
 
Baltic Marine Environment Protection Commission 
Working Group on the State of the Environment and Nature 
Conservation 

Uppsala, Sweden, 15- 19 May, 2017 

STATE & CONSERVATION 
6-2017, Outcome 

 

 

 Page 1 of 33  
 

Outcome of the sixth Meeting of the Working Group on the State of the 

Environment and Nature Conservation (STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017) 

Contents 
Introduction .................................................................................................................................................. 2 

Monitoring and assessment ......................................................................................................................... 2 

Agenda Item 1MA Adoption of the Agenda: Monitoring and assessment ............................................ 2 

Agenda Item 2MA Revision of HELCOM monitoring .............................................................................. 2 

Agenda Item 3MA Environmental monitoring and data ........................................................................ 6 

Agenda Item 4MA Progress of relevant HELCOM projects and assessments ........................................ 7 

Agenda Item 5MA Any other business ................................................................................................... 7 

Agenda Item 6MA Outcome of the Monitoring and assessment session .............................................. 7 

Joint session .................................................................................................................................................. 8 

Agenda Item 1J Adoption of the Agenda: Joint themes ......................................................................... 8 

Agenda Item 2J Election of co-Chairs of State and Conservation Working Group ................................ 8 

Agenda Item 3J Matters arising from other meetings of relevance for the Working Group ................. 8 

Agenda Item 4J HELCOM indicators and assessments ........................................................................... 8 

Agenda Item 5J Monitoring guidelines for biota .................................................................................. 15 

Agenda Item 6J Follow-up of HELCOM agreements and activities ...................................................... 16 

Agenda Item 7J Any other business ..................................................................................................... 16 

Agenda Item 8J Outcome of the Joint themes ..................................................................................... 17 

Nature Conservation session ...................................................................................................................... 18 

Agenda Item 1N Adoption of the Agenda: Nature conservation ......................................................... 18 

Agenda Item 2N Plans for implementation of the work plan and emerging issues............................. 18 

Agenda Item 3N Development and implementation of Recommendations ....................................... 19 

Agenda Item 4N HELCOM network of coastal and marine Baltic Sea Protected Areas ....................... 21 

Agenda Item 5N Any other business .................................................................................................... 22 

Agenda Item 6N Outcome of the Nature conservation session ........................................................... 23 

Annex 1 List of Participants ................................................................................................................... 24 

Annex 2 Amendments and changes to ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report to be implemented by 2018 ... 26 

Annex 3 List of State and Conservation Contacts and Observers (as of 19.5.2017) ............................. 29 

Annex 4 Bird categorization – example from PL (which applies to situation in PL) .............................. 32 

Annex 5 Polish statement regarding planned construction of the waterway connecting the Vistula 

Lagoon and the Gulf of Gdańsk ................................................................................................................... 33 



STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017, Outcome 
 

 

Page 2 of 33 
 

 

Introduction 

0.1 In accordance with the decision by HELCOM HOD 51-2017 (Outcome of the meeting, paragraph 
6.61), the sixth Meeting of the Working Group on the State of the Environment and Nature Conservation, 
(STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017) was held on 15-19 May 2017 in Uppsala, Sweden. 

0.2 The Monitoring and Assessment session was attended by delegations from all Contracting 
Parties except Russia, observers from Coalition Clean Baltic (CCB), Nordic Hunters’ Alliance and OCEANA. The 
Joint session was attended by delegations from all Contracting Parties except Russia, observers from Coalition 
Clean Baltic (CCB), Nordic Hunters’ Alliance and OCEANA, and invited guest from AquaBiota. The Nature 
Conservation session was attended by delegations from all Contracting Parties except Russia, observers from 
Coalition Clean Baltic (CCB), Nordic Hunters’ Alliance and OCEANA and invited guests from Wadden Sea 
Secretariat and Baltic Sea Conservation Foundation. The List of Participants is contained as Annex 1.  

0.3 The Meeting was chaired by the Co-Chairs of the Working Group: Ms. Penina Blankett (Finland), 
Chair of nature conservation issues, and Mr. Urmas Lips (Estonia), Chair of monitoring and assessment related 
topics. The Joint session was chaired jointly by both Co-Chairs. Ms. Ulla Li Zweifel, HELCOM Professional 
Secretary, Ms. Minna Pyhälä, HELCOM Associate Professional Secretary, and Ms. Marta Ruiz, HELCOM 
Associate Professional Secretary, acted as secretaries of the Meeting.  

 

Monitoring and assessment 

Agenda Item 1MA Adoption of the Agenda: Monitoring and assessment 

Documents: 1-1, 1-2 

1MA.1 The Meeting adopted the Agenda items 1MA-5MA as contained in documents 1-1 and 1-2. 

 

Agenda Item 2MA Revision of HELCOM monitoring  
Documents: 2MA-1 to 2MA-21, 2MA-2-Rev.1, 2MA-4-Rev.1, 2MA-8-Rev.1, 2MA-9-Rev.1, 2MA-11-Rev.1, 

2MA-12-Rev.1, 2MA-16-Rev.1, 2MA-17-Rev.1 

2MA.1 The Meeting noted that Denmark can approve of the monitoring guidelines with reservation 

of significant changes since approval at State and Conservation 5-2016. 

Update of HELCOM Monitoring Manual 

2MA.2 The Meeting took note of the comments by Poland to documents submitted to the Meeting 

under Agenda Item 2MA Revision of HELCOM monitoring (document 2MA-21).  

2MA.3 The Meeting took note that Contracting Parties have not provided any proposed changes to 

update the Monitoring Manual (document 2MA-1).  

2MA.4 The Meeting took note of the document on the modifications to HELCOM Assessment units 

(document 2MA-19).  

2MA.5 The Meeting took note that Germany can lift the study reservation on proposed changes to 

the borders between the Sound and the Arkona Basin (Outcome HOD 51-2016, para 6.60) in the 

understanding that these changes are minor and neither affect the assessment result nor the MAI/CART 

values. 

2MA.6 The Meeting agreed on the change of borders between Kattegat and Sound and also on the 

Arkona Basin and the Sound to be used as assessment units for the State of the Baltic Sea report.  
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2MA.7 The Meeting recalled the agreement to change borders between Åland Sea and Gotland Basin 

(Outcome State and Conservation 5-2016) and took note of the changes to Danish (document 2MA-19).and 

Estonian coastal waters at assessment level 4 (document 2MA-20). 

2MA.8 The Meeting underlined that these changes do not currently apply for MAI-CART scheme, but 

could be implemented in the future. 

2MA.9 The Meeting agreed on the modifications to be carried out for the open sea and coastal 

assessment units and tasked the Secretariat to carry out the modifications to the official assessment unit 

shapefiles and modify HELCOM Monitoring and Assessment strategy Annex 4 documentation accordingly.  

2MA.10 The Meeting agreed on providing possible updates/corrections of coastal assessment units in 

scale 4 (WFD coastal water types or water bodies) to be included in the official assessment unit shapefiles 

and HELCOM Monitoring and Assessment strategy and to use them in the updated assessment units into use 

for the 2018 update of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report by 1 July 2017. 

2MA.11 The Meeting took note and discussed that HELCOM assessment units scale 3 and 4 are not 

fully aligned which has implications for integrated assessment in the case that level 4 results are aggregated 

to level 3. The meeting noted that the agreed changes for the assessment units in Åland Sea and the Western 

Gotland basin will solve some of the level 3/level 4 issues in Finnish and Swedish waters. The Meeting agreed 

that the practise used in the integrated status of contaminants in the State of the Baltic Sea report, i.e. to 

associate the level 4 assessment to the level 3 in which the majority of the area of level 4 unit occurs, is 

acceptable for the time being. 

Review and update of HELCOM monitoring guidelines 

2MA.12 The Meeting noted that Germany lifted their study reservation on the updated guidelines on 

sampling and determination of total nitrogen (document 2MA-8), total phosphorus (document 2MA-9), 

ammonium (document 2MA-12), nitrate (document 2MA-13), nitrite (document 2MA-14), phosphate 

(document 2MA-15), silicate (document 2MA-16) and total alkalinity (document 2MA-10). The Meeting 

agreed on the publication of the guidelines with the following amendments: 

 determination total nitrogen and phosphorus: add that samples from 2.5 m might be 

collected if relevant as proposed by Poland (document 2MA-8-Rev.1 and 2MA-9-Rev.1) 

 for determination of ammonium : put reference to Germany within brackets in section 

2.3.3 of the document (document 2MA-12-Rev.1) 

 for determination of silicate: include a reference to the ISO standard on Water quality. 

Determination of soluble silicates by flow analysis (FIA and CFA) and photometric 

detection (ISO 16264:2002) as proposed by Finland (document 2MA-16-Rev.1).  

2MA.13 The Meeting noted that in Denmark nitrate and nitrite are measured and reported together. 

In Denmark nutrient samples are stored up to 24 hours as tests have demonstrated no significant changes in 

concentration during that period (samples for dissolved nutrients are filtered within 8 hours to be able to be 

stored up to 24 hours).  

2MA.14 The Meeting noted that total alkalinity is not measured in all monitoring sites in all countries.  

2MA.15 The Meeting took note of the draft monitoring guidelines for Chlorophyll-a submitted by Lead 

Country Finland (document 2MA-3). The Meeting noted the following views: 

 Poland highlighted that for Gdansk Basin, which is only regularly visited by Poland, 15 

measurements per year is not possible which is the minimum desired number of measures 

to ensure high confidence. The Meeting proposed to modify the text to the following: “To 

reach sufficiently high confidence criteria of the core indicator, the joint monitoring should 
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produce annually at least 15 measurements in June–September for each assessment unit, 

i.e., for open sea sub-basins.”  

 Germany: also a short time storage (at least up to 1 month) of filters by -80°C should be 

allowed (top 2.3.2.1). The described spectrophotometric method (top 2.3.4.1) is not in 

accordance to ISO 10260. In ISO the chl a determination is corrected by phaeopigment 

content operated by an acidification step. Also in Arvola 1981 the acidification step is 

described. Normally the uncorrected chl a content (determined according to the described 

HELCOM procedure) results in higher values. Therefore, the results received by both 

methods are not comparable. Germany recommended to add an explanation that the 

HELCOM spectrophotometric method means the uncorrected chl a. It is also to be noted 

that for the fluorometric method (top 2.3.4.2) the acidification step is described.  

