Describe how the Recommendation concerning sewage 
sludge handling has been implemented; new legislation, 
amendment to existing legislation or other means. 

 

7. Do your country technically recover phosphorus from  

a) waste water,  
b) sewage sludge or  
c) sewage sludge ashes? 

Yes 

 

No Percentage of total amount 

 

Information on national limit values for hazardous substances, pathogens and other relevant parameters in 
sewage sludge and soil. 

Information on the amount of phosphorus recovered from the sewage sludge or products of its treatment. 
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Annex 3 Estonian statement on HELCOM PRESSURE 4-2016 in regard of State 
Unitary Environmental Enterprise Polygon Krasny Bor, Russia 

 

 

We received the documents presenting information on the status of the State Unitary Environmental Enterprise 
Polygon Krasny Bor, Russia, which indicates poor status of the facilities and urgent need for actions in order to 
guarantee the environmental safety. 

We herewith express our readiness for cooperation to work with interested partners such as NEFCO or other 
contributing institution to prepare needed project and implement necessary measures for State Unitary 
Environmental Enterprise Polygon Krasny Bor. 

Ministry of the Environment of Estonia has during the last decade managed a number of environmental projects 
of similar nature in Estonia. Sillamäe radioactive waste depository project included investigations, preparation 
of design and implementation of reshaping, covering and water management of 50 hectares area. Closure of 
two semicoke waste depositories in Kohtla-Järve and Kiviõli included the same measures in the area of 114 
hectares. In addition to that, a new modern seepage water treatment plant project has been implemented in 
hazardous waste collection center in Vaivara. There are also new complex projects under preparation, e.g. 
cleaning up the past pollution of Purtse river basin and rehabilitation of Kukruse mining waste facility. 

There are relevant experts available in Estonia for implementation of Krasny Bor project. Ministry of the 
Environment of Estonia has besides international cooperation experience in implementation of the 
environmental projects. 

 

On behalf of Estonian Delegation, 

 

Silver Vahtra, 

Head of Estonian Delegation 

Ministry of the Environment of Estonia 
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Annex 4 Procedures for releasing the reported PLC water data and accepting the fillediin and consolidated dataset as  
part of the steps to elaborate PLC products 

Color categories:  
− Red color indicates CPs to report; 
− Blue color indicates data processing; 
− Green color indicates data/product approval by CPs; 
− Yellow color indicates procedure of input assessment based on reported data. 

Figure 1: Annual dataset. Deadlines are set for the year following the year of data collection. 

 

1) By  31 August

•PLC Water Data 
Manager to forward 
prefilled  annual 
reporting (with 
metadata) templates 
to the CPs

2)  By 21 
September

•CPs to check and amend 
the pre-filled in templates

•PLC Water Data Manager 
to include corrections and 
amendments in the 
database 

4) By 31 October

•CPs to upload and insert 
annual PLC data into the 
database following the 
year of data collection 
and to notify the 
Secretariat on the 
completed reporting

5) By 16 
November 

•PLC Water Data Manager 
to report on any missing 
data to REDCORE DG and 
the Secretariat to keep 
HELCOM HODs updated 
with the state of national 
reporting 

6) By 15 
December

•Reporting closes; any missing 
reporting by CPs is to be 
completed3) By 10 October 

By 15 December 

• PLC Water Data Manager to 
complete initial follow-up on 
reported data, notifying on any 
missing data and checking if 
data are inserted into the 
database etc. and to forward 
the updated status to the 
Secretariat and REDCORE DG 
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7) By 1 March

•PLC Water Data 
Manager to conduct 
follow up clarification 
with the CPs and to 
finalize quality 
assurance and inform 
REDCORE DG 
accordingly

8) PRESSURE WG

•REDCORE DG to report 
on status of data 
reporting and quality 
assurance

9) By 20 April

•REDCORE DG to assess data, fill in 
data gaps, follow-up on 
suspicious data, and make a 
report based on a common 
protocol on how missing data 
have been filled in and suspicious 
data been corrected/replaced

•The assessment dataset is made 
available for CPs to approve

10)  by 15 of May

•National approvals of the 
assessment dataset by 
CPs (HODs are kept 
informed) 1)
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11) By 15 June

• Responsible 
institutes 
(contracted work) to 
prepare an updated 
annual report on 
actual waterborne 
inputs (Baltic Sea 
Environment Fact 
Sheet) based on the 
assessment dataset

12) By 30 June

•PRESSURE WG to approve the BSEFS and 
its publishing

•PLC Database Manager to make data in 
the new PLC database public avaible.

