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Background 
Extracts from the following HELCOM meetings relevant for HELCOM STATE* are included: 
 

1. HELCOM HOD 46-2014, Helsinki, Finland, 16-17 September 2014 
2. HELCOM CORESET II 2-2014, Gothenburg, Sweden, 29-30 September 2014 
3. HELCOM MORE 10-2014, Helsinki, Finland, 1-2 October 2014 
4. HELCOM GEAR 7-2014, Copenhagen, Sweden, 16 June 2014 and  
5. HELCOM GEAR 8-2014, Tallin, Estonia, 8-10 October 2014  

 

Action required 

The Meeting is invited to consider the attached extracts from the outcomes of HELCOM meetings relevant 
for STATE*.  

 

  



STATE 1-2014, 2J-3 
 

 

Page 2 of 18 
 

1. OUTCOME OF THE 46TH MEETING OF THE HEADS OF DELEGATION 

(HOD 46-2014) 
 

Priorities of the Estonian Chairmanship 
- The Meeting took note of the HELCOM priorities during the Estonian Chairmanship (1 July 2014 - 30 

June 2016) (document 2-1, HOD 46-2014), including a proposal for regional measures to reach the 

goals set within the priorities (document 2-1-Add.1, HOD 46-2014). 

Streamlining of HELCOM 
- The Meeting adopted the Terms of Reference for the new HELCOM Working Group based on MONAS 

and HABITAT as amended and contained in Annex 2 (HOD 46-2014), and agreed in principle on the 

name STATE, noting the German study reservation on the name. Germany was invited to clarify its 

study reservation by 24 September 2014. 

- The Meeting adopted the Terms of Reference for the new HELCOM Working Group based on LAND 

and LOAD, as amended and contained in Annex 3 (HOD 46-2014), and agreed in principle on the 

name PRESSURE, noting the German study reservation on the name. Germany was invited to clarify 

its study reservation by 24 September 2014. 

- The Meeting adopted the Terms of Reference for the new HELCOM Group on Ecosystem-based 

Sustainable Fisheries, as amended and contained in Annex 4 (HOD 46-2014). 

- The Meeting agreed in principle on the Terms of Reference for the new Group on Sustainable 

Agricultural Practices as contained in Annex 5 (HOD 46-2014), noting the study reservation by 

Sweden regarding items 2 and 3 and point B. The Meeting invited Sweden to clarify its study 

reservation by 30 September 2014.   

- The Meeting adopted the refined Terms of Reference for the HELCOM Group on the Implementation 

of the Ecosystem Approach (HELCOM GEAR) as contained in Annex 6 (HOD 46-2014). 

Matters arising from the HELCOM Groups 
- The Meeting took note of the outcome of the First Regional Workshop for the Regional Action Plan 

on Marine Litter (RAP ML), held in Helsinki, Finland, on 27-28 May 2014 (document 4-7, HOD 46-

2014) and appreciated that the work on the Action Plan has progressed so well under the leadership 

of Germany with the assistance of the Secretariat.   

- The Meeting considered and supported the proposed structure and timetable for the further 

development of the Regional Action Plan on Marine Litter and stressed the need to finalize the Plan 

by March 2015 for adoption by HELCOM 36-2015. The Meeting welcomed that the 2nd draft of the 

Action Plan will be ready by the next meeting of the Heads of Delegation in December (HOD 47-2014) 

and that it will include a proposal for joint measures or regionally coordinated measures.   

- The Meeting supported in principle the proposal to develop the Regional Action Plan on Marine Litter 

into a HELCOM Recommendation.  

- The Meeting endorsed organizing the Second Regional Workshop for the Regional Action Plan on 

Marine Litter on 22-23 October 2014 in Stralsund, Germany. 

Group for the Implementation of the Ecosystem Approach (GEAR) 
- The Meeting took note of the outcomes of GEAR 6-2014 (document 4-6) and GEAR 7-2014 (document 

4-12) in general and noted the establishment of the Intersessional Group on Programmes of 

Measures (IG PoM). The working group will develop a proposal for joint documentation of existing 

and planned measures to reach Good Environmental Status, and explore possibilities to develop 

plans for new joint or coordinated measures, with the view of preparing a joint report related to 

programmes of measures that the Contracting Parties that are also EU Member States can use as a 

joint component when reporting MSFD Article 13, by the end of 2015.  
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- The Meeting supported that the GEAR Group will develop an Action Plan to improve coherence in 

approaches of the countries and close knowledge gaps that have been identified in the course of the 

implementation of the BSAP as well as MSFD as far as EU countries are concerned. The Action Plan 

should be ready by the end of 2014 and cover planning until 2018.  

- The Meeting took note that Estonia, Lithuania and Latvia have submitted information to specify a 

number of HELCOM core indicators, agreed at HOD 41-2013, that they would like to be reconsidered.  

- The Meeting endorsed the proposal by the Secretariat that the mentioned information should be 

considered through:  

o the upcoming CORESET II 2-2014 meeting on 29-30 September 2014, to propose ways 

forward from technical point of view; 

o GEAR 8-2014 in 8-10 October 2014, Tallinn, Estonia, to provide recommendations from point 

of view of regional coherence;  

o STATE 1-2014 on 3-7 November 2014 that will be invited to recommend which indicators 

should be further developed during the remaining time of the CORESET II project taking into 

account the proposals from the CORESET II 2-2014 and guidance from GEAR 8-2014 meeting. 

- The Meeting further noted that HOD 47-2014 will be informed on how this issue has developed.  

- The Meeting also noted that the list of HELCOM core indicators resulting from CORESET II will be 

presented to HOD for adoption at the end of the CORESET II project, i.e. in June 2015, and clarified 

that the list will be used in the development of the Second Holistic Assessment of the Baltic Sea.  

Monitoring and Assessment Group (MONAS) 

- The Meeting took note of the outcomes of MONAS 20-2014 and MORE 9-2014 (document 4-4) in 
general, and specifically: 

o noted that there are no financial resources to support a project coordinating function of the 

MORE project after October 2014, while i.e. the revision and development of new guidelines 

for monitoring is still not completed, thus, there is a need for the upcoming meeting of the 

Working Group STATE to consider how the work could continue; 

o agreed to hold the first meeting of the new Working Group STATE in Estonia, and invited 

Estonia to consider whether the meeting could be extended by one day and held on 3-7 

November 2014. 

- The Meeting noted that HELCOM GEAR has agreed in principle that the Second Holistic Assessment 

should be developed so that it can be used by the Contracting Parties also being EU Member States 

as a joint roof report for the 2018 reporting obligations under MSFD Articles 8, 9, and 10, thus there 

is a common understanding among the EU Member States on this matter, and recognized that this 

will require some flexibility in the project implementation to accommodate for possible changes in 

EC guidelines for reporting and methodological standards.  

- The Meeting agreed in principle on the project HOLAS II as contained in document 4-11 recognizing 

that some components need further development. The Meeting invited the upcoming Core Team of 

the project to further elaborate on the project details and description, and develop a roadmap for 

carrying out the project as soon as possible to be reported to GEAR and HODs. 

- The Meeting requested the Contracting Parties to nominate their representatives to the HELCOM 

Core Team by informing Professional Secretary Ulla Li Zweifel (ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi) by 30 

September 2014. 