 Poland and Estonia will provide comments to Lead Country Finland in relation to the 

request of not freezing filters but extracts.  

2MA.16 The Meeting discussed whether to include satellite methods and agreed not to include them 

at this time, but to be discussed during the autumn meeting. The Meeting agreed to invite Contracting Parties 

to provide comments to the document through the workspace by 2 June 2017. 

2MA.17 The Meeting discussed how to refer to “HELCOM / COMBINE stations” and “COMBINE 

database” and “COMBINE monitoring programme” in the guidelines, noting that reference to the COMBINE 

programme is no longer relevant. The Meeting agreed to use the wording “HELCOM stations”, “HELCOM 

coordinated monitoring programme”, whereas “COMBINE database” will remain the same.  

2MA.18 The Meeting took note of the draft monitoring guidelines for water transparency (Secchi 

depth) submitted by Lead Country Finland (document 2MA-4). The Meeting agreed to modify the text to the 

following: “To reach sufficiently high confidence criteria of the core indicator, the joint monitoring should 

produce annually at least 15 measurements in June–September for each assessment unit, i.e., for open sea 

sub-basins”. The Meeting endorsed the revised guidelines (document 2MA-4-Rev.1) and agreed to publish 

them to the HELCOM Monitoring Manual. 

2MA.19 The Meeting took note of the draft monitoring guidelines for turbidity submitted by Lead 

Country Finland (document 2MA-5). The Meeting noted that turbidity is not measured in Denmark, Estonia, 

Lithuania, Poland nor Sweden. The Meeting noted that in Estonia different units are used, therefore data are 

not comparable to the monitoring guidelines proposed. The Meeting acknowledged that the purpose of the 

guidelines is unclear since there is no core indicator on turbidity and measurements are not used in HELCOM 

assessments. The Meeting noted that the guidelines could be influenced based on the common focus for the 

guidelines and that possible focus could be for monitoring of extent of impact of offshore activities. The 

Meeting agreed to invite countries to provide comments to the document through the workspace by 2 June 

2017, aiming at considering the revised document in the next State and Conservation meeting. 

2MA.20 The Meeting took note of the draft guidelines for determination of hydrogen sulphide 

submitted by Lead Country Sweden (document 2MA-17). The Meeting noted that H2S is not routinely 

measured in several countries but only e.g. if there is a smell of H2S from the sample or if oxygen levels are 

low. A sentence to reflect these practices should be added to the guidelines. The Meeting endorsed the 

guidelines and agreed to publish them to the HELCOM Monitoring Manual (document 2MA-17-Rev.1).  

2MA.21 The Meeting took note of the draft guidelines for sampling and determination of salinity 

submitted by Lead Country Sweden (document 2MA-18). The Meeting noted the following views:  

 to delete reference to sampling 4 m above the seabed as proposed by Poland. Additionally, 

there is no need to send salinity data on-line considering that the assessment is going to 

be conducted afterwards, 
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 the guidelines are too detailed, for example in relation to stabilization, and depth to the 

bottom, as well as the process of data.  

2MA.22 The Meeting agreed that the guidelines will include methodology for sampling and 

determination of salinity using CTD and salinometers but not autonomic devices at this time. The Meeting 

furthermore agreed to make combined guidelines for temperature and salinity. The Meeting agreed to invite 

countries to provide comments to the document through the workspace by 2 June 2017, aiming at 

considering the revised document in the next State and Conservation meeting.  

2MA.23 The Meeting took note of the draft guidelines for sampling and determination of pH in 

seawater submitted by Lead Country Sweden (document 2MA-11).  

2MA.24 The Meeting noted the views of Germany that determination of long-term trends of pH based 

on potentiometric pH-measurements has so far failed in the Baltic. Due to its higher accuracy, precision, and 

long-term traceability, progress in the development of the spectrophotometric pH-measurement for brackish 

waters, now the standard for open ocean measurements of pH, should be carefully followed. The same holds 

true for the availability of reliable instrumentation. To reach the accuracy and long-term traceability required 

to trace acidification in the Baltic as required by the MSFD, an update of this guideline might thus be required 

in the near future. 

2MA.25 The Meeting amended the draft guidelines to add that pH analysis can also be made in + 15C 

in a cooling bath which has been shown to produce comparable results and to delete the Attachment and to 

clarify commercial applications are not yet widely used for spectrophotometric methods and endorsed the 

revised guidelines (document 2MA-11-Rev.1), underlining that they should be updated as soon as new 

methods become available. 

2MA.26 The Meeting took note of the information by Sweden that no update has been provided in 

relation to the revision of the dissolved oxygen guidelines, and that they will continue working on them.  

2MA.27 The Meeting took note that no update has been provided on the development of physical 

oceanography guidelines.  

2MA.28 The Meeting took note of the Lead and Co-Lead countries for specific HELCOM monitoring 

guidelines and links to existing HELCOM monitoring guidelines as included in document 2MA-2. The Meeting 

took note of the following updates (document 2MA-2-Rev.1): 

 JWG Bird to be requested to clarify the parameters required for assessment of breeding 

birds and to provide suitable reference for monitoring of breeding noting the for HELCOM 

coordinated monitoring programmes it should as a minimum be possible to refer to 

existing guidelines, 

 Sweden may be able to provide an update on marine bird health (as used for white-tailed 

eagle indicator) at the next upcoming State & Conservation meeting, 

 cooperation with ASCOBANS is proposed on the issue of monitoring of harbour porpoise 

abundance, 

 no coordinated monitoring exists on hard bottom species and therefore making guidelines 

is not a priority at the moment, there is no agreed core indicator yet, 

 Germany will provide updated guidelines for contaminants for the next State & 

Conservation meeting, and it is planned to circulate the document to the HELCOM EN-HZ 

as well,  



STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017, Outcome 
 

 

Page 6 of 33 
 

 the HELCOM EN-HZ is invited to develop monitoring guidelines for PFOS in biota and water 

and for HBCDD in biota and sediments, 

 the HELCOM EN-Noise is invited to provide technical guidelines on ambient noise to the 

next State& Conservation meeting.  

Revision of HELCOM Recommendation 19/3 

2MA.29 The Meeting discussed the revision of Recommendation 19/3 on manual for marine 

monitoring (document 2MA-7). The Meeting was of the view that the revision should keep the 

Recommendation short, considering that further information is available in the monitoring guidelines and 

manual. The Meeting noted the offer by Estonia to lead the revision process. The Meeting agreed that a 

revised draft would be drafted by 1 September, when it will be circulated for commenting by 22 September, 

aiming at submitting a revised version to STATE & CONSERVATION 7-2017.  

 

Agenda Item 3MA Environmental monitoring and data 
Documents: 3MA-1, 3MA-2, 3MA-2-Rev.1 

Development of data arrangements for HELCOM monitoring data and assessments 

3MA.1 The Meeting took note of the current status of reported data for use in the ‘State of the Baltic 

Sea’ report and the problems identified (document 3MA-2).  

3MA.2 The Meeting noted that for the preparation of the 2017 State of the Baltic Sea report, 

reporting frequency took place far beyond deadlines giving little time for correction data, indicator 

evaluations, and writing the results for the report. The flexibility given in 2016/2017 will not be possible for 

the 2018 report. 

3MA.3 The Meeting noted that Germany explained that work is in progress to close the existing data 

gaps regarding phyto- and zooplankton data, macrozoobenthos/benthic habitat data as well as the 

contaminants metadata in the COMBINE database by 1 September 1 2017. In case that the benthic habitat 

data cannot be made available via COMBINE in time, Germany would ask for finding a way to still include the 

benthic habitat-related data into the 2018 update of the HOLAS report, in the understanding that for future, 

submission via COMBINE is the agreed way to go.  

3MA.4 As to the use of COMBINE data, Germany asked whether their eutrophication data for the 

HEAT assessment which have now, upon request by ICES, been resubmitted to the ICES oceanographic 

database, will need to be mirrored to the COMBINE database to be accepted and available as HELCOM 

monitoring data. The Secretariat stated that this point needs to be discussed with ICES. Germany pointed out 

that the data checking procedure in the ICES oceanographic database seems to be more advanced than in 

the COMBINE database. 

3MA.5 The Meeting noted further comments provided by the countries as included in (document 

3MA-2-Rev.1). 

3MA.6 The Meeting noted that for phytoplankton Finland is of the view that ICES database cannot be 

used for the indicator until the species name list is updated. The Meeting noted ICES request that countries 

provide their data according to their latest version of the PEG bio volume species list. The Meeting noted that 

not all laboratories are following this list at the moment. The Meeting requested ICES to provide support on 

the update of historical data in relation to the latest version of the PEG bio volume species list.  

3MA.7 The Meeting noted that the Secretariat will consider if white-tailed eagle data from Russia 

from the BASE project can be included. 
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3MA.8 The Meeting noted that the Secretariat will investigate the reporting of Polish data on 

contaminants in seawater.  

3MA.9 The Meeting noted the reporting deadline for new and complementary data for the final 

version of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report.  

3MA.10 The Meeting agreed all countries to submit data to be included in the final version of the ‘State 

of the Baltic Sea’ according through agreed data arrangements and formats. The Meeting regretted that 

some countries indicated that they will not be able to follow this agreement. 

 

Agenda Item 4MA Progress of relevant HELCOM projects and assessments 
Documents: 4MA-1, 4MA-1-Rev.1 

4MA.1 The Meeting appreciated the work conducted by HELCOM MORS, amended the HELCOM 

MORS Thematic Assessment 2011-2015 of Radioactive Substances in the Baltic Sea as contained in document 

4MA-1-Rev.2 and endorsed them. 