•Contracted work to make assessment 
dataset publicly available

13) By 30 August

•EMEP to deliver 
dataset on actual 
and normalized 
atmospheric inputs 

14) By 30 September

•EMEP to deliver 
report on annual 
atmospheric inputs

15) PRESSURE WG

•PRESSURE WG to 
approve the report 
on atmospheric 
inputs and its 
publishing [as Baltic 
Sea Environment 
Fact Sheet]

By 30 June 

Contracted work to make a first flow 
normalization and trend analysis iteration 
on PLC data. In cooperation with the 
Database Manager to make any needed 
follow up and clarification on suspicious 
data and need for minor adjustments in 
the dataset 

By 30 August 

A revised normalization 
and trend analysis of 
waterborne data are 
completed (contracted 
work) 
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16) By 16 October

•Contracted work to make further 
calculations and statistical 
analysis for MAI /CART follow-up 
assessments together with draft 
text, figures and tables

18) PRESSURE WG

• PRESSURE WG to 
consider results of the
draft MAI / CART follow-
up assessments

•Contracted work to fine-
tune the MAI/CART 
follow-up assessments  
and prepare the final 
assessment dataset

19) By 15 November

•PRESSURE WG to endorse 
the MAI/CART follow up 
assessments 

20) by end of December

•CPs (HODs) to approve 
the MAI/CART follow-up 
assessments and its 
publishing (including the 
assessment results)
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Figure 2. Periodical dataset (data not included in the annual dataset). Deadlines are set for the year following the year of data collection. 

 

 

1) By 1 September

•PLC Water Data 
Manager to 
forward prefilled 
(with metadata) 
periodic reporting 
templates to the 
CPs

2) By 1 October

•CPs to check and amend 
the pre-filled in 
templates

4) By the end of 
December

•CPs to report 
(upload and insert) 
periodical PLC data 
following the year 
of data collection

5) By 1 February

•PLC Water Data 
Manager to report on 
any missing data to 
REDCORE DG and the 
Secretariat to keep 
HOD updated with the 
state of national 
reporting 

7) By 15 March

•PLC Water Data 
Manager to 
conduct initial 
follow-up on 
reported data, 
reminding on 
missing reporting 
and checking if data 
are entered in the 
database etc.

8) PRESSURE WG

•REDCORE DG to 
report on status 
for reporting

9) By 15 May

•PLC Water Data Manager to 
conduct quality assurance 
and follow up clarifications 
with CPs and follow up on 
missing data/metadaa

10) By the end of June

•PLC Water Data 
Manager  to compile 
data set with some 
basic figures to the PLC 
project for evaluating 
data 

11)  By 8 September

•PLC Project/REDCORE DG to assess data, fill 
in data gaps, follow-up on suspicious data, 
get missing data from CP’s/other sources 
and make a report pr. CP based on a 
common protocol on how missing data 
have been filled in and suspicious data 
been corrected/replaced

3) By 1 November 

• PLC Water Data Manager to 
include corrections and 
amendments in the 
database 6) By 15 February 

• Reporting closes; any 
missing reporting by CPs 
is to be completed  

  

By 8 September 

• PLC Project to send dataset with 
periodical data to CPs together with a 
short report 
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12) By 1 October

•National aprovals 
of the assessment 
dataset by CPs 
(HODs are kept 
informed) 1)

13) 1 November

•PLC Data Manager: Data 
in the new PLC data base  
will further be available 
for CPs 

14) By  20 January

•PLC Project and REDCORE DG to 
make assessment including 
normalization and statistical 
analysis, tables and figures on 
periodic PLC data

15)  By 16 March

•PLC project/REDCORE DG and 
Secretariat update/make 
text/reporting

16) By mid-April

•PRESSURE WG to scrutinize 
and endorse the draft 
periodic PLC assessment

17) 16 May

•PLC Project/RECORE DG and 
Secretariat to make final draft PLC 
report and to forward it for HOD 
approval

•CPs (HODs) to approve periodic PLC 
assessment

19) August

•PLC Project and  Secretariat to make final edits to 
the assessment, and publishing of the periodic 
PLC assessment on HELCOM website

•PLC Project and Secretariat to make the periodic 
PLC dataset available

By 8 September 

PLC Project to send dataset 
with periodical data to CPs 
together with a short report 

18) June 
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1)  How the Contracting Parties approve the assessment data set 
• The data set for the assessment is based on the data uploaded and reported by the CP’s. 
• The PLC database contains quality assurance procedures which request CP’s to correct data/metadata 

and provide necessary information to enter the data in the PLC database. 
• Further the quality procedures will check data against former reported data and make other automatic 

quality control forcing CP’s to consider questionable/suspicious data and decide if they are valid or should 
be changed. 

• PLC Water Data Manager will also check the data and discuss the reported data with the CPs including 
following up on missing data and metadata. 

• RedCore DG will afterwards make quality assurance of the data, fill in data gaps and correct suspicious 
data to ensure a consistent and complete data set. The procedures for correcting and filling in data gaps 
will follow written protocols developed RedCore DG/PLC project and agreed by the CP, and RedCore DG 
will elaborate a short report on possible changes in reported data to each Contracting Party. 

• Therefore CP’s should be able to accept the assessment dataset for annual reports, PLC assessment and 
the MAI and CART follow-up assessment within 2-3 weeks. If a Contracting Party cannot agree on some 
corrections or filled in data gaps, it is obliged within the deadline to provide reliable data or the missing 
data, which can pass and fulfil the quality assurance check for entering data in the PLC database and 
which can be agreed upon by the RedCore DG for the assessments.  

• If no agreement can be reached with the given timeframe, RedCore DG will evaluate if it is anyway 
possible to finalize the assessment. PRESSURE and HOD will be notified on the lacking agreements and 
on how it will affect the elaboration of a complete assessment. The data not agreed upon from the CP’s 
will not be inserted in the PLC database.  