- The Meeting noted that the Secretariat has applied to the Nordic Council of Ministers for funding for 

HOLAS II, which if granted, will still be insufficient to secure the whole of the needed financing. 

- The Meeting discussed additional funding opportunities for carrying out the project, invited the 

Contracting Parties to contribute to the budget of the project, and welcomed the offer from Sweden 

to finance the Project Coordinator of HOLAS II as outlined in the tentative budget, i.e. a 50% post.  
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- The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to consider taking the lead on specific components of 

social and economic analysis as outlined in the project description.  

- The Meeting took note of the information by the EU that a Call to support the MSFD implementation 

has been launched with the title "Best practices for action plans to develop integrated, regional 

monitoring programmes, coordinated programmes of measures and addressing data and knowledge 

gaps in coastal and marine waters". 

- The Meeting tasked the Secretariat to start developing a proposal for an application to this call based 

on gaps and knowledge needs identified in HELCOM and to support the work by GEAR.  

Nature Conservation and Biodiversity Group (HABITAT) 
- The Meeting took note of the outcome of HABITAT 16-2014 held on 13-16 May 2014 in Gothenburg, 

Sweden (document 4-5) in general, and specifically: 

o endorsed the establishment of an intersessional Task Group on HELCOM MPAs that will 

define the data and information needs in the new HELCOM MPA database considering that 

it should support the analysis of ecological coherence, MPA management plans and the 

effectiveness of the management plans; 

o noted that the Secretariat has applied for funding to the Nordic Council of Ministers to carry 

out ecological coherence analysis of MPAs; 

o took note of the ongoing work and time plan for developing new HELCOM Recommendations 

on Conservation of Baltic Sea species, as well as underwater biotopes, habitats and biotope 

complexes that are threatened according to the HELCOM Red Lists published last year. 

- The Meeting welcomed the offer by Sweden to financially support the development of the MPA 

database, noting the request that the HELCOM database should in principle use the same basic 

format as OSPAR database, but also taking into consideration shortcomings identified in tests of the 

OSPAR MPA database. Sweden furthermore informed on a national study on connectivity that will 

be completed by the end of September 2014 and that can be shared with the Working Group STATE. 

- The Meeting took note that the European Commission is preparing a report on the progress in the 

establishment of marine protected areas as required by MSFD Article 21 and that the conclusions of 

this report could feed into the discussion of the intersessional MPA group. The European Commission 

further proposed that HELCOM work on MPAs should consider the ongoing EEA work on MPAs. 

- The Meeting took note of the information on legal implications of the CFP and NATURA 2000, 

submitted by CCB (document 4-23, HOD 46-2014). 

- The Meeting took note that Sweden has commissioned a report to make an inventory of fishing 

measures in protected areas. 

Next Meeting(s) of HELCOM and HOD 
- The Meeting welcomed the offer by Estonia to consider holding the 48th Meeting of the Heads of 

Delegation (HOD 48-2015) in Tallinn, Estonia, and decided that the dates of the meeting will be 10-

11 June 2015.  

- The 47th Meeting of the Heads of Delegation (HELCOM HOD 47-2014) will be held on 9-10 December 

2014 in Helsinki, Finland.  

 

2. OUTCOME OF THE SECOND WORKSHOP OF THE PROJECT OPERATI-

ONALIZATION OF HELCOM CORE INDICATORS (CORESET II 2-2014) 

Progress on operationalization of the indicators 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 3) by the Project Manager on the candidate 
indicators and agreed on the following:  
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o the indicators  ‘Low and mid frequency impulsive sounds’, ‘Ambient noise’, should be further 
developed in CORESET II. 

o that the indicator on ‘Dredging and dumping of dredge materials’ should be developed in close 
connection to other relevant benthic indicators, such as  ‘cumulative impact’, to ensure that 
there is no overlap. The most relevant outcome of management measures on dredging is 
considered to be a decreasing trend, so it was proposed to develop the concept further as a 
supporting parameter with focus on hazardous substances   

o the indicators ‘Distribution of seabirds’,  ‘Phytoplankton taxonomic diversity’ and ‘State of 
hard-bottom communities’ were identified as useful and should be considered for further 
development in the future but should not be further developed in CORESET II.  

o to discard candidate indicators on ‘Concentration of silica and chlorophyll a’, ‘Zooplankton 

species diversity’, ‘Biomass of copepods (absolute and relative)’, ‘Biomass of microphagous 

mesozooplankton’, ‘Zooplankton-phytoplankton biomass ratio’, ‘Fishing effort by specific gears’, 

‘Integrated status of contaminants in fish species’, ‘Fishing mortality in the fish stocks’, 

‘Occurrence, origin and extent of significant acute pollution events’, ‘Distribution of offshore fish 

populations and communities’ and ‘Waterborne inputs of organic matter’. 

o to discard the candidate indicators on ’Proportion of cyanobacteria in summer phytoplankton 

biomass’, ‘Cyanobacteria biomass index’, but that PEG can still come back to the indicators and 

consider if biodiversity indicators are needed for cyanobacteria. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 4) by Mr Andres Jaanus on candidate indicator 
‘Seasonal succession of functional phytoplankton groups’ and noted that so far it has only been tested 
with data from Gulf of Finland, Gulf of Riga and Gulf of Gdansk but that detailed instruction for testing is 
available. The Meeting agreed to further develop the indicator in CORESET II and noted that DE, FI, LT, 
SE will look into the possibility to test the indicator with data from other sub-basins.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 5) by Ms Iveta Jurgenson (via video link) on 
candidate indicator ‘Phytoplankton species assemblage clusters based on environmental factors´ and 
noted that so far it has only been tested with data from Gulf of Riga but that detailed instructions for 
cluster building and testing is available. The Meeting agreed to further develop the indicator in CORESET 
II and that phytoplankton experts will explore possibilities to test the indicator with data from other sub-
basins. 

-  The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 6) by Ms Marina Carstens on candidate 
indicator ‘Ratio of diatoms and dinoflagellates’ and welcomed the offer from Mr. Norbert Wasmund, 
Germany, to take on the role as Task Manager in Lead (TML) for further development of the indicator. 
The indicator is reflecting effect of eutrophication but also providing information of relevance for food 
webs. The Meeting agreed to further develop the indicator in CORESET II. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 7) by Mr Michele Casini on the core indicator 
‘Proportion of large fish in the community’ and the candidate indicator ‘Mean maximum length (MML) 
of the fish community’ as regards pelagic fish species, agreed to further develop the indicators in 
CORESET II, and noted that the indicators mainly reflect effect of fishing pressures. Further work to define 
GES-boundaries is needed and GES will initially possibly be based temporal trends. So far the indicators 
have only been tested with data from Swedish pelagic fish surveys and data from other countries is 
welcomed by the TML. LFI on demersal fish species will be taken forward by the assigned TMLs. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 8) by Mr Niklas Hansson on the candidate 
indicators ‘Vitellogenin induction’ and ‘EROD/CYP1A (Ethoxyresorufin-O-deethylase) induction’. 

