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

(HELCOM PRESSURE 6-2017) 
Introduction  
0.1 In accordance with the decisions by PRESSURE 5-2015 (Outcome, paragraph 12.3) and 
HELCOM HOD 51-2016 (Outcome, paragraph 6.83), the Sixth Meeting of the HELCOM Working Group on 
Reduction of Pressures from the Baltic Sea Catchment Area (PRESSURE 5-2016) was held by invitation from 
the St. Petersburg Committee for Nature Use, Environmental Protection and Ecological Safety at the premises 
of the of Federal State Budgetary Institution A.P. Karpinsky Russian Geological Research Institute (FGUP 
VSEGEI) In St. Petersburg, Russian, on 25-27 April 2017. The Contracting Parties to the Helsinki Convention, 
except, European Union and Latvia, attended the Meeting. Observers from Coalition Clean Baltic (CCB) and 
the Federation of European Aquaculture Producers (FEAP) as well as representatives of EUSBSR PA Nutri and 
PA Hazards attended in the Meeting. The List of Participants is contained in Annex 1. 

0.2 At its opening, the Meeting was welcomed by Ms. Tatiana Tolmacheva from the Russian 
Geological Institute and Mr. Ivan Serebritsky representingfrom the City of St Petersburg. 

0.3 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 

1.1 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 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the outcomes of other HELCOM meetings of 
relevance to Pressure Group (doc. 2-1). 

2.2 The Meeting expressed concern regarding the way how the environmental pressure caused by 
the input of nutrients will be assessed in the outcomes of the HOLAS II project. 

Agenda Item 3  Marine litter 

3.1 The Meeting considered document 3-1-Rev.1 on the current status of implementation of the 
Regional Action Plan on Marine Litter (HELCOM RAP ML). 

3.2 Russia informed the Meeting on the priorities of Russia regarding mitigation of littering of the 
marine environment and also that a comprehensive Round Table discussion on implementation of the RAP 
ML took place at the Environmental Forum Baltic Sea Day 2017 in March (doc. 3-5 and Presentation 1). The 
Meeting took note of the information on contribution by Russia into implementation of action RL15, which 
also implies establishing of a platform for exchanging of good practices and technics for cleaning beaches, 
riverbanks, ports, marinas and inland waterway. An exhibition “Ecology of big city” which annually takes place 
in St Petersburg can serve as such a platform for the municipalities of the Baltic Sea region. 

3.3 The Meeting pointed out that, in accordance with recent HELCOM commitments regarding the 
engagement of municipalities and local actors into the implementation of the BSAP, the federal entities of 
Russia should be better involved into protection of the water bodies, particularly, collecting litter in order to 
prevent littering of marine environment. 

3.4 The Meeting invited Russia to consider leadership in action RL15 and to inform the Secretariat 
accordingly. 
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3.5 Denmark, Finland and Sweden provided additional national information on the 
implementation of the Regional Action Plan on Marine Litter (HELCOM RAP ML) to be inserted into the follow-
up table: 

• Denmark: on RL6, Denmark has carried out two national investigations on microplastics, 
“Microplastics, Occurrence, effects and sources of releases to the environment in Denmark” 
(Environmental project No. 1793, 2015) and “Microplastic in Danish wastewater. Sources, 
occurrences and fate (Environmental Project No. 1906. Marts 2017). On RS10, Denmark is planning 
a small pilot project based on knowledge gathering for the extent of ghost nets in Danish waters, 
which might contribute to this action. Report is anticipated in summer 2017; 

• Finland: is in the process of considering the lead of action RS1 and will come back on this issue by 
June;  

• Sweden: work on RL7 is ongoing. The Environment and Energy Ministry has requested the SEPA to 
identify important sources of microplastic loads to the sea, to reduce the occurrence and release of 
microplastics from these sources and where appropriate to propose regulatory changes to reduce 
these emissions. The work includes a review of Best Available Techniques. This work will be 
reported to the ministry before midsummer.  
 

3.6 The Meeting approved the updated follow-up table reflecting the current status of 
implementation of the HELCOM RAP ML taking into account the information provided by the participants at 
the Meeting (Annex 2). 

3.7 The Meeting took note of the summaries of the outcomes of international events, attended by 
the Secretariat, aiming at providing an overview of the ongoing European and global processes with regard 
to marine litter (doc. 3-2), namely: 

- A “MSFD TG Marine Litter Marine Baselines workshop”, held on 14-15 March 2017 in Brussels, 
Belgium, 

- A workshop”Marine Litter and Microplastics: Measuring Effectiveness and Identifying Gaps within 
International and Regional Policy Frameworks”, organised by the United Nations Environment 
Program, held on 29-31 March 2017 in Nairobi, Kenya.  

3.8 The Meeting further noted the conclusions of the G7 Workshop “Mainstreaming the work of the 
Regional Sea Programmes towards the better implementation of the G7 Action Plan and the achievement of 
the global commitments on marine litter”, held on 20-21 April 2017 in Rome, Italy, as included in Annex 3 to 
the Outcome.  

3.9 The Meeting took note of the ongoing activities of CCB related to microplastics and storm water 
management, as well as of a suggestion to consider merging and revising five HELCOM Recommendations 
addressing different issues related to storm water and wetland management, integrating the issues related 
to micro litter into them as a contribution to implementation of the HELCOM RAP ML (doc. 3-3).  

3.10 The Meeting welcomed the initiative by CCB and decided to consider at PRESSURE 7-2017 a 
revision of the five HELCOM Recommendations on storm water and wetland management with a view to 
integrate provisions aimed at prevention of micro litter in the marine environment into those 
recommendations. The Meeting also invited the Contracting Parties to consider leadership in the revision. 

3.11 The Meeting took note of the activities of the newly-established Interest Group Plastics (IG 
Plastics) which is a working group of the European Network of the Heads of Environment Protection Agencies 
(EPA Network) (doc. 3-4 and Presentation 2). The IG Plastics has developed a position paper on the EU Plastics 
Strategy, the latter is expected to be published by the end of this year. So far, the Roadmap on the EU Plastics 
Strategy has been published in January 2017. 

3.12 The Meeting took note of the invitation to attend the next meetings of the IG Plastics as well 
as the conference “Recommendation on the EU Plastics Strategy” on 8 June 2017 in Brussels.  
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3.13 The Meeting suggested to arrange a workshop on implementation of the RAP ML back-to-back 
with PRESSURE 7-2017. 

3.14 The Meeting took note of the information on planned and ongoing activity of CCB on pilot 
monitoring of riverine micro-litter inputs in Belarus and Ukraine relevant to implementation of the action on 
engaging the third parties into implementation of the RAP ML. 

3.15 Sweden informed on the progress in Scoping Study. The Scoping study was initiated by Sweden 
and Netherland in the OSPAR working group EIHA. The EUNOMIA Company was contracted as a consultant 
to perform the work. The work will be presented to OSPAR coordination group in May 2017. The table of 
contents of the Study is included as Annex 4 to this Outcome. 

Agenda Item 4  Underwater noise 

4.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the current activities of the HELCOM EN-Noise as 
provided by the Chair of the network and included as Annex 5 to this Outcome.  

4.2 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to report the data 2016 for the ICES register of 
impulsive noise by 8 September 2017 for its inclusion in the updated version of the “Baltic Sea Status Report”.  

4.3 The Meeting took note suggestion by Sweden to coordinate the reporting schedule with OSPAR.  

4.4 The Meeting agreed on reporting annually to the registry of impulsive events taking into account 
a later clarification by Russia. 

4.5 The Meeting considered the progress made by the HELCOM EN-Noise in further elaboration of 
document 4-1. The Meeting established a parallel session of the HELCOM EN-Noise on the first day of the 
Meeting to elaborate further the document based on the comments provided by HELCOM 38-2017 and 
additional feedback by Finland, Lithuania and Sweden. 

4.6 The Meeting discussed the main outcomes of the parallel session, attached as Annex 6 
(Presentation 3) and provided feedback on:  

- principles for defining levels of impulsive underwater noise consistent with GES for harbour porpoise, 
harbour seal, ringed seal and grey seal;  

- principles for defining levels of continuous underwater noise consistent with GES for harbour 
porpoise, harbour seal, ringed seal, grey seal, cod, herring and sprat;  

- the risk based approach used for the development of the decision support trees for establishing 
environmental targets for impulsive noise and continuous noise;  

- remaining open issues. 

4.7 The Meeting agreed, in principle, on the proposed further steps to be taken to address the 
remaining open issues in the revised document: 

− Table 1 on periods of biological significance for each of the identified priority noise sensitive species:  
• Denmark is to clarify mating/reproductive period for Harbour porpoise; 
• A request to be made to HELCOM EN-Noise to address relevant national contacts to clarify 

mating/spawning period for cod.  
− Figure 1 – Noise-sensitive areas derived from biological data on noise sensitive species so far 

identified: 
• For the harbour porpoises Western Baltic subpopulation, Denmark is to contact Sveegaard 

et al. 2011 to obtain the shapefiles of the study, to be subsequently shared with the HELCOM 
EN-Noise for consideration and inclusion in the map if appropriate; 

• For the harbour porpoises Baltic subpopulation, the information is to be updated based on 
the information recently provided by Julia Carlström; 

• to further address how to consider corridors in between MPAs with likely Baltic harbour 
porpoise subpopulation occurrence; 



Outcome of PRESSURE 6-2017  
 

 

Page 5 of 52 
 

• the Secretariat is to contact Lithuania to clarify information on protected areas in Lithuanian 
Baltic Sea waters with ringed seals as part of designation basis; 

• For grey seals, areas are based on data of identified haul-outs, and considering the available 
information these data are still relevant for the purpose of the map. Tagging data may be 
used once considered by the HELCOM EN-Noise; 

• Authors of Fig. 20a in doc. 6-6 submitted to HELCOM 38-2017 to be contacted to obtain 
shapefile to improve information on cod and herring spawning grounds, 

• Sweden to investigate if information of additional spawning areas is available. 

− Table 2 on Principles for impulsive underwater noise: clarification on the appropriate wording to be 
seek from the SEAL experts to address special areas of relevance for protection for conservation 
status of harbour seal, ringed seal and grey seal. 

4.8 The Meeting took note that Russia is not in the position to decide on the revised document and 
invited Russia to consider the revised document and updated decision-making trees and to deliver written 
information to the Secretariat (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) by 23 May 2017. 

4.9 The Meeting in principle agreed on the document but decided that countries can provide written 
comments based on national consultations to the Secretariat (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) by 5 May 2017. 

4.10 The Meeting highly appreciated the work done by the EN-Noise and thanked the experts and 
the Chair of EN-Noise for the work. 

4.11 The Meeting noted that the updated document on “regional input for defining levels of 
underwater noise” will be considered by GEAR 16-2017 as a guideline for establishing environmental targets 
for underwater noise, with the view to recommend the guidelines to HOD 52-2017 for a decision. 

Agenda Item 5  Dredging/depositing operations and mining on the sea floor 

5.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the reporting under HELCOM Recommendation 
36/2 “Management of dredged material” and for the data call by HOLAS II. 

5.2 The Meeting pointed out that all countries, except Russia, reported data on depositing 
operations at sea in 2015 and on dredging activities in the period 2011-2015. The Meeting invited Russia to 
report data under the Recommendation and for the data call by HOLAS II.  

5.3 The Meeting took note that Russia will report data on 2015 in accordance with Recommendation 
36/2 by 25 May 2017. 

5.4 The Meeting expressed a concern regarding the use of the data on dredging and depositing at 
sea for the assessment of the sea floor integrity by HOLAS II, in particular substantial differences between 
data reported under Recommendation 36/2 and data reported to HOLAS II. The concern raised due to lack 
of communication on the use of the collected data with the HELCOM EN DREDS, which is tasked to guide the 
assessment of dredging/depositing operations at sea with the use of the agreed methodology and based on 
reported data, with the immediate need to provide input to HOLAS II. The Meeting also took note of the offer 
by Germany discuss the issue in May before the final results have been reported to HOD 52-2017. 

5.5 The Meeting also suggested that the TAPAS report should be discussed with the expert group 
on dredging activities. 

5.6 The Meeting took note of a concern of Estonia regarding possible duplication of reporting for 
HELCOM Recommendation 36/2 and London Dumping Convention (LDC). The Meeting requested the 
Secretariat to investigate options to organize a consolidated reporting of the data on depositing of dredged 
material at sea to LDC in order to avoid double reporting. 

5.7 The Meeting took note of the overview of the collected data on extraction of sand and gravel on 
the sea floor, relevant data compiled by ICES as well as of the conclusions of the round table at the Baltic Sea 
Day 2017 (doc. 5-2). The Meeting noted that all Contracting Parties, except Russia, had reported the data.  

mailto:marta.ruiz@helcom.fi
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5.8 The Meeting pointed out that the data on the effects of mining on the sea floor, particularly the 
time of recovery of the mining sites, included into ICES reports cannot be used for the assessment in the 
Baltic Sea, because of the difference in dynamic of sediments in the North Sea and in the Baltic Sea. Sweden 
also informed on the development of the document on sustainable exploitation of mineral resources which 
has been recently started by SwAM in cooperation with Geological survey of Sweden. 

5.9 The Meeting suggested that the information on the exploitation of mineral resources, as 
presented in document 5-2, should be thoroughly analysed and checked as well as supplemented by the data 
on the activities in the Russian EEZ. The Meeting invited Russian to provide information on exploitation of 
mineral resources by 25 May 2017. 

5.10 The Meeting pointed out that the information on the activities on exploitation of mineral 
resources should be included into the HOLAS II project, and particularly socio-economic analysis as well as 
information on the effects of this type of human activity on the marine ecosystem.  

5.11 The Meeting took note of the information on the exploitation of mineral resources in the 
territorial waters of Russia in the Baltic Sea and their impact on the marine ecosystem (doc. 5-1and 
Presentation 4). 

5.12 Annual monitoring, carried out by Rosnedra Federal Agency, in 2005-2016 has shown that the 
level of anthropogenic impact (e.g. dredging, depositing, mineral resources mining, etc.) within the Russian 
part of the Gulf of Finland is very high. Effective management of the use of marine resources, mitigation of 
anthropogenic stress impact, for regional sustainable development requires transboundary cooperation, 
aiming at harmonization of environmental monitoring approaches and data exchange in marine geoscience. 

5.13 The Meeting welcomed the information by Russia on the studies of effects of the exploitation 
of mineral resources. 

5.14 The Meeting recognized that the regional overview of the scope of the exploitation of mineral 
resources on the Baltic Sea floor, as well as its environmental effects, is an important part of HOLAS II. The 
Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to investigate opportunities to lead the activity or seek for the 
opportunity of a relevant HELCOM project. The Meeting pointed out that the activity should be launched by 
the end of 2017 in order to get information taken into account by HOLAS II. 

5.15 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by CCB to discuss with the Secretariat an opportunity 
to make an assessment of the impacts of exploitation of mineral resources on the marine environment and 
present the result of the analyses to PRESSURE 7-2017. 

Agenda Item 6  Hazardous substances 

6.1 The Meeting considered the draft questionnaire on availability of the data on riverine inputs of 
the selected organic pollutants and agreed on the questionnaire (doc. 6-1). 

6.2 The Meeting further considered the draft questionnaire on availability of the data on identified 
micropollutants and WWT technologies.  

6.3 Bearing in mind that the questionnaire is intended to collect metadata which will further be 
utilized to elaborate the reporting templates, the Meeting agreed in general on the questionnaire on 
micropollutants. Though, the Meeting recommended to integrate into the questionnaire a commenting box 
where national experts will provide general suggestions for the data call, e.g. that Denmark will not be in the 
position to report data on individual WWTPs. 

6.4 The Meeting pointed out that the parameters should be reported only for those WWTP where 
micropollutants were monitored. The Meeting also highlighted that the reporting of actual data should be 
synchronized with reporting to the EU UWW directive. Though, the Meeting stressed that the information 
on advanced WWT technique should not be lost in actual data call. 

6.5 Taking into account the experience of collecting data for the Status report on pharmaceuticals, 
the Meeting suggested to collect information on micropollutants starting from 2002. The Meeting also 
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pointed out that countries do not need to re-report national data which have already been reported for the 
Status report on pharmaceuticals.  

6.6 The Meeting also requested the Secretariat to check data on the WWTP parameters collected 
by COHIBA project and PLC-6 project. 

6.7 The Meeting agreed that the questionnaires will be circulated by 5 May 2017 to the Contracting 
Parties with the respond deadline 25 June 2017. 

6.8 The Meeting exchanged views on the results of the HELCOM Workshop on nutrient recycling in 
the Baltic Sea countries, held on 27-28 March 2017 in Berlin, Germany, and on the opportunity to provide 
information on national commitments (policies, programmes, etc.) to reuse phosphorus from sewage sludge 
for integration into the Overview (doc. 6-2). 

