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Outcome of HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST 9-2018

OUTCOME OF THE NINTH MEETING OF THE JOINT HELCOM/OSPAR TASK GROUP ON
BALLAST WATER MANAGEMENT CONVENTION EXEMPTIONS
(HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST)

Introduction

0.1 The Ninth Meeting of the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Task Group on Ballast Water
Management Convention Exemptions was held on 13-14 December 2018 in Gothenburg, Sweden.

0.2 The Meeting was attended by Delegations from Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany,
Latvia, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Poland, Spain and Sweden and by Observers from INTERFERRY,
Wega and Chalmers University as well as the Chair of the OSPAR Expert Working Group for non-
indigenous species attended as invited guests. Consent for publication of the list of participants and
the information contained therein (Annex 1) was received by all participants. The list of documents is
set out in Annex 2.

0.3 Mr Mikael Krysell, Head of the Environmental Monitoring Science Affairs Department at
the Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management, opened the meeting and welcomed the
participants to Gothenburg.

0.4 The Meeting was co-chaired by Ms. Susanne Heitmiiller, Germany, and Mr. Henrik
Ramstedt, Sweden.

0.5 Mr. Philip Stamp, OSPAR Deputy Secretary, Mr. Markus Helavuori, HELCOM Professional
Secretary and Ms. Marta Ruiz, HELCOM Secretariat, acted as Secretaries of the Meeting.

Agenda Item 1 Adoption of the Agenda

Documents: 1-1, 1-2, 1-3

1.1 The Meeting adopted the Agenda as contained in document 1-1 and 1-2.
1.2 The Meeting noted the letters of the Co-Chairs on the plan of work for TG BALLAST 9-2018

(document 1-3), in which they propose prioritization for the following aspects:

- target species (TS) selection criteria / further guidance for the expert group updating the target
species list;

- technical updates and modifications to the online decision support tool; and

- content of the new chapter 7 (see document 3-2), including an update on the SRA concept and
related research results.

1.3 The Meeting noted the aim to develop a draft revised Joint Harmonised Procedure (JHP)
intersessionally, based on the relevant outcomes of the present Meeting as well as previous
agreements, for consideration by TG BALLAST 10-2019.

Agenda Item 2 Feedback from Relevant Bodies, including HELCOM, OSPAR and IMO MEPC

Documents: 2-1, 2-2, 2-3, 2-4

2.1 The Meeting noted that Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania have ratified the BWM Convention
since the last meeting, and that Poland’s ratification process is ongoing, with an aim to accede to the
Convention as soon as possible.

2.2 The Meeting took note of the Outcome of HELCOM Ministerial Meeting as contained in
document 2-1, which includes a reference to the fruitful cooperation of HELCOM and OSPAR on ballast
water issues as part of the statement by Ms. Susana Salvador, Executive Secretary of the OSPAR
Commission (Annex 6 of the Outcome).
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2.3 The Meeting took note of the information on the process to update the Baltic Sea Action
Plan (BSAP) by 2021 as presented by the HELCOM Secretariat in document 2-2. The Meeting also noted
that many of the HELCOM Expert Groups will be requested to contribute to the work on the BSAP
update, as appropriate.

2.4 The Meeting further noted that HOD 55-2018 (4-5 December 2018) had approved the
work plan for the BSAP update and also the Terms of Reference for a new interdisciplinary platform
for analysing the sufficiency of measures (SOM Platform).

2.5 The Meeting noted information reported by the OSPAR Secretariat, that on the side of the
OSPAR Convention a similar process is under way to develop a new strategy for the period 2020 to
2030. This will include strategic and operational objectives, and will need to include reference to work
on non-indigenous species (NIS).

2.6 The Meeting took note of the extracts from HELCOM MARITIME 18-2018 (25-27
September, Hamburg, Germany) which are of relevance for TG Ballast as contained in document 2-3.

2.7 In this context, the Meeting considered and agreed that the two tasks from the
discontinued Ad Hoc Correspondence Group on Ballast Water Management (CG Ballast) discussed by
MARITIME 18-2018, namely the early warning system and the generation of a list of surveyed ports,
should be included in the Work Plan of TG Ballast which is to be discussed under Agenda Item 9. The
Meeting furthermore agreed that these tasks are already covered by the Terms of Reference for TG
Ballast, and that there is consequently no need to revise the ToR for this purpose.

2.8 The Meeting took note of a summary of the issues discussed under Agenda Item 4 on
Harmful aquatic organisms in ballast water at the 72" and 73™ sessions of the IMO Marine
Environment Protection Committee (MEPC 72 and MEPC 73) as described in document 2-4. In this
respect, the Meeting noted that the Ballast Water Management module in the IMQO’s Global Integrated
Shipping Information System (GISIS) has been made available by the IMO Secretariat, and that it
contains a tab to report on “Exemptions granted to ships” as well as a list of “Contact point for receipt
of applications for exemptions in accordance with regulation A-4 of the BWM Convention”. The
Meeting noted that so far Sweden is the only country from the HELCOM-OSPAR area that has
completed information in this module, and encouraged the other countries to do the same.