• The assessment dataset will be available on HELCOM website after HOD approval of the assessment 
product. 

 
There is a need to clarify how and where to store the PLC assessment dataset filled in and/or changed by 
RedCore DG and “lock it” to allow future use. Contracting Parties should also agree on how to mark the filled 
in and changed data, and data with lacking agreements. 
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Annex 5 Contact Lists 

Contacts and Observers of Pressure group 

Representing Name Organization E-mail address 
Chair 
Chair Lars Sonesten Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences Lars.Sonesten@slu.se 
Contracting Parties 
Denmark Anne-Mette Hjortebjerg Lund Danish Nature Agency anhlu@nst.dk 

Denmark Signe Jung-Madsen Danish Nature Agency sijun@nst.dk 
Denmark Lars M. Svendsen Danish Center for Environment and Energy, Aarhus University lms@dce.au.dk 
Estonia Taimar Ala ** Estonian Environment Board taimar.ala@keskkonnaamet.ee  
Estonia Peeter Ennet Estonian Environment Agency Peeter.Ennet@envir.ee 
Estonia Enn Liive Ministry of the Environment enn.liive@envir.ee 
Estonia Rene Reisner Ministry of the Environment rene.reisner@envir.ee 
Estonia Agnes Villmann Ministry of the Environment agnes.villmann@envir.ee 
Finland Kristiina Isokallio* Finnish Environment Institute kristiina.isokallio@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Seppo Knuuttila Finnish Environment Institute seppo.knuuttila@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Virpi Tarvainen Finnish Meteorological Institute virpi.tarvainen@fmi.fi 
Finland Antti Räike Finnish Environment Institute antti.raike@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Laura Saijonmaa Ministry of the Environment laura.saijonmaa@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Sanni Turunen Ministry of the Environment / PA Nutri Sanni.J.Turunen@ymparisto.fi 
Germany Marina Carstens State Agency for Environment, Nature Protection and Geology 

Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 
M.Carstens@lu.mv-regierung.de 

Germany Dietmar Koch German Federal Environment Agency dietmar.koch@uba.de 
Germany Wera Leujak German Federal Environment Agency wera.leujak@uba.de 
Germany Ulrike Pirntke German Federal Environment Agency ulrike.pirntke@uba.de 
Germany Stefanie Werner German Federal Environment Agency stefanie.werner@uba.de 
Germany Andreas Röpke Ministry of Agriculture, Environment and Consumer 

Protection Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 
 a.roepke@lu.mv-regierung.de 
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Latvia Inga Plocina Daugavpils Regional Environmental Board inga.plocina@daugavpils.vvd.gov.lv 
Latvia Atis Treijs Daugavpils Regional Environmental Board atis.treijs@daugavpils.vvd.gov.lv 
Lithuania Mindaugas Gudas Environment Protection Agency m.gudas@aaa.am.lt 
Lithuania Aiste Kubiliute Environment Protection Agency a.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt  
Lithuania Paulius Petrošius**  Environment Protection Agency p.petrosius@aaa.am.lt 
Lithuania Audrius Sepikas** Environment Protection Agency audrius.sepikas@aaa.am.lt 
Poland Magda Chreptowicz-Liszewska National Water Management Authority magda.chreptowicz-

liszewska@kzgw.gov.pl 
Poland Adriana Dembowska National Water Management Authority adriana.dembowska@kzgw.gov.pl 
Poland Karina Makarewicz Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development karina.makarewicz@minrol.gov.pl 
Poland Jolanta Wikalinska Ministry of Economy jolanta.wikalinska@mg.gov.pl 
Russia Ludmila Filatova ** Department of Rosprirodnadzor in the NWFD filatovamila@list.ru 
Russia Leonid Korovin SPb PO "Ecology & Business" korovinl@helcom.ru 
Russia Natalia Oblomkova SPb PO "Ecology & Business" oblomkova@helcom.ru 
Sweden Philip Axe Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management philip.axe@havochvatten.se 
Observers 
Observer Mikhail Durkin CCB mikhail.durkin@ccb.se 
Observer Nils Höglund CCB nils.hoglund@ccb.se 
Observer Marta Kalinowska WWF Baltic Ecoregion Programme mkalinowska@wwf.pl  
Observer Rikard Korkman BFFE rikard.korkman@slc.fi 
Observer Mona Olsson Öberg EurAQUA c/o IVL mona.olsson.oberg@ivl.se 
Observer Jan Wärnbäck WWF Sweden jan.warnback@wwf.se 
Observer Marjukka Porvari John Nurminen Foundation marjukka.porvari@jnfoundation.fi 
Observer Miina Mäki John Nurminen Foundation mina.maki@jnfoundation.fi 
Observer Sebastian Valanko ICES sebastian.valanko@ices.dk 
Observer Arabelle Bentley KIMO International arabelle.bentley@shetland.gov.uk 
Observer Saijariina Toivikko EurEau saijariina.toivikko@vvy.fi 
Consultants and other contacts 
RedCore DG member Bo Gustafsson Baltic Nest Institute, Sweden bo.gustafsson@su.se 
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Data Consultant Jerzy Bartnicki EMEP MSC-W jerzy.bartnicki@met.no 
Data Consultant Alexey Gusev EMEP MSC-E alexey.gusev@msceast.org 
Data Consultant Pekka Kotilainen Finnish Environment Institute pekka.kotilainen@ymparisto.fi 
Data Consultant Semeena Valiyaveetil 