- The Meeting agreed that both indicators should be further developed in CORESETII noting that at 
present they Vitellogenin is only monitored in SE and EROD-activity in SE and DK (to the knowledge of 
the Meeting) and that the EROD-activity indicator is also proposed as an indicator in OSPAR. 
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- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 9) by Mr Georg Martin on the candidate 
indicator ‘Biomass ratio of opportunistic and perennial macroalgae’, noting that the indicator is mainly 
reflecting indirect effects of nutrient enrichment. Monitoring is in place for many countries although 
biomass is not necessarily estimated in all samplings of macroalgae (e.g. not in Sweden). The indicator is 
currently applied in Estonia, Latvia and Poland. Data from other countries is needed to test the 
applicability of the indicator. The Meeting agreed the indicator should be further developed in CORESET 
II. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 10) by Mr Lars Svendsen on the candidate 
indicator ‘Actual inputs of nitrogen and phosphorous to the basins’, noting that it is a pressure indicator 
linked to the HELCOM nutrient reduction scheme where the Maximum Allowable Input (MAI) represents 
the environmental target to obtain GES as regards eutrophication parameters (i.e. for nitrogen and 
phosphorus concentration, secchi depth, oxygen concentration). The indicator includes air and 
waterborne inputs of total nitrogen and total phosphorus distributed to seven sub-basins and the Baltic 
Sea as a whole. A full draft indicator report is ready and available at the CORESET II workspace.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 11) by Ms Stefanie Werner (via video link) on 
the candidate indicators ‘Beach litter’, ‘Litter on the seafloor’ and ‘Microplastics in the watercolumn’ 
and agreed to further develop the indicators in CORESET II. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 12) by Mr Volker Dierschke on core indicators 
'Abundance of waterbirds in the breeding season' including breeding success, and 'Abundance of 
waterbirds in the wintering season', noting that data for the indicators is available although the 
monitoring programme for offshore abundance need to be developed for the indicator on wintering 
season and that data flow arrangements are missing for both indicators. The meeting noted further that 
monitoring on the breeding success parameter is lacking and that more species should be included in the 
indicator. GES-boundaries have been developed and proposed and uses a similar concept as OSPAR 
ECoQO for seabirds.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 13) by Mr Volker Dierschke on core indicator 
'Number of drowned mammals and waterbirds in fishing gears' noting that such indicator would be 
based on individuals being by-caught in relation to population estimate for each population range, 
management unit or acceptable loss of individuals. At present monitoring is not appropriate to support 
the indicator e.g. observers or on-board CCTV is needed.  The indicator is applicable for both birds and 
mammals in all coastal and offshore areas.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 14) by Mr Tero Härkönen on core indicator 
‘Population growth rate, abundance and distribution of marine mammals’ noting that the difference 
compared to the OSPAR EcoQO on seal abundance is due to higher monitoring frequency in the Baltic 
Sea allowing for an indicator that is more specific and based on more information. The indicator is 
expected to be fully operational for seals by end of the CORESET II; GES- boundaries have been 
proposed, and technical guidelines for monitoring has been developed. Assessment units differ between 
species. Ringed seal in Gulf of Finland and Riga is difficult to monitor since the ice situation has changed 
and other methods to e.g. count ringed seal on land need to be consider. 

- The Meeting furthermore noted that for harbor porpoise the indicator is less developed due to lack of 
data and it is not likely to be operational for harbor porpoise within the CORESET II project and 
considered developing a separate indictor for harbor porpoise.  

- The Meeting agreed to separate the growth rate, abundance and distribution for seals into three 
separate indicators, and this will be further discussed the upcoming SEAL meeting (21-23 October). 

- The Meeting discussed the comment from LV and LT (document 4.3) proposing to remove the indicator 
from the list of core indicator since the there is no population to monitor in the waters for these 
countries. The Meeting noted the clarification from the TML that the existing HELCOM coordinated 
monitoring of seals is considered as sufficient to assess the state of the seal populations in the Baltic 
Sea. Monitoring for the indicator is based on surveys of haul out sites, and since seals do not haul out in 
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the waters of Latvia and Lithuania, monitoring in these waters is not needed at this time. The seals move 
into these CPs waters to feed. 

- Ms Charlotta Moreaus on core indicators ‘Reproductive status of marine mammals’ and ‘Nutritional 
status of seals’ (Presentation 15) noting that  

o the indicator on nutritional status is based on using body condition of seals as an indicator for 
their status. At this time FI and SE is holding most of the data that is primarily based on 
necroscopy of hunted seals and by-catches, and are currently discussing further development of 
the method. GES for blubber thickness for grey seal has been proposed while additional work is 
needed to develop the indicator for ringed seal and harbour seals. The indicator is expected to 
be operational for juvenile grey, ringed and harbor seals by end of CORESET II. Data on harbor 
porpoise is insufficient at this time.  

o that female reproductive status is sensitive for hazardous substances. GES has been proposed 
for grey seals while for the other seal species data analyses are still ongoing.  At present sufficient 
data is available from the Gulf of Bothnia and the Swedish west coast while there is a lack of data 
from Baltic Proper and Gulf of Riga. Data on harbor porpoise is insufficient at this time.  