4MA.2 The Meeting noted the information from the last PRESSURE meeting regarding collection of 

information on micropollutants starting from 2002 and that questionnaires have been circulated to the 

Contracting Parties with the respond deadline by 25 June 2017. 

 

Agenda Item 5MA Any other business 
Documents: None 

5MA.1 The Meeting did not discuss any other business.  

 

Agenda Item 6MA Outcome of the Monitoring and assessment session 
Documents: draft Outcome 

6MA.1 The Meeting adopted the outcome of the monitoring and assessment theme and noted that 

the outcome will be available (together with the outcomes of the nature conservation and joint themes) at 

the STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017 Meeting Site together with the documents and presentations 

considered by the Meeting. 

 

 

  

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%206-2017-412/default.aspx
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Joint session 

Agenda Item 1J Adoption of the Agenda: Joint themes  
Documents: 1-1 and 1-2 

 The Meeting adopted items 1J-7J in the Agenda as contained in documents 1-1 and 1-2. 

 The Meeting took note of the late meeting documents and that Denmark is not in a position 

to discuss 4J-33, 4J-36 or documents under agenda 4J submitted later than document 4J-38.  

 

Agenda Item 2J Election of co-Chairs of State and Conservation Working Group 
Documents: None 

2J.1 The Meeting agreed to discuss the election of co-chairs at the end of the Joint session under 

Any other business (AI 7). 

 

Agenda Item 3J Matters arising from other meetings of relevance for the Working Group 
Documents: 3J-1, 3J-2 

3J.1 The Meeting took note of the extracts of Outcomes from recent HELCOM meetings of 

relevance for State and Conservation (document 3J-1) and agreed to make use of the information as 

appropriate. 

3J.2 The Meeting took note of information on upcoming meetings of HELCOM projects and groups 

under State & Conservation WG (document 3J-2). The Meeting recalled the role of these HELCOM groups in 

the update of the indicator evaluations for the 2018 update of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report and noted 

the importance to ensure national representation.  

 

Agenda Item 4J HELCOM indicators and assessments 
Documents: 4J-1 to 4J-48, 4J-46-Rev.1, 3MA-1 

Endorsement of the first version of ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report (HOLAS II) 

4J.1 The Meeting took note of the Overview of the 'State of the Baltic Sea' report and 

supplementary material (document 4J-13). 

4J.2 The Meeting noted that also supplementary information, including core indicator reports and 

methodology for integrated assessments, are being finalized with the aim of publication by the end of June 

2017. 

4J.3 The Meeting appreciated the work done on preparing the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report, 

recognized the significant efforts made by national experts, the HOLAS II project and the Secretariat. 

4J.4 The Meeting considered and discussed the first version of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report 

(document 4J-14) and the updated and new figures for the report (document 4J-43).  

4J.5 The Meeting took note of comments submitted in advance of the Meeting from Denmark, 

Estonia, Finland, Germany, Lithuania, Poland and Sweden (documents 4J-45 and 4J-46) and discussed how to 

resolve the substantial issues addressed by the Contracting Parties. The concluding texts and revision are 

included in the updated version of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report (document 4J-14-Rev.1).  

4J.6 The Meeting took note of the information on status of approval of datasets and data layers 

used in the 'State of the Baltic Sea' report (document 4J-42). 
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4J.7 The Meeting considered adjustments to the use of eutrophication indicators as presented in 

document 4J-17. The Meeting endorsed the scaling of eutrophication indicators for use in the assessment of 

biodiversity, the weighting of eutrophication indicators, and the corrected threshold values for the 

cyanobacterial bloom index in the Bornholm Basin, noting the request to check whether the document refers 

to Gdansk Basin or Gulf of Gdansk. 

4J.8 The Meeting took note that scaling was not used for the eutrophication indicators in the HEAT 

tool since this has led to different scales being used for the same indicators in the biodiversity and the 

eutrophication assessment. The Meeting agreed that this should be rectified for the 2018 update of the State 

of the Baltic Sea report. 

4J.9 The Meeting took note of the results of the eutrophication assessment in the Bornholm Basin, 

and that stations close to the coast and affected by the Odra river, have had a strong influence on the result 

and considered the three options proposed by IN-Eutrophication on solving the situation (document 4J-9). 

The Meeting noted the following comments from Contracting Parties: 

 Denmark recommended to either use an areal weighted or a model approach accounting 

for the mixing.  

 Poland, Germany and Denmark supported to keep the stations, with explanation of the 

situation in the text and addition of a figure to the 2018 update of the report showing 

the results of the individual stations.  

 Poland and Germany proposed to think about establishing Pomeranian Bay as a separate 

assessment unit in the future (after HOLAS II)  

 Sweden preferred to exclude the stations based on salinity (freshwater influence) in line 

with what is done in OSPAR.  

4J.10 The Meeting agreed on the ”option 3” from document 4-17, i.e. not to change the data or 

method but highlighting this issue in the text of the supplementary report to the 2017 version of ‘State of 

the Baltic Sea’ report, and to include maps showing concentration per station for the assessment unit. The 

Meeting encouraged IN Eutrophication to discuss and resolved this issue in the future. 

4J.11 The Meeting took note of the proposed use of data and indicator calculations for the 

integrated assessment of contamination status (document 4J-16) and endorsed the approach for use in the 

HOLAS II project.  

4J.12 The Meeting noted the view by Denmark to adjust the core indicator assessment protocol in 

the future to use the mean value since this is the method used by many Contracting Parties nationally, and 

that the 95% upper confidence value, which is currently used to compare against the threshold value, could 

be used to verify if the status is good and to express ‘distance to target’. 

4J.13 The Meeting took note of the proposed assessment of birds based on core indicators 

(document 4J-15) and endorsed the approach (option 1) for use in the HOLAS II project. 

4J.14 The Meeting agreed to include a map on noise sensitivity in the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report 

and endorsed in principle the updated map presented to the Meeting as work in progress, noting that the 

map will be updated based on possible additional data and comments received from the Contracting Parties 

for submission to GEAR by 22 May 2017.   

4J.15 The Meeting considered the Baltic Sea Impact index (BSII) approach and the approach to use 

the BSII for estimating loss and disturbance of seabed habitats as presented by Finland (document 4J-11 and 

4J-11-Rev.1, Presentation 1).  
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4J.16 The Meeting noted that Poland and Germany request additional time to review the document 

and will provide their comments by Monday 22 May 2017. 

4J.17 The Meeting noted the proposal by Germany to include clarifying general text in the summary 

report on areas where data availability for applying the BSII is scarce or lacking. More detailed information 

on data gaps will be indicated in the fact sheets. 

4J.18 The Meeting noted that Denmark do not agree to the approach for the BSII and cannot accept 

document 4J-11 rev1 and the associated chapters in the ‘State of the Baltic Sea report’ report, 4.7 and 6, in 

their current forms. 

4J.19 The Meeting discussed how to use the proposed pressures layers ‘input of nitrogen’, ‘input of 

phosphorus’ and ‘input of hazardous substances’ (Annex 1, layers 8-10). The Meeting concluded that the 

layers are the best available Baltic wide information at this time and endorsed their use in the BSII, however 

requested that explanations should be added on the limitations of the datasets, including for the oxygen 

layer. The Meeting furthermore agreed to adjust the name of the layers to ‘level of concentration of 

nitrogen’, ‘concentration of phosphorous’ and ‘concentration of hazardous substances’ as the maps reflect 

status in the sea and not input, and to add clarification to the general text on why this approach has been 

selected at this time.  

4J.20 The Meeting endorsed the proposed adjustment of sensitivity scores and endorsed the 

calculation of the cumulative impact as a sum of the impacts on ecosystem components, taking note that 

Germany is in favour of the mean approach but is willing to reconsider its position by 22 May 2017. 

4J.21 The Meeting agreed to improve for the 2018 update of the report: 

 layers representing concentrations of nutrients and hazardous substances and 

complementing these layers with additional data 

 the oxygen layers, by use of hydrogen sulphide for the calculation of oxygen conditions 

because there is less interannual variability 

 leisure boating, which currently overestimates the impacts 

 hydrological conditions, to check if it is underestimated 

 the application of the layer on seal hunting 

 checking and analysis of the sensitivity scoring 

 update the metadata sheets where needed.  

4J.22 The Meeting noted that it is not possible to update the calculation of the BSII before the ‘State 

of the Baltic Sea’ report will be submitted to HOD 52-2017 for adoption. 

4J.23 The Meeting considered and commented on the draft summary of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ 

report (document 4J-44).  The Meeting was of the view that the summary would benefit from shortening and 

highlighting key messages of report. 

4J.24 The Meeting noted that Contracting Parties will submit their comments to the summary by 22 

May 2017. 

4J.25 The Meeting discussed the figure options for presenting the overall status of the Baltic Sea 

presented in Annex 1 of document 4J-44 and favoured the use of options 1 or 2. The Meeting requested 

Contracting Parties to inform of their preference latest on Monday 22 May 2017.  
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4J.26 The Meeting endorsed in principle the inclusion of the summary chapter as part of the first 

version of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report. 

4J.27 The Meeting took note of the information by the Secretariat that there is no plan to prepare 

a “Future outlook” chapter for the first version of the HOLAS II report for approval at the HOD 52-2017. 

However, such a chapter is planned to be prepared for the update in 2018, taking into account the 2018 

Ministerial Meeting and feedback from stakeholders on the first HOLAS II results.  

4J.28 The Meeting invited the GEAR meeting (23-24 May) to further develop the summary based on 

the comments received and welcomed the offer by Germany to prepare examples of key messages or 

conclusions to be included in the summary chapter and invited Germany to submit those to the Secretariat 

(lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi) as soon as possible and at the latest by 26 May 2017. 

4J.29 The Meeting endorsed in principle, from the technical and scientific point of view, the 

amended ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report (as contained in document 4J-14-Rev.1) and its publication, noting 

the Danish study reservation. Amendments identified at the Meeting that will be carried out for the 2018 

version of the report are summarized in Annex 2. 

Endorsement of HELCOM indicators 

4J.30 The Meeting took note of the updated overview of indicators and threshold values used in the 

'State of the Baltic Sea' report by mid-2017 (document 4J-41). 