2.9 The Meeting recalled that the HELCOM Heads of Delegation (HOD 53-2017) had agreed
that HELCOM should become a strategic partner to the GEF/UNDP/IMO GloFouling Partnerships
project and to support the initiative based on the COMPLETE Project and other available resources and
material including the core indicator on non-indigenous species.

Agenda Item 3 Updates to the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Harmonised Procedure on the Granting of
BMW Convention Exemptions

Document: 3-1, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, 3-5, 8-2

3.1 As a general introduction to the discussions related to the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR
Harmonised Procedure on the Granting of BMW Convention Exemptions (JHP), the Meeting took note
of the status report of the COMPLETE Project (Completing management options in the Baltic Sea
Region to reduce risk of invasive species introduction by shipping, autumn 2017-2020) as set out in
document 8-2 and Presentation 1. In this context, the Meeting requested country representatives to
provide information on the situation regarding national early warning systems as well as the
responsible authorities for non-indigenous species monitoring to Maiju Lehtiniemi of the COMPLETE
Project (maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi).

3.2 The Meeting took note of the invitation for interested parties and stakeholders who are
so far not involved in the COMPLETE Project to get in contact with the lead partner (Miina
Karjalainen, miina.karjalainen@merikotka.fi).
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33 The Meeting noted information from Spain, regarding the intention to establish an early
warning system by the Ministry of Environment, covering also terrestrial species in addition to
maritime ones.

3.4 The Meeting recognized the potential importance of inland water shipping with regard to
the spread of non-indigenous species via biofouling. The Meeting noted that a study on this matter is
ongoing in Germany and results could be presented to TG BALLAST 10-2019. The Meeting further
noted that a questionnaire related to biofouling, including marine and inland water interactions, has
been developed as part of the COMPLETE Project, to be circulated to relevant parties soon.

35 The Meeting also agreed that the early warning system should also take into consideration
developments within the EU regarding invasive alien species.
3.6 The Meeting noted the 2011 IMO Guidance for evaluating the 2011 Guidelines for the

control and management of ships' biofouling to minimize the transfer of invasive aquatic species
(MEPC.1/Circ.811), and agreed that it is to be taken into account also by the COMPLETE Project in
relation to the work on biofouling.

3.7 The Meeting noted that shipowners and relevant interest organizations will also be
contacted in relation to the biofouling elements of the COMPLETE Project.

3.8 The Meeting took note of the COMPLETE Project output 3.1 “Advanced target species (TS)
selection criteria” (document 3-4 and Presentation 2). The proposed selection of TS is based on all
pertinent prioritized and ranked values (potential to pose threat to human health, impact on economy,
and environment) and on the IMO Guidelines on risk assessment under regulation A-4 (G7).
Transparency (expert judgments are open for public scrutiny), consistency (universal applicability of
the TS selection criteria and procedure) and precautionary approach (taking into account that
information on aquatic organisms ecophysiology, pathways of introduction, environmental and
economic impacts is often uncertain and incomplete) are also part of the consideration.

3.9 The Meeting noted that the COMPLETE Project has identified a need to update the risk
assessment algorithm based on the current scientific knowledge and agreed that such a proposal could
be considered by TG Ballast intersessionally, recognizing that the algorithm is important also for the
continuation of the work by the HELCOM Secretariat on updating the risk assessment tool.

3.10 The Meeting considered the possibilities of incorporating the results of the COMPLETE
Project with regard to TS selection criteria in the JHP, e.g. as an annex, but also recognized the benefits
of the general approach of the current JHP. The Meeting also discussed the importance of
distinguishing between acceptable and non-acceptable impacts of species when considering TS
selection criteria, and noted that the JHP applies the precautionary approach in this regard.

3.11 The Meeting agreed that it may be advisable to also include justification in the JHP
decision support tool for why each TS has been selected to the TS list.

3.12 The Meeting welcomed the outcome of the COMPLETE Project, recognizing that it is based
on the best available science and supported by consensus within the Project. The Meeting agreed that
further consideration should be given to how the TS selection criteria could be amended based on this
outcome.

3.13 The Meeting agreed that the Co-Chairs would take the above into account in preparing a
draft revision for the JHP, considering how to adjust the TS selection criteria and possibly including the
recommendations from the COMPLETE Project as an annex to the JHP. The draft revision is to be
circulated intersessionally, with a view to further consideration and agreement at TG BALLAST 10-
2019.

3.14 The Meeting took note of the responses to revision and review request on JHP revision
needs as contained in document 3-1.