- The Meeting discussed the comment from LV and LT (document 4.3) proposing to remove the two health 
related indicators from the list of core indicator since the there is no population to monitor in the waters 
of these countries. The sufficiency of Finnish and Swedish monitoring data to support a Baltic wide 
assessment will be analyzed.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 16) by Mr Björn Helander on core indicator 
‘White-tailed eagle productivity’, noting that the indicator reflect impact of hazardous substances. The 
indicator is close to operational; GES boundaries and technical guidelines are in place and monitoring 
exists in relevant countries. The indicator is applicable in all Baltic coastal areas where the species occurs 
in adequate minimum abundance. The boundaries for the coastal zone need to be defined to determine 
in which areas monitoring is relevant for the assessing the state of the marine environment. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 17) by Mr Jens Olsson on core indicators 
‘Abundance of key fish species’ and ‘Abundance of fish key functional groups’, noting that key species 
are influenced by wide range of factors and reflect the ecosystem status and that the word “coastal” will 
be included in the name of the indicator for clarity. The Meeting further noted that while there are some 
spatial gaps in monitoring and only short time-series in some countries, the indicators are well developed 
with technical guidelines on monitoring in place, proposal for assessment units and proposed 
quantitative GES-boundaries that are expressed as deviation from reference state or temporal trends in 
case of short time-series. Data is currently collected through FISH-PRO II while no formal data 
arrangement is in place. The indicator can be updated annually or biannually by FISH-PRO II. A hindrance 
is that in some countries there are no resources to carry out the assessment on a national level although 
monitoring data is available. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 18) by Mr Tapani Pakarinen on core indicators 
‘Abundance of sea trout spawners and parr’ and ‘Abundance of salmon spawners and smolt’, and noted 
that both indicators are linked to the number of adult spawners ascending the river and hence indirectly 
reflect fishing pressure in the sea. Both indicators are well developed. For trout however, criteria for 
selecting the appropriate streams for monitoring need to be defined. Monitoring is based on established 
practice in relevant countries and data is reported to and analyzed at the annual work of the ICES working 
Group on Baltic Salmon and Sea Trout (WGBAST). Technical guidelines for monitoring are in place, and 
assessment methodology has been proposed. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 19) by Ms Maiju Lehtiniemi on the core 
indicator ‘Trends in arrival of new non-indigenous species’, noting that it follows the number of NIS 
found in Baltic Sea sub-basins within an assessment period. The indicator is well developed and a 
definition of GES has been proposed. The indicator is applicable in the whole Baltic Sea area. However, 
there are critical gaps in monitoring e.g. port monitoring is missing as well as monitoring of some habitat 
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types and taxonomic groups. The Meeting took note that there is no proposal on HELCOM indicator for 
the MSFD criteria 2.2 but that development work is ongoing in LT and SE. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 20) by Ms Sara Danielsson on core indicators 
‘Hexabromocyclodocecane (HBCDD)’ and ‘Perfluorooctane sulphonate (PFOS)’, noting that the 
development in CORESET II has so far focused on these substance in fish and that the concentration in 
fish gives information on bioavailability of the hazardous substances in the environment. For both 
indicators guidelines for monitoring exist, and GES is proposed to be based on EQS for fish established 
under the WFD. A discussion is needed to agree on species and matrixes (or to agree on conversion 
factors when different approaches are used), and also to agree on assessment units.  Data is reported to 
ICES but it is necessary to consider data quality assurance and arrangement for how the assessments 
should be carried out. The indicators are expected to the operational by end of CORESET II.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 21) by Mr Martin M Larsen on the core indicator 
‘Metals (lead, cadmium and mercury)’, noting that technical guidelines are in place and the parameters 
are monitored in the whole Baltic Sea. GES is proposed to be based on OSPAR BAC, EQS established under 
the WFD, EU food criteria or national criteria. A discussion on if background values should be included in 
GES is needed well as to agree on species and matrixes (or to agree conversion factors when different 
approaches are used). The Meeting welcomed that Martin M Larsen will take on the role as TML for the 
further development of the indicator. The indicator is expected to be close to operational within the 
timeframe of CORESET II.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 22) by Mr Jakob Strand on the core indicator 
‘Tributyltin (TBT) and imposex” noting that the indicator has an umbrella-characteristic integrating 
several TBT concentration and effect parameters. Technical guidelines and assessment methodology 
exists. The monitoring of in particular imposex is only carried out in DK and SE. The Meeting welcomed 
that Jakob Strand will take on the role as TML for the further development of the indicator. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 23) by Ms Tamara Zalewska on the core 
indicator ‘Radioactive substances: Caesium-137 in fish and surface waters’, noting that it is developed 
by the HELCOM Expert group on monitoring of radioactive substances in the Baltic Sea (MORS). The 
indicator is in principle operational: monitoring exists and technical guidelines are described in HELCOM 
Recommendation 26-3 and an assessment methodology has been proposed. The GES/environmental 
target is primarily based on pre-Chernobyl levels. Data is annually submitted to HELCOM MORS database. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 24) by Mr Kari Lehtonen on the pre-core 
indicator ‘Lysosomal Membrane Stability - a toxic stress indicator’, noting that the method evaluates 
the health of the cells, that the indicator is not contaminant specific, and that it can be measured in any 
species. The response time is rapid and the indicator serves as an early warning indicator. The concept is 
well established; the method is e.g. recommended as biological effect methods by ICES. Monitoring is 
established in DK and will be included in monitoring in FI. GES-boundaries have been developed for 
number of species in OSPAR and MED POL areas; these are likely applicable for the Baltic Sea but this 
needs to be tested. The Meeting proposed to further develop the pre-core indicator in CORESET II. 

- The Meeting took note that Mr Kari Lehtonen will be able to further develop the candidate indicator on 
acetylcholin-estrase inhibition. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 26) by Ms Brita Sundelin on the pre-core 
indicator ‘Reproductive disorders: Malformed eelpout and amphipod embryos’ noting that the 
indicator is unspecific and reflects the effect of all types of contaminants. The indicator is used and 
monitored nationally in DK and SE. Technical guidelines for monitoring and assessment methodology is 
available for both species. Data is submitted to ICES. The Meeting proposed to further develop the pre-
core indicator in CORESET II. 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 27) by Ms Elena Gorokhova on core indicator 
‘Zooplankton mean size and total stock’, noting that several zooplankton indicators were tested before 
deciding on the present core indicator. The indicator is close to operational. The indicator is applicable 
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in all areas where HELCOM COMBINE monitoring is implemented. In ICES workshop on food webs held 
in 2014 the indicator was proposed to be categorized as a food web indicator.  

- The Meeting took note of the presentation (Presentation 28) by Ms Karin Fürhaupter on pre-core 
indicator ‘Lower depth distribution limit of macrophyte species’, noting that monitoring exists in all 
countries, but guidelines for defining the depth limits differs between countries. GES-boundary needs to 
be species and water type specific and is proposed to be considered as the good-moderate boundary 
established under WFD (in the countries where the indicator already exists). Intercalibration between 
countries is still needed. The Meeting proposed to further develop the pre-core indicator in CORESET II. 

- The benthic experts met in a break-out session and reported the following to the Meeting:  

- the break out group took note of the presentation (Presentation 29) by Ms Kerstin Schiele on 
core indicators ‘State of the  soft-bottom macrofauna communities’ and ‘Population structure 
of long-lived macrozoobenthic species’, noting that: 

o for the indicator on population size structure, FI will develop it as a national indicator 
which might be considered by other CPs. The indicator is however not expected to be 
operational by the end of CORESET II since conceptual work still remains and GES must 
be set for different regions based on different species. The meeting also noted that in 
the MFSD population demographics are mainly required for highly mobile species. The 
indicator is proposed to be changed to pre-core. 

o and for the indicator on soft-bottom macrofauna communities,  that data has been 
received from DK, DE, PL, LT, LV, EE, FI and SE to allow for testing and harmonization of 
sensitivity scores. Sensitivity scores have also been calculated for the whole Baltic Sea, 
but are currently only validated for DE. Problems have been identified in adapting the 
index for low species diversity areas in the north, and more work is needed to decide on 
the most relevant spatial scale. Assessments are suggested to be carried out differently 
for coastal and off-shore areas; coastal areas need to be compared to previous coastal 
assessments and also neighboring coastal areas. Off-shore areas in the south seem to 
have relevant BQI assessments, in the northern areas adjustments of the sensitivity score 
might be needed. 

- the break out group took note of the presentation (Presentation 30) by Mr Samuli Korpinen on core 
indicator ‘Red-listed benthic biotopes’. The meeting noted that the HELCOM red-list assessment is 
strongly based on expert judgment and that the suggested concept is very different from other core 
indicators. Setting a GES-boundary is problematic and making an assessment for any unit smaller than 
the entire Baltic Sea will be difficult. Lack of benthic biotope monitoring is another issue. The indicator 
is proposed to be developed as a supporting parameter, possibly separate for biotopes and biotope 
complexes. The meeting stressed that the information from the Red List assessment is highly relevant 
for e.g. HOLAS II even though it's not a core indicator.  