6.9 The Meeting agreed that information on national commitments (policies, programmes, etc.) 
to reuse phosphorus from sewage sludge for the overview should be delivered by 31 May 2017 to the 
Secretariat (susanna.kaasinen@helcom.fi). The Meeting also pointed out that the term “recycling” is 
preferable against the term “reuse” to determine phosphorus utilization from sewage sludge. 

6.10 The Meeting supported in general the activity, suggestion by the Workshop on P-recycling, to 
compile information on technological solutions and best practices for P-recycling from sewage sludge and to 
elaborate a regional palette of technological solutions. The Meeting invited the countries to consider 
leadership in implementation of these tasks or seek for an option for a project application and come back to 
the discussion at PRESSURE 7-2017. 

6.11 The Meeting welcomed the suggestion by Sweden to make a draft of specification for the 
reporting format of HELCOM Recommendation 38/1 and circulate it to the Contracting Parties for 
commenting with the aim to agree on this specification at PRESSURE 7-2017.  

6.12 The Meeting considered document 6-3-Rev.1 containing a revised suggestion for the Work plan 
of CG PHARMA, in which a proposal by PA Hazards of the EU SBSR to contribute to the work of the 
Correspondence Group has been taken into account. 

6.13 The Meeting took note of the clarification by the PA Hazard Coordinator regarding the PIE 
Platform on pharmaceuticals run by the PA and its contribution to the work of HELCOM CG PHARMA. 

6.14 The Meeting considered the priority activities, their correlation with national and regional 
processes and deadlines and approved the updated work plan for the period 2017-2019 as contained in 
Annex 7. 

6.15 The Meeting took note of the warning by Denmark that overlapping with the work which has 
already been done by the EU regarding recommendations on monitoring of estrogen should be avoided. 

6.16 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Germany that based on the findings of the 
HELCOM Pharmaceutical Report, an appropriate lead substance to replace estrogen as indicator can be 
selected. 

6.17 CCB introduced the Draft CCB Report on Pharmaceutical Pollution in the Baltic Sea Region (doc. 
6-4), which mainly focuses on upstream preventative and awareness-raising measures, e.g. influencing 
consumer behavior. The Meeting took note of the information in general and noted that the report would 
be a good contribution to the work of CG Pharma, particularly in the implementation of actions 5 and 6 of 
the Work plan. 

6.18 Russia introduced document 6-5, Draft concept to eliminate environmental damage at Krasnyi 
Bor landfi, and the Meeting took note of information on the current activities on the Krasnyi Bor toxic landfill 
and a concept to eliminate environmental risks posed by the hot spot. 

6.19 The Meeting welcomed information on the current activities on the site and took note that 
estimated timeframe for reclamation will be about seven years (Presentation 5). The Meeting also welcomed 
the initiative by Russia to establish a Public information Centre to communicate all relevant issues with public 
society. 

mailto:susanna.kaasinen@helcom.fi
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6.20 The Meeting also took note of information by Russia that currently NEFCO is coordinating 
activates on validation of the WWTP in cooperation with UBA Germany. 

6.21 The Meeting took note of the information by Germany regarding launching the activity on 
verification of the monitoring programme, and that the information will be presented at the next PRESSURE 
meeting. 

6.22 The Meeting took note of the additional information provided by Russia on measure to protect 
the landfill against any extreme weather events, which are mainly focused on prevention of rain water 
penetration to the waste storages and also maintaining of the WWT facility. 

Agenda Item 7  Input of nutrients into the Baltic Sea 

7.1 The Meeting took note of the EMEP report on the sources of input of nutrients and approved it 
in general (doc. 7-1). The Meeting also agreed that countries will provide written comments on the report to 
the Secretariat (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi) by 5 May 2017. 

7.2 The Meeting took note of the suggestion to streamline the EMEP report, prepared by the 
Secretariat (doc. 7-5) and welcomed the suggestion.  

7.3 The Meeting recommended to include references to the used methodologies into the annual 
reporting by EMEP. 

7.4 The Meeting pointed out that the information on the deposition and emissions from countries 
outside the HELCOM area should continue to be reported annually. 

7.5 The Meeting welcomed the information on the initial results of the German national research 
project on the P-deposition on the Baltic Sea area. The Meeting also welcomed the offer by Germany to 
inform the Pressure group on further progress of the project. 

7.6 The Meeting took note that the presented results are several times higher than the results 
obtained by other studies. The Meeting pointed out that all available data should be considered and taken 
into account in the PLC-7 and invited the RedCore group to take the results of the project into consideration. 

PLC-6 project implementation 

7.7 The Meeting took note of the state of the PLC-6 project, its revised deadlines, and steps 
required to fulfil these deadlines. The Meeting also took note that the next meeting of the PLC-6 project 
group will be held on 22-24 May 2017 in Riga, Latvia (doc. 7-15). 

7.8 The HOD 51-2017 meeting in December 2017 approved the PLC-7 project proposal, and the 
project formally started on 1 January 2017 and runs until 2021. The Meeting took note of the brief 
introduction of the project and on the current activities, i.a., that the first PLC-7 project meeting will take 
place on 8-9 June 2017 at [Åland Islands] in Finland (doc. 7-15). 

7.9 The Meeting took note of the plea by Germany to make the PLC products available not later 
than three weeks before PRESSURE 7-2017 in order to make it possible for Germany to refer to them in the 
national MSFD assessment. The Meeting emphasized that the PLC-6 products are to be used for the MSFD 
purposes by many countries. 

7.10 The Meeting also invited the PLC-7 representatives to take into account the lessons learnt 
during the implementation of the PLC-6 project in order to avoid delays. The Meeting pointed out that some 
countries rely on the PLC-7 outcomes for planning of programmes of measures.  

7.11 The Meeting took note of the conclusions and suggestions by the MAI-CART Workshop on 
methodologies to assess the implementation of the HELCOM nutrient reduction scheme (MAI/CART 
assessment), held in Stockholm on 6-7 March 2017, and decided to utilize the conclusions in the further work 
(doc. 7-3). 

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

mailto:dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi
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7.13 The Meeting considered the draft HELCOM Core Pressure Indicator on Nutrient Inputs (doc- 
7-2-Rev.1) and agreed on it in principle. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

7.23 The Pressure group took note of the status of the PLC assessment dataset and progress in 
elaboration of the PLC-6 products (doc. 7-14). 

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

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

- to include an asterisk stating the indicative status of Polish reduction targets;  

- to include into the policy message a projection for the year 2021 but not a longer projection, due to 
very high level of uncertainty; 

- to indicate the achieved reduction in percent and remained reduction in tons; 

- to make a suggestion for a hybrid figure integrating bar chart fig. 3 and values from the table 2 
illustrating the magnitude of the required reduction in absolute values. 

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

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

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

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

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

- Germany informed that the data will be delivered in time; 

- Poland informed that the national consultations are ongoing and the approval of the data is possible 
by the PLC-6 15-2017; 

- Russia and Estonia are progressing and will provide data by the deadline 16 June 2017; 

- Sweden has recently made verification of the data. 

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

7.32 The Meeting took note of the status of reporting on national methodologies used for 
calculation of loads and flows, source apportionment, and retention coefficients (doc. 7-8).  

7.33 The Meeting took note that all countries are expected to deliver the information on the 
national methodologies in accordance with the deadline identified by the PLC-6 14-2017 meeting.  

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

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

- Denmark will investigate a possibility to report the data in May. 

- Finland has recently reported the information and the missing data will be provided in a couple of 
weeks. 

- Germany informed that the information on measures to reduce waterborne input has been 
reported but that information on airborne inputs can be delivered only if it is clear what 
information is requested.  

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

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

- Sweden informed that the prognoses of reduction was updated and the figures will be reported by 
the deadline. 
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7.36 The Meeting took note of the position of Germany on the challenges of collection of 
information on the effectiveness of measures and that better harmonizing of the requested information with 
other processes (e.g. WFD and Gothenburg Protocol) would help in collecting the required data. 

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

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

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

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

7.41 The Meeting discussed the report on implementation of MAI-CART OPER project (doc. 7-7). 
The Meeting pointed out that the report does not identify clearly which parts of the project working packages 
have been implemented and which deliverables are still delayed. The Meeting also recognized that the report 
does not contain a suggestion on the timeframe of the project prolongation and resources required for its 
accomplishing. However, the project had agreed that the products elaborated by the project will be used for 
next assessments, e.g. PLC-7. In order to assure sustainability of the project results the products should be 
finalized and documented. 

7.42 The Meeting agreed to extend the deadline for the MAI-CART OPER Project and requested the 
Secretariat to clarify the exact work packages and deliverables which require further elaboration and an exact 
date of the final project deadline. 

7.43 The Meeting took note of the suggestion on the HELCOM-EUSBSR Workshop on internal 
nutrient reserves (doc. 7-10-Rev.1). The Meeting was informed that the workshop is proposed to have two 
principle focus areas. The first is to identify scientific knowledge gaps concerning the extent speciation and 
mobility of P reserves in the Baltic Sea, while the second aim is to identify issues concerned with the legal 
framework required for mitigation work. 

7.44 The Meeting supported the organization of the workshop and thanked Sweden and Finland 
for the initiative. However, the Meeting took note of the opinion of Germany that the workshop should also 
discuss measures to reduce input of nutrients from land-based sources. 

7.45 The Meeting took note of the information by CCB on the Baltic Sea ports’ handling fertilizers 
as potential sources of nutrient inputs (doc.7-12 and Presentation 6) The Meeting agreed that marine 
transportation of fertilizers might be a source of pollution of the Baltic Sea. Nonetheless, the magnitude of 
the effect is still unclear. The Meeting also pointed out that the affairs of Baltic ship traffic and cargo handling 
are in the mandate of the HELCOM Maritime group.  

7.46 The Meeting welcomed the information provided by CCB and thanked CCB for the work done. 
However, the Meeting recommended CCB to submit the information to HELCOM HOD to identify the 
HELCOM body to tackle the issue. 

Agenda Item 8  Follow-up of HELCOM Recommendations: implementation, reporting and revision 

8.1 When considering document 8-1 on the implementation of the BSAP and HELCOM 
Recommendations, the Meeting reviewed the status of implementation of HELCOM regional actions and 
agreed on the current assessment of their implementation. 

8.2 The Meeting reviewed the status of implementation of national actions and identified that 
reports on some of actions have already been provided by the countries, which is not reflected in the relevant 
table of document 8-1. The Meeting also pointed out that the web-based HELCOM BSAP Explorer is not a 
suitable tool to follow up the reporting. 
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8.3 The Meeting agreed that the Secretariat will check the status of reporting on the national actions 
and elaborate an overview of the status of reporting on national actions under the mandate of the Pressure 
group. The overview will be circulated to the Pressure group contacts by 16 June 2017.  

8.4 The Meeting invited those Contracting Parties, who did not report on implementation of the 
national actions, to report the information to the Secretariat (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi) by 
8 September 2017. The Meeting also invited countries who reported on the implementation of the national 
actions earlier, but wish to update the previously reported data, to inform the Secretariat accordingly.  

8.5 The Meeting decided that the countries will provide simplified information on the 
implementation status of the Recommendations which were included into the HELCOM BSAP follow-up 
system by 8 September 2017 (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi). The Meeting requested the Secretariat 
to elaborate the reporting format and to circulate it to the Pressure group contacts by 15 June 2017. The 
Meeting also pointed out that the reporting format should contain the information which has already been 
reported by countries to avoid double reporting. 

8.6 The Meeting agreed on the need to organize a procedure to revise HELCOM Recommendations 
under the group’s mandate. To launch the reviewing procedure, the Meeting requested the Secretariat to 
compile a background document including information on the lead countries to follow up particular 
recommendations, reporting procedures stipulated by the recommendations, and available reports. The 
Meeting suggested to consider the revision of the recommendations and establish a revision procedure at 
PRESSURE 7-2017. 

Agenda Item 9  Any other business 

9.1 The Meeting checked and updated the Contact lists contained in document 9-1. The updated 
lists are contained in Annex 8. 

9.2 The Meeting took note of the concerns expressed by CCB on alleged violation of fundamental 
principles of the Helsinki Convention with regards to EIA and notification of the Contracting Parties that might 
be potentially affected in case of planning and implementing large infrastructure projects, such as Nord 
Stream II Project (doc. 9-2) and a navigation canal across Vistula Spit as well as plans to establish inland 
navigation route from the Baltic to Black Sea (document 9-3). The Meeting agreed to use this information as 
appropriate, e.g. in the international consultations already launched.  

9.3 The Meeting took note of a clarification by Russia regarding the international and national public 
consultations on the project.  

9.4 CCB introduced document 9-3 on concerns in relation to the decision by the Polish Government 
to construct a navigation canal across Vistula Spit. The Meeting took note of the information. 

9.5 The Meeting took note of the official position of Poland on document 9-3 as contained in 
Annex 9. 

9.6 The Meeting took note of the information about the current activity by CCB on the public 
monitoring of the quality of ground and surface water in the catchment of the river Nemunas. 

9.7 The Meeting took note the information by PA Nutri on the EU SBSR Forum in Berlin on 13-14 
June 2017 and the seminar organized by PA Nutri together with UBC in the frame of the Forum.  

9.8 The Meeting expressed a deep concern regarding the fact that the environmental pressure 
layers developed by various projects serving for HOLAS II assessment were not presented and communicated 
with Pressure group. The Meeting requested HOLAS II and associated projects to submit these layers to 
PRESSURE 7-2017 or to specific expert groups (e.g. RedCore DG, EN DRED) for reviewing.  

Agenda Item 10  Election of Vice-Chair(s) 

10.1 The Meeting considered the election of Vice-Chair of Pressure Group and agreed to return to 
the issue at PRRESSURE 7-2017 

mailto:dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi
mailto:dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi
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Agenda Item 11  Future work and meetings 

11.1 The Meeting took note the preliminary invitation of Lithuania to host the next meeting of the 
Pressure Group (PRESSURE 8-2017) in Vilnius during week 43/2017, on 24-26 October 2017. The Meeting 
requested the Secretariat to contact Lithuania regarding confirmation of the invitation and to inform the 
Pressure group contacts by 5 May 2017. 

11.2 The Meeting discussed an opportunity to change the dates for PRESSURE 7-2017 and concluded 
that changing the dates is not feasible, due to the fact that the dates of the meeting depend on the other 
HELCOM processes and their deliverables. The most important process is the PLC-6 which products cannot 
be available for consideration by the Group before the end of September. Shifting the meeting dates to a 
later week in November would disable timely submission of the documents for consideration by HELCOM 
HOD meeting. 

11.3 The Meeting agreed to arrange PRESSURE 8-2012 during the week from 16 to 20 April 2018 and 
invited Germany to consider a possibility to host the meeting. 

Agenda Item 12  Outcome and closing of the Meeting 

12.1 The Meeting adopted the draft Outcome of the Meeting (doc. 12-1).  

12.2 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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Annex 1 List of Participants 

**) participation via Skype 

Delegation Name Organization Email address Phone number 
CHAIR 
Chair of the Group Lars Sonesten Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences Lars.Sonesten@slu.se +46702562444 
CONTRACTING PARTIES 
Denmark Signe Jung-Madsen Environmental Protection Agency sijun@mst.dk  +45 93596974 
Estonia Rene Reisner  **) Estonian Ministry of Environment   
 Katarina Oganjan **) Estonian Ministry of Environment katarina.oganjan@envir.ee  
 Agnes Unnuk **) Estonian Ministry of Environment agnes.unnuk@envir.ee  
 Aleksander Klauson **) Tallinn University of Technology aleksander.klauson@ttu.ee +372 6202554 
 Peeter Eek Estonian Ministry of Environment peeter.eek@envir.ee +372 6262884 
Finland Ari Kangas Ministry of the Environment ari.kangas@ym.fi +358 295 250 340 
 Laura Saijonmaa Ministry of the Environment laura.saijonmaa@ym.fi +358405463344 
 Sanni Turunen Ministry of the Environment, EUSBSR PA Nutri sanni.j.turunen@ym.fi +358505972641 
 Eeva Sairanen Finnish Environment Institute SYKE eeva.sairanen@env.fi +358503518170 
 Seppo Knuuttila Finnish Environment Institute SYKE seppo.knuuttila@ymparisto.fi +358407609232 
Germany Wera Leujak German Environment Agency wera.leujak@uba.de +49 340 2103 2419 
 Ulrike Pirntke German Environment Agency ulrike.pirntke@uba.de  
 Nina Maier German Environment Agency nina.maier@uba.de  
 Sebastian Schirmel Federal Maritime Hydrographic Agency (BSH) sebastian.schirmel@bsh.de +49 4031903299 
 Jens-Georg Fischer Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (BSH) jens.fischer@bsh.de +49 4031903286 

 Sven Koschinski Federal Agency for Nature Conservation sk@meereszoologie.de +49 4526 380808 

Lithuania Donatas Bagocius **) Klaipėda University donatas.bagocius@jmtc.ku.lt +370 638 27936 
Poland Adriana Dembovska National Water Management Authority adriana.dembowska@kzgw.gov.pl +48 22 37 20 215 
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Russia Natalia Oblomkova Institute for Engineering and Environmental 
Problems in Agricultural Production 

oblomkovan@gmail.com +79500494728 

 Ludmila Filatova Department of Rosprirodnadzr for the North-
west federal districtnadzor 

more.szfo@mail.ru 8 812 272 16 94 

 Inna Slesareva Department of Rosprirodnadzr for the North-
west federal districtnadzor 

more.szfo@mail.ru 8 812 719 84 38 

 Olga Rublevskaya SUE "Vodokanal of St. Petersburg" Rublevskaya_ON@vodokanal.spb.ru 
 

 Andrey Gorky Landfill "Krasnyi Bor" avgorky@yandex.ru 88122926897 
 Alexey Trutnev Landfill "Krasnyi Bor" poligonspbkb@gmail.com 88122926897 
 Daria Ryabchuk Federal State Budgetary Institution  "A. P. 