Shamsudheen 
EMEP MSC-W semeenav@met.no 

PA Hazards 
Coordinator 

Jenny Hedman Swedish EPA jenny.hedman@naturvardsverket.se 

PA Nutri  
Coordinator 

Andrzej Podscianski National Water Management Authority, Poland Andrzej.podscianski@kzgw.gov.pl* 

 

*   not officially nominated, but kept informed (on mailing list) 
** not in Meeting Portal 
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List of nominated experts to the HELCOM Expert Network on Underwater Noise (HELCOM EN-Noise)                                   (*for information only) 
Representing Name Organisation Email address 
Contracting Parties 
Denmark Mr. Jakob Tougaard DCE/Aarhus University jat@bios.au.dk 
Estonia Mr. Janek Laanearu Tallinn University of Technology. Department of Mechanics janek.laanearu@ttu.ee 

Estonia Mr Urmas Lips Marine Systems Institute 
Tallinn University of Technology urmas.lips@msi.ttu.ee 

Estonia Mr. Aleksander Klauson Tallinn University of Technology. Department of Mechanics aleksander.klauson@ttu.ee 

Estonia Ms. Agnes Villmann* Ministry of the Environment of Estonia 
Marine Environment Department Agnes.Villmann@envir.ee 

EU Ms. Lydia Martin-Roumegas European Commission lydia.martin-roumegas@ec.europa.eu 

Finland Ms. Anne Mansikkasalo Finnish Transport Agency anne.mansikkasalo@liikennevirasto.fi 
Finland Mr. Jukka Pajala Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) jukka.pajala@ymparisto.fi 

Germany Mr. Jens-Georg Fischer Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (BSH) jens.fischer@bsh.de 

Germany Ms. Maria Boethling Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (BSH) maria.boethling@bsh.de 

Germany Ms. Ilona Buescher Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (BSH) Ilona.Buescher@bsh.de 

Germany Ms. Stefanie Werner* Federal Environment Agency (UBA) Stefanie.Werner@uba.de  

Lithuania Mr. Donatas Bagocius Klaipeda University, Marine Research and Technology 
Centre donatas.bagocius@jmtc.ku.lt 

Lithuania Ms. Aiste Kubiliute Environmental Protection Agency a.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt 

Poland Mr. Zygmunt Klusek Institute of Oceanology of Polish Academy of Sciences, 
Marine Acoustics Laboratory klusek@iopan.gda.pl 

Poland Mr. Aliaksandr Lisimenka Maritime Institute in Gdansk Aliaksandr.Lisimenka@im.gda.pl 

Poland Mr. Sergio Nogueira das Neves Institute of Meteorology and Water Management sergio.neves@imgw.pl 

Sweden Mr. Peter Sigray Swedish Defence Research Agency peter.sigray@foi.se 

Sweden Mr. Mathias Andersson Swedish Defence Research Agency mathias.andersson@foi.se 
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List of nominated experts to the HELCOM Expert Network on Marine Litter (HELCOM EN-Marine Litter) 
 
Contracting Parties 
Representing Name Organisation Email address 
Denmark Jakob Strand Aarhus University, Department of Bioscience jak@bios.au.dk 
Denmark Lone Munk Søderberg Danish Nature Agency lomu@nst.dk 
Estonia Kaspar Anderson Ministry of the environment kaspar.anderson@envir.ee 
Estonia Kati Lind Marine Systems Institute 

Tallinn University of Technology 
kati.lind@msi.ttu.ee 

Estonia Inga Lips Marine Systems Institute 
Tallinn University of Technology 

inga.lips@msi.ttu.ee 

Estonia Urmas Lips Marine Systems Institute 
Tallinn University of Technology 

urmas.lips@msi.ttu.ee 

Estonia Marek Press Keep the Estonian Sea Tidy Association press@datanet.ee 
Estonia Agnes Villmann Ministry of the Environment of Estonia 

Marine Environment Department 
agnes.villmann@envir.ee 

EU Michail Papadoyannakis European Commission Michail.Papadoyannakis@ec.europa.eu 
Finland Päivi Munne Finnish Environment Institute, SYKE paivi.munne@ymparisto.fi  
Finland Outi Setälä Finnish Environment Institute, SYKE outi.setala@ymparisto.fi  
Finland Outi Setälä/BLASTIC Finnish Environment Institute, SYKE outi.setala@ymparisto.fi  
Finland Sara Viljanen Ministry of the Environment of Finland sara.viljanen@ymparisto.fi  
Germany Gabriele Dederer  datadiving G,bH & Co. KG  g.dederer@datadiving.de 
Germany Elke Fischer University of Hamburg  elke.fischer@uni-hamburg.de  
Germany Dennis Gräwe  State Agency for Environment, Nature Conservation and 

Geology of Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania (LUNG M-V) 
dennis.graewe@lung.mv-regierung.de 