4J.31 The Meeting took note that the core indicator reports have been updated to be based on data 

from the assessment period 2011-2015. The data used for updating the report has been agreed by 

Contracting Parties through the data and indicator evaluations approval process carried out through State & 

Conservation contacts in February-March 2017 (document 4J-42). The Meeting noted that the updated 

indicator reports will be published at the HELCOM website together with the first version of the ‘State of the 

Baltic Sea’ report after adoption of HOD 52-2017 of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report 

4J.32 The Meeting noted that some of the core indicators were submitted as late documents and 

not all Contracting Parties have been able to review them. The Meeting considered the reports, and endorsed 

the publication in principle, taking note that endorsement for some indicators will be concluded through a 

written procedure. The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to provide their possible comments to the 

Secretariat (minna.pyhala@helcom.fi) by 30 May 2017. The Meeting noted that should there be any 

substantial proposals for amendments, these will be consolidated with the Lead authors and circulated to 

State & Conservation contacts by 5 June 2017 for endorsement by 12 June 2017 with the aim to have them 

approved before HOD 52-2017. This concerns primarily the core indicators: 

 ‘Population trends and abundance of seals’ (document 4J-47) 

 ‘Oxygen debt’ (document 4J-32) 

 ‘PCB, dioxin and furan’ (document 4J-48) 

 'Numbers of drowned mammals and waterbirds in fishing gear' 

4J.33 The Meeting endorsed in principle the publication of the following indicators taking note that 

some countries will consider the documents by 30 May 2017 (countries indicated in brackets): 

 ‘Distribution of seals’ (document 4J-37) (Denmark, Germany and Poland) 

 ‘Dissolved inorganic nitrogen (DIN)’ (document 4J-34) (Denmark, Germany and Poland) 

 ‘Dissolved inorganic phosphorous (DIP)’ (document 4J-35) (Denmark, Germany and 

Poland) 
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 ‘Total nitrogen’ (document 4J-39) (Denmark, Germany, Poland) 

 ‘Total phosphorous’ (document 4J-40) (Denmark, Germany and Poland) 

 ‘Chlorophyll-a’ (document 4J-36) (Denmark, Germany and Poland) 

 ‘Water clarity’ (document 4J-33) (Denmark, Germany and Poland) 

4J.34 The Meeting considered the following updated biodiversity core indicators and endorsed their 

publication with final edits agreed at the Meeting (cf. paragraphs 4J.35 to 4J.42); 

 'Abundance of key coastal fish species' (document 4J-1, 4J-1-Rev.1)  

 'Abundance of coastal fish key functional groups' (document 4J-6)  

 'Abundance of waterbirds in the breeding season' (document 4J-2)  

 'Abundance of waterbirds in the wintering season' (document 4J-3), pending clarification 

on study reservation by Poland by 30 May 2017 

 'Abundance of salmon spawners and smolt' (document 4J-5) 

 'Reproductive status of seals' (document 4J-18) 

 'Nutritional status of seals' (document 4J-29) 

 'Zooplankton mean size and total stock' (document 4J-10) 

 'State of the soft-bottom macrofauna community' (document 4J-27) 

 'Trends in arrival of new non-indigenous species' (document 4J-20) 

 ‘Cyanobacterial bloom index’ (document 4J-31) 

4J.35 The Meeting took note of the request by Denmark to be given access to a final version of a 

number of indicators before they are published. Denmark will indicate which indicators that are concerned 

by 19 May 2017. 

4J.36 The Meeting noted that no update of the sea trout indicator will take place in 2017, however 

that Finland wishes that it is mentioned in the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report that sea trout is critically 

endangered in Finnish waters. 

4J.37 The Meeting noted that the diatom dinoflagellate index is applied test wise in some areas so 

that the indicator report should be made available. 

4J.38 The Meeting noted that the indicator on reproductive status of seals does not achieve the 

threshold values for the Baltic Sea region, but the result section does not correctly present the combined 

data from Sweden and Finland which determines the status. The results for the Baltic Sea region need to be 

emphasized, Swedish data should be added to the graphs presented in the results section before publication 

and Finnish supplementary figures can be presented in the report as extra information. 

4J.39 The Meeting discussed the core indicator on 'Numbers of drowned mammals and waterbirds 

in fishing gear' (document 4J-19) and noted comments from Denmark and Sweden to be submitted to the 

Secretariat (lena.avellan@helcom.fi) by 19 May 2017. The Meeting acknowledged the need to resolve the 

differing status’ of assessment of harbor porpoise in Kattegat in the HELCOM and OSPAR assessments and 

invited the Lead Country Germany and the lead experts to coordinate with Denmark and Sweden to find a 

solution. The Meeting agreed that the endorsement to publish the indicator report should take place 

mailto:lena.avellan@helcom.fi


STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017, Outcome 
 

 

Page 13 of 33 
 

intersessionally. The Meeting was of the view that the ongoing discussions on the core indicator report will 

not influence the inclusion of the relevant information in the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report. 

4J.40 The Meeting agreed to the proposal by Denmark to downgrade the spatial representation 

confidence status from intermediate to low in the indicator ‘Abundance of water birds in the wintering 

season’, due to the current assessment of several offshore species being done based on coastal monitoring 

data. Poland will submit a view on the Danish proposal by 22 May 2017. 

4J.41 The Meeting agreed on the proposal to change the assessment unit scale for presenting the 

key message of the core indicator ‘Trends in arrival of new non-indigenous species’ from the current scale 2 

(sub-basins) to scale 1 (HELCOM area), which is considered a relevant presentation of the results by the 

experts developing the indicator as the indicator produces counts of new introductions to the Baltic Sea 

region. The Meeting noted that the change in presentation of results will also be implemented in the ‘State 

of the Baltic Sea’ report. More detailed information on the observations will still be included in the more 

detailed indicator results. The Meeting noted that Germany can agree on the national dataset for the core 

indicator. 

4J.42 The Meeting supported the proposal by Germany to differentiate in the Key Message section 

of the core indicators those assessment units where the indicator is applicable and where it is operational 

due to availability of monitoring data and requested the Secretariat to update the core indicators accordingly. 

4J.43 The Meeting endorsed  the publication of the following updated hazardous substances core 

indicators with edits agreed at the meeting: 

 'Reproductive disorders- malformed embryos in amphipods and eelpout' (document 4J-25) 

 'TBT and imposex' (document 4J-28) 

 ‘Metals' (document 4J-26) 

 'HBCDD' (document 4J-21) 

 'PBDE' (document 4J-22) 

 'PFOS' (document 4J-23) 

 ‘PAH and metabolites’ (document 4J-38) 

 'Radioactive substances' (document 4J-24) 

4J.44 The Meeting noted that the indicator on TBT and imposex is currently only based on data from 

Denmark and Sweden while data also exists in Finland, Germany and Poland and will be included when the 

report is updated to include 2016 data. 

4J.45 The Meeting took note of the core indicator report ‘Operational oilspills from ships’ (document 

4J-4) which has been endorsed for publication by HELCOM Response 22-2016. 

4J.46 The Meeting considered and endorsed the core indicator general assessment protocol for 

hazardous substances concentration core indicators (document 4J-30). 

4J.47 The Meeting supported the proposal to remove eelpout from the indicator concept and results 

sections of the indicator 'Reproductive disorders- malformed embryos in amphipods and eelpout' (document 

4J-25), as monitoring of the species is not carried out in the assessment units where the indicator is applicable 

and agreed to the proposed changes to the assessment protocol presented by Lead Country Sweden. 

4J.48 The Meeting noted that for the core indicators ‘Dissolved inorganic nitrogen (DIN)’ and 

‘Dissolved inorganic phosphorous (DIP)’ the station close to Veen will be associated to the open sea of the 
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Sound and requested the Lead Country to update the indicators in time for publication in June, if feasible, as 

well as for other relevant indicators in the future. 

4J.49 The Meeting noted that there have been errors with inclusion of Finnish data for the 

‘Chlorophyll a’ and ‘Water clarity’ indicators and that the data gaps will be filled for the 2018 update, which 

may result in changes in assessment results. 

4J.50 The Meeting considered the core indicator report 'Oxygen debt' (document 4J-32) and was of 

the view that the current presentation of the results where the status in the norther assessment units appear 

in a much worse status compared with the Baltic proper assessment units is not acceptable. The Meeting 

took note of the information that work is ongoing to adjust the algorithms calculating the indicator to take 

major Baltic inflows and Brunt-Waisala corrections into consideration, which is anticipated to improve the 

indicator outcome. The Meeting took note that substantial comments are anticipated to be submitted to the 

indicator reports (cf. para 4J.32) and that an updated version is anticipated to be circulated on the 5 June 

2017.  

4J.51 The Meeting encouraged IN-Eutrophication to come to continue seeking a proposal for 

threshold values for Total nitrogen and Total phosphorus for Arkona, Bornholm and Eastern Gotland Basins. 

The Meeting recalled that new threshold values proposed for new assessment units can be taken into 

account in the updated version of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report by mid-2018 if the threshold values are 

endorsed by the State & Conservation in October 2017 and adopted by HOD in December 2017. 

4J.52 The Meeting noted that no updated report has been submitted for the following core 

indicators prior to the Meeting. For these it will be necessary to come to an agreement intersessionally: 

 PCB, dioxin and furan (Lead Country Germany, results included in CHASE integration as 

calculated based on the script) 

 White-tailed eagle productivity (Lead Country Sweden, results approved through approval 

process and included in HOLAS II report) 

 Input of nitrogen and phosphorous to the sub-basins (Lead RedCore) 

4J.53 They Meeting took note of the current Status of development of pre-core and candidate 

indicators (document 4J-7). The Meeting identified the following indicators to be of high priority for the 

upcoming year: 

 Harbour porpoise, Sweden offered to co-lead together with Lead country Germany 

 Cumulative impacts of benthic biotopes, Germany and Sweden to Lead together 

 Condition of benthic habitats, Sweden 

 Diotom-dinoflagelate indicator, Germany 

 Cyanobacteria bloom index, Germany and Finland 

 Shallow water oxygen, Germany and Finland 

 Phytoplankton spring bloom intensity, Finland 

4J.54 The Meeting emphasized the importance to develop indicators in order to also improve the 

assessment of benthic habitats, pelagic habitats and marine mammal health. 