Karpinsky Russian Geological Research Institute"  
Daria_Ryabchuk@mail.ru 89217893367 

 Nikolay Filippov Saint-Petersburg State Company "Mineral" nikolay.philippov@scmin.spb.ru 88123227922 
 Marina Korobeinikova Committee for Nature Use, Environmental 

Protection and Ecological Safety of St. Petersburg 
korobeinikova@kpoos.gov.spb.ru 88124175929 

 Natalia Bobyleva Saint-Petersburg State Company "Mineral" bobyleva@helcom.ru 88124706012 
 Svetlana Tochanskaya Saint-Petersburg State Company "Mineral" svetlana@helcom.ru 89213693053 
Sweden Philip Axe Swedish Agency for Marine and Water 

Management (SwAM) 
philip.axe@havochvatten.se +46 106986026 

 Peter Sigray FOI peters@foi.se +46 734447698 
 Emilia Lalander FOI, Swedish Defence Research Agency emilia.lalander@foi.se +46 709277295 
OBSERVERS 
CCB Mikhail Durkin Coalition Clean Baltic mikhail.durkin@ccb.se +46 739770793 
FEAP Torben Wallach Dansk Akvakultur torben@danskakvakultur.dk +45 27382976 
INVITED GUEST 
EUSBR Jenny Hedman **) Policy Area Hazards of the EUSBSR jenny.hedman@naturvardsverket.se +46 761123900 
HELCOM Secretariat Dmitry Frank-Kamenetsky HELCOM Secretariat dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi +358 40 6309933  

Marta Ruiz HELCOM Secretariat marta.ruiz@helcom.fi +358 40 6472424 
 Leena Heikkilä HELCOM Secretariat leena.heikkila@helcom.fi +358 46 8409202 
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Annex 2 Follow up of implementation of the regional actions of the Regional Action Plan on Marine Litter 

SOURCE OF 
LITTER 

ADDRESSED 

SUB-
CATEGORY 

ACTION 
BY 

ACTION 
CODE 

REGIONAL ACTION FURTHER 
SPECIFICATION 

LEAD STATUS ONGOING ACTIVITIES INCLUDING NATIONAL ONES POTENTIAL 
CONTRIBUTION 
FROM HELCOM 

SUBSIDIARY BODIES 

NEXT STEPS PROPOSALS 

Land-based General 
improved 
waste 
prevention 
and 
management 

2017 RL1 Prepare and agree on 
HELCOM guidelines on 
marine litter references to be 
included in national and local 
waste prevention and waste 
management plans, i.a. an 
element highlighting the 
impacts of marine litter. 

Guidelines by 2017 Sweden will not be 
able to lead this 
action, but to 
contribute to it 
(PRESSURE 4-2016). 

Sweden informed on two measures that are planned nationally related to 
RL1 on the inclusion of marine litter references in national and local waste 
prevention and waste management plans (PRESSURE 3-2015) 
Potential contribution from ‘Blastic project – plastic pathways from land to 
sea’, funded by the Central Baltic Programme, which will run 2016-2018 
(PRESSURE 3-2015, doc. 5-12) 
Sweden proposed to change the deadline to 2019 in order to be able to 
benefit from the guidelines produced by the BLASTIC project in 2018 
(PRESSURE 4-2016). 
There are two background reports under progress, one on marine litter 
sources and one on available methods to monitor marine plastic litter, as 
well as an identification list of marine litter sources. There will be a 
questionnaire for pilot municipalities to be filled in with the list of marine 
litter sources, which will be tested next year. Subsequently, draft 
measures for municipalities will be drafted. 
The website is currently under construction, and at the moment there is 
material under the introductory part, FAQs, and impacts. Experts are 
invited to provide feedback on the website (https://www.blastic.eu/) 

PRESSURE DE to provide updated 
information on their 
national PoMs. Propose 
to change deadline to 
2019 in order to benefit 
from the guidelines 
produced by the Blastic 
project. CPs are invited 
to consider leadership. 

Land-based General 
improved 
waste 
prevention 
and 
management 

2017 RL2 Provide HELCOM guidelines 
on best practice routines with 
regard to cleaning and 
collection systems to prevent 
litter from land entering the 
aquatic environment. 

Guidelines by 2017 _ Potential contribution from Blastic project (see RL1). PRESSURE Propose to change 
deadline to 2019 in 
order to benefit from 
the guidelines produced 
by the Blastic project 
and also in the view of 
the HOLAS II 
assessment. To consider 
ongoing work on Nordic 
Council of Ministries, 
the European 
Prevention Litter 
Association (DE to 
provide contact details), 
and  the Baltic Sea 
Accelerator. CPs are 
invited to consider 
leadership. 

http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
http://www.blastic.eu/)
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SOURCE OF 
LITTER 

ADDRESSED 

SUB-
CATEGORY 

ACTION 
BY 

ACTION 
CODE 

REGIONAL ACTION FURTHER 
SPECIFICATION 

LEAD STATUS ONGOING ACTIVITIES INCLUDING NATIONAL ONES POTENTIAL 
CONTRIBUTION 
FROM HELCOM 

SUBSIDIARY BODIES 

NEXT STEPS PROPOSALS 

Land-based General 
improved 
waste 
prevention 
and 
management 

2016 RL3 Share best practice on waste 
management in order to 
identify and address 
loopholes that makes waste 
turn into marine litter, 
including the issue of 
landfills, regulations and 
enforcement. 

_ Germany to lead (e- 
mail notification) 

Potential contribution from Blastic project (see RL1) Germany informed (e-
mail 18.4.2017) that: 
* Germany has established a close cooperation with the International 
Waste Working Group (IWWG), which agreed to support the further 
implementation of the waste management actions within both, the 
HELCOM and the OSPAR RAP MLs. 
* As a next step Germany plans to send out a questionnaire addressing 
loopholes that make waste turn into waste for land- based macro- and 
microplastics and best practise of primary actions in waste management. 
* A joined workshop with the experts from the waste management sector 
is foreseen taking place at the conference Sardinia 2017 to have an in-
depth discussion on which next steps need to be taken based out the 
results achieved by the questionnaire. 

PRESSURE   

Land-based General 
improved 
waste 
prevention 
and 
management 

2018 RL4 Improvement of stormwater 
management in order to 
prevent litter, including 
microlitter, to enter the 
marine environment from 
heavy weather events. 

By 2018 at the latest 
HELCOM has compiled 
information to give 
guidance on 
improvements of 
stormwater 
management on a local 
level to prevent and 
reduce stormwater 
related waste (including 
micro litter) entering the 
marine environment, 
taking into consideration 
similar action within 
OSPAR.If appropriate 
according to findings of 
the activity and other 
relevant information, 
amend HELCOM 
Recommendation 28E/5 
on municipal 
wastewater treatment. 

Sweden is willing to 
contribute to if a lead 
country for this action 
could be identified 
(PRESSURE 3-
2015).CCB is willing to 
contribute (WS RAP 
ML 1-2016) 

Potential contribution from Blastic project (see RL1).Potential contribution 
from the FP7 ‘Baltic Flows’ (finished project, http://www.balticflows.eu/) 
and ‘IWater’ (http://www.integratedstormwater.eu/), a project which has 
just started and is run by Union of Baltic Cities.CCB made a proposal on 
concrete ways to reduce microplastics in stormwater and sewage which 
would contribute to Actions RL4, RL7 and RL8 (WS RAP ML 1-2016). 

PRESSURE To be included in the 
Work Plan of PRESSURE 
WG. PRESSURE 
toprovide feedback on 
this action. DE to 
contribute with 
information. CPs are 
invited to consider 
leadership. 

http://www.balticflows.eu/)
http://www.balticflows.eu/)
http://www.balticflows.eu/)
http://www.balticflows.eu/)
http://www.balticflows.eu/)
http://www.balticflows.eu/)
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SOURCE OF 
LITTER 

ADDRESSED 

SUB-
CATEGORY 

ACTION 
BY 

ACTION 
CODE 

REGIONAL ACTION FURTHER 
SPECIFICATION 

LEAD STATUS ONGOING ACTIVITIES INCLUDING NATIONAL ONES POTENTIAL 
CONTRIBUTION 
FROM HELCOM 

SUBSIDIARY BODIES 

NEXT STEPS PROPOSALS 

Land-based General 
improved 
waste 
prevention 
and 
management 

No 
deadline 
specified 

RL5 Establish a dialogue and 
negotiate on solutions with 
business and industry to (i) 
develop design 
improvements that reduce 
the negative impacts of 
products entering the marine 
environment, and (ii) reduce 
over- packaging and promote 
wise packaging 

Initiatives taken by the 
private sector. 

Germany to lead (e- 
mail notification) 

Germany informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that: 
* The UBA is co-chairing the EU MSFD Technical Group on Marine Litter 
and was in this context also driving the process of producing a report 
assessing the biological and socioeconomic harm caused by marine litter 
which is now publically available. Therefore a good overview is now out 
provided on which products need to be targeted and what impacts need 
to be taken into account. 
Germany has also set up a national Round Table on Marine Litter which is 
addressing the issue of overpackaging/wide packaging by looking into how 
existing regulations and praxis can be modified/adapted. In this context a 
lot of stakeholder from business and industry are already involved. 
* Germany currently considers how to transfer this national process to a 
regional level aiming to set up a dialogue together with other HELCOM CPs 
and head organizations of relevant industrial sectors such as the packaging 
industry. 

PRESSURE   
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SOURCE OF 
LITTER 

ADDRESSED 

SUB-
CATEGORY 

ACTION 
BY 

ACTION 
CODE 

REGIONAL ACTION FURTHER 
SPECIFICATION 

LEAD STATUS ONGOING ACTIVITIES INCLUDING NATIONAL ONES POTENTIAL 
CONTRIBUTION 
FROM HELCOM 

SUBSIDIARY BODIES 

NEXT STEPS PROPOSALS 

Land-based Measures to 
tackle top 
items - Micro 
particles 

2017 RL6 Establish an overview of the 
importance of the different 
sources of primary and 
secondary microplastics. 
Evaluate products and 
processes that include both 
primary and secondary micro 
plastics, such as fibres from 
clothing, assess if they are 
covered or not by legislation, 
and act, if appropriate, to 
influence the legal 
framework, or identify other 
necessary measures. 

By 2017 an overview on 
what products and 
processes contribute to 
the input of micro 
plastics to the Baltic Sea, 
taking into account 
similar action within 
OSPAR. By 2018 existing 
legislation is assessed 
and necessary measures 
identified together with 
relevant stakeholders. 

Germany willing to 
contribute (e-mail 
notification) 

Potential contribution from Blastic project (see RL1).The SE EPA has a 
commission to identify significant sources to micro plastics in Sweden and 
to act to reduce the origination and release of microplastics from these 
sources to the marine environment. The commission shall be reported on    
or before the 15 June 2017. As part of this commission a national 
investigation on sources to micro plastics has been carried out and 
reported, (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)Norway has released a report on measures to reduce 
microplastics that maybe can feed in to this action, see link below 
http://www.miljodirektoratet.no/no/Publikasjoner/2016/April-
2016/Primary- microplastic--pollution-Measures-and-reduction-potentials-
in-Norway/The SE Chemicals Agency have had an assignment from the 
Government to  propose national measures for restricting the occurrence 
of microplastics in cosmetic products, and they presented it 15.1.2016 
(http://www.kemi.se/nyheter- fran-
kemikalieinspektionen/2016/kemikalieinspektionen-foreslar-
begransningar- for-plastkorn-i-kosmetika/). The summary is available in 
English.The EU has finalised a study on microplastics in cosmetics 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good-environmental-
status/descriptor- 
10/pdf/MSFD%20Measures%20to%20Combat%20Marine%20Litter.pdf 
and is considering follow-up activities on microplastics (e-mail 
communication after PRESSURE 4-2016).Finland informed on a Bachelor's 
Thesis on microplastics and harmful substances in urban runoffs and 
landfill leachates - Possible Emission Sources to Marine Environment 
(2016) 
(https://www.theseus.fi/bitstream/handle/10024/114539/Kilponen_Juho.
pdf?se quence=1) (WS RAP ML 1-2016). Finland aims launch a case/pilot 
study on microplastics in storm waters in years 2018-2019, as a part of a 
national research project (MIF) (e-mail 18.42017).Germany informed (e-
mail 18.4.2017) that Germany is just contributing to this action. Since 
there is so far no lead for this action there is nothing to contribute yet. 
However, Germany has produced a national overview on relevant sources 
for Microplastics, is involved in the implementation of the respective 
measures of the OSPAR RAP ML including ongoing dialogues with the 
cosmetic and other relevant industries and has also targeted this action 
via a national roundtable on Marine Litter. This can be brought into the 
process once it gets started.Denmark has carried out two national 
investigations on microplastics, “Microplastics, Occurrence, effects and 
sources of releases to the environment in Denmark” (Environmental 
project No. 1793, 2015) 
(http://www2.mst.dk/Udgiv/publications/2015/10/978-87-93352-80-
3.pdf) and “Microplastic in Danish wastewater. Sources, occurrences and 
fate (Environmental Project No. 1906. Marts 2017) 
(http://www2.mst.dk/Udgiv/publications/2017/03/978-87-93529-44-
1.pdf) (PRESSURE 6-2017). 

PRESSURE To set up a working 
group to compile 
information on national 
activities. An open call 
will be made for all 
countries to provide 
summaries of these 
activities, aiming at the 
elaboration of an 
assessment report. 
Secretariat to 
investigate 
opptortunities to 
conduct the work. 
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Land-based Measures to 
tackle top 
items - Micro 
particles 

2018 RL7 Compilation of available 
techniques as well as 
research and develop 
additional techniques  in 
waste water treatment plants 
to prevent micro particles 
entering the marine 
environment. 

By 2018 HELCOM has 
compiled information, 
and prepared a report 
on micro particles 
removal in waste water 
treatment plants taking 
into account similar 
action within OSPAR. If 
appropriate according to 
findings of the search 
and other relevant 
information, amend 
HELCOM 
Recommendation 28E/5 
on municipal 
wastewater treatment. 

Sweden offered to 
lead (HOD 48-
2015).Finland offered 
to co- lead (PRESSURE 
4- 2016). 

Swedish and an OSPAR report on best available techniques to reduce and 
prevent sewage and storm-water related waste entering the marine 
environment, including micro particles to be ready during 2016 which 
could then be considered regarding the applicability in the Baltic Sea 
(PRESSURE 3-2015). The report is ready although it is not yet official (WS 
RAP ML 1-2016). Swedish national report on technical solutions for 
advanced treatment of waste water in order to reduce pharmaceutical 
residues and micro plastics is envisaged for June 2017. Envisaged working 
process for this action: 2017 compilation of what has been done so far, 
including a review of the status in HELCOM area in order to build a basis 
for discussion with relevant stakeholders on how to proceed (WS RAP ML 
1-2016).Finland informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that the removal of 
microlitter from wastewater during different treatment steps of 
mechanical, chemical and biological treatment (activated sludge) and 
biologically active filter (BAF) in a large (population equivalent 800000) 
advanced WWTP has been examined and the results have have been 
published (Talvitie et al 2017). One part of this study evaluated the 
effectiveness of different tertiary treatments in the purification process. 
The manuscript will be submitted in short time and data will be published 
during in 2017. Information from this study will feed into RL7 giving 
information on the methods that have been tested and evaluated. Sweden 
reported that work on RL7 is ongoing: The Environment and Energy 
Ministry has requested the SEPA to identify important sources of 
microplastic loads to the sea, to reduce the occurrence and release of 
microplastics from these sources and where appropriate to propose 
regulatory changes to reduce these emissions. The work includes a review 
of Best Available Techniquesd. This work will be reported to the ministry 
before midsummer (PRESSURE 6-2017) 

PRESSURE   

Land-based Measures to 
tackle top 
items -Sewage 
related litter 
including 
sanitary waste 

2017 RL8 Assess the importance of the 
contribution of upstream 
waste flows to the marine 
environment and, if needed, 
identify suitable actions. 