Germany Stefanie Werner Federal Environment Agency stefanie.werner@uba.de  
Lithuania Arunas Balciunas Open Access Centre for Marine Research, Klaipeda University Arunas.balciunas@apc.ku.lt 
Lithuania Aiste Kubiliute Environmental Protection Agency, Marine Research 

Department 
a.kubiliute@aaam.am.lt  

Poland Eugeniusz Andrulewicz Sea Fisheries Institute Eugeniusz.andrulewicz@mir.gdynia.pl 
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Poland Stanislaw Kasperek Okręgowy Inspektorat Rybołówstwa Morskiego w Szczecinie  stanislaw.kasperek@szczecin.oirm.gov.
pl  

Poland Wlodziemierz Kryminski Institute of Meteorology and Water Management, National 
Research Institute 

Wlodzimierz.krzyminski@imgw.pl 

Poland Barbara Urban-Malinga National Marine Fisheries Institute basiam@mir.gdynia.pl 
Poland Tamara Zalewska  Institute of Meteorology and Water Management - National 

Research Institute, Maritime Branch 
Tamara.Zalewska@imgw.pl 

Russia Ludmila Filatova  Department of Rosprirodnadzor for the Norh-West Federal 
District 

more@dsv.nw.ru 

Sweden Eva Blidberg Keep Sweden Tidy Eva.Blidberg@hsr.se 
Sweden Pontus Cronholm Swedish Environmental Protection Agency Pontus.Cronholm@Naturvardsverket.s