4J.55 The Meeting requested the Secretariat to send an invitation to the ASCOBANS Jastarnia group 

for support to develop the indicator on harbour porpoise abundance.  
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4J.56 The Meeting welcomed the draft proposal on alignment of HELCOM underwater biotopes and 

broad habitat types (document 4J-12) carried out by within the SPICE project, and recognized that alignment 

of HELCOM HUB to various classification schemes will facilitate national reporting and assessment under 

different polices. The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to provide their possible comments and feedback 

to georg.martin@ut.ee and antonia.sandman@aquabiota.se.   

4J.57 The Meeting encouraged all Contracting Parties to participate in the work and suggested 

arranging an expert workshop under the HELCOM IN Benthic Habitat monitoring. The Meeting took note of 

the view of the EU that different strands on benthic habitats can be further integrated in HELCOM work. 

Reporting from experts groups, networks and projects 

4J.58 The Meeting took note of activities under HELCOM FISH led by Poland, supported by Germany, 

to identify data to effectively assess the impacts of Baltic fisheries on the marine environment in the context 

of the EU Data Collection Framework (document 3MA-1).  

4J.59 The Meeting noted information by European Union that EC recognizes HELCOM as an end user 

of the DCF and welcomes the initiative to match the data needs across marine and fisheries policies. This 

issue will be on the agenda of the Marine Directors meeting in June 2017 at which the European Fisheries 

and Aquaculture Research Organisations (EFARO) will give a presentation on exploring possible synergies 

between MSFD and fisheries (CFP) monitoring programmes.  

4J.60 The Meeting exchanged views on the issue and agreed to await further input of State & 

Conservation until the proposal has been discussed by the meeting of FISH 6-2017 (to be held on 22-24 May 

2017). 

4J.61 The Meeting took note of the report from the 2017 annual meeting of Phytoplankton Expert 

Group, PEG QA (document 4J-8).  

 

Agenda Item 5J Monitoring guidelines for biota 
Documents: 5J-1, 5J-2, 5J-3 

5J.1 The Meeting considered the monitoring guidelines concerning phytoplankton species 

composition, abundance and biomass (document 5J-1) and endorsed their publication in the HELCOM 

Monitoring Manual. 

5J.2 The Meeting considered the proposed guidelines for monitoring of mesozooplankton 

(document 5J-2) and endorsed in principle their publication in the HELCOM Monitoring Manual, noting the 

study reservation by Poland to be clarified by end of June 2017 to the Chair of ZEN-ZIIM project (with a copy 

to the Secretariat). 

5J.3 The Meeting considered the proposed guidelines for eRAS monitoring of non-indigenous 

species, NIS (document 5J-3), recalling the discussion at State & Conservation 5-2016 that this is just one 

method in a larger framework of methods for monitoring of NIS. The Meeting endorsed in principle the 

publication of the eRAS monitoring guidelines in the HELCOM Monitoring Manual, noting that Estonia will 

provide additional comments by 30 May 2017 to Germany (juliane.wendt@io-warnemuende.de). 

5J.4 The Meeting discussed the data reporting for detected NIS (section 3 of the guidelines) and 

agreed to come back to and discuss the reporting NIS data to the AquaNIS database at State & Conservation 

7-2017. 

5J.5 The Meeting invited Estonia, Finland and Lithuania, as agreed at State & Conservation 5-2016 

(Outcome, para 5J-4), to revise the presentation of the HELCOM NIS monitoring programme in section 7 of 
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the introduction of the Monitoring Manual to reflect the wider framework of NIS monitoring (see State & 

Conservation 5-2016, document 5J-1) 

 

Agenda Item 6J Follow-up of HELCOM agreements and activities 
Documents: 6J-1, 6J-2, 6J-3, 6J-4 

Recommendations 

6J.1 The Meeting considered the updated Recommendation 15/1 ‘Protection of the coastal strip’ 

(document 6J-1), noting that Denmark and Germany are not in a position to agree on the updates at this 

time.  

6J.2 The Meeting acknowledged that the Recommendation requires further discussion, invited 

Contracting Parties to provide comments to Finland (penina.blankett@ym.fi) by 1 September 2017 and 

agreed to hold an intersessional on-line meeting in mid-September 2017. The Meeting agreed to reconsider 

the endorsement of Recommendation 15/1 at State & Conservation 7-2017, with the aim on agreement on 

the update. 

6J.3 The Meeting considered the proposed amendments to Recommendation 24/10 

‘Implementation of Integrated Marine and Coastal Management of Human activities in the Baltic Sea Area’ 

(document 6J-3). The Meeting noted the study reservation by Denmark and comments by Sweden and 

Germany and agreed for comments to be forwarded to the Lead country Estonia by 1 September 2017. The 

Meeting agreed to come back to the endorsement to the Recommendation at State & Conservation 7-2017. 

6J.4 The Meeting considered and supported the actions in relation to Recommendation 10/1 

‘Abnormal Situations in the Marine Environment’ (document 6J-4). The Meeting noted the information from 

Denmark that the Danish Meteorological Institute in its capacity as a partner in the EU Copernicus Marine 

service is interested to cooperate with HELCOM on this topic. The Meeting took note that Poland is not in 

favor of the proposal put forward to the Meeting in document 6J-4. The Meeting invited Estonia, assisted by 

Poland, to further work on a proposal on how the cooperation could take place and present it to State & 

Conservation 7-2017. 

Baltic Sea Environment Fact Sheets 

6J.5 The Meeting took note of the status of the Baltic Sea Environment Fact Sheets (document 6J-

2) and welcomed the publication of the two new fact sheets on Benzo(a)pyrene emissions to the air and 

Atmospheric deposition of benzo(a)pyrene on the Baltic Sea.  

 

Agenda Item 7J Any other business 
Documents: 7J-1, 7J-1-Rev.1 

7J.1 The Meeting welcomed the information by EU that the MSFD GES Decision and Annex III were 

adopted on 17 May 2017. 

7J.2 The Meeting welcomed the information by Sweden that they are willing to host the meeting 

of SEAL EG 11-2017 on 4-6 October 2017. 

7J.3 The Meeting took note of the statement by Mr. Jacob Hagberg, Head of Delegation of Sweden.  

7J.4 The Meeting elected Mr. Dieter Boedeker, Germany, and Ms Vivi Fleming-Lehtinen, Finland, 

as vice co-Chairs for the Nature conservation and Monitoring and Assessment themes, respectively, for the 

years 2017-2018. 
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7J.5 The Meeting updated the list of contacts and observers of State and Conservation (documents 

7J-1 and 7J-1-Rev.1), as included in Annex 3. 

7J.6 The Meeting explored the possibility to move the dates for the next meeting of State & 

Conservation to avoid overlap with the next meeting of the PRESSURE Group, but could not find a solution 

that could suit the host country and the Working Group participants.  

7J.7 The Meeting welcomed the information from Poland that State & Conservation 7-2017 will 

tentatively take place in Sopot, Poland, and re-affirmed the dates of 23-27 October 2017. 

7J.8 The Meeting agreed to arrange the meeting of State & Conservation 8-2017 on 14-18 May 

2018. The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to consider their possibilities to host the meeting and to inform 

the meeting of State & Conservation 7-2017. 

7J.9 The Meeting acknowledged that this is the last Meeting of Ms. Ulla Li Zweifel, Professional 

Secretary, and Ms. Lena Avellan, Project Manager, and thanked them for their dedication and contributions 

to the work of the Group. 

7J.10 The Meeting expressed its gratitude to the Secretariat for the assistance during the Meeting. 

7J.11 The Meeting warmly thanked Sweden for the outstanding organization and hospitality during 

the Meeting. 

 

Agenda Item 8J Outcome of the Joint themes 
Documents: Draft Outcome 

8J.1 The Meeting adopted the outcome of the Joint themes and noted that the outcome will be 

available (together with the outcomes of the nature conservation and monitoring and assessment themes) 

at the STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017 Meeting Site together with the documents and presentations 

considered by the Meeting. 
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Nature Conservation session 

Agenda Item 1N Adoption of the Agenda: Nature conservation 
Documents: 1-1, 1-2 

1N.1 The Meeting adopted Agenda items 1N-6N as contained in documents 1-1 and 1-2. 

 

Agenda Item 2N Plans for implementation of the work plan and emerging issues  
Documents: 2N-1 

Planning the next HELCOM Red List assessment  

2N.1 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the Workshop for planning the updating of a 

HELCOM Red List (document 2N-1). 

2N.2 The Meeting considered the proposed conclusions and suggestions of the workshop, i.a. the 

fact that many countries will update national species Red Lists by 2020, and the proposal to use this as an 

opportunity  to update the HELCOM species Red List by 2020. No potential was however found for an update 

of the biotopes Red List by 2020. 

2N.3 The Meeting noted the views of Denmark, Germany, Latvia and Poland that there is a need for 

national consultation to discuss the proposals before taking a decision on how to proceed with the updating 

of the HELCOM species Red List. 

2N.4 The Meeting noted the comment of EU that there would be a need to consider and review the 

potential for synergies between different national and international activities.   

2N.5 The Meeting noted the view of Finland that postponing the next assessment until 2025, as 

proposed by some countries, is undesirable since their data from the ongoing national Red List work will at 

that time be nine years old. 

2N.6 The Meeting noted that the HELCOM Red List has only rarely been used in HOLAS II work and 

discussed how to make further use of the Red List assessment results. The Meeting considered that the 

information could be used for e.g. marine spatial planning if the results are spatially linked to habitats and 

information on pressures. The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to consider nationally the allocation of 

resources for making further use of the HELCOM Red List assessment results. 

2N.7 The Meeting noted the views of Finland and Sweden that it is important to ensure the 

continuity of the work and that regular assessment would better support the process of implementing the 

conservation measures. 