By 2017 an assessment 
of the importance of 
sewage related waste 
coming from the 
upstream waste flow is 
produced. By 2018 share 
assessment with River 
and River Basin 
Commissions and 
identify measures 
including the 
implementation of 
related regulations; 
missing elements are 
identified and guidelines 
for improvement are 
presented. 

Poland offered to lead 
(HOD 48-2015) 

Questionnaire developed by Poland. The feedback provided by countries is 
being currently analysed (WS RAP ML 1-2016). 
CCB made a proposal on concrete ways to reduce microplastics in 
stormwater and sewage which would contribute to Actions RL4, RL7 and 
RL8 (WS RAP ML 1-2016). 

PRESSURE Poland prepared a 
questionnaire on the 
issue. A summary report 
of the fedback received 
will be available by the 
end of the year, which 
will enable to achieve 
the target of the action. 
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Land-based Measures to 
tackle top 
items -
Expended 
Polystyrene 
(Polystyrene 
Foam) 

2017 RL9 Compile information on the 
prevalence and sources of 
expanded polystyrene (EPS) 
in the marine environment, 
and engage with industry to 
make proposals for 
alternative solutions (e.g. use 
of other materials, 
establishment of deposits, 
return and restoration 
systems, overpackaging 
reduction). 

By 2017 an overview of 
the most significant 
sources of EPS ending up 
in the marine 
environment is 
produced, in 
cooperation with 
OSPAR. Make 
recommendations to the 
Contracting Parties on 
voluntary agreements 
with the industry on 
changes in product 
design and applying best 
practices when handling 
EPS by 2019. 

_ _ PRESSURE The Secretariat to 
investigate available 
information. 

Land-based Measures to 
tackle top 
items -Plastic 
bags 

2018 RL10 Define and implement 
appropriate instruments and 
incentives to reduce the use 
of plastic bags, including the 
illustration of the associated 
costs and environmental 
impacts (e.g. establishment 
of levies, deposit fees, taxes 
or bans on plastic bags). 
[].Support regional 
coordination in the Baltic Sea 
of the implementation of the 
future revised Directive 
94/62/EC on packaging and 
packaging waste to reduce 
the consumption of 
lightweight plastic carrier 
bags, for HELCOM 
Contracting Parties being EU 
members. 

By 2018 HELCOM 
Contracting Parties start 
to coordinate and 
inform each other about 
consumption of plastic 
bags on an annual basis. 
By 2019 establish a 
reduction target of 
plastic bags, taking  into 
account the measures 
which are implemented 
nationally. 

CCB is willing to 
contribute (WS RAP 
ML 1-2016) 

Finland informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) of a framework agreement to reduce 
the consumption of lightweight plastic carrier bags (Plastic Carrier Bag 
Agreement).The programme of measures of the Finnish Marine Strategy 
2016–2021 adopted by the Government proposes that, with the aim to 
reduce the littering of the Baltic Sea, proposals for  measures are to be 
prepared to reduce the amount of plastic litter, in particular. As means to 
reduce littering the focus of the measures should include the use of plastic 
containers and bags.Green Deal agreement of the Ministry of the 
Environment and Federation of Finnish Commerce on the measures to 
reduce the consumption of plastic carrier bags was signed in 2016. The 
agreement implements the measures the Member States are required to 
take to reduce the consumption of plastic carrier bags under the EU 
Packaging Waste Directive (94/62/EC), as amended by Directive (EU) 
2015/720.The purpose of the agreement is to agree on voluntary 
measures of the retail sector to ensure that the minimum objectives 
concerning the consumption of lightweight plastic carrier bags in the 
Packaging Waste Directive are reached in Finland. As a rule all companies 
in the retail sector with one or several branches in Finland may join the 
plastic bag agreement for the trade sector via the Society’s 
Commitment.The Ministry of the Environment undertakes to evaluate 
after  three years from the date when the agreement was concluded (31 
October 2016) the effectiveness of the agreed measures in terms of 
reducing the consumption of lightweight plastic carrier bags and 
preventing littering. Should the evaluation show that the measures 

PRESSURE To gather information 
on national 
proposals/instruments 
to implement the EU 
Directive, as well as 
develop guidance for 
those countries who 
have not initiated the 
process. 
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Land-based Measures to 
tackle top 
items -Bottles 
and containers 

2017 RL11 Cooperate on the 
establishment and/or further 
development of deposit 
refund systems for bottles, 
containers and cans (e.g. 
glass, plastics and aluminum) 
in the HELCOM Contracting 
Parties in accordance with 
national law as appropriate. 
Investigate and strive for 
bilateral and multilateral 
solutions between the 
countries for establishment 
of such systems in relation to 
passenger ships. 

CPs informing in 2017 
on the status/plans 
regarding the deposit 
refund systems, 
including on possible 
solutions regarding 
passenger ships. 

Estonia offered to 
lead (PRESSURE 3-
2015). 

A first possible step to start up these actions could be a survey to the 
Contracting Parties to be initiated by Estonia in cooperation with the 
HELCOM Secretariat. Survey circulated 26.02.2016. No updated 
information provided at PRESSURE 4-2016. 
Currently functioning deposit refund systems for bottles, containers and 
cans (e.g. glass, plastics and aluminum) are in place in DE, DK, SE, FI, EE 
and LT. In PL, LV and RU the system is not in place at the moment. There is 
no action regarding bilateral and multilateral solutions between the 
countries for establishment of such systems in relation to passenger ships 
(WS RAP ML 1-2016). Possible input: http://norden.diva- 
portal.org/smash/get/diva2:721027/FULLTEXT01.pdf 

PRESSURE & 
MARITIME 

  

Land-based Actions 
addressing 
third parties 

2016 RL12 Encourage, based on existing 
labels such as the EU Ecolabel 
and the Nordic Ecolabel, 
exchange with international 
environmental certification 
schemes for information and 
inclusion of the management 
and prevention of marine 
litter in their lists of criteria. 

By 2016 initiate an 
activity on what 
certification schemes 
could be addressed, 
which existing criteria 
could be promoted for 
potential inclusion in 
international 
certification systems 
together with ways and 
means how to help 
approving those. 

_ _ PRESSURE Germany to share 
national experiences. 

Land-based Actions 
addressing 
third parties 

No 
deadline 
specified 

RL13 HELCOM Contracting Parties 
to seek cooperation with the 
River and River Basin 
Commissions, as appropriate, 
in order to include impacts of 
litter on the marine 
environment from riverine 
inputs, taking into account 
activities in the context of the 
implementation of the Water 
Framework Directive (WFD) 
and the Bathing Water 
Directive, and beyond, when 
applicable. This cooperation 
should include the exchange 
of experience on best 
practice to prevent litter 
entering into water systems, 
in line with action RL8. 

HELCOM Contracting 
Parties will continue 
cooperation with River 
and River basin 
Commissions, as 
appropriate, in order to 
integrate measures 
addressing the reduction 
of littering in river basins 
followed up by 
appropriate information 
exchange on the 
implementation of 
measures. 

Poland offered to lead 
(PRESSURE 5-2016). 

Finland informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that BLASTIC –project will explore 
different methods for monitoring macrolitter in rivers. The work will be 
carried out in collaboration with local municipalities. The project will carry 
out pilot monitoring on riverine litter in one case study area in Sweden, 
Finland, Estonia and Latvia in 2017. 

PRESSURE The Secretariat to 
investigate how to 
contact River and River 
Basin Commissions. 
Poland to consider how 
to contribute. CCB to 
contribute. To 
considerthe ongoing 
project  RIverine and 
Marine floating macro 
litter Monitoring and 
Modelling of 
Environmental Loading 
(RIMMEL) 
(http://mcc.jrc.ec.europ
a.eu/dev. 
py?N=simple&O=380&ti
tre_page=RIMMEL) 
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Land-based Remediation 
and removal 
measures 

2020 RL14 Address landfills or 
dumpsites including historic 
ones which may eventually 
pose a  risk to the marine 
environment due to factors 
such as coastal erosion and 
vicinity to rivers. 

By 2020 a regional-wide 
map on landfills and 
dumpsites including 
historic ones which may 
eventually pose a risk to 
the marine environment 
is produced. 

Estonia offered to 
lead (PRESSURE 3-
2015) 

A first possible step to start up these actions could be a survey to the 
Contracting Parties to be initiated by Estonia in cooperation with the 
HELCOM Secretariat. Questionnaire sent; deadline 4 March 2016. 
Feedback provided by all HELCOM members except Germany, Lithuania 
and Russia. The received feedback indicated that all the landfills are under 
control in the region and cannot be considered as sources of marine litter 
(Outcome of PRESSURE 4- 2016, para. 3.9). 

PRESSURE   

Land-based Remediation 
and removal 
measures 

No 
deadline 
specified 

RL15 Establish an exchange 
platform for spreading 
experiences on good cleaning 
practices in beaches, 
including cleaning beaches 
actions by local communities, 
riverbanks, pelagic and 
surface sea areas, ports, 
marinas and inland 
waterways, in cooperation 
with relevant fora. Develop 
best practice on 
environmental friendly 
technologies and methods 
for cleaning. 

Coordinate with other 
RSCs in order to set up 
an exchange platform 
for spreading 
experiences on good 
cleaning practices in the 
different marine 
compartments and 
rivers. 

Russia to consider 
leading this action 
and inform the 
Secretariat 
accordingly 
(PRESSURE 6-2017) 

Russia: an exhibition “Ecology of big city” which annually takes place in St 
Petersburg can serve as the platform to exchange good practices and 
techniques for cleaning beaches, riverbanks, ports, marinas and inland 
waterway (PRESSURE 6-2017). 

PRESSURE The Secretariat to 
communicate with 
Russia to provide 
information. 

Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
shipping 
related waste 

2018 RS1 Development of best practice 
on the disposal of old 
pleasure boats (i.e. 
intentional disposal of the 
boats at the ending of their 
lifetime in the sea and on 
shore). 

Best practice developed 
by 2018 

Finland to consider 
leading this action 
(WS RAP ML 1-2016) 
and will come back on 
this issue by June 
(PRESSURE 6-2017) 

Swedish national project on recycling of pleasure boats by Sweboat, 
Båtskroten Sverige AB and Stena Recycling AB (PRESSURE 3-2015, doc. 5-
7) 
Finland informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that planning of the action is in 
process and Finland will provide more information later. 

MARITIME   
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Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
shipping 
related waste 

2017 RS2 Develop best practice in 
relation to inspections for 
MARPOL Annex V, including 
harmonized management of 
data. Support regional 
coordination of IMO 
regulations in accordance 
with EU requirements for 
those HELCOM countries 
which are EU members. 

Best practice developed 
in cooperation with 
Paris MoU by 2017 

Germany to lead (e- 
mail notification) 

Germany informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that:* This action is treated 
together with the related actions 32, 33 and 38 of the OSPAR RAP ML. The 
German Federal Environment  Agency commissioned a study project on 
the issue at stake in the second half of 2015. A detailed questionnaire was 
designed and sent out to both OSPAR and HELCOM via the secretariats as 
well as the North Sea Network of Investigators and Prosecutors’ Heads of 
Delegation (NSN), covering the topics treated by the study that are 
difficult to research from abroad or desktop-based: Number of controls, 
level of fines, structure of prosecuting and control authorities etc. 
Responses were received from 11 OSPAR and HELCOM members, namely 
Finland, Germany, Sweden, Denmark, Ireland, Norway, The Netherlands, 
UK, Latvia, Lithuania and  Estonia.* A supporting report ‘Analysis of 
penalties and fines issued by OSPAR and HELCOM Contracting Parties for 
waste disposal offences at sea’ has been delivered to the last HELCOM 
RAP ML workshop and also to OSPAR EIHA 2017.* Comments delivered by 
CPs will be taken into account. An expert workshop is foreseen for the 
second half of 2017 involving relevant sectors. 

MARITIME, CG FINES   

Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
shipping 
related waste 

2016 RS3 Further work on 
implementation and 
harmonization of the no-
special-fee system in ports of 
the Baltic Sea countries, 
addressing: 
* gaps in existing regulations, 
* enforcement and practices 
concerning shipping, 
* port reception facilities 
auditing to assess adequacy 
of garbage collection, 
* fair waste burden sharing 
between ports. 

Evaluate the 
implementation of 
HELCOM 
Recommendation (28E-
10), starting 2016 

Germany willing to 
contribute (e-mail 
notification) 

The EU has finalised a study on microplastics in cosmetics, being its first 
part relevant for this action 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good-environmental- 
status/descriptor- 
10/pdf/MSFD%20Measures%20to%20Combat%20Marine%20Litte r.pdf 
(e-mail communication after PRESSURE 4-2016). 
Germany informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that Germany is just contributing to 
this action. Since there is no lead to this action there is nothing to 
contribute yet. 

MARITIME, CG FINES   

Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
waste delivery 
in 
ports/marinas 

2017 RS4 Implementation of the ISO 
standard (ISO 201070:2013) 
in relation to port reception 
facilities. Differentiate 
according to the size of the 
port. Promote the 
development of regional 
statistics on waste collected 
in ports based on existing 
information as far as 
possible. 

Assess how many ports 
are operating according 
to ISO standards and to 
propose action as 
appropriate by 2017. 

_ _ MARITIME To be addressed by 
MARITIME 

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good
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Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
waste related 
to fishing and 
aquaculture 

2018 RS5 Promote and disseminate 
best practice in relation to all 
relevant aspects of waste 
management within the 
fishing sector (including e.g. 
waste management on 
board, waste management at 
harbors and operational 
losses/net cuttings). 

By 2018, based on the 
OSPAR outcome, select 
best practices to be 
disseminated in the 
Baltic Sea. 

Sweden offered to 
lead (HOD 48-2015). 
Germany willing to 
contribute (e-mail 
notification) 

One Swedish and one OSPAR reports on best practices for waste 
management within the fishing sector to be ready during 2017 which 
could then be considered regarding the applicability in the Baltic Sea 
(PRESSURE 3-2015). The OSPAR report is to come by the end of the year, 
providing an overview and assessment of existing forms of measures/best 
practices. There has not been contact with the stakeholders involved yet. 
Envisaged working process for this action: Swedish report on management 
onboard and in harbours (any day now); make use of the OSPAR work and 
drawn experiences and feed it into a HELCOM setting (WS RAP ML 1- 
2016). 
Germany informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that Germany is just contributing to 
this action and aware of ongoing related activities within the 
implementation process of the OSPAR RAP ML. This includes the 
application of Green Deals with the fishing sector, a concept Germany 
tries to follow up on now via a round table on marine litter with relevant 
stakeholder. 

FISH & MARITIME   

Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
waste related 
to fishing and 
aquaculture 

2017 RS6 Through a multinational 
project, such as the 
MARELITT Baltic project, 
together with the fishing 
industry and other 
stakeholders, develop and 
promote best practice in 
relation to ALDFG and 
derelict fishing gear and their 
removal. 

Best Practice developed 
by 2017, the issues is 
promoted within 
HELCOM- EUSBSR 
cooperation 

Poland and WWF 
Poland offered to lead 
the action on retrieval 
of the ghost nets from 
the Baltic Sea (HOD 
48- 2015).Germany to 
contribute (e-mail 
notification) 

‘Removal of derelict fishing gear, lost or discarded by fishermen in the 
Baltic Sea’ project presented by WWF Poland at PRESSURE 3- 2015 (doc. 5-
11).Sweden proposed to change the deadline to 2019 in view of the 
expected outcomes in the frame of the MARELITT Baltic project to be 
available in 2018 (PRESSURE 4-2016).WWF Poland informed at the WS 
RAP ML 1-2016: Methodology for designating DFG hot spot areas under 
development. A map on the potential locations of underwater objects, 
shipwrecks and hooks to be produced. Surveys to be conducted among 
fishermen on the designation of the DGF. Methodology on retrieval of 
fishing gear has been developed. Forty ports have been visited and 
surveyed  for waste management and processing on fishing gear. A pilot 
action on sampling and preparation of DFG for processing is ongoing. A 
proposal to create the capacity building group and   invite HELCOM 
experts to participate.Germany informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that Germany 
is just contributing to this action and to action RS7. Germany is part of the 
EU project MARELITT and especially involved in carrying out 
environmental impact assessments for retrieving operations of ALDFG. 
Furthermore in the framework of scientific diving operations Germany is 
compiling information on benthic hotspots of ghost gear in German Baltic 
waters and the ecological soundness of manual retrieval operations. 