e 
Sweden Johanna Eriksson Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management johanna.eriksson@havochvatten.se 
Sweden Karin Fransson Swedish Transport Agency Karin.fransson@transportstyrelsen.se 
Sweden Per Nilsson Swedish Institute for the Marine Environment per.nilsson@havsmiljoinstitutet.se 
HELCOM Observers 
Representing Name Email address 
CCB Hildur Hardardottir hildur@ccb.se 
EurEau Saijariina Toivikko saijariina.toivikko@vvy.fi 
WWF Poland Marta Kalinowska mkalinowska@wwf.pl 
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	 Estonia informed on the feedback received on the questionnaire on landfills circulated by e-mail in relation to action RL14 of the RAP ML. Information has been provided by all HELCOM members except Russia. The received feedback indicated that all th...
	 With regard to actions RL3 and RL5, Germany informed that two studies will be carried out in 2016 to establish an overview on best waste management practices and potential loopholes , as well as on the development of possible design improvements to ...
	 Sweden informed on a report prepared by the Commission set up by the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to identify significant sources of microplastics in Sweden (http://www.naturvardsverket.se/upload/miljoarbete-i-samhallet/miljoarbete-...
	3.10 The Meeting took note that Sweden will not be able to lead action RL1, but to contribute to it. Regarding this action, the Meeting took note of the Swedish proposal to change the deadline to 2019 in order to be able to benefit from the guidelines...
	3.11 The Meeting agreed that relevant Questionnaires for the implementation of the RAP will also be circulated to the Marine Litter Expert Network and PRESSURE contacts. For action RS2, where Germany is in lead the Questionnaire as mentioned above sho...
	3.12 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Germany to cooperate closer with professional societies and other political units developing sectoral regulations in order to include considerations of environmental issues into those regulations.
	3.13 The Meeting also welcomed the suggestion by Germany to involve HELCOM into the ongoing OSPAR activity aimed at establishing a dialogue with the industries regarding microplastics in products.
	3.14 The Meeting took note of the Finnish offer to co-lead action RL7 ‘Investigate and promote best available techniques‘ as well as research and develop additional techniques in waste water treatment plants to prevent microparticles from entering the...
	3.15 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Estonia for early revision of the RAP ML based on the prioritisation of measures and that it could be a topic to discuss at the workshop in autumn. The Meeting welcomed a suggestion by Germany that an ov...
	3.16 The Meeting took note of the information by CCB (doc. 3-6) on the ongoing activities on mitigation of littering the marine environment and future plans to address microparticles.
	3.17 The Meeting agreed to set up a 3-week written procedure (12 May 2016) to update information on implementation of the RAP ML (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi).
	3.18 The Meeting took note of the information provided by Germany on the European Conference on Plastics in Freshwater Environments to be held in Berlin on 21-22 June 2016. The Meeting invited national experts to attend the conference (link to the con...
	Underwater noise
	3.19 The Meeting took note that the study reservation by Russia was lifted at HELCOM 37-2016 where the roadmap, containing an additional reference to IMO as proposed by Russia (HELCOM 37 document 4-17), was adopted (Annex 3 of the Outcome of HELCOM 37...
	3.20 The Meeting took note of the present plans and timetable for the further development of the underwater noise indicators as follows:
	Continuous low frequency anthropogenic sound:
	 Lead Country: Poland, co-Lead Countries: Denmark, Finland, Germany and Sweden
	 Indicator with GES-boundaries/GES-criteria anticipated as ready for use in HOLAS II: YES. The indicator development aims to proceed according to HOLAS II time-table. Should not be possible to propose a GES-boundary for the integration of the continu...
	 Plan 2016:
	o Q2 2016: proposal for a monitoring programme based on ongoing efforts (i.e. BIAS project) for submitted to STATE&CONSERVATION 4-2016 for consideration.
	o Q3 2016:
	 develop a proposal for assessment protocol;
	 tentatively June 2016: identify needs for long-term data arrangements for ambient noise monitoring data, i.a. BIAS calculated data (not raw data) to be brought to HELCOM members;
	 June 2016: workshop on GES on underwater noise envisaged in Germany.
	o  Q4 2016:
	 5-6 October 2016: BalticBOOST workshop on GES on underwater noise;
	 propose an interim GES-boundary condition to relevant Working Group for a core indicator integration into HOLAS II based on the work conducted in the two workshops previously mentioned;
	 finalisation of the continuous noise indicator report.
	o Q1 2017: Completing indicator evaluation for the first version of the 2nd holistic assessment to be prepared by mid-2017.
	Distribution in time and space of low- and mid- frequency impulsive sounds:
	 Lead Country: Germany, co-Lead Countries: Denmark, Finland and Sweden
	 Indicator with GES-boundaries/GES-criteria anticipated as ready for use in HOLAS II: YES. The indicator development aims to proceed according to HOLAS II time-table. Should not be possible to propose a GES-boundary for the integration of the impulsi...
	 Plan 2016:
	o Q2 2016: HELCOM members have been invited to inform of their national arrangements in order to deliver data to the registry for the use in HOLAS II in the upcoming PRESSURE 4-2016 (19-21 April 2016).
	o Q3 2016:
	 June 2016: workshop on GES on underwater noise envisaged in Germany.
	 follow up on the needs on the regional registry of impulsive activities as part of the joint HELCOM/OSPAR registry hosted by ICES;
	 initiate testing the registry with available project/national.
	o Q4 2016:
	 5-6 October 2016: BalticBOOST workshop on GES on underwater noise;
	 develop a proposal for assessment protocol;
	 propose an interim GES-boundary condition to relevant Working Group for a core indicator integration into HOLAS II based on the work conducted in the two workshops previously mentioned;
	 finalisation of the impulsive noise indicator report.
	o Q1 2017: Completing indicator evaluation for the first version of the 2nd holistic assessment to be prepared by mid-2017.
	3.21 The Meeting took note of the progress in setting up the OSPAR-HELCOM registry of underwater noise (doc. 3-2, Presentation 1).The Meeting also took note that the reporting format for reporting data to the OSPAR-HELCOM impulsive noise events regist...
	3.22 The Meeting took note of the national arrangements planned/undertaken in order to deliver data to the regional registry by September 2016 for the use in the Second Holistic assessment (HOLAS II) as follows:
	 Lithuania informed that the data cannot be collected earlier than 2018;
	 Finland will be able to supply data for the HOLAS II assessment;
	 Sweden informed on the existence of a national registry with reporting format to collect the data but the data from some sources are reported on a voluntary, not obligatory basis. It is expected that data are available before the summer;
	 Poland needs written procedure after the Meeting to clarify national arrangements and possibility to report national data;
	 Denmark will be able to deliver data on seismic activities from 2015. Denmark has started collecting data on naval events and other sources of impulsive noise in 2016. No data can be reported before that time;
	 Germany informed that the export functions to fulfil international commitments for data from pile driving, naval events and seismic activities are completed. Data for the Baltic noise registry will be provided to ICES by September 2016, but only fro...
	 Russia has not any arrangements.
	3.23 The Meeting took note of the dates 5-6 October 2016 for the HELCOM workshop on underwater noise and agreed that comments to the provisional draft programme are forwarded to the Secretariat (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) by 6 May 2016. The Meeting welcome...
	3.24 The Meeting took note of the compilation of the internationally available reviews on underwater noise mitigation measures and of the questionnaire prepared by BalticBOOST, to be filled in by HELCOM countries in order to identify which of the list...
	3.25 The Meeting considered the procedure to refine and then fill in the questionnaire. The Meeting agreed to provide comments on the questionnaire from both and Pressure and Maritime delegates to the Secretariat (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) by 6 May 2016. ...