- the break out group took note of the presentation (Presentation 31) by Mr Torsten Berg on pre-core 
indicator ‘Cumulative impact on benthic habitats’, and noted that the indicator is to be renamed to 
'Cumulative impact on benthic biotopes' to clearly reflect that the indicator relates to pressures 
potentially having an impact on the biology where the sensitivities are relevant. The concept is still under 
development and monitoring and assessment will only be completed once the concept is in place. It is 
expected that the concept and pressure data-streams (VMS unclear) will be in place by the end of 
CORESET II. Having sensitivity-values for habitats in place for this indicator is important to complete 
within CORESET II keeping in mind the needs of HOLAS II. 

- the breakout group took note of the presentation by Lena Avellan on the pre-core indicator 

'Distribution, pattern and extent of benthic biotopes' (Presentation 32),and noted that preliminary 

GES-concepts have been discussed and that they are somewhat similar to Favourable conservation 

status (HD). The concept of the indicator is still to be developed, and discussions on whether to include 

threatened key biotopes or well monitored predominant biotopes is still on-going. The breakout group 

further took note of a presentation by Antonia Nyström-Sandman (Presentation 33) on an umbrella-
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concept for the indicator, and SE will as a next step provide an example of this approach to the other 

experts for consideration. 

- The Meeting took note of the brief introduction by Lena Avellan on indicators where no TML was able 
to present: 

o pre-core indicator ‘Pharmaceuticals’, and proposed to further develop the indicators in 
CORESET II. Hazardous substance experts will further investigate if the indicators for estrogenic 
like compounds like alkyl-phenols and synthetic estrogens can be included as a group under a 
renamed indicator called Estrogenic like chemicals and effects which also can include the 
candidate indicator Vitellogenin induction in fish.  

o pre-core indicators ‘Fish Disease Index- a fish stress indicator’, and ‘Micronucleus test - a 
geotoxicity indicator’, noting that the indicators will be put on hold due to lack of TML but that 
experts previous involved in the development of these indicators will be approached.  

o pre-core indicator ‘Number of waterbirds being oiled annually’ noting that the indicator is 
proposed to be discarded from the list of indicators. The possibility to develop a pressure 
indicator based on oil-spills will be explored together with HELCOM RESPONSE. 

o core indicators ‘Polybrominated biphenyl ethers (PBDE)’, ‘Polyaromatic hydrocarbons and 
their metabolites’, and ‘Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) and dioxins and furans’ noting that 
the indicators will be developed and the project manager will discuss with hazardous substances 
experts on how to take forward the work. 

o candidate indicator ‘PCB and dioxins for safe fish to eat’. The Meeting took note on the lack of 
indicator development for dioxin and dioxin-like PCBs and non-dioxin like PCBs for fish safe to 
eat, although there are food limit values and monitoring of these compounds in the Baltic Sea. 
The Meeting encouraged engaging food authorities in this work. 

 

Preparation of background material for agreement on final list of core indicators 

- The Meeting took note of document 4-3, and the view of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania to reconsider a 
number of core indicators agreed at HOD 41-2013 and document 4-4, Danish scientific appraisal of 
HELCOM’s and OSPAR’s indicators. The Meeting recalled that CORESET II 2-2014 is invited to consider 
the information, propose ways forward on indicators with differing views, and recommend to GEAR and 
STATE which indicators should be further developed in the project. 

- The Meeting agreed on recommendations for all core-, pre-core- and candidate indicators (Annex 3, 
CORESET II 2-2014) also contained together with the comments from EE, LV, LT in the revised version of 
document 4-3 (CORESET II 2-2014) available in the Meeting Portal.  

Any other business 

- The Meeting discussed the possibility to convene a final joint meeting of CORESET II in the beginning of 
2015, underlining that such meeting should also provide options for discussion in smaller groups. It was 
noted that such a meeting could be useful to hold back-to-back to the upcoming meeting of EUTRO-OPER 
in week 7, 2015. The option of convening a final meeting was not decided at the Meeting. 

- The Meeting expressed the wish that the work among experts and established network of CORESET II 
should be kept in some operational also after the project has ended. 
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3. OUTCOME OF THE TENTH MEETING OF PROJECT FOR THE REVISION OF 

HELCOM MONITORING (HELCOM MORE) 

Content and presentation of the online monitoring manual 

- The Meeting considered comments from Contracting Parties included document 3-3 (MORE 10-2014) 
(Comments from Contracting Parties to be considered by the Meeting) and agreed on how to address 
them as contained in document 3-3 rev.  

- The Meeting considered comments from Contracting Parties included document 3-4 (MORE 10-2014) 
(List of all feedback provided to the monitoring manual) and agreed to change or not consider some of 
proposed revisions. Those comments in document 3-4 that were considered and changed during the 
Meeting are included and indicated in document 3-3 rev.  

- The Meeting was of the view that the manual provides important stock-taking information that should 
be kept even if the current information is some times fragmented e.g. frequency of sampling has only 
been provided by some countries. The aim is to complete the manual with information from all 
Contracting Parties.  

- The Meeting discussed the proposal from FI to split the Non-indigenous Species monitoring programme 
into 1) NIS into port monitoring and 2) the compilation of information from other biological monitoring 
activities. The Meeting agreed to keep NIS as one sub-programme for the time-being but was of the 
opinion that it would be appropriate to raise the issue at a later stage. 

- The Meeting discussed the lack of monitoring programme related to contaminants in food and was of 
the opinion that current monitoring of contaminants in biota can theoretically be used to follow progress 
towards the HELCOM objective “Fish safe to eat”. However methodologies e.g. related to species size, 
matrix, traceability of origin, differ and the relationship between the two strands of monitoring have not 
been clarified yet. The Meeting agreed to add a reflection on this to the sub-programme Contaminants 
in biota, on the Programme topic file for Contaminants. 

- The Meeting agreed to change the names of the following sub-programmes: 

o from ‘Litter microparticle abundance/volume’ to ‘Microlitter particle abundance and 
characteristics’ 

o from ‘Waves, current’ to ‘Water column physical characteristics’ 

o from ‘Temperature, salinity, transparency, turbidity’ to ‘Water column hydrological 
characteristics’ 

o from ‘O2, pH, pCO2 (H2S)’ to ‘Water column chemical characteristics’  

- The Meeting discussed document 3-1 (MORE 10-2014) (MSFD reporting questions and monitoring 
manual equivalents) and found it useful as a supporting document for the Contracting Parties. The 
Meeting agreed that the document should be updated to reflect the level at which the information 
related to the EU reporting questions has been provided in the manual e.g. in monitoring programmes 
or sub-programmes. The Meeting proposed that the Secretariat will set up a work space on the HELCOM 
Meeting portal where Contracting parties can retrieve the updated document.  