FISH   
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SOURCE OF 
LITTER 

ADDRESSED 

SUB-
CATEGORY 

ACTION 
BY 

ACTION 
CODE 

REGIONAL ACTION FURTHER 
SPECIFICATION 

LEAD STATUS ONGOING ACTIVITIES INCLUDING NATIONAL ONES POTENTIAL 
CONTRIBUTION 
FROM HELCOM 

SUBSIDIARY BODIES 

NEXT STEPS PROPOSALS 

Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
waste related 
to fishing and 
aquaculture 

2017 RS7 Compile information and 
elaborate guidelines on best 
practices to reduce the input 
of ALDFG from commercial 
and recreational fishing to 
the Baltic Sea taking into 
account geographical 
particularities; utilize UNEP 
RSC report and FAO on 
ALDFG as a starting point and 
focus on regional specifics 

Guidelines developed by 
2017 taking into account 
geographical 
particularities. 

Poland and WWF 
Poland offered to lead 
the action on retrieval 
of the ghost nets from 
the Baltic Sea (HOD 
48- 2015). 
Germany to 
contribute (e-mail 
notification) 

SE programme of measures (EU-PoM) includes a measure to reduce the 
input of ALDFG from commercial and recreational fishing in Swedish 
waters. 
MARELITT Baltic 2016-2018 can feed knowledge into this action; see 
action RS6. 
Sweden proposed to change the deadline to 2019 in view of the expected 
outcomes in the frame of the MARELITT Baltic project to be available in 
2018 (PRESSURE 4-2016). 
See action RS6 for information from Germany. 

FISH   

Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
waste related 
to fishing and 
aquaculture 

2016 RS8 Identify the options to 
address key waste items from 
the fishing and aquaculture 
industry, which could 
contribute to marine litter, 
including deposit schemes 
and extended producer 
responsibility. 

Late 2016 assess the use 
of OSPAR document and 
in consultation with the 
Baltic Sea Advisory 
Council consider and 
agree on the way 
forward to address key 
waste items from the 
fishing and aquaculture 
industries. 

_ The EU has finalised a study on microplastics in cosmetics, being its first 
part relevant for this action 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good-environmental- 
status/descriptor- 
10/pdf/MSFD%20Measures%20to%20Combat%20Marine%20Litte r.pdf 
(e-mail communication after PRESSURE 4-2016). 

FISH   

Sea-based Actions 
addressing 
waste related 
to fishing and 
aquaculture 

No 
deadline 
specified 

RS9 Investigate the use and 
prevalence of dolly ropes 
(bunches of polyethylene 
threads used to protect the 
cod end of demersal trawl 
nets from abrasions; 
synthetic fibre) in the areas  
of the Baltic Sea where they 
are used and consider the 
need to act. 

Consider the outcome of 
the study on the impact 
of dolly ropes currently 
under development by 
the Netherlands. Baltic 
Sea Advisory Council is 
to be invited to be 
involved in this activity. 

_ _ FISH To approach the Baltic 
Sea Advisory Council 

Sea-based Remediation 
and removal 
measures 

2016 RS10 Mapping of snagging sites or 
historic dumping grounds and 
a risk assessment for 
identifying where 
accumulation of ghost nets 
pose a threat to the 
environment and should be 
removed. 

As part of the 
assessment to be 
developed by HELCOM 
SUBMERGED by 2016. 
Mapping by 2017. Risk 
assessment 
by 2018. 

_ There is a Swedish project conducted by one municipality, Trelleborgs 
kommun, working with this measure on a local scale. Marelitt Baltic 2016-
2018 can feed knowledge into this action; see action RS6. 
Denmark is planning a small pilot project based on knowledge gathering 
for the extent of ghost nets in Danish waters, which might contribute to 
this action. Report is anticipated in summer 2017 (PRESSURE 6-2017) 

FISH & MARITIME Denmark and WWF 
Poland to contribute on 
the identification of the 
hot spots. 

Sea-based Remediation 
and removal 
measures 

No 
deadline 
specified 

RS11 Based on the risk assessment 
conducted in RS10 and 
identification of 
accumulation areas, initiate 
removal of ghost nets and 
their safe management on 
land. 

The aim is to increase 
the removal and 
disposal of the nets, and 
that statistics are 
available to confirm the 
increasing trend. 

_ Marelitt Baltic 2016-2018 can feed knowledge into this action; see action 
RS6. 

FISH & MARITIME   

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/good
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SOURCE OF 
LITTER 

ADDRESSED 

SUB-
CATEGORY 

ACTION 
BY 

ACTION 
CODE 

REGIONAL ACTION FURTHER 
SPECIFICATION 

LEAD STATUS ONGOING ACTIVITIES INCLUDING NATIONAL ONES POTENTIAL 
CONTRIBUTION 
FROM HELCOM 

SUBSIDIARY BODIES 

NEXT STEPS PROPOSALS 

Sea-based Remediation 
and removal 
measures 

No 
deadline 
specified 

RS12 Enter into the partnership 
with international and 
regional organizations (e.g. 
KIMO, NABU, OSPAR 
Commission) as well as port 
authorities, to encourage 
implementation of passive 
Fishing for Litter schemes, to 
collect litter caught in fishing 
nets during normal fishing 
activities. 

Increasing trends in the 
number of vessels from 
the fishing sector 
involved in the schemes. 

Poland and WWF 
Poland offered to lead 
the action on retrieval 
of the ghost nets from 
the Baltic Sea (HOD 
48- 2015).Germany to 
contribute (e-mail 
notification) 

MARELITT Baltic 2016-2018 can feed knowledge into this action; see 
action RS6.Germany informed (e-mail 18.4.2017) that:* Germany is widely 
applying the FFL-scheme coordinated by Mecklenburg-Vorpommern and 
the NABU. The litter generated here is assessed not only in terms of 
weight/amounts but also composition. Germany delivers this data to both 
RSCs pf relevance to our marine waters (HELCOM and OSPAR).* Together 
with the other leads we will aim for ongoing cooperation to encourage 
other parties to establish the FFL scheme as well. In OSPAR we have 
developed guidelines and use a joined logo (developed by KIMO), which 
could be used and/or developed/modified in HELCOM as well. 

FISH & MARITIME   

Education and 
outreach 

Education and 
outreach 

2016 RE1 To prepare information 
sheets to assist Contracting 
Parties in developing material 
for education programs, 
especially for professional 
seafarers including 
fishermen, highlighting the 
marine litter problem and 
including codes of practice in 
cooperation with relevant 
organisations including IMO. 

Information sheets to be 
prepared by 2016 

_ _ FISH & MARITIME To be addressed by FISH 
& MARITIME 

Education and 
outreach 

Education and 
outreach 

2015 RE2 HELCOM website to be 
updated periodically based 
on the input from 
Contracting Parties on marine 
litter management activities. 

2015 initial information 
uploaded (simplified 
BSAP follow up system) 

_ _ The Secretariat The Secretariat to 
investigate the 
implementation of this 
action 

Education and 
outreach 

Education and 
outreach 

2016 RE3 Develop a communication 
strategy for this Regional 
Action Plan linked in a 
coherent way with national 
initiatives/actions. This will 
include linking the HELCOM 
website to relevant projects 
and initiatives. 

2016 _ _ The Secretariat The Secretariat to 
investigate the 
implementation of this 
action 
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Annex 5 Current activities of the HELCOM EN-Noise 

 

Two indicators, one on continuous and one on impulsive sound are under development to follow up 
anthropogenic sources of underwater noise.  

Work on the continuous sound pre-core indicator has been led by Poland, with Denmark, Finland, Germany 
and Sweden as co-lead countries. The indicator concept has been defined1. The assessment protocol has 
been described; further work is envisaged to ensure that it only considers those areas where specific sound 
sensitive species occur. Further work is needed to finalize and operationalize this indicator i.e. definition of 
GES and assessment of status and it is not anticipated that the indicator as such will be finalized in time for 
use in HOLAS II, but a descriptive approach in the presentation of underwater noise in the HOLAS II report is 
envisaged.  

There is a proposal for regional monitoring programme of ambient noise that would combine a yearly minor 
assessment in a few prioritized locations (11 stations) and a major assessment every e.g. six years (38 
locations) (STATE & CONSERVATION 4-2016, doc 6J–2 Rev1). Further work on the regional monitoring 
programme is envisaged for 2017-2018 including i.e. final agreement on location of stations, as part of the 
Work Plan for State and Conservation for 2017-2018. 

Work on the impulsive sounds pre-core indicator has been led by Germany, with Denmark, Finland and 
Sweden as co-lead countries. The indicator concept is defined as sound events which effective time duration 
of individual sound pulses is less than ten seconds (i.e. impulsive). GES concept has not been defined, 
however could be further developed by considering the frequency and distribution of the impulsive noise 
events that will not have an adverse impact on elements of the marine environment that are to reach GES 
(occurrence and seasonal sensitivity level of target species along with an ecosystem approach of impacts). 
Further work is needed to finalize and operationalize this indicator (i.e. definition of GES and assessment 
protocol, and assessment of status). It is not anticipated that the indicator as such will be finalized in time for 
use in HOLAS II, but a descriptive approach in the presentation of underwater noise in the HOLAS II report is 
envisaged. 

The regional registry of licenced events such as pile driving, controlled explosions from naval operations and 
other activities that release energy has been established and countries are in the process of reporting their 
national data according to the agreed reporting format (so far Denmark, Germany, Lithuania and Sweden 
have reported; Finland and Poland informed they will report soon). The reporting deadline to the registry 
for new data to be included in the updated version of ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report is 8 September 2017. 
Improvement of the procedure to assess the data in the registry is foreseen.  

The HELCOM EN-Noise has summarised the effects of impulsive noise on marine organisms as part of the 
‘Distribution in time and place of loud low- and mid- frequency anthropogenic impulsive sounds’ candidate 
indicator report (STATE & CONSERVATION 5-2016, doc 4J-28).  

  

                                                           
1 Further discussions to continue in the frame of the HELCOM EN-Noise to address German recommendations to monitor 
higher frequencies (for instance, 2kHz and 10 kHz). 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%204-2016-320/MeetingDocuments/6J-2%20Rev1%20Proposed%20regional%20monitoring%20programme%20of%20ambient%20noise%20based%20in%20output%20from%20the%20BIAS%20project.pdf
http://ices.dk/marine-data/data-portals/Pages/underwater-noise.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%205-2016-363/MeetingDocuments/4J-28%20Candidate%20indicator%20on%20%E2%80%98Distribution%20in%20time%20and%20space%20of%20loud%20low-%20and%20mid-frequency.pdf
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Furthermore, a report on noise sensitivity of aquatic animals in the Baltic Sea has been prepared. It compiles 
and reviews the available knowledge on impact of anthropogenic noise in the Baltic Sea in a dedicated 
chapter. The report further identifies a list of priority noise sensitive species for the Baltic Sea based on the 
following criteria: hearing sensitivity, impact of noise, threat status, commercial value and data availability. 
Harbour porpoise, harbour seal, ringed seal, grey seal, cod, herring and sprat have been identified as priority 
species. A draft report was presented to STATE & CONSERVATION 4-2016 as part of guiding the work of the 
BalticBOOST project on underwater noise (document 6J-1). Based on the feedback received (Outcome of 
STATE & CONSERVATION 4-2016, para. 6J.2-6J.5), the document was revised. On 29 August 2016 the State 
and Conservation contacts were invited to provide comments to the revised document by 23 September, 
after which the document would be considered tacitly approved. Additional comments as provided by 
Denmark and Poland were incorporated into the document. HOD 51-2016 agreed on the publication of the 
improved document (document 6-6) in the Baltic Sea Environment Proceedings series (Outcome of HOD 51-
2016, para 6.88). 

HELCOM 38-2017 agreed that comments to the report on Noise sensitivity of animals in the Baltic Sea 
(document 6-6 considered at HOD 51-2016) can be submitted to the Secretariat by 22 March. The meeting 
furthermore invited the HELCOM SEAL EG to review the report on Noise sensitivity by the same deadline.  

Effects of noise on the level of population are still very poorly understood, and GES for populations has 
therefore not yet been defined in relation to underwater noise. To guide further work, regional input for 
defining levels of both impulsive and continuous underwater noise that are consistent with GES for noise-
sensitive species and Decision support trees for establishing environmental targets for impulsive noise and 
continuous noise have been developed (HELCOM 38-2017, doc 4-7). The follow-up of the regional input is to 
be considered as part of PRESSURE 6-2017 (doc. 4-1). 

Finally, a draft report compiling the internationally available reviews on underwater noise mitigation 
measures and country specific information (Denmark, Finland, Germany, Lithuania, Russia and Sweden) 
was prepared and commented by PRESSURE 4-2016 and MARITIME 16-2016. Based on the feedback 
received, the content and presentation of the report has been improved and finalized to serve as 
background report for future analyses. 

 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%204-2016-320/MeetingDocuments/6J-1%20Progress%20and%20upcoming%20work%20of%20the%20BalticBOOST%20project%20on%20underwater%20noise.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%204-2016-320/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20STATE-CONSERVATION%204-2016.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%204-2016-320/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20STATE-CONSERVATION%204-2016.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2051-2016-400/MeetingDocuments/6-6%20Noise%20Sensitivity%20of%20Animals%20in%20the%20Baltic%20Sea.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2051-2016-400/MeetingDocuments/Outcome_HOD%2051-2016.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2051-2016-400/MeetingDocuments/Outcome_HOD%2051-2016.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM%2038-2017-401/MeetingDocuments/4-7%20Regional%20input%20for%20defining%20levels%20of%20underwater%20noise%20that%20are%20consistent%20with%20GES.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/PRESSURE%206-2017-431/MeetingDocuments/4-1%20Follow-up%20on%20regional%20input%20for%20defining%20levels%20of%20underwater%20noise.pdf
http://helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/baltic-boost/
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Annex 6 HELCOM Guidelines for establishing environmental targets for underwater noise 

Introduction 
This document contains guidelines for contributing to the establishment of HELCOM environmental targets 
for underwater noise. Environmental targets are defined as the required reduction in pressure to reach good 
environmental status. The pillar of these guidelines are two decision support trees, one for impulsive and 
one for continuous noise, which aim at identifying the need of establishing environmental targets for 
underwater noise based on a risk-based approach. Such risk based approach considers whether guidance 
levels are exceeded during relevant biological time periods. It also considers whether noise-sensitive species 
are in favourable conservation status. Further work is needed, in the frame of the HELCOM EN-Noise, on the 
definition of these guidance levels, which are to be developed based on the knowledge available. This 
knowledge is gathered on the species-specific principles proposed both for continuous and impulsive noise. 

Background 
Human-generated sources of impulsive noise with the highest intensity are explosions, pile driving, seismic 
explorations and low frequency sonars, whereas anthropogenic noise of a more continuous nature 
encompasses sources such as energy installations (e.g. pipelines and oil platforms), continuous dredging, 
shipping, or renewable energy operations (e.g. windfarms). 

Many aquatic animals in the Baltic such as the harbour porpoise, ringed seal, harbour seal and grey seal, as 
well as fish species such as herring and cod rely on sound for navigation, finding prey or avoiding predators, 
and for communication. Noise may disrupt behaviours, increase stress levels, mask important signals and/or 
reduce the hearing sensitivity either temporarily (TTS) or permanently (PTS) in an individual.  

Identification of noise sensitive species and areas 
In the BalticBOOST project, current knowledge on impacts of underwater noise on animals in the Baltic Sea 
was summarized in a report on ‘Noise Sensitivity of Animals in the Baltic Sea’. The report has been reviewed 
by the State and Conservation Working Group and HOD 51-2016 agreed to publish the report in the Baltic 
Sea Environment Proceedings (BSEP). In this report, a list of priority noise-sensitive species in the Baltic Sea 
was identified based on hearing sensitivity, impact of noise (i.e. known or suspected susceptibility of a species 
to effects of noise), threat status, commercial value, spatial distribution and data availability. It consists of 
the four Baltic marine mammal species: harbour porpoises, ringed seals, harbour seals, and grey seals, as 
well as three species of fish: cod, sprat and herring. 

The report also summarized important spatio-temporal information for the identified priority noise sensitive 
species in the Baltic Sea, as presented in Table 1 and the preliminary map in Figure 1. Based on comments 
received at GEAR 15-2016 (Outcome of GEAR 15-2016, para. 4.12) additional sensitive areas for harbour 
porpoises in the Western Baltic Sea (Pomeranian Bay and protected areas east of Rügen as well as Puck Bay) 
were included in the map of sound sensitive areas. Finnish feedback provided after HOD 51-2016 has also 
improved the map. The identification of sensitive time periods and areas for priority species form an essential 
basis for the proposed principles and determination of the need to establish environmental targets.  
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Table 1. Periods of biological significance for each of the identified priority noise sensitive species. Periods not applicable to a species 
are marked in blue. 