	Agenda Item 4  Dredging activities and extraction of mineral resources
	4.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the state of data reporting in accordance with the new reporting format and discussed the obstacles to provide complete national data sets (Presentation 3).
	4.2 The Meeting took note of the following clarification by the countries:
	 Estonia reported data in 2013 but there was no dredging activities during that year. Contaminants were not reported in year 2014, due to their concentration on the dredging material at the level of natural background;
	 Russia informed that data from 2007 and 2008 had been reported;
	 Finland: information on reporting data as contained in Table 1 in document 4-1 is misleading;
	 Denmark indicated that summing-up the depositing sites reported in different years is not correct. The data from 2013 and 2014 to be further clarified. Denmark informed that it will unfortunately not be able to deliver data on dredging activities.
	4.3 The Meeting also took note of the information required for HOLAS II assessment of pressures caused by human activities and identified issues in the reporting template which should be modified to cater for the assessment.
	4.4 The Meeting discussed the suggested updates to the reporting guideline and format, listed in the Conclusions chapter of document 4-1, and decided to organize an expert skype meeting to discuss it.
	4.5 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to nominate experts by 3 May (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi) for a skype meeting on dredged material reporting format to be held during May.
	4.6 The Meeting agreed to submit the suggested changes to the reporting guideline and format, based on outcomes of the Skype meeting, to HODs for approval via correspondence.
	4.7 The Meeting took note of the study reservations by Denmark and Germany on the document until after the discussion at the Skype meeting.
	4.8 The Meeting took note of the initial ideas on how to improve the assessment of impact of the activities on dredging and depositing dredged material into the Sea utilizing newly reported data. The Meeting also noted that the methodology has to be e...
	4.9 The Meeting agreed that the assessment methodology and the procedure of its elaboration should be discussed at the expert meeting.
	4.10 The Meeting took note of the information by CCB on the physical loss and damage to the sea floor: marine sediment extraction in the Baltic Sea (doc. 4-4), including the call for better coordination in this respect by HELCOM Subsidiary bodies and ...
	4.11 The Meeting also took note of the information provided by CCB to consider available information, i.a., the ICES report “Effects of extraction of marine sediments on the marine environment 2005-2011” published in 2016 (http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub...
	4.12 The Meeting took note of the information by the countries that some data on extraction of sand and gravel at the sea floor are available in the countries, but that the data set is not complete against the requirements of HELCOM Recommendation 19/1.
	4.13 The Meeting agreed on the need to update HELCOM Status Report on Marine sediment extraction in the Baltic Sea (1999), based on reliable, comprehensive, geo-referenced national data and agreed to conduct the reporting on marine sediment extraction...

	Agenda Item 5  Draft HELCOM Recommendation on sewage sludge handling
	5.1 The Meeting took note of the Draft HELCOM Recommendation on Sewage Sludge Handling as presented by the Secretariat (doc. 5-1).
	5.2 The Meeting took note of the study reservation by Germany and Poland on the draft HELCOM Recommendation on sewage sludge handling.
	5.3 The Meeting agreed on the new version of the draft Recommendation for further submission to the upcoming meeting of the Heads of Delegation.
	5.4 The Meeting agreed to withdraw Annex 2 “Tentative limit values” from the draft, due to existing various national regulations identifying the limit values and taking into account regional chemical parameters of soils. The Meeting also encouraged th...
	5.5 The Meeting agreed on the draft HELCOM Recommendation as contained in Annex 2 to this Outcome. The Meeting also agreed that the Contracting Parties will make a final check of the agreed draft Recommendation and inform the Secretariat (dmitry.frank...

	Agenda Item 6  Hazardous substances
	6.1 The Meeting took note the draft Status report on pharmaceuticals in the Baltic Sea environment and welcomed the effort by the Secretariat and PA Hazards to preparation the report (doc. 6-1-Rev.1)
	6.2 The Meeting agreed that the report is the starting point for further development of the regional strategy.
	6.3 The Meeting agreed in principle on publication of the report, taking into account the comments by State&Conservation and Pressure Groups, and decided to establish a group to work further in order to suggest further actions on pharmaceuticals in th...
	6.4 The Meeting agreed to withdraw Chapters 4.1 and 6.3 from the report and move them to the annex. The Meeting also agreed to use the term “potential measures for further consideration” instead of “recommendation” in Chapter 8.4.
	6.5 The Meeting agreed on the following procedure to finalize the Status report:
	 all corrections will be incorporated into the document by the Secretariat with the assistance of PA Hazard Coordinator and experts by 7 May 2016 and the draft Status report will be circulated to the Contracting Parties for reviewing;
	 all the replies by the national experts should be sent to the Secretariat (dmirty.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi) by 17 May 2016 in order to submit the draft Status report to HOD 50-2016 for approval for publication.
	6.6 The Meeting considered how the results of the Status report can be used for the revision of HELCOM Recommendation 31E/1 “Implementing HELCOM’s objective for hazardous substances” with regard to the list of priority substances and substances of con...
	6.7 The Meeting noted that HELCOM 37-2016 had agreed on 13 future HELCOM actions as a result of the coordination efforts relating to national PoMs. The Meeting took note of the actions falling under the Pressure WG and agreed to incorporate the action...
	6.8 The Meeting took note of the results of a questionnaire on the input of organic compounds (doc. 7-9 and Presentation 4) and discussed how the information can be utilized for implementation of the action on micropollutants in effluents from WWTP an...
	6.9 The Meeting welcomed the results of the questionnaire noting that the collected information is a good starting point to identify the pollutants of high concern for the Baltic Sea region, containing also an overview of the availability of informati...
	6.10 The Meeting was of the opinion that the information should be coupled and correlated with the work on HELCOM core indicators in order to identify any discrepancy between the major concern in fresh water or coastal water and indicators of the ecos...
	6.11 The Meeting discussed further ways to use the outcomes of the questionnaire, particularly in the preparation of the PLC reports. The Meeting agreed to include a summary into PLC-6 report. The Meeting suggested to inform State&Conservation Group o...
	6.12 The Meeting took note of the position of Finland regarding the revision of HELCOM Recommendation 31E/1 (doc. 6-3). The Meeting noted that there are several ongoing processes gathering information on the hazardous substances at HELCOM, EU or at na...
	6.13 The Meeting agreed with the suggestion by Finland, Poland and Sweden to postpone the review of Recommendation 31E/1, the definitions and the purpose of its attachments, until the latter part of year 2017 and in the meantime continue the work on c...
	6.14 The Meeting suggested that the future PLC reporting should pay more attention to the hazardous substances. The Meeting requested the RedCore Drafting Group to consider the results of the questionnaire and elaborate a proposal for the Contracting ...
	6.15 The Meeting encouraged Poland to provide the information for the questionnaire.
	6.16 The Meeting took note of the updated information by CCB on the situation around the landfill of toxic wastes Krasnyi Bor and the suggestions for the way forward for resolving the situation.
	6.17 The Meeting took note of the information on the current conditions and the state of environmental measures at the toxic waste landfill provided by the director of the enterprise Polygon Krasnyi Bor (Presentation 5) and an expert from LLC "Tehnote...
	6.18 The Meeting expressed the concern regarding the efficiency of the WWTP, current emissions to air, surface and ground water, the current environmental monitoring at the surroundings of the landfill and the fate of the hazardous wastes generated by...
	6.19 The Meeting took note of the statement by Estonia regarding readiness for cooperation to prepare an appropriate project proposal for the remediation of the Polygon (Annex 3).
	6.20 The Meeting took note the statement by Finland on its preparedness to cooperate and share experience and expertise on handling hazardous waste.
	6.21 The Meeting welcomed the preparedness of the Russia for an open and transparent dialogue on the current situation around the landfill and on sustainable and cost-efficient ways of resolving the problem. The Meeting also noted the intention of the...
	6.22 The Meeting took note of the information on the national funds allocated in the Regional and Federal budgets to mitigate the most acute environmental risks posed by the landfill and the plan to remediate the area.
	6.23 The Meeting thanked the Russian delegation for the transparency in presenting the current situation and expressed the preparedness for cooperation and assisting Russia to identify potential external funding sources to mitigate environmental risks...
	6.24 The Meeting suggested arranging a study visit of international experts to the landfill in cooperation with HELCOM in order to evaluate the current situation at the polygon and to outline the ways towards elimination of the hot spot. The Meeting a...
	6.25 The Meeting requested the Secretariat together with Russia to prepare appropriate suggestions for the study visit and inform the Pressure Group contacts on the suggested dates. The Meeting also requested the Secretariat to facilitate communicatio...