2N.8 The Meeting considered the proposal by Poland and Germany that Finland and Sweden could 

start working bilaterally to update the check lists and make a first threat evaluation to be presented to State 

& Conservation WG. An evaluation covering Finnish and Swedish waters will likely cover a majority of Baltic 

Sea species and other Contacting Parties could check if the results are relevant for their waters.  

2N.9 The Meeting discussed that a bilateral cooperation cannot deliver a Baltic-wide assessment.  

2N.10 The Meeting agreed on the need to elaborate a list of “next steps” to set the framework for 

carrying out an updated Red List assessment and welcomed the offer of Finland and Sweden to develop and 

submit a proposal to the meeting of State & Conservation 7-2017. 

Information on ongoing work to identify ecologically or biologically significant marine areas (EBSAs) 

2N.11 The Meeting took note that Heads of Delegation approved the organizing of a Baltic Sea EBSA 

workshop under the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) in cooperation with HELCOM and welcomed 

that Finland will provide financial support to host the workshop in Helsinki. 
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2N.12 The Meeting took note of further information about the planned Baltic Sea EBSA workshop, 

tentatively to take place in February 2018 (week 8), as presented by Finland (Presentation 2). 

2N.13 The Meeting noted that the recent meeting of the HELCOM-VASAB MSP Working Group 

acknowledged the benefits of an EBSA for marine spatial planning purposes and that other benefits of 

identifying EBSA are new possibilities for bilateral collaboration and protection of transboundary marine 

areas.  

2N.14 The Meeting noted that the CBD Secretariat will issue a notification on nomination of national 

experts to the workshop to the CBD national focal points and invited Finland, together with the HELCOM 

Secretariat, to facilitate the process so the already established national contacts in the HELCOM Contracting 

Parties (State & Conservation and HODs) are kept informed and engaged and that the existing HELCOM 

expertise is utilized.  

2N.15 The Meeting invited Finland to provide further details on the timetable and steps to be taken 

prior to the workshop as soon as they become available so the planning for the workshop can start in the 

countries.  

 

Agenda Item 3N Development and implementation of Recommendations 
Documents: 3N-1, 3N-2 

Draft Recommendation on biotopes, habitats and biotope complexes  

3N.1 The Meeting took note that HELCOM 38-2017 considered the draft HELCOM Recommendation 

on ‘Conservation and Protection of Marine and Coastal Biotopes, Habitats and Biotope Complexes 

Categorized as Threatened According to the HELCOM Red Lists’, but that due to three still open paragraphs 

the Recommendation was not adopted. HELCOM 38-2017 agreed to continue an intersessional dialogue with 

the aim to develop a joint draft proposal on the wording of the outstanding paragraphs in the preparation 

for State & Conservation 6-2017, but no progress has been made with the work. 

3N.2 The Meeting noted that Denmark has not been able to reconsider their proposals to the draft 

Recommendation and that other Contracting Parties are unwilling to accept further weakening, as the 

version submitted for adoption at HELCOM 38 was already drafted in the spirit of compromise.  

3N.3 The Meeting took note of the view of CCB and OCEANA that existing HELCOM 

Recommendations should not be weakened and a long-term perspective and high level of ambition should 

be maintained in HELCOM work.  

3N.4 The Meeting recalled the commitment from the HELCOM 2013 Ministerial Declaration to “take 

measures so that by 2020, regionally, the loss of all red listed marine habitats and biotopes in the Baltic Sea 

will be halted and will have largely recovered, and that degradation and fragmentation will have been 

significantly reduced, and that, therefore, by 2015 a new HELCOM Recommendation on Conservation Plans 

for Species, Habitats and Biotopes which are at risk of extinction should be developed”. The Meeting noted 

that the upcoming Ministerial Meeting in 2018 requires that progress is achieved to fulfil this previously made 

commitment.  

3N.5 The Meeting invited Denmark to propose the next step and contact Lead Country Germany 

before State & Conservation 7-2017 with the view of finding a solution. 

Follow-up of action ‘Activities to support conservation of Baltic Sea species and biotopes/habitats categorized 

as threatened according to the HELCOM Red List’  

3N.6 The Meeting took note of updated information on national conservation plans for species and 

biotopes categorized as threatened according to the HELCOM 2013 Red List (document 3N-2). The Meeting 

recalled that it is a living document and invited Contracting Parties to report missing and additional 

information to the Secretariat (minna.pyhala@helcom.fi) as it becomes available. 
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3N.7 The Meeting noted that Sweden would appreciate a common understanding on what the EU 

Birds Directive means in terms of obligations related to the HELCOM Red List and also the uncertainties 

regarding on-going bird conservation work at the EU level. The Meeting discussed that it would be beneficial 

to obtain the relevant information from EU in order to develop a common understanding and guidance for 

carrying out the categorization for birds, and suggested requesting the HELCOM/OSPAR/ICES Joint Working 

Group on Birds for assistance.  

3N.8 The Meeting welcomed the information from Poland on their approach to resolve the issue 

on categorization of measures for protection of birds as contained in Annex 4.  

3N.9 The Meeting took note that Germany will submit their information on national conservation 

plans for species and biotopes categorized as threatened according to the HELCOM 2013 Red List in the near 

future. 

3N.10 The Meeting took note of information about Sweden’s national program of measures for 

marine threatened species and habitats, as presented by Ms. Anna Karlsson, Sweden (Presentation 3).  

3N.11 The Meeting noted that it would be good to focus regional cooperation on conservation 

measures for selected species, and discussed which species could benefit from joint cooperation. Sweden 

invited Contracting Parties to be in contact in case of interest to cooperate on conservation work on the 

species presented. 

3N.12 The Meeting invited Contracting Parties to inform the State & Conservation WG of regional 

cooperation on selected species when such activities occur.  

3N.13 The Meeting took note of information about the preparation of a Finnish Life+ project focused 

on the conservation of southern ringed seal populations in the Baltic Sea. 

3N.14 The Meeting recalled previous discussions on development of a guiding document for the 

preparation of conservation plans. The Meeting noted that some examples of guidance can be obtained from 

other sources, such as the Jastarnia Plan.  

3N.15 The Meeting noted that there are no Contracting Parties willing to take the lead in this activity 

at the moment and welcomed the proposal of Sweden to arrange an informal discussion session in 

connection with the meeting of State & Conservation 7-2017 for sharing and brainstorming ideas for next 

steps. The Meeting welcomed the offer of Sweden to assist in fascilitating such a discussion session. 

Guidelines for reporting on the implementation of HELCOM Recommendation 17/2 

3N.16 The Meeting considered the proposed Guidelines for reporting on the implementation of the 

HELCOM recommendation 17/2 for countries being also ASCOBANS parties (document 3N-1) and agreed on 

the final version of the Guidelines.  

3N.17 The Meeting noted the comment of Germany that the ASCOBANS reporting format currently 

seems to be lacking a date entry field and welcomed that Poland will communicate this possible oversight to 

the ASCOBANS Secretariat. 

3N.18 The Meeting proposed including the guidance as an attachment to Recommendation 17/2, 

and that the reporting requirement of the Recommendation should be revised to take place every fourth 

year. The Meeting agreed to proceed with this updating after the ASCOBANS reporting format has been 

published on the ASCOBANS website, and decided to come back to this issue at State & Conservation 7-2017. 

3N.19 The Meeting took note of information by Denmark, Poland and Sweden on initiated or planned 

projects for monitoring by-catch and testing of fishing gear for minimizing by-catch. 
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Agenda Item 4N HELCOM network of coastal and marine Baltic Sea Protected Areas 
Documents: 4N-1 - 4N-7, 4N-5-Rev.1 

Follow-up of actions related to marine protection areas 

Action ‘Coordination of management measures of pressures and impacts on MPAs, in particular for adjacent 

transnational MPAs’ 

4N.1 The Meeting took note of the updated information on adjacent transnational HELCOM MPAs 

(document 4N-1). Russia is invited to provide names of responsible managers for the transnational adjacent 

HELCOM MPAs to the Secretariat (minna.pyhala@helcom.fi). 

4N.2 The Meeting welcomed the presentation by the Wadden Sea Secretariat, Ms. Annika 

Bostelmann (Presentation 4). The Meeting noted that the cooperation between Denmark, Germany and 

Netherlands to conserve the area builds on a “Joint Declaration on the Protection of the Wadden Sea” and 

that the implementation of the declaration is based on common agreements of e.g. objectives and 

management principles, targets, and monitoring and assessment programme. Quality Status Reports are 

regularly published based on the joint monitoring and assessment programme. 

4N.3 The Meeting welcomed information about the bilateral cooperation between Finland and 

Sweden on conservation of threatened species and habitats in the Quark area as presented by Finland 

(Presentation 5). The Meeting noted that the basis for the cooperation has been supported by EU Interreg 

funded projects over a 15 year period, starting with a project to build an understanding of joint objectives 

and concerns, and building the foundation for cooperation. The Meeting noted that there are management 

boards for the projects but no formal organization structure for the cooperation. Examples of applied results 

from recent project include: 

 an open online GIS service with data on habitats and pressures to serve planning and 

nature conservation purposes  

 by early 2018, results from modelling of HUB biotopes in the Quark area will be available, 

and  

 the development of a ‘conflict probability’ map between benthic habitats and pressures 

in the Quark.  

4N.4 The Meeting thanked for the presentations and found them to be a source of inspiration for 

future transnational cooperation for protection and conservation of marine areas.  

4N.5 The Meeting took note of information by Germany of their national activities to map 

biodiversity and pressures, including mapping of HUB biotopes. 

4N.6 The Meeting took note of the OCEANA report The Sound Biodiversity, threats, and 

transboundary protection (document 4N-3) and welcomed the information that the data compiled by 

OCEANA is available for use by Contracting Parties. 

4N.7 The Meeting welcomed the information by CCB on a project to protect the Baltic harbour 

porpoise (documents 4N-5 and 4N-5-Rev.1).  