Species Calving/Pupping period Mating/spawning period Nursing Period Moulting period 

Harbour porpoise 
(Phocoena phocoena) 

June-September June-(September) July through the  
year 

N.A 

Harbour seal 
(Phoca vitulina) 

May-June July-August June-July August 

Ringed seal  
(Phoca hispida 
botnica) 

February-March Thought to occur during the 
nursing period  

February-April April –May 

Grey seal  
(Halichoerus grypus) 

February-March March-April February-April May-June  

Cod  
(Gadus morhua) 

N.A March-December N.A N.A 

Herring  
(Clupea harengus) 

N.A Spring and autumn N.A N.A 

Sprat  
(Sprattus sprattus) 

N.A March-August N.A N.A 

  

Commented [A1]: To be further clarified by Denmark.  

Commented [A2]: DE comment: “Also the concentration 
before spawning should be recognized which is mid February 
in the Western Baltic. It ends in the Western Baltic on midst 
April, in the Eastern Baltic end of July. Raising December 
here is unclear.” 
 
Further clarification is needed: a request to be made to 
HELCOM EN-Noise to address relevant national contacts. 
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Figure 1 – Noise sensitive areas derived from biological data on noise sensitive species so far identified. For harbour porpoises 
important areas are based on established marine protected areas (MPA) where this species occur as well as recent findings. For the 
Western Baltic subpopulation, important areas are based on tagging and acoustic survey data (dark green squares, Teilmann et al., 
2008; Sveegaard et al., 2011a and b). For the Baltic subpopulation important areas are based on acoustic survey data (light green 
squares, Carlström and Carlén, 2016) and MPA where this species occur (HELCOM MPA database; Calrström and Carlén, 2016). For 
harbour seals, areas are based on data of identified haul-outs (pink dots, HELCOM SEAL EG, 2015, for the HELCOM core indicator on 
“Distribution of Baltic seals”, unpublished). Important areas for ringed seals are based on MPA where the species occurs (orange, 
HELCOM MPA database). For grey seals, areas are based on data of identified haul-outs (HELCOM SEAL EG, 2015, for the HELCOM 
core indicator on “Distribution of Baltic seals” haul-outs) (blue and white dots, HELCOM SEAL EG, 2015, for the HELCOM core indicator 
on “Distribution of Baltic seals”, unpublished). For the fish species important areas are based on known spawning grounds. Sprat 
spawning grounds (blue squares, Warnar et al. 2012; Ojaveer and Kalejs, 2010), common cod and sprat spawning grounds (yellow 
squares, Warner et al. 2012), and one of the most important spawning grounds for herring in the south western Baltic Sea (red squares, 
Warner et al. 2012). More sites may be added as data becomes available.  

Commented [A3]: DE comment: ”Text on Western Baltic 
harbor porpoise subpopulation is wrong, check again as re 
high density areas as of Danish satellite tagging (u.a. 
Sveegaard et al. 2011). Are MPAs presented, here? There is a 
high density in the Kattegat, not to be seen here” 
 
Denmark to contact with Sveegaard et al. 2011 to obtain the 
shapefiles of the study, to be subsequently shared with the 
HELCOM EN-Noise for consideration and inclusion in the 
map. 

Commented [A4]: To be redone with updated information 
as to be provided by Julia CarIström. 

Commented [A5]: DE comment: ”Also corridors in 
between MPAs should be mentioned with likely Baltic 
harbour porpoise subpopulation occurrence”. 
 
To be included in the to-do list for the map 

Commented [A6]: LT comment: ”It shows that there are 
protected areas in Lithuanian Baltic Sea waters with ringed 
seals as part of designation basis. There are no such 
protected areas in Lithuania (MPAs for ringed seals) since 
this species lives in north of the Baltic Sea (Gulf of Bothnia, 
gulf of Finland, gulf of Riga). Ringed seals detection in the 
Gothland sugregion is very low. Thus I think, this figure 
should be revised.” 
 
The Secretariat to contact LT for clarification. 

Commented [A7]: HELCOM SEAL Chair comment: “It 
needs to be mentioned that these data are not 
representative and heavily skewed by the rather few tagging 
sites” 
 
Considering the available information these data are still 
relevant for the purpose of the map. 

Commented [A8]: DE comment: ” Seal haul-outs do not 
represent all "sensitive areas" as re underwater noise *take 
study results of tagging studies also on board.” 
 
Considering the available information these data are still 
relevant for the purpose of the map. Tagging data to be used 
once considered.  

Commented [A9]: DE comment: ”The known cod 
spawning grounds of the Westerns part are missing (see Abb 
20a in Doc 6-6 HOD 51-2016). There are Herring spawning 
grounds <spring and autumn ones> also close to Kiel, 
Flensburg and Schlei, most likely also on the Danish belts.” 
 
Authors of Fig. 20a in doc. 6-6 submitted to HELCOM 38-
2017 to be contacted to obtain shapefile.  

Commented [A10]: SE comment: ”Check with SLU 
AQUA if there are other spawning areas” 
 
SE to provide this information 
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Use of information on existing assessments of status of marine mammals 
The environmental status for some of the priority noise-sensitive species in the Baltic is already being 
assessed at the population level through the HELCOM core indicators ‘Populations trends and abundance of 
seals’ and ‘Distribution of Baltic seals’. The assessments are done based on abundance and population growth 
rate (population trend), and on distribution relative to pristine distribution as seen, or occupation of currently 
available haul-out sites. HELCOM core indicator threshold values for the different populations is achieved 
when the species specific growth rate is achieved, when there is a certain abundance of individuals in each 
management unit, and when all available haul-outs are occupied with no decrease in area of occupation. The 
current environmental status for those animals is to be used when establishing environmental targets  

HELCOM Guidelines for establishing environmental targets for underwater noise 
Effects of noise on the level of population are still poorly understood, and HELCOM indicators to assess GES 
in relation to underwater noise has therefore not yet been developed. 

Tables 2 and 3 outline a qualitative description of conditions to be met to consider GES to be achieved and 
are meant to facilitate a coherent approach among the countries. They are meant to be used to develop 
guidance levels i.e. thresholds of noise consistent with GES for the each noise sensitive species and 
furthermore the establishment of environmental targets, i.e. the reduction in pressure needed to reach GES, 
if evaluated as needed.  

As “HELCOM Guidelines” they will be used to seek synergies with the work of OSPAR and EU TG Noise. Also 
the international framework provided by IMO (in relation to continuous noise) could be built upon when 
utilizing the proposed regional input for further work. 
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Table 2. Principles for defining guidance levels of impulsive underwater noise consistent with GES for sound-sensitive species.  

Species Principles for impulsive underwater noise 
Harbour porpoise  
 

Levels of anthropogenic noise should not: 
− cause injury on individual animals  
− cause loss of habitat, through displacement, for a significant period of time or 

significant loss of habitat that leads to a decrease on the population level that 
affects the conservation status  

- affect the energy budget of individual animals nor reproduction to a degree 
that leads to a decrease on the population level that affects the conservation 
status; particular emphasis should be on calving and nursing grounds 

Harbour seal 
 

Levels of anthropogenic noise should not:  
− cause injury on individual animals  
− cause loss of habitat, through displacement, for a significant period of time or 

significant loss of habitat that leads to a decrease on the population level that 
affects the conservation status  

− affect the energy budget of individual animals nor reproduction to a degree 
that leads to a decrease on the population level that affects the conservation 
status 

Ringed seal Levels of anthropogenic noise should not:  
− cause injury on individual animals  
− cause loss of habitat, through displacement, for a significant period of time or 

significant loss of habitat that leads to a decrease on the population level that 
affects the conservation status  

− affect the energy budget of individual animals nor reproduction to a degree 
that leads to a decrease on the population level that affects the conservation 
status 

Grey seal Levels of anthropogenic noise should not:  
− cause injury on individual animals  
− cause loss of habitat, through displacement, for a significant period of time or 

significant loss of habitat that leads to a decrease on the population level that 
affects the conservation status  

− affect the energy budget of individual animals nor reproduction to a degree 
that leads to a decrease on the population level that affects the conservation 
status 

Cod/Sprat/Herring Levels of anthropogenic noise should not:  
− Inflict death or injury on individuals which affect the stocks in spawning areas 

at critical timing 
− cause significant loss of habitat through displacement for a significant period 

of time that leads to a decrease of the stocks 
  

Commented [A11]: Further clarification on the 
appropriate wording to be seek from seal experts. 

Commented [A12]: Further clarification on the 
appropriate wording to be seek from seal experts. 

Commented [A13]: Further clarification on the 
appropriate wording to be seek from seal experts. 
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Table 3.  Principles for defining guidance levels of continuous underwater noise consistent with GES for sound-sensitive species. 

Species Principles for continuous underwater noise 
Harbour porpoise Levels of anthropogenic noise should not: 

- cause injury on individual animals  
- cause loss of habitat, through displacement, for a significant period of time 

or significant loss of habitat that leads to a decrease in the population level 
that affects the conservation status  

- affect the energy budget of individual animals nor reproduction to a degree 
that leads to a decrease in the population level that affects the conservation 
status; particular emphasis should be on calving and nursing grounds 

- cause masking leading to a decrease in the population level 
Harbour seal/Ringed 
seal/Grey seal 

Levels of anthropogenic noise should not: 
- cause injury on individual animals 
- cause loss of habitat, through displacement, for a significant period of time 

or significant loss of habitat that leads to a decrease in the population level 
that affects the conservation status  

- affect the energy budget of individual animals nor reproduction to a degree 
that leads to a decrease in the population level that affects the conservation 
status 

- cause masking leading to a decrease in the population level 
Cod/herring/sprat Levels of anthropogenic noise should not:  

- Inflict death or injury on individuals which affect the stocks in spawning areas 
at critical timing 

- cause significant loss of habitat through displacement for a significant period 
of time that leads to a decrease of the stocks 

- cause behavioural disruption and/or masking in spawning areas at critical 
timing leading to a decrease of the stocks 

 

Decision support trees for setting environmental targets for continuous and impulsive noise 
Since there is a risk of degradation in environmental status, in particular in relation to activities known to 
cause significant pressures on the environment, it is proposed that environmental targets are defined, based 
on a risk based approach, even if the status and impacts are not fully known.  

Decision support trees for establishing environmental targets for impulsive noise and continuous noise have 
been developed in HELCOM (Figure 2 and 3). 

Risk-based decision support trees are meant as a tool that countries can choose to use for identifying 
areas/situations where environmental targets is needed.  

Further clarifications on Figure 2 and 3:  

- For Figure 3, noise levels assessed in noise sensitive area (Figure 1): monitoring has been conducted 
for continuous underwater noise and assessed in noise sensitive areas, 

- For Figure 2, impulsive noise events occurred in HELCOM subregions including noise sensitive areas, 
- Assessment based on principles shows conservation status is compromised (Table 2 and 3): 

assessment of the status of the species in noise sensitive area is to be conducted using all information 
available, including status assessment for the population and expert judgement.  

- Guidance levels: thresholds of noise consistent with GES for the each noise sensitive species 
- Period of biological significance: as indicated in Table 1. 
- Environmental target: required reduction in pressure to reach GES. 
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IMPULSIVE NOISE 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Decision support tree to be used for establishing environmental targets for impulsive noise. 
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CONTINUOUS NOISE 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3. Decision support tree to be used for establishing environmental targets for continuous noise. 
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Annex 7 DRAFT Work Plan for Correspondence Group on Pharmaceuticals (HELCOM CG PHARMA) 2017-2019 

No. ACTION LEAD/RESPONSIBLE INTERLINKED ACTIVITIES TIME FRAME 

Objective 1  Provide a scientific background for the regional environmental policy regarding pharmaceuticals in the environment 

1 Elaboration of suggestions on HELCOM indicators on diclofenac 
and estrogen. 

to offer leadership  HOLAS II  
in cooperation with State&Concervation 
EU Strategies to minimize the pollution 
of water by pharmaceuticals 

mid 2018 
 

2 Organization of collection and compilation of data on the use of 
pharmaceuticals in veterinary and information on 
agriculture/aquaculture as a potential pathway of the substances 
into the freshwater and marine environment 

to offer leadership 
 

HELCOM PLC-7 project  
in cooperation with HELCOM AGRI and 
FISH groups 
EU Strategies to minimize the pollution 
of water by pharmaceuticals 
A project might be needed to collect of 
the veterinary pharmaceuticals to 
provide financial support to buy data. 

end of 20182019 

7 Establishing of a dialog on appropriate techniques to monitor 
pharmaceutical substances in fresh water and marine 
environment 

to offer leadership in cooperation with State&Concervation 
EU Strategies to minimize the pollution 
of water by pharmaceuticals 

constant 

3 Compilation of comprehensive data on pharmaceutical 
substances in the effluents of WWTP to evaluate input to the 
fresh water and marine environment 

to offer leadership HELCOM action on micropollutants in 
the effluents from WWTP; 
HELCOM PLC-7 project; 
PA Hazards project MORPHEUS and 
flagship projects 
EU Strategies to minimize the pollution 
of water by pharmaceuticals 

in correlation with 
the PLC-7 project 
timeframe 
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Objective 2  Provide a scientific background for suggestions on the regional actions to minimize environmental impact by release of pharmaceutical substances 

4 Compilation of the information on the advanced end-of-pipe 
measures preventing releases pharmaceutical substances to the 
environment. 

to offer leadership HELCOM action on micropollutants in 
the effluents from WWTP; 
PA Hazards project MORPHEUS and 
flagship projects 
EU Strategies to minimize the pollution 
of water by pharmaceuticals 

mid 2018 

Objective 3- Serve as a platform for regional dialog on the various environmental aspects of the use of pharmaceutical substances2: 

5 Organize a regional dialog on the potential upstream measures 
including aquaculture to reduce release of pharmaceutical 
substances into the environment 

to offer leadership 
PA Hazards PIE 
platform support 

PA Hazards PIE platform and flagship 
projects 
EU Strategies to minimize the pollution 
of water by pharmaceuticals 

constant 

6 Compilation of information on pharmaceutical waste 
management, promotion and advancing of “take back” systems 
for pharmaceuticals. 

to offer leadership PA Hazards flagship projects 
EU Strategies to minimize the pollution 
of water by pharmaceuticals 

in correlation with 
projects deadlines 

7 Establishing of a dialog on appropriate techniques to monitor 
pharmaceutical substances in fresh water and marine 
environment 

to offer leadership in cooperation with State&Concervation constant 

 

                                                           
2 the full title of the objective is - serve, in cooperation with PA Hazards of EUSBSR, as a platform for regional dialog on the various environmental aspects of the use of pharmaceutical 
substances and treatment of the wastes and other matters containing pharmaceuticals in the Baltic Sea region. 
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Annex 8 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 Signe Jung-Madsen Agency for Water and Nature management sijun@mst.dk 
Denmark Lars M. Svendsen Danish Center for Environment and Energy, Aarhus University lms@dmu.dk 
Estonia Enn Liive Ministry of the Environment enn.liive@envir.ee 
Estonia Rene Reisner Ministry of the Environment rene.reisner@envir.ee 

Estonia Agnes Unnuk Ministry of the Environment agnes.unnuk@envir.ee 

Estonia Katarina Oganjan Ministry of the Environment katarina.oganjan@envir.ee 

Estonia Peeter Eek Ministry of the Environment peeter.eek@envir.ee 

European Union Shane O’Boyle 
European Commission, DG Environment, Marine and Water 
Industry Unit shane.OBOYLE@ec.europa.ec 

Finland Kristiina Isokallio Ministry of the Environment of Finland kristiina.isokallio@ym.fi 
Finland Ari Kangas Ministry of the Environment ari.kangas@ym.fi 
Finland Seppo Knuuttila Finnish Environment Institute seppo.knuuttila@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Antti Räike Finnish Environment Institute antti.raike@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Laura Saijonmaa Ministry of the Environment laura.saijonmaa@ym.fi 

Finland Virpi Tarvainen Finnish Meteorological Institute virpi.tarvainen@fmi.fi 
Finland Mikael Wennström The Government of Åland mikael.wennstrom@regeringen.ax 
Germany Marina Carstens Ministry of Agriculture and Environment Mecklenburg-

Vorpommern 
m.carstens@lm.mv-regierung.de 

Germany Dietmar Koch German Environment Agency dietmar.koch@uba.de 
Germany Wera Leujak German Environment Agency wera.leujak@uba.de 
Germany Ulrike Pirntke German Environment Agency ulrike.pirntke@uba.de 
Germany Stefanie Werner German Environment Agency stefanie.werner@uba.de 
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Germany Clemens Engelke State Agency for Environment, Nature Protection and Geology 
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 

Clemens.engelke@lung.mv-
regierung.de 

Germany Sebastian Schirmel Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency Sebastian.schirmel@bsh.de 
Latvia Ilga Kokorite Latvian Environment, Geology and Meteorology Centre ilga.kokorite@lvgmc.lv 
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 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 Adriana Dembowska National Water Management Authority adriana.dembowska@kzgw.gov.pl 
Poland Magda Chreptowicz-Liszewska National Water Management Authority magda.chreptowicz-

liszewska@kzgw.gov.pl 
Poland Jolanta Wikalinska Ministry of Economic Development jolanta.wikalinska@mr.gov.pl 
Poland Agata Święcka Ministry of Maritime and Inland Navigation agata.swiecka@mgm.gov.pl 
Poland Ewa Makowska Ministry of Maritime and Inland Navigation ewa.makowska@mgm.gov.pl 