	Agenda Item 7  Thematic session on input of nutrients
	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 Meet...
	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...
	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.
	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 Me...
	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 ...
	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 i...
	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 gu...
	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 cons...
	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 effecti...
	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 ...
	7.19 The Meeting expressed great concern on the feasibility of elaboration of the assessment products due to the delay of the data reporting.
	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...
	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...
	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 ...
	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 ...
	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 a...
	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.
	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...
	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.

	Agenda Item 8  Any other business
	8.1 The Meeting checked and updated the Contact Lists of the Pressure Working Group (document 9-1), attached as Annex 5 to this Outcome.
	8.2 The Meeting took note of the information by Germany on the activities at Leibniz Science Campus Phosphorus Research Rostock and encouraged countries to take part in the workshop.
	8.3 The Meeting took note of the information by PA NUTRI on the outcomes of stakeholder’s seminar organized in Gdansk on 14 April 2016 and the suggestion for a joint seminar (PA Hazards, PA Nutri, PA Bioeconomy) at the EUSBSR Forum in Stockholm, 8-9 N...
	8.4 The Meeting also took note of the information on an activity on taking a stock of the national policies related to recycling of phosphorus, launched by the Agri Group, and that the first results are expected to be obtained by the autumn 2016. The ...
	8.5 The Meeting noted that PA Nutri had encouraged national representatives to attend the PA Nutri Steering Committee meeting on 26 April 2016.
	8.6 The Meeting took note of the information by Russia on the need to revise some of the HELCOM Recommendations falling under the Pressure group ToR, and that Russia is ready to prepare a relevant overview. The Meeting agreed to include the issue into...

	Agenda Item 9  Future work and meetings
	9.1 The Meeting welcomed the offer by Poland to host PRESSURE 5-2016 in Warsaw on 25-27 October 2016 in the premising of the National Water Management Authority.
	9.2 The Meeting emphasized that the PRESSURE 4-2016 was well structured and organized but pointed out that the preliminary timetable should be circulated at least three weeks in advance in order to enable participants to plan their attendance and take...
	9.3 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Germany to arrange the Pressure and State&Conservation Groups’ meetings having at least two weeks between them, if feasible, allowing sufficient time for national preparations.
	9.4 The Meeting suggested that PRESSURE 6-2017 will take place during the week 24-28 April 2017.
	9.5 The Meeting thanked the host, the Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management, for the excellent arrangements and generous and hospitality during the Meeting.

	Agenda Item 10  Outcome and closing of the Meeting
	Documents: 10-1
	10.1 The Meeting adopted the draft Outcome of the Meeting (document 10-1).
	10.2 The Outcome of the Meeting will be finalized by the Secretariat in cooperation with the Chair and made available in the HELCOM Meeting Portal together with the documents and presentations given during the Meeting.
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