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Outcome of the Second Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM 
EN-Noise, online, 3 June 2020 

Introduction 

0.1 A Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM EN-Noise was held online on 3 June 2020.  

0.2 The Second Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM EN-Noise was attended by delegations 
from Denmark, Estonia, Germany, The Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Sweden, United Kingdom as 
well as Observers from CCB, EDA, ICES, IOGP and SAR. The List of participants is attached as Annex 1. 

0.3 The Second Joint Session of OSPAR ICG-Noise and HELCOM EN-Noise was co-chaired by Mr. 
Jakob Tougaard, Denmark, Chair of the HELCOM EN-Noise and Mr. Nathan Merchant, United Kingdom, Co-
Convener of the OSPAR ICG-Noise. Ms. Lucy Ritchie, OSPAR Communications Lead and Ms. Marta Ruiz, 
HELCOM Associate Professional Secretary acted as secretaries of the Meeting. 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

1.1 The Meeting adopted the Agenda of the Meeting as contained in document 1-1. 

Agenda Item 2  Continuous noise 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the description of the current thinking of HELCOM EN-Noise on how 
to approach the definition of GES and the setting of threshold values for continuous noise as contained in 
document 2-1 and Presentation 1.  

2.2 The Meeting took note of the OSPAR approach in relation to the continuous noise indicators 
and assessment as contained in the figure below (Figure 1).  

 
Figure 1 - OSPAR approach on the assessment on continuous noise. 
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2.3 The Meeting took note that in OSPAR an excess level is defined per frequency, which implies 
that different species would have different frequencies where these excess levels are to be considered. The 
question was raised on whether there is a need of a pressure generic indicator for shipping noise due to the 
number of mammals in the OSPAR area. The Meeting further noted that this may also be the case in the 
HELCOM area where fish species are also to be considered.  

2.4 The Meeting was of the view that the limiting factor in the assessment is not the quality of the 
acoustic data, but the quality of the biological data available, which makes it hard to use them for 
assessment purposes.  

2.5 The Meeting took note of the encouragement by IOGP for noise groups at regional and EU 
level to integrate the IPCOP models on the effects of noise at the population level in the assessment 
process.  

2.6 The Meeting discussed issues where further cooperation between HELCOM and OSPAR noise 
experts in relation to continuous noise indicators and assessment would be relevant and agreed on the 
following topics:  

− a clear definition of metrics and terminology, e.g. excess level, acceptance level and background 
levels; 

− modelling of the effects of continuous noise at population level; 

− selection of adequate frequencies for noise sensitive species.  

2.7 The Meeting took note that the HELCOM continuous noise database hosted by ICES is now 
operational and ready for the first data submissions (document 2-2 and Presentation 1). 

2.8 The Meeting took note that the possibility of OSPAR joining the HELCOM database will be 
discussed at the OSPAR EIHA meeting to be held in autumn and that there is a need to get information on 
the cost for OSPAR countries to join the database.  

2.9 The Meeting took note of the clarification by ICES that at this stage of the process, when the 
uploading of files is being tested, it is difficult to estimate the costs for countries to upload data to the 
database on a per file basis, as requested by the Netherlands.  

2.10 The Meeting noted that The Netherlands is willing to join the HELCOM database.  

Agenda Item 3  Impulsive noise 

3.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the OSPAR approach in relation to impulsive 
noise indicator and assessment under development (Presentation 2).  

3.2 The Meeting welcomed the provision of exposure curves which provide an indication of the 
exposure risks, and whether the activities that happen and their frequency is acceptable or goes beyond 
adequate threshold values.  

3.3 The Meeting took note of the clarification that the effect on the use of mitigation measures on 
pile driving activities is shown at the OSPAR area level, whereas these measures are only applied in a few 
countries.  

3.4 The Meeting took note of the German proposal to include injuries in connection to explosions 
in the assessment.  

3.5 The Meeting took note that military activities are underrepresented in the OSPAR assessment, 
as only few countries provide information on these activities to the register.  

3.6 The Meeting took note that for those HELCOM and OSPAR countries being EU members 
military activities are exempt for requirements to report under the EU MSFD. However, this creates a 
conflict with the general requirement that countries still need to report on activities causing noise impact, 
which also includes military activities.  
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3.7 The Meeting took note that there is an OSPAR document being drafted on mitigation measures 
to be applied to explosions.  

3.8 The Meeting took note that in the UK active sonar data will be available only if they are 
declassified. The Meeting further noted that most other countries in HELCOM and OSPAR do not provide 
any data on military active sonars and welcomed the suggestion by the UK to prepare a document for the 
national navies where the use of the sonar data is explained, together with experiences from other 
countries in this regard.  

3.9 The Meeting took note of the views by Germany on the need to take into consideration the 
mobility of harbour porpoise when defining reference levels. 

3.10 The Meeting agreed on the need to have a common approach that fits all species and all 
regional seas. The Meeting further agreed on the need for HELCOM and OSPAR mammals and fish experts 
to feed into the assessment process in relation to species distribution. 

3.11 The Meeting took note that in HELCOM, for the 2018 HOLAS II assessment, a quantitative 
assessment on impulsive noise was not included. However, it is foreseen that it is included in the HOLAS III 
assessment, being the initial thinking to test the feasibility of the OSPAR approach in the HELCOM area.  

3.12 The Meeting discussed GES threshold values and noted that EU TG Noise is to provide advice 
or suggestions on the issue in one year, thus it is the appropriate timing for Regional Seas Conventions to 
provide input to the process.  