Poland Monika Zabrzenska Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development 
monika.zabrzenska-
chaterega@minrol.gov.pl 

Poland Pawel Prus  The Stanisław Sakowicz Inland Fisheries Institute p.prus@infish.com.pl 
Poland Mikolaj Adamczyk  The Stanisław Sakowicz Inland Fisheries Institute mikolaj_adamczyk@op.pl 
Russia Ludmila Filatova Department of Rosprirodnadzor in the NWFD filatovamila@list.ru 

Russia Natalia Oblomkova 

Federal State Budget Scientific Institution “Institute for 
Engineering and Environmental Problems in Agricultural 
Production" 

oblomkova@helcom.ru 
oblomkovan@gmail.com 

Russia Leonid Korovin  korovinl@helcom.ru 
Russia Olga Rublevskaya Vodokanal of St. Petersburg Rublevskaya_ON@vodokanal.spb.ru 
Sweden Philip Axe Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management philip.axe@havochvatten.se 
Sweden Johanna Eriksson Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management johanna.eriksson@havochvatten.se 
Sweden Anna Maria Sundin Swedish Environmental Protection Agency annamaria.sundin@naturvardsverket.se 
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Observers 
Observer Mikhail Durkin CCB mikhail.durkin@ccb.se 
Observer Nils Höglund CCB nils.hoglund@ccb.se 
Observer Rikard Korkman BFFE  rikard.korkman@slc.fi 
Observer Mona Olsson Öberg EurAQUA c/o IVL mona.olsson.oberg@ivl.se 
Observer Marta Kalinowska WWF Baltic Ecoregion Programme mkalinowska@wwf.pl  
Observer Anders Alm WWF Sweden anders.alm@wwf.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 
Observer Torben Wallach FEAP c/o Dansk akvakultur torben@danskakvakultur.dk 
Consultants and other contacts 
RedCore DG member Bo Gustafsson Baltic Nest Institute, Sweden bo.gustafsson@su.se 
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 
EUSBSR 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 

PA Nutri Sanni Turunen Ministry of the Environment of Finland sanni.J.Turunen@ym.fi 
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Contacts of the HELCOM EN-Noise 
Representing Name Organisation Email address 
Contracting Parties 
Denmark Jakob Tougaard DCE/Aarhus University jat@bios.au.dk 
Estonia Janek Laanearu Tallinn University of Technology. Department of Mechanics janek.laanearu@ttu.ee 

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

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

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

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

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

Finland Eeva Sairanen Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) eeva.sairanan@ymparisto.fi  
Germany Maria Boethling Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (BSH) maria.boethling@bsh.de 
Germany Ilona Buescher Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (BSH) Ilona.Buescher@bsh.de 
Germany Jens-Georg Fischer Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency (BSH) jens.fischer@bsh.de 
Germany Alexander Liebschner Federal Agency for Nature Conservation Germany  alexander.liebschner@bfn.de  
Germany Stefanie Werner* Federal Environment Agency (UBA) Stefanie.Werner@uba.de  
Latvia Maija Viska Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology maija.viska@lhei.lv 

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

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

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

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

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

Poland Agata Święcka Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Navigation agata.swiecka@mgm.gov.pl  
Sweden Mathias Andersson Swedish Defence Research Agency mathias.andersson@foi.se 

Sweden Emilia Lalander Swedish Defence Research Agency emilia.lalander@foi.se 
Sweden Peter Sigray Swedish Defence Research Agency peter.sigray@foi.se 

*for information only.  
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Contacts of the HELCOM EN-Marine Litter 
Representing Name Organisation Email address 
Contracting Parties 
Denmark Jakob Strand Aarhus University, Department of Bioscience jak@dmu.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 Unnuk Ministry of the Environment of Estonia 

Marine Environment Department 
agnes.unnuk@envir.ee 

EU Michail Papadoyannakis European Commission Michail.Papadoyannakis@ec.europa.eu 
Finland Hanna Haaksi Keep the Archipelago Tidy hanna.haaksi@pssry.fi  
Finland Päivi Munne Finnish Environment Institute, SYKE paivi.munne@ymparisto.fi  
Finland Outi Setälä Finnish Environment Institute, SYKE outi.setala@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  

Lithuania Laura Liuciute Environmental Protection Agency, Marine Research 
Department 

laura.lauciute@aaa.am.lt  

Poland Magda Chreptowicz-Liszewska Zespół ds. Strategii Morskiej 
Departament Planowania i Zasobów Wodnych 

magda.chreptowicz-
liszewska@kzgw.gov.pl  

mailto:jak@dmu.dk
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mailto:urmas.lips@msi.ttu.ee
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mailto:stefanie.werner@uba.de
mailto:Arunas.balciunas@apc.ku.lt
mailto:a.kubiliute@aaam.am.lt
mailto:laura.lauciute@aaa.am.lt
mailto:magda.chreptowicz-liszewska@kzgw.gov.pl
mailto:magda.chreptowicz-liszewska@kzgw.gov.pl
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Krajowy Zarząd Gospodarki Wodnej 
Poland Wlodziemierz Kryminski Institute of Meteorology and Water Management, National 

Research Institute 
Wlodzimierz.krzyminski@imgw.pl 

Poland Agata Święcka Ministry of Maritime and Inland Navigation agata.swiecka@mgm.gov.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 

filatovamila@list.ru 

Sweden Eva Blidberg Keep Sweden Tidy Eva.Blidberg@hsr.se 
Sweden Pontus Cronholm Swedish Environmental Protection Agency Pontus.Cronholm@Naturvardsverket.se 
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 
CCB Mikhail Durkin CCB mikhail.durkin@ccb.se 
CCB Nils Höglund CCB nils.hoglund@ccb.se  
EurEau Saijariina Toivikko EurEau saijariina.toivikko@vvy.fi 
WWF Poland Marta Kalinowska WWF Poland mkalinowska@wwf.pl 
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Annex 9 The position of Poland on CCB document 9-3 

This subject was already discussed during the State & Conservation 5-2016 meeting held in Tallinn, Estonia, 
on 7-11 November 2016. Poland is upholding its position stated then and would like to once again assure 
HELCOM Contracting Parties that the planned construction of the waterway connecting the Vistula Lagoon 
and the Gulf of Gdańsk will be conducted with respect of the highest environmental standards and all applicable 
regulations. At the moment, preparatory work for the environmental impact assessment of the project is being 
carried out. Only after its completion a specific localization could be approved but the most favorable variant, 
from the environmental point of view, seems to be the Nowy Świat option. As for now the examination of 
environmental impacts of the project and its potential harmful effects have not been completed yet. If the 
environmental impact assessment shows that the investment has transboundary environmental 
impacts, then Poland will inform potentially affected parties in accordance with the Espoo Convention.  

On November 18, at the headquarters of the Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Navigation a meeting 
was held to which Coalition Clean Baltic was also invited, along with its Member Organizations consisting of 
environmental NGOs from the Baltic Sea Region. During the meeting the environmental organizations were 
directly encouraged to provide, within 30 days, writing suggestions to the Ministry of Maritime Economy and 
Inland Navigation regarding issues that need to be addressed in the context of environmental impacts. To this 
day Ministry didn’t received any replies. 

„Assumptions for the development plans of inland waterways in Poland for 2016-2020 with the perspective by 
2030” are the main document defining the most important directions of national policy for inland waterways 
development in Poland. In line with the policy of the European Union expressed in the White Paper on 
Transport”, 50% of road freight over 300 km should shift to other modes such as rail and waterborne transport 
by 2050. 

On 6 March 2017, President of the Republic of Poland ratified the European Agreement on Main Inland 
Waterways of International Importance (AGN). As AGN signatory, Poland agrees to ensure parameters on 
Polish inland waterways of international importance of at least class IV of navigability. AGN was also ratified 
e.g. by Russia. At present, the planning documentation concerning the development of inland waterways in 
Poland is being complied and will be consulted internally. As stated in the “Assumptions for the Development 
Plans of Inland Waterways in Poland for 2016-2020 with 2030 Perspective”, the documents will be proceeded 
in line with legal requirements, including strategic evaluation and environmental impact assessment (EIA). The 
development of inland waterways in Poland is not supported by EMMA. 

Polish Government is open for any written inquiries or meetings and will gladly explain any remaining 
issues or ambiguities. Therefore all interested entities are encouraged to contact directly the Polish 
Government. Direct contact may certainly be quicker and more straightforward than proceeding the 
matter via HELCOM. 
 


	Outcome of the Sixth Meeting of the Working Group on Reduction of Pressures from the Baltic Sea Catchment Area (HELCOM PRESSURE 6-2017)
	Introduction
	Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda
	1.1 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
	2.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the outcomes of other HELCOM meetings of relevance to Pressure Group (doc. 2-1).
	2.2 The Meeting expressed concern regarding the way how the environmental pressure caused by the input of nutrients will be assessed in the outcomes of the HOLAS II project.

	Agenda Item 3  Marine litter
	3.1 The Meeting considered document 3-1-Rev.1 on the current status of implementation of the Regional Action Plan on Marine Litter (HELCOM RAP ML).
	3.2 Russia informed the Meeting on the priorities of Russia regarding mitigation of littering of the marine environment and also that a comprehensive Round Table discussion on implementation of the RAP ML took place at the Environmental Forum Baltic S...
	3.3 The Meeting pointed out that, in accordance with recent HELCOM commitments regarding the engagement of municipalities and local actors into the implementation of the BSAP, the federal entities of Russia should be better involved into protection of...
	3.4 The Meeting invited Russia to consider leadership in action RL15 and to inform the Secretariat accordingly.
	3.7 The Meeting took note of the summaries of the outcomes of international events, attended by the Secretariat, aiming at providing an overview of the ongoing European and global processes with regard to marine litter (doc. 3-2), namely:
	- A “MSFD TG Marine Litter Marine Baselines workshop”, held on 14-15 March 2017 in Brussels, Belgium,
	- A workshop”Marine Litter and Microplastics: Measuring Effectiveness and Identifying Gaps within International and Regional Policy Frameworks”, organised by the United Nations Environment Program, held on 29-31 March 2017 in Nairobi, Kenya.
	3.8 The Meeting further noted the conclusions of the G7 Workshop “Mainstreaming the work of the Regional Sea Programmes towards the better implementation of the G7 Action Plan and the achievement of the global commitments on marine litter”, held on 20...
	3.9 The Meeting took note of the ongoing activities of CCB related to microplastics and storm water management, as well as of a suggestion to consider merging and revising five HELCOM Recommendations addressing different issues related to storm water ...
	3.10 The Meeting welcomed the initiative by CCB and decided to consider at PRESSURE 7-2017 a revision of the five HELCOM Recommendations on storm water and wetland management with a view to integrate provisions aimed at prevention of micro litter in t...
	3.11 The Meeting took note of the activities of the newly-established Interest Group Plastics (IG Plastics) which is a working group of the European Network of the Heads of Environment Protection Agencies (EPA Network) (doc. 3-4 and Presentation 2). T...
	3.12 The Meeting took note of the invitation to attend the next meetings of the IG Plastics as well as the conference “Recommendation on the EU Plastics Strategy” on 8 June 2017 in Brussels.
	3.13 The Meeting suggested to arrange a workshop on implementation of the RAP ML back-to-back with PRESSURE 7-2017.
	3.14 The Meeting took note of the information on planned and ongoing activity of CCB on pilot monitoring of riverine micro-litter inputs in Belarus and Ukraine relevant to implementation of the action on engaging the third parties into implementation ...
	3.15 Sweden informed on the progress in Scoping Study. The Scoping study was initiated by Sweden and Netherland in the OSPAR working group EIHA. The EUNOMIA Company was contracted as a consultant to perform the work. The work will be presented to OSPA...

	Agenda Item 4  Underwater noise
	4.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the current activities of the HELCOM EN-Noise as provided by the Chair of the network and included as Annex 5 to this Outcome.
	4.2 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to report the data 2016 for the ICES register of impulsive noise by 8 September 2017 for its inclusion in the updated version of the “Baltic Sea Status Report”.
	4.3 The Meeting took note suggestion by Sweden to coordinate the reporting schedule with OSPAR.
	4.4 The Meeting agreed on reporting annually to the registry of impulsive events taking into account a later clarification by Russia.
	4.5 The Meeting considered the progress made by the HELCOM EN-Noise in further elaboration of document 4-1. The Meeting established a parallel session of the HELCOM EN-Noise on the first day of the Meeting to elaborate further the document based on th...
	4.6 The Meeting discussed the main outcomes of the parallel session, attached as Annex 6 (Presentation 3) and provided feedback on:
	- principles for defining levels of impulsive underwater noise consistent with GES for harbour porpoise, harbour seal, ringed seal and grey seal;
	- principles for defining levels of continuous underwater noise consistent with GES for harbour porpoise, harbour seal, ringed seal, grey seal, cod, herring and sprat;
	- the risk based approach used for the development of the decision support trees for establishing environmental targets for impulsive noise and continuous noise;
	- remaining open issues.
	4.7 The Meeting agreed, in principle, on the proposed further steps to be taken to address the remaining open issues in the revised document:
	 Table 2 on Principles for impulsive underwater noise: clarification on the appropriate wording to be seek from the SEAL experts to address special areas of relevance for protection for conservation status of harbour seal, ringed seal and grey seal.
	4.8 The Meeting took note that Russia is not in the position to decide on the revised document and invited Russia to consider the revised document and updated decision-making trees and to deliver written information to the Secretariat (marta.ruiz@helc...
	4.9 The Meeting in principle agreed on the document but decided that countries can provide written comments based on national consultations to the Secretariat (marta.ruiz@helcom.fi) by 5 May 2017.
	4.10 The Meeting highly appreciated the work done by the EN-Noise and thanked the experts and the Chair of EN-Noise for the work.
	4.11 The Meeting noted that the updated document on “regional input for defining levels of underwater noise” will be considered by GEAR 16-2017 as a guideline for establishing environmental targets for underwater noise, with the view to recommend the ...

	Agenda Item 5  Dredging/depositing operations and mining on the sea floor
	5.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the reporting under HELCOM Recommendation 36/2 “Management of dredged material” and for the data call by HOLAS II.
	5.2 The Meeting pointed out that all countries, except Russia, reported data on depositing operations at sea in 2015 and on dredging activities in the period 2011-2015. The Meeting invited Russia to report data under the Recommendation and for the dat...
	5.3 The Meeting took note that Russia will report data on 2015 in accordance with Recommendation 36/2 by 25 May 2017.
	5.4 The Meeting expressed a concern regarding the use of the data on dredging and depositing at sea for the assessment of the sea floor integrity by HOLAS II, in particular substantial differences between data reported under Recommendation 36/2 and da...
	5.5 The Meeting also suggested that the TAPAS report should be discussed with the expert group on dredging activities.
	5.6 The Meeting took note of a concern of Estonia regarding possible duplication of reporting for HELCOM Recommendation 36/2 and London Dumping Convention (LDC). The Meeting requested the Secretariat to investigate options to organize a consolidated r...
	5.7 The Meeting took note of the overview of the collected data on extraction of sand and gravel on the sea floor, relevant data compiled by ICES as well as of the conclusions of the round table at the Baltic Sea Day 2017 (doc. 5-2). The Meeting noted...
	5.8 The Meeting pointed out that the data on the effects of mining on the sea floor, particularly the time of recovery of the mining sites, included into ICES reports cannot be used for the assessment in the Baltic Sea, because of the difference in dy...
	5.9 The Meeting suggested that the information on the exploitation of mineral resources, as presented in document 5-2, should be thoroughly analysed and checked as well as supplemented by the data on the activities in the Russian EEZ. The Meeting invi...
	5.10 The Meeting pointed out that the information on the activities on exploitation of mineral resources should be included into the HOLAS II project, and particularly socio-economic analysis as well as information on the effects of this type of human...
	5.11 The Meeting took note of the information on the exploitation of mineral resources in the territorial waters of Russia in the Baltic Sea and their impact on the marine ecosystem (doc. 5-1and Presentation 4).
	5.12 Annual monitoring, carried out by Rosnedra Federal Agency, in 2005-2016 has shown that the level of anthropogenic impact (e.g. dredging, depositing, mineral resources mining, etc.) within the Russian part of the Gulf of Finland is very high. Effe...
	5.13 The Meeting welcomed the information by Russia on the studies of effects of the exploitation of mineral resources.
	5.14 The Meeting recognized that the regional overview of the scope of the exploitation of mineral resources on the Baltic Sea floor, as well as its environmental effects, is an important part of HOLAS II. The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties t...
	5.15 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by CCB to discuss with the Secretariat an opportunity to make an assessment of the impacts of exploitation of mineral resources on the marine environment and present the result of the analyses to PRESSURE 7...