- The Meeting discussed document 3-2 (MORE 10-2014) that describes which parts of COMBINE manual 
that have been moved to the Monitoring Manual and which sub-programmes in the manual that are 
linked to the existing COMBINE guidelines. The Meeting concluded that Parts A1-A5 are completely 
covered by the Monitoring Manual, A6 (Continuous information between monitoring institutes) can be 
completed as soon as national reporting is in place, and A7-A8 are considered in the ongoing BALSAM 
project and will be incorporated to the manual when ready by end of 2014. The Meeting proposed to 
add a disclaimer on the COMBINE manual explaining that as regard Parts A1-A5 the Monitoring Manual 
holds the current and valid information and that A6-A8 will be updated shortly while the Parts B-D of the 
COMBINE manual are still valid. 
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Status of existing monitoring guidelines 

- The Meeting considered document 4-1 (MORE 10-2014) (Status of existing monitoring guidelines) and 
concluded that the review should relate to adjustment of the guidelines to monitoring activities in the 
Monitoring Manual, the further coordination of monitoring activities, and the state of the art of the 
guidelines, and identified the need to revise existing guidelines on:  

o hydrographic and hydrochemical variables (C2)  

o phytoplankton (C4 and C6) to consider e.g. new monitoring platforms 

o mesozooplankton (C7) where ZEN-QAI is in the process of revising some components 

o contaminants (Part D) in relation to all three purposes as specified above. 

- The Meeting noted that for soft-bottom macrozoobenthos and phytobenthic plant and animal 
communities (C8 and C9) there is need to further consider if the guidelines need to be revised. 

- The Meeting discussed whether components that are not included in current monitoring programmes 
should be updated e.g. primary production (C5) and sediment traps (C3) and bacterioplankton (C11 and 
C12) and identified the need to investigate which countries that have using and reporting these 
components. 

- The Meeting agreed that cooperation with other regional seas and other organizations as relevant should 
be sought in the revision of guidelines and development of new guidelines, recognizing that for biological 
monitoring this may not be relevant. The cooperation should strive for streamlining work. 

- The Meeting considered that the guidelines for coastal fish (C10), and guidelines for PLC and MORS are 
not in need of revision at this time.  

- The Meeting discussed Part B of COMBINE and proposed that the general part B1- B7 need to be reviewed 
and updated while technical notes should be reviewed together with relevant components in Part C and 
D.  

- The Meeting proposed that the revision should await results from ongoing projects e.g. BALSAM and 
CORESET II and that specific initiatives for revision of guidelines could start in the second half of 2015. 

Availability of groups for developing sub-programmes and need to adapt monitoring 

programmes 

- The Meeting considered document 5-1 (MORE 10-2014) Availability of groups for developing sub-
programmes. 

- The Meeting concluded that a mixed approach is needed to revise existing and develop new guidelines 
e.g. to carry out the work through projects and expert groups or through the cooperation with other 
regional seas. The Meeting also recognized that with this approach there is not sufficient capacity within 
HELCOM to deal with all needs for revising existing guidelines or develop new guidelines.  

- The Meeting underlined that the work on contaminants, including the revision of guidelines, will require 
the establishment of a HELCOM expert group or network on hazardous substances.  

- The Meeting noted that for hydrography and hydrochemistry there are European Scale projects, e.g. 
Copernicus marine monitoring services and Baltic Operational Oceanographic System (BOOS), that have 
developed quality assurance protocols and methods that can be taken up by HELCOM. The Meeting 
recommended that for these sub-programmes as well as others opportunities for input from external 
activities should be sought for.  

- The Meeting recommended that the priority for the revision of guidelines should be to make adjustment 
to align the guidelines to current monitoring programmes and enable carrying out planned assessments 
e.g. the 2nd HELCOM Holistic Assessment on the Ecosystem Health of the Baltic Sea. 
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4. OUTCOME OF THE SEVENTH MEETING OF GROUP FOR THE IMPLEMEN-

TATION OF THE ECOSYSTEM APPROACH (HELCOM GEAR) 

Coordination and information related to Programmes of Measures 

- The Meeting took note of the discussion points on PoMs (Annex 3, GEAR 7-2014) and discussed the 
development of coordinated measures and joint documentation for existing and planned measures. 

- The Meeting agreed that the Baltic Sea Action Plan and HELCOM Ministerial Declarations from 2010 and 
2013 which identify common measures should be the starting point for development of PoMs.  

- The Meeting agreed to develop the Regional Action Plan on Marine Litter currently under development 
in HELCOM as a coordinated PoM with the view of reporting under MSFD Article 13 by 2015. 

- The Meeting took note that measures to mitigate harmful levels of noise will be addressed at the planned 
HELCOM/BIAS workshop on 26 November 2014 and that this will be a good starting point for future work 
but concluded that it is not possible to develop coordinated measures by 2015. It was noted that gaps in 
knowledge did not justify postponing measures but that actions closing those gaps could be a first step 
in, and part of, a regional action plan leading up to technical measures. 

- The Meeting agreed that development of coordinated measures to mitigate other transboundary 
components and impacts, e.g. hazardous substances, nutrients, oil spills, impacts of maritime activities, 
fisheries impacts on the seafloor, should be initiated as soon as possible under the HELCOM umbrella as 
planned but acknowledged that coordinated measures on these issues will need to be developed in a 
longer time perspective than 2015. 

- The Meeting agreed to establish an intersessional group to define which components of PoMs that can 
be developed jointly for reporting in 2015 under Article 13 and report back to GEAR 8-2014. The group 
should furthermore develop a plan on how coordination of PoMs can be improved to cater for better 
coherence in the next MSFD cycle. 

 

EC Article 12 assessment and Baltic Sea regional follow-up meeting 

- The Meeting took note of the EC summary report on the outcome of the regional follow-up meetings to 
the MSFD Article 12 assessment as presented to the Marine Directors meeting, 5-6 June 2014 (document 
4-2, GEAR 7-2014). 

- The Meeting took note of the introductory comment on the outcome of the regional meetings addressing 
the Article 12 assessment by Joachim D’Eugenio, Acting Head of Unit, DG Environment. Mr. D’Eugenio 
underlined the strong belief of the EC that the cooperation in HELCOM can address the weaknesses 
identified in the Article 12 assessment as regards regional coherence. At the same time EC was surprised 
that HELCOM work had not been used more by EU MS in their 2012 implementation reports of the MSFD. 
The main points from the conclusions of the regional meeting were highlighted including for the EU 
Member States to use as soon as possible, and no later than 2018, the agreed HELCOM indicators in the 
MSFD implementation process including as a basis for monitoring programmes, and to develop an action 
plan to address gaps in the implementation process by 2018 including to systematically align the work of 
the RSCs with the MSFD time table. The planned 2nd HELCOM holistic assessment was also highlighted 
referring to the need to consider national public consultations i.e. to prepare by mid-2017 a draft 
HELCOM assessment that can be included in national consultations and for HELCOM to finalize the 
assessment by 2018 taking into account also comments from the national consultations, so that it would 
be used as part of the MS MSFD reports for 2018. The Meeting was informed on an upcoming call for 
proposals that could be used to conduct a gap analysis and action plan.  

- The Meeting agreed in principle to develop a joint roof report through the HELCOM project HOLAS II, and 
use it as part of the 2018 reporting obligations under MSFD Articles 8, 9 and 10 in 2018.  
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- The Meeting welcomed Russia’s readiness to participate in the HOLAS II project. The Meeting took note 
of the comment by Denmark that the roof report should address all 11 MSFD Descriptors. 

