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Background 

A first draft of the HELCOM Science Agenda was compiled and circulated to the Science Agenda Task Group 

21 April 2020 with commenting deadline by 24 April. This document includes comments received from 

Finland, Latvia, Sweden and the Secretariat. Identified issues to be discussed and agreed jointly for the 

continued development of texts are outline in section 1 of this document. 

Action requested 

The Meeting is invited to 

- agree on how to increase harmonization of texts and how to limit overlaps as identified in 

section 1,  

- discuss the draft texts and associated comments in section 2, focusing on the general direction of 

texts, level of details of highlighted science needs, and if the comments are clear and supported by 

the TG.  
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1) Issues of general character to discuss and agree upon 

Selection and formulation of highlights 
Formulate highlights as questions or stated science needs? (question form is currently used for 

‘Conservation’ and ‘EA’). 

Clarify how the identified knowledge needs will be used? Some science needs are only briefly stated 

without further explanation. Should the use of the science ouput be spelled out? (see e.g. Hazardous 

substances where this is done) 

Use sub-titles for highlighted science needs? This was used in the examples prepared for HELCOM 41, have 

been used in about half of the draft texts so far, and was included in the updated guidelines (see document 

2-1). In the draft Science Agenda the secretariat has made some examples on how they could be 

formulated in case there is an agreement to include such sub-titles for all topics.  

Level of detail: The proposed highlight differs in terms of level of details. To be considered when discussing 

the respective text. 

Length of introductory texts 
Proposal: Agree on min-max length of the introductory paragraph to each topic. Current min: 131 words 

(eutrophication), current max: 278 (shipping). Although these introductory paragraphs do not need to be 

identical a somewhat more similar approach is preferred, e.g. between 175-225 words. 

Change name of topics 
Proposal: Change name of topic ‘Conservation’ to ‘Marine Protected Areas’. When the first draft texts were 

received it became clear the topic ‘Conservation’ overlapped considerable with what had been envisioned 

under ‘Species’ and ‘Habitats’. The secretariat therefore recommended that that ‘Conservation’ should 

mainly focus on spatial measures which is a key activity in HELCOM and not comprehensively addressed 

elsewhere in the Science Agenda. Because of the change in content it would also be suitable to change the 

name of the topic. 

Specific overlaps to be resolved 
There are a number of overlaps between the highlighted science needs in the current drafts. The proposals 

below are based in the guidance given in document 2-1, e.g. to sort science needs related to impacts on 

Biodiversity under Species, Habitats, Food webs, while focusing the topics under Human dimension on 

knowledge related to sources of pressures and extent of activities but not on their impacts on the 

ecosystem. 

Food webs-Fisheries 

Overlap: Changes in trophic relations etc caused fishing is included under both topics. 

Proposal: Keep this science need under ‘Food webs’  

Species-Conservation 

Overlap: ‘Conservation’ includes highlighted science needs related to species conservation plans and 

knowledge needs related to specific species groups (seals). 

Proposal: Move science needs related to species to the dedicated ‘Species’ topic. 
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Shipping-NIS 

Overlap: NIS addressed both under ‘NIS’ and ‘Shipping’ 

Proposal: Maintain science related to indicators and assessment under ‘NIS’ and focus ‘Shipping’ on 

measures to reduce NIS from shipping. 

Shipping-Underwater noise 

Overlap: No overlap yet since text on underwater noise has not been produced but a potential overlap 

since the topic ‘Shipping’ includes numerous highlights related to underwater noise. 

Proposal: Maintain science needs related to reduction of noise from shipping under ‘Shipping’. Focus the 

topic ‘Underwater noise’ on indicators and assessment and knowledge needs related to impulsive noise. 

Ecosystem approach -ESA 

Overlap: ‘Ecosystem approach’ includes several highlights related to ESA 

Proposal: Move analyses related to economic and social analyses or ecosystem services to the ESA topic 

(or, alternatively, merge the two topics with the view that ESA are contributing to EA). 

Potential merging of scattered information 
Science needs related to climate change is mentioned here and there (e.g. under Food webs, Habitats). 

Should they be gathered under ‘Climate change’? or kept linked to the specific topic they refer to? 

Analyses of economic impacts and ecosystem services are mentioned here and there. Should they be 

gathered under the ‘ESA’ topic or be kept linked to the specific topic they refer to? 

General issues to consider when reviewing the document 
When reviewing the draft text and for the upcoming online meeting it will be useful to consider: 

- introductory text to the Science Agenda: 

o does it provide sufficient background information on the purpose (why a science agenda, 

who is the target audience) and the process (how were the knowledge needs identified, by 

who)? -  also recalling previous discussion to keep the introduction relatively brief 

- priority topics,  

o first introductory paragraph:  

▪ does the first paragraph suitably reflect why the topic is a priority in HELCOM 

▪ what would be appropriate HELCOM strategies or agreements to mention as a 

general indication on the future use of the identified knowledge 

o highlighted knowledge needs,  

▪ do they properly reflect the contributions from the survey among HELCOM expert 

groups and networks (excel-file can be retrieved at the workspace) 

▪ are they detailed at an appropriate level (recall agreement that main part of the 

Science Agenda should aim at having a relatively long shelf-life (10 years) while 

annexes could include more detailed information on science needs) 

▪ are there still gaps in the identified knowledge needs that should be 

complemented by the Science Agenda TG 

o how to sort out overlaps between the knowledge needs addressed under the respective 

priority topic; see also the list of specific overlaps that have been identified. 

- how the science agenda could be implemented: 

https://portal.helcom.fi/workspaces/Science%20Agenda%20TG-184/Shared%20Documents/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fworkspaces%2FScience%20Agenda%20TG%2D184%2FShared%20Documents%2FHELCOM%20survey%20on%20knowledge%20and%20research%20needs&FolderCTID=0x0120001A0F32479A25EC4AB8E898CF92E8C789&View=%7BEF5B85E6%2D9569%2D4E5A%2DAB3B%2D8D292EBD8D3D%7D
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o countries have stressed the that potential financing possibilities should be addressed in the 

Science Agenda. Does the direction of the draft text fulfil those requirements? If not, what 

else could be addressed? 

- annexes: 

o examples of how specification of highlighted science needs could be presented in annexes 

has been prepared; does this fulfil the expectations based on previous discussions? 

- consider if to add introductory texts for the chapters: 

o some of the current draft texts contains general information on the characteristics of the 

Baltic Sea (e.g. few species, high run-off of pollutants, enclosed character); rather than 

repeating such information under the priority topics consider if such information could be 

included in introductory text to each Chapter e.g.  directly under the heading ‘Biodiversity’, 

‘Human Dimension’ or ‘Holistic approaches’. NB that introductory text for Chapters have 

not been discussed previously. 

 