	Agenda Item 6  Hazardous substances
	6.1 The Meeting considered the draft questionnaire on availability of the data on riverine inputs of the selected organic pollutants and agreed on the questionnaire (doc. 6-1).
	6.2 The Meeting further considered the draft questionnaire on availability of the data on identified micropollutants and WWT technologies.
	6.3 Bearing in mind that the questionnaire is intended to collect metadata which will further be utilized to elaborate the reporting templates, the Meeting agreed in general on the questionnaire on micropollutants. Though, the Meeting recommended to i...
	6.4 The Meeting pointed out that the parameters should be reported only for those WWTP where micropollutants were monitored. The Meeting also highlighted that the reporting of actual data should be synchronized with reporting to the EU UWW directive. ...
	6.5 Taking into account the experience of collecting data for the Status report on pharmaceuticals, the Meeting suggested to collect information on micropollutants starting from 2002. The Meeting also pointed out that countries do not need to re-repor...
	6.6 The Meeting also requested the Secretariat to check data on the WWTP parameters collected by COHIBA project and PLC-6 project.
	6.7 The Meeting agreed that the questionnaires will be circulated by 5 May 2017 to the Contracting Parties with the respond deadline 25 June 2017.
	6.8 The Meeting exchanged views on the results of the HELCOM Workshop on nutrient recycling in the Baltic Sea countries, held on 27-28 March 2017 in Berlin, Germany, and on the opportunity to provide information on national commitments (policies, prog...
	6.9 The Meeting agreed that information on national commitments (policies, programmes, etc.) to reuse phosphorus from sewage sludge for the overview should be delivered by 31 May 2017 to the Secretariat (susanna.kaasinen@helcom.fi). The Meeting also p...
	6.10 The Meeting supported in general the activity, suggestion by the Workshop on P-recycling, to compile information on technological solutions and best practices for P-recycling from sewage sludge and to elaborate a regional palette of technological...
	6.11 The Meeting welcomed the suggestion by Sweden to make a draft of specification for the reporting format of HELCOM Recommendation 38/1 and circulate it to the Contracting Parties for commenting with the aim to agree on this specification at PRESSU...
	6.12 The Meeting considered document 6-3-Rev.1 containing a revised suggestion for the Work plan of CG PHARMA, in which a proposal by PA Hazards of the EU SBSR to contribute to the work of the Correspondence Group has been taken into account.
	6.13 The Meeting took note of the clarification by the PA Hazard Coordinator regarding the PIE Platform on pharmaceuticals run by the PA and its contribution to the work of HELCOM CG PHARMA.
	6.14 The Meeting considered the priority activities, their correlation with national and regional processes and deadlines and approved the updated work plan for the period 2017-2019 as contained in Annex 7.
	6.15 The Meeting took note of the warning by Denmark that overlapping with the work which has already been done by the EU regarding recommendations on monitoring of estrogen should be avoided.
	6.16 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Germany that based on the findings of the HELCOM Pharmaceutical Report, an appropriate lead substance to replace estrogen as indicator can be selected.
	6.17 CCB introduced the Draft CCB Report on Pharmaceutical Pollution in the Baltic Sea Region (doc. 6-4), which mainly focuses on upstream preventative and awareness-raising measures, e.g. influencing consumer behavior. The Meeting took note of the in...
	6.18 Russia introduced document 6-5, Draft concept to eliminate environmental damage at Krasnyi Bor landfi, and the Meeting took note of information on the current activities on the Krasnyi Bor toxic landfill and a concept to eliminate environmental r...
	6.19 The Meeting welcomed information on the current activities on the site and took note that estimated timeframe for reclamation will be about seven years (Presentation 5). The Meeting also welcomed the initiative by Russia to establish a Public inf...
	6.20 The Meeting also took note of information by Russia that currently NEFCO is coordinating activates on validation of the WWTP in cooperation with UBA Germany.
	6.21 The Meeting took note of the information by Germany regarding launching the activity on verification of the monitoring programme, and that the information will be presented at the next PRESSURE meeting.
	6.22 The Meeting took note of the additional information provided by Russia on measure to protect the landfill against any extreme weather events, which are mainly focused on prevention of rain water penetration to the waste storages and also maintain...

	Agenda Item 7  Input of nutrients into the Baltic Sea
	7.1 The Meeting took note of the EMEP report on the sources of input of nutrients and approved it in general (doc. 7-1). The Meeting also agreed that countries will provide written comments on the report to the Secretariat (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@hel...
	7.2 The Meeting took note of the suggestion to streamline the EMEP report, prepared by the Secretariat (doc. 7-5) and welcomed the suggestion.
	7.3 The Meeting recommended to include references to the used methodologies into the annual reporting by EMEP.
	7.4 The Meeting pointed out that the information on the deposition and emissions from countries outside the HELCOM area should continue to be reported annually.
	7.5 The Meeting welcomed the information on the initial results of the German national research project on the P-deposition on the Baltic Sea area. The Meeting also welcomed the offer by Germany to inform the Pressure group on further progress of the ...
	7.6 The Meeting took note that the presented results are several times higher than the results obtained by other studies. The Meeting pointed out that all available data should be considered and taken into account in the PLC-7 and invited the RedCore ...
	PLC-6 project implementation
	7.7 The Meeting took note of the state of the PLC-6 project, its revised deadlines, and steps required to fulfil these deadlines. The Meeting also took note that the next meeting of the PLC-6 project group will be held on 22-24 May 2017 in Riga, Latvi...
	7.8 The HOD 51-2017 meeting in December 2017 approved the PLC-7 project proposal, and the project formally started on 1 January 2017 and runs until 2021. The Meeting took note of the brief introduction of the project and on the current activities, i.a...
	7.9 The Meeting took note of the plea by Germany to make the PLC products available not later than three weeks before PRESSURE 7-2017 in order to make it possible for Germany to refer to them in the national MSFD assessment. The Meeting emphasized tha...
	7.10 The Meeting also invited the PLC-7 representatives to take into account the lessons learnt during the implementation of the PLC-6 project in order to avoid delays. The Meeting pointed out that some countries rely on the PLC-7 outcomes for plannin...
	7.11 The Meeting took note of the conclusions and suggestions by the MAI-CART Workshop on methodologies to assess the implementation of the HELCOM nutrient reduction scheme (MAI/CART assessment), held in Stockholm on 6-7 March 2017, and decided to uti...
	7.12 The Meeting pointed out that the CART assessment was not properly discussed at the MAI-CART Workshop due to lack of the approved national data and suggested to have a short session on the CART evaluation results back-to-back with PRESSURE 7-2017.
	7.13 The Meeting considered the draft HELCOM Core Pressure Indicator on Nutrient Inputs (doc- 7-2-Rev.1) and agreed on it in principle.
	7.14 The Meeting thanked the PLC-6 team for the work and welcomed the first PLC-6 product. The Meeting also pointed out that some figures and text require editorial corrections.
	7.15 The Meeting suggested to lift up the message on the achieved reduction in the narrative part of the indicator report and to update the policy relevance section; the precision of the values in the tables should be more realistic avoiding excessive...
	7.16 The Meeting noted that the GUR should be changed to green in the table on N input.
	7.17 The Meeting pointed out that the introduction of break points should be accompanied by explanatory text indicating the reasons of changing in the trends.
	7.18 The Meeting requested to clarify whether trend analyses have been taken into account in the assessment of MAI and whether the uncertainty is calculated based on trends or on 3-year average. The methods to calculate uncertainties should be harmoni...
	7.19 The Meeting agreed on the next steps - to provide written comments by 5 May 2017 to the Secretariat (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi); to circulate the updated version based on the written comments by 12 May 2017 to the Pressure group contacts;...
	7.20 The Group took note of a provisional comparison of three assessment methodologies for evaluation of CART fulfilment, taking into account that they are based on provisional PLC-6 assessment data (doc. 7-13).
	7.21 Several Contracting Parties expressed the opinion that the trend-based assessment is hard to understand and rather difficult to use for policy messages and that three years is a compromise which is acceptable for several countries. The Meeting to...
	7.22 The Meeting warned that using different methods might lead to different conclusions, particularly in the cases when the input is close to the ceiling and uncertainty might indicate extra reduction or missing reduction. That is why the Meeting hig...
	7.23 The Pressure group took note of the status of the PLC assessment dataset and progress in elaboration of the PLC-6 products (doc. 7-14).
	7.24 The Meeting considered the proposal for CART policy message and its visualization, based on the outcomes of the MAI-CART Workshop, and in principle agreed on the contents and thanked the Chair and he Secretariat for the effort.
	7.25 The Meeting provided following comments on the draft CART policy message:
	- to include an asterisk stating the indicative status of Polish reduction targets;
	- to include into the policy message a projection for the year 2021 but not a longer projection, due to very high level of uncertainty;
	- to indicate the achieved reduction in percent and remained reduction in tons;
	- to make a suggestion for a hybrid figure integrating bar chart fig. 3 and values from the table 2 illustrating the magnitude of the required reduction in absolute values.
	7.26 The Meeting also discussed the use of extra reduction methodology and its reflection in the policy message.
	7.27 The Meeting noted that Germany was of the opinion that there should be an agreement on the principles, as laid down in the PRESSURE 5-2016 document 8-3, as a prerequisite for using the methodology. Russia pointed out that the methodology was appr...
	7.28 The Meeting requested the PLC-6 team to elaborate a document containing a list of sub-basins where extra reduction methodology can be applied and which countries can do that for their reduction targets, as well as with tentative amounts of the ex...
	7.29 The Meeting took note of the current status of reporting data on sources apportionment (doc. 7-6).
	7.30 The Meeting took note of the information by the countries regarding the reporting of the data:
	- Germany informed that the data will be delivered in time;
	- Poland informed that the national consultations are ongoing and the approval of the data is possible by the PLC-6 15-2017;
	- Russia and Estonia are progressing and will provide data by the deadline 16 June 2017;
	- Sweden has recently made verification of the data.
	7.31 The Meeting pointed out that the source apportionment is one of four PLC-6 products of high demand, since the latest ranking of nutrient sources is based on 2006 data. The Meeting invited all countries to do their best to provide reliable data fo...
	7.32 The Meeting took note of the status of reporting on national methodologies used for calculation of loads and flows, source apportionment, and retention coefficients (doc. 7-8).
	7.33 The Meeting took note that all countries are expected to deliver the information on the national methodologies in accordance with the deadline identified by the PLC-6 14-2017 meeting.
	7.34 The Meeting took note of the current state of the reporting of information for the assessment of effectiveness of measures which is one of the new HELCOM PLC products (doc. 7-9). The Meeting also took note that the effectiveness of agricultural m...
	7.35 The Meeting also took note of the information by the countries on the reporting of national data:
	- Denmark will investigate a possibility to report the data in May.
	- Finland has recently reported the information and the missing data will be provided in a couple of weeks.
	- Germany informed that the information on measures to reduce waterborne input has been reported but that information on airborne inputs can be delivered only if it is clear what information is requested.
	- Poland informed that the relevant information is not being collected, thus no more data is expected to be reported.
	- Russia informed that the information on the implemented measures and their potential effects from the federal state located in the watershed of the Baltic Sea will be reported by the end of May;
	- Sweden informed that the prognoses of reduction was updated and the figures will be reported by the deadline.
	7.36 The Meeting took note of the position of Germany on the challenges of collection of information on the effectiveness of measures and that better harmonizing of the requested information with other processes (e.g. WFD and Gothenburg Protocol) woul...
	7.37 The Meeting took note of the information on the assessment of input by big rivers (doc. 7-16)
	7.38 The Meeting noted a suggestion by CCB to establish reduction targets for the big rivers in the Baltic Sea region, which might facilitate the implementation of the BSAP. The data may be used to optimize monitoring in order to reduce uncertainty in...
	7.39 The Meeting pointed out that the maps in the report should be further elaborated integrating background information and some other data collected by the PLC project on sources of nutrients and land use, etc.
	7.40 The Meeting requested the RedCore group to consider a possibility to include the information on flow-normalized annual average concentrations as well as a summary of catchment characteristics.
	7.41 The Meeting discussed the report on implementation of MAI-CART OPER project (doc. 7-7). The Meeting pointed out that the report does not identify clearly which parts of the project working packages have been implemented and which deliverables are...
	7.42 The Meeting agreed to extend the deadline for the MAI-CART OPER Project and requested the Secretariat to clarify the exact work packages and deliverables which require further elaboration and an exact date of the final project deadline.
	7.43 The Meeting took note of the suggestion on the HELCOM-EUSBSR Workshop on internal nutrient reserves (doc. 7-10-Rev.1). The Meeting was informed that the workshop is proposed to have two principle focus areas. The first is to identify scientific k...
	7.44 The Meeting supported the organization of the workshop and thanked Sweden and Finland for the initiative. However, the Meeting took note of the opinion of Germany that the workshop should also discuss measures to reduce input of nutrients from la...
	7.45 The Meeting took note of the information by CCB on the Baltic Sea ports’ handling fertilizers as potential sources of nutrient inputs (doc.7-12 and Presentation 6) The Meeting agreed that marine transportation of fertilizers might be a source of ...
	7.46 The Meeting welcomed the information provided by CCB and thanked CCB for the work done. However, the Meeting recommended CCB to submit the information to HELCOM HOD to identify the HELCOM body to tackle the issue.

	Agenda Item 8  Follow-up of HELCOM Recommendations: implementation, reporting and revision
	8.1 When considering document 8-1 on the implementation of the BSAP and HELCOM Recommendations, the Meeting reviewed the status of implementation of HELCOM regional actions and agreed on the current assessment of their implementation.
	8.2 The Meeting reviewed the status of implementation of national actions and identified that reports on some of actions have already been provided by the countries, which is not reflected in the relevant table of document 8-1. The Meeting also pointe...
	8.3 The Meeting agreed that the Secretariat will check the status of reporting on the national actions and elaborate an overview of the status of reporting on national actions under the mandate of the Pressure group. The overview will be circulated to...
	8.4 The Meeting invited those Contracting Parties, who did not report on implementation of the national actions, to report the information to the Secretariat (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi) by 8 September 2017. The Meeting also invited countries w...
	8.5 The Meeting decided that the countries will provide simplified information on the implementation status of the Recommendations which were included into the HELCOM BSAP follow-up system by 8 September 2017 (dmitry.frank-kamenetsky@helcom.fi). The M...
	8.6 The Meeting agreed on the need to organize a procedure to revise HELCOM Recommendations under the group’s mandate. To launch the reviewing procedure, the Meeting requested the Secretariat to compile a background document including information on t...

	Agenda Item 9  Any other business
	9.1 The Meeting checked and updated the Contact lists contained in document 9-1. The updated lists are contained in Annex 8.
	9.2 The Meeting took note of the concerns expressed by CCB on alleged violation of fundamental principles of the Helsinki Convention with regards to EIA and notification of the Contracting Parties that might be potentially affected in case of planning...
	9.3 The Meeting took note of a clarification by Russia regarding the international and national public consultations on the project.
	9.4 CCB introduced document 9-3 on concerns in relation to the decision by the Polish Government to construct a navigation canal across Vistula Spit. The Meeting took note of the information.
	9.5 The Meeting took note of the official position of Poland on document 9-3 as contained in Annex 9.
	9.6 The Meeting took note of the information about the current activity by CCB on the public monitoring of the quality of ground and surface water in the catchment of the river Nemunas.
	9.7 The Meeting took note the information by PA Nutri on the EU SBSR Forum in Berlin on 13-14 June 2017 and the seminar organized by PA Nutri together with UBC in the frame of the Forum.
	9.8 The Meeting expressed a deep concern regarding the fact that the environmental pressure layers developed by various projects serving for HOLAS II assessment were not presented and communicated with Pressure group. The Meeting requested HOLAS II an...

	Agenda Item 10  Election of Vice-Chair(s)
	10.1 The Meeting considered the election of Vice-Chair of Pressure Group and agreed to return to the issue at PRRESSURE 7-2017

	Agenda Item 11  Future work and meetings
	11.1 The Meeting took note the preliminary invitation of Lithuania to host the next meeting of the Pressure Group (PRESSURE 8-2017) in Vilnius during week 43/2017, on 24-26 October 2017. The Meeting requested the Secretariat to contact Lithuania regar...
	11.2 The Meeting discussed an opportunity to change the dates for PRESSURE 7-2017 and concluded that changing the dates is not feasible, due to the fact that the dates of the meeting depend on the other HELCOM processes and their deliverables. The mos...
	11.3 The Meeting agreed to arrange PRESSURE 8-2012 during the week from 16 to 20 April 2018 and invited Germany to consider a possibility to host the meeting.

	Agenda Item 12  Outcome and closing of the Meeting
	12.1 The Meeting adopted the draft Outcome of the Meeting (doc. 12-1).
	12.2 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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