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BSEP 105 Planning and management of Baltic Sea Protected 
areas - guidelines and tools 2006 
In general, the Guidelines are well written and most of the recommendations are still 
valid today, 12 years after writing of the document. Some parts however need 
updating or a change of focus or emphasis: 

1) Chapter referring to Ecosystem approach and ICZM should be revised to include 
the MSP context. Integrating MPAs into wider MSP should be emphasized also 
in the texts where controlling pressures outside the MPAs are treated.  
 

2) Chapter referring to Zoning: Most MPAs do not include zoning, and it is 
potentially problematic from the point of view of legislation. It should also be 
emphasized that MSP can be used for regulating amounts and types of human 
activities in the vicinity of the MPA “core area”, which replaces more formal 
“zoning”. 
 

3) Monitoring of the effects of MPAs, and research on the ecological effectiveness 
of MPAs has been duly recommended in the Guidelines. Despite this, monitoring 
and research where before-after or site-to-site comparisons have been made is 
still today virtually non-existent. This prevents evaluating and assessing the 
ecological effectiveness of spatial protection measures in comparison to other 
measures (e.g. mitigation of eutrophication) in the Baltic Sea. Therefore the 
importance of monitoring and research on MPA effectiveness should be 
emphasized even more. 
 

4) The parts referring to describing of the site and its features could be modernized 
by including references to recent research on functional diversity and trait-
based approaches, and the importance of habitat forming “ecosystem 
engineers” should be emphasized. 
 

5) Managing Climate Change (CC): Numerous studies on the effects of CC on the 
Baltic Sea have been published since 2006 and should be referred to. This 
research emphasizes the potential effects of CC on salinity level and 
eutrophication of the Baltic Sea, and their consequences for productivity and 
spatial distribution of key species. Such research should be referred to in this 
part. 
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6) The present recommendation of HELCOM MPAs is 3000 ha. While large MPAs 
should generally be preferred, HELCOM could also emphasize the importance of 
protecting smaller areas. Smaller MPAs closer to the shore and in shallower 
areas may capture a large amount of biodiversity features cost-efficiently. 
Alternatively, a HELCOM MPA could be composed of several smaller parts 
forming a small-scale network. Field inventories and modelling of species, 
habitats and HUB classes, combined with computer-based selection tools, 
should be utilized to localize the most valuable areas.  
 
Sections on how to present the MPA-boundaries with the public should be 
updated by recommending modern web map and interface information, 
including phone apps, that could show MPA boundaries as well as relevant 
restrictions for the public as they move in the respective areas.  
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