- The Meeting nevertheless stressed that there are a number of issues and practicalities that need to be 
clarified regarding the development and use of a joint roof report, including how to include the roof-
report in public consultations. Specific issues that were discussed included e.g. the need for translations, 
how to incorporate the roof report into national assessment reports (in full or by means of jointly agreed 
summary text elements and reference to the HELCOM website for more detailed information), to 
consider the possibility of a hearing organized by HELCOM rather than at national level, how to include 
stakeholders and NGOs in the consultation process, and procedures for handling comments received in 
national consultations on the roof report. It was emphasised that there was a need for early planning of 
the next Article 8 MSFD assessment in order to ensure that the assessments at regional level, national 
and EU level add up and are complementary. This includes the need for a common outline in the EU of 
the next assessment. 

- The Meeting took note of the information by Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania that they have met to discuss 
the HELCOM list of core indicators with national experts and identified a number of core indicators that 
they would like to be reconsidered.  

- The Meeting invited Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania to specify the core indicator(s) they have national issues 
with and to describe in detail the reasons (e.g. ecological, conceptual, financial, or political) to the 
Secretariat (ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi) as soon as possible and no later than 1 September 2014 to enable 
CORESET II Task Managers working on the indicator to consider the issues before the CORESET II 2-2014 
meeting on 29-30 September 2014. The Meeting furthermore invited all Contracting Parties to clarify 
reasons behind potential hesitation to use the agreed core indicators by the same date.  

- The Meeting discussed the draft conclusion No. 10 in Annex 4 regarding the invitation to HELCOM EU 
Member States to use HELCOM GEAR to follow up on the actions and prepare for a coordinated response 
by 15 October 2014. The Meeting agreed that HELCOM GEAR should prepare a common response to be 
included in the national responses to the recommendation from the EC when reporting of Article 11 by 
15 October. The response will be prepared through written procedure and finalized at GEAR 8-2014, to 
be held in Tallinn, Estonia, on 8-10 October 2014. 

 

5. OUTCOME OF THE EIGHTH MEETING OF GROUP FOR THE IMPLEMENTA-

TION OF THE ECOSYSTEM APPROACH (HELCOM GEAR) 

Coordination and information related to the implementation of the ecosystem approach and 

related policies 

Programmes of Measures 

- The Meeting considered the proposed revision of the BSAP follow-up system (document 3-1 and 3-1-
Att.1, Presentation 2, GEAR 8-2014), and noted that it is suggested that the revised system should be 
based on agreed indicators, follow-up questions and aggregation rules.  

- The Meeting welcomed the development of the simple indicator-based system to follow-up the 
imlementation of actions of the BSAP. The Meeting underlined that in addition to being a part of the joint 
documentation of PoMs the system should make clear links also to the MSFD so that it can also serve 
HELCOM Contracting Parties also being EU members as an interim follow-up of measures in 2018. The 
Meeting endorsed the further development by the Secretariat of the indicator-based follow-up system 
and noted that the revised system and an updated assessment will be ready by end of 2015.  

- The Meeting was of the view that detailed follow-up of results of actions as presented in document 3-1, 
i.e. the effectiveness of implemented measures, should be clearly linked to the development of pressure 
indicators and thus also linked to HOLAS II. The Meeting supported the proposal to consult with relevant 
HELCOM WGs to identify those measures that are suitable to follow-up in terms of their effectiveness 

mailto:ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi
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and invited the Secretariat to present further details of this stage of the follow-up system at a later time 
for further consideration.  

- The Meeting welcomed the results of the work of IG PoM, agreed to change the title of the joint report 
to Joint document of regional coordination of Programmes of Measures to clearly differentiate from 
National PoMs, and supported the further development of a joint documentation according to the ToR 
presented in document 3-4. 

- The Meeting discussed the purpose of the joint report on PoMs and reiterated that a “roof report” is 
referring to a joint product that is directly used as a main element of reporting. Based on this definition 
the Meeting concluded that the joint regional documentation on measures as presented in document 3-
4 is not being developed as a roof report but instead it serves to document how the countries are 
cooperating regarding measures. 

- The Meeting discussed how to regard the HELCOM recommendations and other HELCOM measures in 
the joint documentation and noted that these will be documented as contributing to reaching of GES 
with an understanding that it is up to the Contracting Parties to report on the measures they are 
implementing nationally to reach their national targets.  

- The Meeting considered and discussed the contents for the different topics to be included in the joint 
documentation and agreed to continue addressing all 10 topics outlined in document 3-4 (GEAR 8-2014). 

- The Meeting agreed that the work on the joint documentation should be carried out in a staged approach 
with the preparation of state of play report in December 2014 to be available for feeding into the national 
consultations. The state of play report should be filled in as far as possible and e.g. refer to HELCOM 
acquis, the implementation status of the BSAP based on available information and describe the scope of 
the upcoming components for coordination and joint action to be further explored in 2015. 

- The Meeting agreed that a stock-taking of measures should be initiated as soon as possible to support 
the overall coordination process on Programmes on Measures. The stock-taking exercise will be carried 
by filling the tables already available on the IG PoM workspace under the coordination of lead countries 
(paragraph 3.17), however noting that not all countries will be able to inform on new measures in autumn 
2014. It was underlined that the information exchange on planned measures is a continuous process and 
fundamental to enable coordination. 

- The Meeting welcomed the offers from the Contracting Parties to Lead the topics of the joint report and 
facilitate the coordination as follows: 

o Sweden: underwater noise. 

o Poland: Inputs of synthetic and non-synthetic contaminants and systematic and/or 
intentional release of substances  

o Lithuania: Introduction of non-indigenous species 

o Germany: Input of Litter; and support for Spatial protection measures, and to support any 
Lead on the topic Conservation, restoration and reintroduction of species. 

o Finland: Nutrient inputs and will explore the possibility to take the lead for Spatial protection 
measures 

o Estonia: Physical loss and damage to the seafloor 

o Secretariat and IG PoM Chair will cooperate on accidental pollution; the Secretariat will 
provide the HELCOM aquis and information on ongoing HELCOM activities while the IG PoM 
Chair will coordinate the stock-taking of measures.  

o The Meeting noted that for the agreed topics “Selective extraction of species and by-catch” 
and “Conservation, restoration and reintroduction of species” there is no offer on Lead 
Contracting Party. The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to consider if they are ready 
to take on a Leading role and information the Secretariat as soon as possible. 
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- The Meeting welcomed the offer by the Secretariat to fill the agreed template of the joint documentation 
with information on impacts of threatened species and biotopes as contained in the latest HELCOM Red 
Lists as well as information on the HELCOM acquis and the link to HELCOM state indicators.  

- The Meeting agreed that the role of Lead countries will be firstly to coordinate the stock taking exercise 
and fill in as many fields in the agreed template as possible not covered by the Secretariat by 28 
November. IG PoM will convene a Skype meeting on 12 December to review the information with the 
view of having the state of play report completed in December 2014. The Meeting noted that Sweden 
will initiate the public consultation on eutrophication and hazardous substance by 1 November will thus 
not be able to make use of the draft report in its first consultation.  