4N.8 The Meeting congratulated Sweden on establishing large Natura2000 sites for protecting 

harbour porpoise in offshore areas, noting that the work is based on the results of the SAMBAH project that 

identified areas of particular need of protection. The Meeting invited Sweden to inform the State & 

Conservation WG on the development of a management plan for the site.  

4N.9 The Meeting acknowledged that the designated new Natura2000 sites for protecting harbour 

porpoise may be relevant for transnational cooperation and encouraged Contracting Parties to cooperate 

with Sweden in the upcoming international process to create fisheries regulations for the designated N2000 

area around the Baltic Proper offshore banks as soon as it is initiated. 

mailto:minna.pyhala@helcom.fi
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Action ‘How to consider MPAs in Maritime Spatial Planning and vice versa’ 

4N.10 The Meeting recalled the Work Plan action to consider MPAs in Maritime Spatial Planning and 

vice versa and took note of information by the co-chairs on communication with HELCOM VASAB MSP WG. 

The Meeting suggested launching intersessional activities connected with implementation of ecosystem-

based approach in Marine Spatial Planning, green infrastructure and connectivity of MPAs. The Meeting 

welcomed the offer of Sweden to elaborate, in cooperation with Germany, Latvia Finland, representatives of 

the HELCOM State & Conservation Group, and with assistance from the HELCOM Secretariat, a working plan 

for the task summarizing related ongoing processes, and to present the plan at the next HELCOM VASAB MSP 

WG and State & Conservation group meetings. 

4N.11 The Meeting welcomed the German offer to present project work related to Marine Spatial 

Planning and MPAs in the German EEZ at State & Conservation 7-2017. 

Action ‘Develop joint tools/approach for assessing effectiveness of spatial protection measures for individual 

sites as well as network level’ 

4N.12 The Meeting took note that Germany has currently no new information on the progress in 

assessing management effectiveness of the OSPAR MPA Network and will inform on the status at State & 

Conservation 7-2017.  

Future work on MPAs 

4N.13 The Meeting considered the suggested MPA Road Map 2017-2020 proposed by Finland 

(document 4N-2) and agreed to discuss the MPA Road Map further intersessionally and to develop it further 

for the meeting of State & Conservation 7-2017. 

4N.14 The Meeting was of the view that a new HELCOM MPA project is needed and welcomed that 

Germany is willing to contribute to develop and present a project proposal to State & Conservation 7-2017. 

The Meeting proposed to convene an online meeting of the MPA Task Group on 14 September 2017 to 

consider a preliminary draft proposal by Germany.  

4N.15 The Meeting suggested that this online meeting could be held back-to-back with the online 

meeting regarding Recommendation 15/1 on ‘Protection of the coastal strip’ (cf. paragraph 6J.1). 

4N.16 The Meeting recognized the need to improve the analysis of connectivity that is part of the 

assessment of ecological coherence of the MPA network, and include information from areas outside the 

MPAs in the analysis. The Meeting acknowledged that the work and collection of data to be carried out on in 

relation to the EBSA workshop could be used for developing an approach to assess connectivity. 

4N.17 The Meeting welcomed the information on funding opportunities as presented by Mr. Peter 

Torkler from the Baltic Sea Conservation Foundation, BaltCf (document 4N-7, Presentation 6), noting that 

the foundation can support projects related to nature conservation in the Baltic Sea, for example on MPAs, 

rivers, wetlands, waste and pollution.  

4N.18 The Meeting noted that the foundation is granting funds to NGOs, private and public bodies 

for projects that are focused on practical conservation work, while research activities are not funded. The 

Meeting noted that HELCOM, being a public body, can apply for project funds.  

 

Agenda Item 5N Any other business 
Documents: 

5N.1 The Meeting took note of information by CCB concerning the decision by the Polish 

Government to construct a navigation canal across Vistula Spit, as well as the early plans to construct a 

navigation route to connect the Baltic Sea and the Black Sea (document 4N-4). 

http://baltcf.org/
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5N.2 The Meeting recalled the statement by Poland at State & Conservation 5-2017 and took note 

of the updated position of Poland as contained in Annex 5. The statement includes also information on the 

development plans for inland waterways that has not been presented to State and Conservation WG yet. The 

Meeting welcomed the offer of Poland to keep the State and Conservation WG informed about further 

developments. 

5N.3 The Meeting took note of the evaluation of NGOs that the Nord Stream II project has chosen 

the route that is most harmful to the environment for the pipelines, through the Kurgalskiy nature reserve, 

and further noted that several critically endangered species according to the HELCOM Red List, including 

ringed seals and harbor porpoise, will be affected by the plans (document 4N-6). The Meeting invited Russia 

to keep the State & Conservation WG informed about further developments. 

5N.4 As this is her last State & Conservations meeting, the Meeting expressed its warm thanks to 

Ms. Ulla Li Zweifel for her full-hearted dedication and excellent contributions to the work of the group. 

 

Agenda Item 6N Outcome of the Nature conservation session  

Documents: draft Outcome 

6N.1 The Meeting adopted the outcome of the Joint themes and noted that the 

outcome will be available (together with the outcomes of the joint and monitoring and assessment themes) 

at the STATE & CONSERVATION 6-2017 Meeting Site together with the documents and presentations 

considered by the Meeting. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%206-2017-412/default.aspx
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 Denmark 

Helle Knudsen-Leerbeck Environmental Protection Agency heknu@mst.dk  
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Annex 2 Amendments and changes to ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report to be implemented by 2018 
 

Chapter Page Country; 
Location  

Comment Proposed amendment/clarification 

1 9 SE; Fig 1.4 
1.5 and 1.6 

It is hard to distinguish trends in the figures, same is true for Figure 1.5 
and 1.6. Sweden could offer to update this section before HoD meeting, 
depending on resource at HMI, based on "Havet" report from 212 (page 
42; 
http://www.havsmiljoinstitutet.se/digitalAssets/1391/1391098_havet_
2012_121126.pdf). Answer from HMI still pending. 

Meeting agreed to modify layout of graph by 2018  

1 9 DE;  
Fig. 1.8 

…The maps shows the minimum and maximum distribution of anoxic 
areas (where hydrogen sulphide is present) and areas with less than 
2ml/l oxygen during 2011-2015, based on point measurements and 
modelling. … (Remark: please leave out the term hypoxic here because 
of ongoing discussions in IN-Eutrophication. A Helcom-wide definition is 
needed as people use different approaches and units to define hypoxia) 

The Meeting proposed to add figure on long term 
trends of oxygen concentration, if feasible for the 
2017 version and if not then for 2018 version 

1 9 FI: Figure 1.8 We also want to improve this figure for the 2018 version at latest, as 
this IOW map does not include Gulf of Finland hypoxia 

To be updated for 2018 version 

3  Chapter  Consider overview of economic sectors for 2018 
update 

4.1 36 DK, third 
para 

Perhaps a little more information about the sources could be 
provided? Proportions? Other significant sources – if any? 

More information can added in 2018 when results of 
PLC-6 is available 

4.1 genera
l 

SE Will the PLC / MAI/CART follow up be integrated with the 
eutrophication results? Ideally, we’d see an introduction, then the 
PLC/MAI/CART, then the status assessment, then socio-economy. 

If the updated MAI figures is approved by HOD 52-
2017, the current one will be replaced with the 
newer figure.  
Results of PLC-6 are only available for the update of 
HOLAS II. Will include source apportionment. 

4.3 65 DK We suggest to include information on the distribution 
(proportions) within the litter categories.  
This might be different from the beach litter due to sinking or 
floating litter types. 

Data to be included for the 2018 update if available 
by then  

4.4   69 Figure 4.4.1 Please complete BIAS results with an additional picture 4.4.2  whereas  
Figure 4.4.1. remains as it is. 

The Meeting agreed to consider the proposal for the 
2018 update. Proposal needs clarification.  
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Add: Figure 4.4.2. Soundscape maps in the Baltic Sea, on the temporal 
extension of  continuous  underwater sound at 1/3 octave frequency 
bands of 63 Hz statistically calculated on the basis of percentile statistics 
showing that high levels occur at 5% of the time and that the intensity 
levels are for 95% of the time rather low. However, the biological 
significance of the temporal and spatial variation is not clear yet. The 
results have been extracted with help of the soundscape planning tool 
of BIAS (2016). 
Reference to example figure 4.4.2 (see annex: page 32 of this document) 

4.5. 75 DK Table 
4.5.1. 

Beroe ovata is listed as being reported in Great Belt in 2011. However, 
according to the lists provided by DCE, this species has not been 
registered. Neither during our NOVANA monitoring or in any of the 
reports and literature available. The specie does appear on the target 
species list though (MONIS list) but not as a registered species. 
 
The phytoplankton species, Chaetoceros concavicornis listed in the 
table, was registered in the recent DCE report as observed in the Great 
Belt in 2011. However, this species does not occur on the target species 
list (MONIS).  
There are several NIS listed in the DCE report from 2016 which does not 
appear in Table 4.5.1. 
These uncertainties and inaccuracies have made us realise that 
Denmark need to update the AquaNIS database. 

To be considered in the update of HOLAS II. 
2016 observations will be included in the 2018 
update 

4.5 77 DK 
references 

Denmark has provided 2 reports to HELCOM that could be used if found 
relevant. We see a need for updating the whole chapter in the 2018 
version. 

Updating the chapter based on additional references 
for 2018.  

4.7 93 Fig. 4.7.6 Figure legend unclear, do bars which are aligned with figure legend start 
with wind farms at the bottom or at the top. Though generally nice, the 
figure is hard to read because the colours are so similar/repeating 
themselves, hard to identify which pressure is which part of the bar 
chart. 

Agree to not include the figure in 2017; could be 
further developed for 2018 update. 
 

4.7 93 FI Physical disturbance: We noticed that the input data layer about leisure 
boating is unrealistic. As the layer was originally developed to reflect 
emissions, it only poorly reflects the benthic disturbance. We request 

To be updated for 2018 update 
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that the input data layer will be further processed to better reflect the 
true boating tracks in very shallow waters. This can be done by the 
autumn and will amend the physical disturbance pressure layer 

5.3 115 SE: Size 
distribion 

There no obvious mistakes in the text. But we think that the latest BITS 
report should be included and that the text should be updated 
according to the ICES recommendation for 2017 which will be published 
shortly, to reflect the rapid and severe changes during the last years. 