3.13 The Meeting agreed on the need of having more examples on the application of the OSPAR 
methodology to different regions, to enable a subsequent fine-tuning of such methodology. Examples do 
not have to be conducted using real data, but should consider other species rather than cod, herring, sprat 
and harbor porpoise.  

3.14 The Meeting took note of the German examples presented at the last EU TG Noise meeting 
held on 2 June 2020, which can be found here. These examples will also be considered at the upcoming 
OSPAR ICG Noise meeting to be held on 16 June 2020.  

Agenda Item 4  Update on EU Technical Group on Underwater Noise 

4.1 The Meeting took note that the EU TG Noise meeting held a meeting on 2 June 2020, which 
was of an informative character, and where discussion did not take place.  

4.2 The Meeting recalled that HELCOM EN-Noise submitted document 2-1 to such EU TG Noise 
meeting for consideration.  

4.3 The Meeting took note of the information on relevant deadlines in relation to the EU TG Noise 
as shared in the EU TG Noise meeting (Figure 2): 

https://www.bsh.de/DE/PUBLIKATIONEN/_Anlagen/Downloads/Projekte/BeMo-Indicators_Habitat-Approach.pdf?__blob=publicationFile&v=2
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Figure 2 – Timeline for deliverables by the EU TG Noise in 2020-2021. 

4.4 The Meeting took note of the information by the Netherlands that there is a drafting group 
created for the “DL 3 – Assessment framework for continuous noise” which is to be very active in the 
upcoming months. Both HELCOM EN-Noise and OSPAR ICG-Noise are well represented there. 

4.5 The Meeting welcomed the offer by IOGP to investigate whether one of the colleagues 
working on population modelling could present latest advances on the topic in this type of fora.  

4.6 The Meeting took note that IOGP supports the use of the same approach in different Regional 
Seas Conventions, especially in relation to the terminology used. 

4.7 The Meeting took note that another approach to bear in mind is the one developed in the 
frame of the QuietMED2 project, and also that the chairs of EU TG-Noise are aware of this issue and are 
working towards a unified approach. 

4.8 The Meeting took note that Portugal supports the EU TG Noise approach, which is a regional 
based approach, in relation to the exposure assessment.  

Agenda Item 5  Any other business 

5.1 The Meeting did not discuss any other business.  

Agenda Item 6  Report of the Meeting and follow-up 

6.1 The Meeting agreed on the relevance of holding these Joint Sessions on an annual basis. The 
Meeting further agreed to arrange the next Joint Session in 2021, date tbc at a later stage.  

6.2 The final outcome of the Joint Session, together with documents and presentations considered 
by the Joint Session will be made available on the OSPAR and HELCOM meeting sites.   

https://quietmed2.eu/
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Representing Name Organization Email address  Telephone no.  
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Co-Convenor of OSPAR 
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Nathan 
Merchant Cefas nathan.merchant@cefas.co.uk  01502527780 

Contracting Parties 

Estonia 
Aleksander 
Klauson 

Tallinn University of 
Technology  aleksander.klauson@taltech.ee +37255604137  

Germany Fritjof Basan BSH fritjof.basan@bsh.de +4940 31903299 
Germany Carina Juretzek BSH carina.juretzek@bsh.de  

Germany Sven Koschinski 

On behalf of the 
Federal Agency for 
Nature Conservation  sk@meereszoologie.de +49 4526 381716  

Germany 
Alexander 
Liebschner BfN alexander.liebschner@bfn.de 493830186163 

Germany Stefanie Werner 
German Federal 
Environment Agency stefanie.werner@uba.de 

0049-
34021032221 

The Netherlands Niels Kinneging   niels.kinneging@rws.nl  

Norway Kjetil Kaada 

Norwegian 
Petroleum 
Directorate kjetil.kaada@npd.no +4794878311 

Poland 
Aliaksandr 
Lisimenka 

Maritime Institute 
GMU sasha@im.gda.pl (+48) 695592150 

Portugal 
José Augusto 
Carvalho  

Regional Directorate 
for the Sea - DRM 
(Madeira, Portugal) jose.carvalho@madeira.gov.pt +351969627391 

Portugal Luis Freitas 
Madeira Whale 
Museum luisfreitas@museudabaleia.org 00 351 961319037 

Portugal 
Joana Otero 
Matias DGRM jmatias@dgrm.mm.gov.pt 00351911703945 

Sweden 
Mathias 
Andersson FOI mathias.andersson@foi.se +46734447628 

Sweden Emilia Lalander FOI emilia.lalander@foi.se +46709277295 
Sweden Lars Åkesson SWAM lars.akesson@havochvatten.se 0046765386225 
United Kingdom Ross Culloch Marine Scotland Ross.Culloch@gov.scot  

United Kingdom Sonia Mendes 

Joint Nature 
Conservation 
Committee sonia.mendes@jncc.gov.uk 07833727745 

United Kingdom Hannah Millar Marine Scotland Hannah.Millar@gov.scot  
HELCOM and OSPAR Observers 

Coalition Clean Baltic Bettina Taylor Coalition Clean Baltic bettina.taylor@bund.net 
+49 152 04 04 71 
80 

European Dredging 
Association     
ICES Neil Holdsworth  ICES neilh@ices.dk  
ICES Carlos Pinto ICES carlos@ices.dk 0045 50548408 
ICES Joana Ribeiro  ICES joana.ribeiro@ices.dk  
IOGP Wendy Brown IOGP wb@iogp.org +447818144673 

IOGP 
David 
Hedgeland IOGP david.hedgeland@uk.bp.com +447768232943 

IOGP Maria IOGP mk@iogp.org +32 497 970244 
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