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CCB views forwarded to the Swedish Minister of Environment, at a meeting with 10 invited Swedish NGOs, 14 Nov 2005.

SSNC, WWF Sweden (Baltic Programme) and Swed FoE, all of them Swedish CCB members, did also participate.

The purpose of the meeting was to get the NGO views on the situation of the Baltic Sea environment, as this will be the subject for the informal Baltic Ministers of Environment meeting 22-23 Nov 2005 in Stockholm.

CCB tried to focus on the issues, Eutrophication, Fisheries and slightly on Toxics, where the Ministers of Environment could take initiatives, which have a chance to be successful. 

Eutrophication
The strategy for the future must be to get substantial reduction on the nutrient load, even if there is a large reserve of P in the Baltic sediments. New approach of Measures like, pumping of oxygenised water down to bottoms, may also be tested in a pilot scale, if such measures can be successful. 

The scientific US-Canadian evaluation, assigned by the Swedish EPA, to evaluate the eutrophication situation in the seas surrounding Sweden, indicate that much more focus must be put on P-removal to the southern Baltic and Baltic proper. The focus on N-removal the last 10-15 years may have been a wrong approach, as N-fixation from the air by cyanobacteria, can compensate the lack of N in surface waters, when P is present.

CCB comment: according to the new evaluation the importance of P-removal seems to have been underestimated. Coming actions need more focus on P-removal.

Municipal wastewater

-Still an important sector for actions.

-Many cities in CIT have constructed WWTP where the P-removal does not fulfil EU Wastewater Treatment Directive and HELCOM standards. Many have only biological treatment. These matters must be addressed.

-Higher standards than EC-directive on P-removal should be considered

-Single family-homes, can contribute considerably to the P-load. In countries with very high P-reduction in centralised WWTP, it can be more cost-effective to address single family-homes. In some coastal municipalities up to 80 % of nutrient pollution can come from single homes. 

CCB Proposal – legislation for Single family-homes wastewater with the same high standard as for cities WWTP, like in Finland, may be needed. 

-Requirement for P-free washing powders and detergent in the Baltic catchment area.

Agriculture

Nutrients from agriculture must be addressed efficiently. By 2020 use of N-fertiliser in new EU-member countries is expected to increase with 35 %, and P and K by up to 50%, because of expectation of growth in agricultural production. 

Success can only be reached if the Environment ministries set aside time and work closely with Agriculture ministries, and develop common agreed programmes.

- A joint meeting with Baltic Ministers of Environment and of Agriculture (announced in declaration from CBSS Environment Ministries meeting in August 2003. CCB has strongly lobbied for such meeting) has so far not happened. Poland had the responsibility under their presidency in CBSS.  

This meeting should be organised as soon as possible. But documents and common views must be carefully prepared, to be succesfull, e.g. on following matters:

- New CAP, after 2007, and the Baltic region. Baltic governments should discuss common views on future requirements for agricultural subsidies in the Baltic catchment, that contribute to solving the eutrophication problem (requirements for Good Agricultural Practices [manure storage, spreading of manure, distance to ditches/rivers etc] strongly connected to agricultural subsidies)

-Subsidies for effective traps for P (and N) in the agriculture landscape 

- Industrial farms – the expansion in Poland, Lithuania etc by Danish and US companies, where requirements according to IPPC directive is not fulfilled, must be stopped.

Thousands of hectares for spreading of manure is missing in many areas of Poland.

The Ministers should ask for a special study to clear out the situation.

- Financing for agricultural research. The research has been focused (at least in Sweden) on run-off and circulation of nitrogen. A change is needed to focus more on P run-off.

Fisheries

Problem: ICES advice is not followed. Same sector exploiting the fish resource also evaluate the sustainable harvest on their own. This procedure has failed – the eastern cod stock may collapse. A radical change of the fisheries management is needed, especially to set up new goals. 

The fisheries and environment sectors institutions/agencies have separated its responsibilities, and do not involve into other’s responsibilities. (In Sweden responsibility for biodiversity of all fish species lies with the Fisheries Board). 

CCB proposals: many more stakeholders, outside traditional fishing sector, must be involved in decision-making. 

- The Environment ministries must take responsibility for a true integrated approach to management, by involving its resources, staff and views into fisheries management

-Baltic Environment ministries must set aside time and resources to involve themselves much more to interpret e.g. ICES advice on national level.

-Create a forum where Baltic Ministers of Environment meet, discuss and agree on common views on eco-system approach of fisheries

-Set up new environmental goals such as ”Cod as an important top predator species must be found in sustainable population in its natural distribution area, up to Northern Baltic proper (Aaland Sea)”. Fishery management shall be adjusted to fulfil such goal.

-Bottom-trawling in the Baltic Sea (at least 6-700 km2, are ploughed with bottom-trawls up to 5 times per year in southern Baltic). The Environment ministries should require a procedure where permission for bottom-trawling can be given, after evaluation of a EIA for fishing with the gear bottom-trawls.

-Create marine protected areas (MPA) and ”no take/no trawl zones”, undisturbed areas, with clearly defined goals (protect juveniles, spawing areas, sensitive species-habitats). Try to create a good example where fisheries outside such areas get benefits from the protection (such examples can be found in other seas).

Biodiversity goals

Atlantic (Baltic) salmon is a species in the EU Habitat directive that shall have ”good favourable status”. The Environment ministries must take responsibility for its implementation. The IBSFC Baltic Sea Salmon action plan does not take responsibility for the salmon biodiversity.

- New goal: Wild Baltic salmon shall have sustained populations in all wild Baltic salmon rivers (also the weak salmon river populations must be protected)

- Create a joint action programme for restoration of the wild Baltic salmon, which is an extremely important symbol biodiversity species for Baltic Sea.

{Bad example: Danish salmon fisheries destroy/spoil at least 1/3 of its salmon catch, salmon bigger than 72 cm, because of too high dioxin content. Such salmon are spoiled instead of having a chance to return to their home river for spawning. Political pressure to stop such unsustainable fishing practices is needed towards Denmark}.

Hazardous substances

One toxic substance that can be made a priority is Dioxins.

Dioxins has strong connection to health problems connected to Baltic fish with high fat content (salmon, herring, white-fish).

It is very important to try to minimize dioxins in Baltic salmon.

HELCOM has made some efforts and produced some reports, but without any real effect. 

A Pan-European programme to solve the Baltic (European) dioxin problem is needed.

EU-financing should be available if Baltic countries make this a priority.

Other

-Lobby for creation of a EU Baltic Environmental Facility, to give financial support to cost-effective measures to fight the Baltic pollution problems. Or create such mechanism within the EU Structural funds. 