 

EC Article 12 assessment and Baltic Sea regional follow-up meeting 

- The Meeting took note of the presentation by the Secretariat on a draft structure of a HELCOM Action 
Pla to overcome knowledge gaps as contained in document 3-3 (GEAR8-2014). The Meeting noted that 
such an action plan is mentioned in the conclusions of the regional Meeting with the Member States 
Parties to HELCOM following the Assessment of the Commission on the MSFD implementation (Article 
12 report) however the proposal contained in document 3-3 is intended to serve all Contracting Parties 
in HELCOM, and that it is proposed to address knowledge gaps identified in the implementation of the 
initial assessment as well as knowledge gaps related to monitoring and programmes of measures. 

- The Meeting recalled that GEAR 7-2014 agreed that a common response should be elaborated for use by 
Contracting Parties being also EU member states as a component in national responses to the EC 
conclusions to be submitted by 15 October. The Meeting discussed how the proposed HELCOM Action 
Plan on knowledge gaps and the response from EU Member States to the European Commission are 
related. 

- The Meeting agreed that the Plan should be structured so that it is clear which components that are 
directly linked to the conclusions of the Article 12 meeting. 

- The Meeting took note of on the upcoming EU call on “Best practices for action plans to develop 
integrated, regional monitoring programmes, coordinated programmes of measures and addressing data 
and knowledge gaps in coastal and marine waters” (Presentation 3) and recalled that HOD 46-2014 
tasked the Secretariat to start developing a proposal for an application to this call based on gaps and 
knowledge needs identified in HELCOM and to support the work of GEAR. The Meeting took note the 
possible topics of the call being HOLAS II, including data arrangements for core indicators and assessment 
tools, activities on seafloor integrity, underwater noise, monitoring guidelines, and supported these 
topics as in need of further work and resources for the implementation. 

- The Meeting discussed how to finalize the HELCOM Plan and agreed on the following time-table for its 
further development and finalization by end of 2014: 

o comments and proposed revisions to the document should be submitted to the Secretariat 
(ullali.zweifel@helcom.fi) by 29 October. A revised version of document 3-3, taking into 
account the comments of the meeting, will be uploaded to the Meeting Portal and should be 
used when providing comments 

o the Secretariat will produce a consolidated version based on the written contributions 

o to convene a Skype meeting with participation of GEAR contact to discuss the consolidated 
version on the 18 November before submission to HOD 47. 

- The Meeting finalized the draft response to the European Commission based on the proposal by the 
drating group as contained in Annex 1 to the Outcome (GEAR 8-2014). The Meeting proposed that 
Executive Secretary will inform the Heads of Delegation of the progress of this activity and will seek their 
consent, by 13 October, on signing of the letter by HELCOM GEAR chair. 
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Development of a core set of HELCOM indicators  

- The Meeting took note of the outcome of CORESET II 2-2014 (document 4-2, GEAR 8-2014), the follow-up 
of linking Contracting Parties national indicators to HELCOM core indicators including the proposal from 
Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania to reconsider some of the core indicators agreed at HOD 41-2013 
(documents 4-1 and 4-1-Rev.1) and the Danish appraisal of applicability of HELCOM–OSPAR monitoring 
indicators (document 4-3) (Presentation 4), as presented by Ms. Lena Avellan, Project Manager of 
CORESET II.  

- The Meeting took note that experts from Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania attended CORESET II 2-2014 and 
the meeting provided clarifications and proposed ways forward on the indicators where EE, LV, LT have 
asked for reconsideration. The Meeting invited those countries to consider these clarifications nationally 
as soon as possible to examine if any concerns still remain based on the proposals by CORESET II.  

- The Meeting noted that the TML’s have requested contact details of those experts who provided 
comments from EE, LV and LT on the core indicators (document 4-1-Rev.1) in order to facilitate 
communication on remaining concerns. 

- The Meeting proposed that all Contracting Parties would provide comments to the indicators, similarly to 
the Danish appraisal (document 4-3), to allow for communication between Task Managers, national 
experts not involved in CORESET II as well as relevant experts on the national management level to resolve 
any potential concerns.  

- The Meeting concluded that there will be some HELCOM core indicators where monitoring will not be 
ecologically relevant to be carried out by all countries and that this needs to be clearly reflected in the 
indicator report. The Meeting welcomed the work on assessment units in this context and noted that 
defining which assessment units the indicator applies to is an important task for TMs to carry out within 
CORESET II. 

- The Meeting welcomed the information presented in a communication paper of the joint meeting of 
HELCOM CORESET II and OSPAR ICG-COBAM that took place 1 October in Gothenburg Sweden, and noted 
the proposals for cooperation on development of indicators and long-term arrangements through 
concrete tasks such as coordination of data handling or development of common concepts that could be 
completed through specific workshops, new expert networks or new joint groups (Presentation 4). The 
Meeting also noted that this outcome is in line with the recommendation of the HELCOM streamlining to 
strengthen cooperation in particular with OSPAR. 

- The Meeting noted the proposal from the communication paper, in particular the possibility that HELCOM 
bird experts could participate in an upcoming workshop with ICES-OSPAR-JWGBird and Wetlands 
International Workshop on seaducks (November 2014) to develop assessment methods. This meeting is 
seen as an opportunity to sense if it is a good proposal to establish a joint ICES/OSPAR/HELCOM group on 
birds. The Meeting supported this informal approach underlining that a formal decision on new groups 
should be proposed and adopted by HOD. 

- The Meeting welcomed the information that the work on hazardous substance indicators has progress 
and that several hazardous substances experts participated in CORESET II 2-2014 and worked on the 
recommendations in the outcome of the meeting and also began planning the next meetings and 
deadlines for the remaining work.  

- The meeting agreed that work on HELCOM hazardous substances indicators should be aligned with the 
implementation of the Environmental Quality Standards Directive. 

- The Meeting invited STATE 1-2014 to assess the scientific-technical merit of the candidates that CORESET 
II 2-2014 proposed to develop further, to possibly further focus the list of candidates to be developed in 
CORESET II (as provided in Annex 3 of the outcome of CORESET II 2-2014). STATE 1-2014 will also review 
the technical aspects of the other indicators proposed to be developed further by CORESET II 2-2014. 
Draft indicator reports will be made available as background material for STATE 1-2014. 
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- The Meeting agreed that the STATE group should use the Outcome of CORESET II 2-2014 as the basis for 
guiding further development of indicators in the CORESET II project, further proposing that: 

o regional coherence should be sought as far as possible using a common set of core indicators, recognizing 
that some indicators are not relevant to monitor and asses in all HELCOM assessment units. 

o that inter-regional coherence should be strived for as far as possible, building on the proposals for 
common activities by the joint meeting of HELCOM CORESET II and OSPAR ICG-COBAM. 

o to seek coherence and alignment of indicator assessment under MSFD with existing reporting demands 
of the Habitats Directive, Birds Directive and Water Framework Directive.  

 

Any other business 

- The Meeting agreed to organise the next meeting of the GEAR group on 4-5 February 2015 and thanked 
Germany for the kind offer to convene the next Meeting in Berlin, Germany. The Meeting will i.a. 
follow-up on the HELCOM Plan to improve regional coherence in implementation of marine polices, 
follow-up on the work on the joint document of coordinated PoMs during 2015, continue the 
discussion on how to improve synergies between HELCOM and EUSBSR, and get updated on the work 
of HOLAS II. 

- The Meeting re-elected Ms. Heike Imhoff as Chair for the group for the next 2-year period. 