To be taken up in the 2018 update of the report 

5.4 125 SE: 1st 
sentence of 
3rd para 

„The Kattegat-Belt Sea-Western Baltic sub-population was estimated at 
around 40 500 animals (confidence 
range 25 614 to 65 041) using a visual line transect survey (Viquerat et 

al. 2013)“ May be it should be added that this number might be 

updated in 2018 with the last SCANS results. 

Number might be updated in 2018 update with 

the last SCANS results 

5.5 130 FI; Figure 
5.5.1 

Page 130. figure 5.5.1 is not needed and should be replaced with the 
indicator figure where the integrated trend (of all birds) is shown 
against the threshold. Such a figure is not used anywhere. 

Meeting agreed to remove figure 5.5.1; and include 
figure in style of figures for species groups, if feasible 
in 2017 otherwise by 2018 
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Annex 3 List of State and Conservation Contacts and Observers (as of 19.5.2017)  
Contacts highlighted in yellow have not yet signed up to the HELCOM Meeting Portal and are kindly 

requested to do so. Instructions for signing up are available on the HELCOM Website. 

 

Representing Name Organization  E-mail address 
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Denmark Helle Knudsen-

Leerbeck 

 

Agency for Water and Nature 
Management, Environment Protection 
Agency 

heknu@ mst.dk 

Denmark Marie-Louise Krawack Agency for Water and Nature 
Management 

makra@ svana.dk 

Estonia Eda Andresmaa Ministry of the Environment eda.andresmaa@envir.ee 

Estonia Georg Martin Estonian Marine Institute, University of 
Tartu 

Georg.Martin@ut.ee 

Estonia Katarina Oganjan Ministry of the Environment Katarina.Oganjan@Envir.ee 

Estonia Henn Ojaveer Estonian Marine Institute, University of 
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Estonia Greta Reisalu Estonian Marine Institute, University of 
Tartu 

greta.reisalu@ut.ee 

Estonia Liina Vaher Ministry of the Environment Liina.Vaher@envir.ee 

Estonia Urmas Lips  Tallinn University of Technology, 

Department of Marine Systems 

Urmas.Lips@ttu.ee 

EU David Connor European Commission david.connor@ec.europa.eu 

EU Andreas Palialexis DG Joint Research Center andreas.palialexis@jrc.ec.europa.eu 

Finland Antti Below Parks & Wildlife Finland antti.below@metsa.fi 

Finland Jan Ekebom Parks & Wildlife Finland Jan.Ekebom@metsa.fi 

Finland Vivi Fleming-Lehtinen Finnish Environment Institute Vivi.Fleming-Lehtinen@ymparisto.fi 

Finland Lasse Kurvinen Natural Heritage Services lasse.kurvinen@metsa.fi 

Finland Matti Sahla Natural Heritage Services matti.sahla@metsa.fi 

Finland Michael Haldin Natural Heritage Services michael.haldin@metsa.fi 

Finland Pekka Rusanen Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) pekka.rusanen@ymparisto.fi 

Finland Penina Blankett Ministry of the Environment Penina.Blankett@ymparisto.fi 

Finland Samuli Korpinen Finnish Environment Institute Samuli.Korpinen@ymparisto.fi 

Finland Ville Karvinen Finnish Environment Institute (SYKE) ville.karvinen@ymparisto.fi 

Germany Berit Brockmeyer BSH - Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency 

berit.brockmeyer@bsh.de 

Germany Dieter Boedeker BfN Dieter.Boedeker@bfn.de 

Germany Marina Carstens Ministry of Agriculture and 
Environment Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern 

m.carstens@lm.mv-regierung.de 

Germany Clemens Engelke State Agency for Environment, Nature 
Conservation and Geology, 
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 

clemens.engelke@lung.mv-regierung.de 

Germany Michael Haarich Thuenen Institute of Fisheries Ecology Michael.Haarich@ti.bund.de 

Germany Christof Herrmann State Agency for Environment, Nature 

Protection and Geology, M-V 

Christof.Herrmann@lung.mv-
regierung.de 

Germany Axel Kreutle BfN Federal Agency for Nature 

Conservation 

axel.kreutle@bfn.de 
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Germany Wera Leujak Federal Environment Agency  wera.leujak@uba.de 

Germany Michael Naumann IOW/BSH michael.naumann@io-warnemuende.de 

Germany Ulrike Pirntke Umweltbundesamt ulrike.pirntke@uba.de 

Germany Andreas Röpke Ministry of Agriculture and 
Environment Protection M-V 

a.roepke@lm.mv-regierung.de 

Germany Rieke Scholz NABU, Nature and Biodiversity 
Conservation Union  

Rieke.scholz@nabu.de 

Germany Matthias Steitz Federal Ministry for the Environment, 
Nature Conservation, Building and 
Nuclear Safety 

matthias.steitz@bmub.bund.de 

Germany Joachim Voss  State Agency for Agriculture, 
Environment and Rural Areas 
Schleswig-Holstein (LLUR) 

Joachim.Voss@llur.landsh.de 

Germany Juliane Wendt Leibniz Institute for Baltic Sea Research 
& BfN 

Juliane.wendt@io-warnemuende.de 

Germany Christine Wenzel MELUR-SH Christine Wenzel@melur.landsh.de 

Germany Stefanie Werner UBA stefanie.werner@uba.de 

Latvia Inga Belasova Ministry of Environmental Protection 
and Regional Development 

inga.belasova@varam.gov.lv 

Latvia Juris Aigars Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology juris.aigars@lhei.lv 

Lithuania Aistė Kubiliute Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) a.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt 

Lithuania Džiugas Anuškevičius Ministry of Environment dziugas.anuskevicius@am.lt 

Poland Andrzej Ginalski The General Directorate for 
Environmental Protection 

Andrzej.Ginalski@gdos.gov.pl 

Poland Katarzyna Kaminska Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

K.Kaminska@mgm.gov.pl 

Poland Magdalena Kaminska Chief Inspektorate of Environmental 
Protection 

m.kaminska@gios.gov.pl 

Poland Malgorzata 
Opechowska  

The General Directorate for 
Environmental Protection 

malgorzata.opechowska@gdos.gov.pl 

Poland Paweł Łazarski The General Directorate for 
Environmental Protection 

pawel.lazarski@minrol.gov.pl 

Poland Stanisław Kasperek Regional Sea Fisheries Inspectorate in 
Szczecin 

stanislaw.kasperek@szczecin.oirm.gov.pl 

Russia Alexander Korshenko Marine Pollution Monitoring Laboratory 
State Oceanographic Institute 
Kropotkinsky 

korshenko58@mail.ru 

Russia Ali Alyautdinov State Oceanographic Institute ali_alia@mail.ru 

Russia Evgeny Genelt-
Yanovskiy 

Baltic fund for Nature, St. Petersburg 

State University 
genelt.yanovskiy@gmail.com 

Sweden Agnes Ytreberg Swedish Agency for Marine and Water 
Management 

Agnes Ytreberg@havochvatten.se 

Sweden Anna Karlsson Swedish Agency for Marine and Water 
Management 

Anna.Karlsson@havochvatten.se 

Sweden Göran Marsh Swedish Environmental Protection 
Agency 

goran.marsh@naturvardsverket.se 

Sweden Norbert Häubner Swedish Agency for Marine and Water 
Management 

norbert.haubner@havochvatten.se 

Sweden Tobias Porsbring Swedish Agency for Marine and Water 
Management 

tobias.porsbring@havochvatten.se 
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Observers 

Observer Mikhail Durkin Coalition Clean Baltic mikhail.durkin@ccb.se 

Observer Ida Carlén Coalition Clean Baltic Ida.carlen@ccb.se 

Observer Nils Höglund Coalition Clean Baltic nils.hoglund@ccb.se 

Observer Mona Olsson Öberg EurAqua mona.olsson.oberg@ivl.se 

Observer Neil Holdsworth ICES neilh@ices.dk 

Observer Arabelle Bentley KIMO International Secretariat arabelle.bentley@ 
shetland.gov.uk 

Observer Wieke Edinger Nordic Hunters Alliance wieke.edinger@nordichunters.org 

Observer Hans Geibrink Nordic Hunters Alliance hans.geibrink@ 
jagareforbundet.se 

Observer Hanna Paulomäki OCEANA hpaulomaki@oceana.org 

Observer Andrzej Białaś  OCEANA abialas@oceana.org 

Observer Janica Borg WWF janica.borg@wwf.fi 

Observer Antti Halkka WWF halkka@sll.fi 

Observer Nerijus Zableckis WWF/Lithuanian Fund for Nature nerijus.z@glis.lt 

Observer Jochen Lamp WWF Germany lamp@wwf.de 
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Annex 4 Bird categorization – example from PL (which applies to situation in PL) 
 

Since nearly all bird species are protected under the Birds Directive, PL chose the following way to include 

birds into the HELCOM categorization: 

 

Category (new categorization): 3. Others, including legal [Legal protection of the species or biotope; but no 

species or biotope specific measures.] 

Additional category: 2.2 Spatial protection - no management plan [HELCOM MPAs, Natura 2000 sites or 

similar designated for protecting this particular species or biotope with no management plan in force] 

IF TWO categories are applied, please explain why: Species is protected both by the EU and national 

legislation and at the same time it is protected within Natura 2000 network. 
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Annex 5 Polish statement regarding planned construction of the waterway connecting 

the Vistula Lagoon and the Gulf of Gdańsk 
 

This subject was already discussed during the State & Conservation 5-2016 meeting held in Tallinn, Estonia, 

on 7-11 November 2016 and the Pressure 6-2017 meeting held in St. Petersburg, Russia, on 25-27 April 2017. 

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 the Ministry has not received any replies. 

Statement regarding Polish assumptions for the development plans of inland waterways in Poland for 

2016-2020.  

„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. 

 