3.15 The Meeting took note of the compilation of proposals on items to be included in a new
chapter on the final risk assessment (chapter 7) as contained in document 3-2.
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3.16 In this context, the Meeting discussed each group of proposals as follows:

- the role of expert judgement is complicated and strict procedures involving neutral expert
panels, as proposed in one of the comments set out in document 3-2, may be seen to overrule
the principles set out in the JHP with regard to e.g. the prerogative of the Administrations to
make the final decisions on applications for exemptions. However, the matter isimportant and
should be addressed in the revised chapter 7 of the JHP;

- atiered approach for risk assessment may be considered for inclusion in a revised chapter 7
of the JHP;

- additional data on non-indigenous species may be found from other sources, such as species
monitoring under the Marine Strategy Framework Directive and other ongoing monitoring
programmes, while due consideration should be given to verification and validation of data,
especially concerning single observations;

- specific attention should be given to consideration of how to deal with human pathogens;
- case specific target species evaluation could be considered when developing chapter 7;
- natural spread should be considered,;

- the same risk area concept should be considered in risk assessment. In this regard also habitat
mapping is important;

- consideration should be given to other relevant publications, such as outputs from the BONUS,
NSBWO and ALIENS projects;

- tasking the HELCOM or OSPAR Secretariat to maintain and publish a database of relevant
scientific publications is not supported;

- historical information on shipping and species introductions needs to be considered,;

- seasonal variations/climate should not be considered when conducting risk assessments, but
could be relevant for TS selection;

- change of risk level (e.g. increased risk due to new species introductions) should be considered,
both in relation to granting and withdrawal of exemptions, as well as part of the development
of an early warning system. However, the Meeting agreed that this matter is already to a large
extent covered by the JHP as well as the Guidelines (G7).

3.17 Following discussion, the Meeting considered whether any further elements should be
covered by the revised JHP. In this context, the Meeting noted that administrative procedures such as
handling times of applications for exemptions, duration of validity period of exemptions (possibly less
than five years) and suspension of exemptions as an alternative to withdrawal of exemptions may need
to be addressed.

3.18 The Meeting noted the view of INTERFERRY, with regard to the challenges related to
exemptions with a short validity period, taking also into consideration that the risk assessment and
exemption procedure itself would take a long time.

3.19 The Meeting welcomed the offer by the Co-Chairs to develop draft text for chapter 7 of
the JHP, taking into account the above discussion related to document 3-2, for consideration at the
next meeting of TG Ballast.

3.20 The Meeting took note of the information about recent Same Risk Area (SRA) activities in
Denmark (document 3-5 and Presentation 3). The Meeting further noted that the full report on the
work done has recently been published and is available through this link.

3.21 The Meeting noted that the administrative procedure for applying for exemptions based
on the SRA approach, as well as consultations between countries that may be affected by the
exemption, should always follow the principles set out in Guidelines (G7) as well as the JHP.

3.22 INTERFERRY informed about a shipowner intending to apply for a ballast water
management exemption in the @resund area using the SRA approach in 2019.
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3.23 The Meeting discussed the possibility of including the “Same Risk Area- concept” in JHP
during its revision and confirmed that this should be considered as part of the new chapter 7, as
discussed above.

3.24 The Meeting took note that the HELCOM Secretariat has been contacted by the Port
administration in Gdynia to clarify the information to provide in relation to ship movements (last port
of call and next port of call) in “Field data sheet 1”.

3.25 The Meeting discussed the issue and agreed that this matter needs to be clarified in the
revision of the JHP. The Meeting also invited interested parties to bring any additional items that are
considered unclear to the attention of the Co-Chairs, in order for them to be considered in the revision.

3.26 The Meeting took note of the checklist of elements for a recommended model for an
exemption according to the JHP as contained in document 3-3. The Meeting supported the idea of
agreeing on a checklist, rather than a template for exemptions as different administrations may have
different national requirements in that regard.

3.27 In discussing the draft checklist set out in document 3-3, the Meeting noted specific
comments regarding e.g. the need for indicating whether the ship in question has an International
Ballast Water Management Certificate, the need to indicate donor and recipient ports (for one way
exemptions), including other conditions for the exemption (duration of validity, conditions for ballast
water discharge/uptake locations, precautionary measures), relevant items from the exemption
application (based on appendix to Guidelines (G7)).

3.28 The Meeting welcomed the offer by the Co-Chairs to develop the checklist further for
consideration by the next meeting and possible inclusion as an annex to the JHP, taking into account
the comments provided above.

3.29 In concluding the discussions related to the JHP, the Meeting agreed that the Co-Chairs
will prepare a draft revised JHP, based on previous agreements and also agreements by this Meeting,
which will be circulated intersessionally for comments, with the aim to providing an improved draft
revised JHP to TG BALLAST 10-2019 for consideration as appropriate.

Agenda Item 4 Port Sampling

Document 4-1, 4-2

4.1 The Meeting took note of the reports of the MONIS 3 project on the development of 22
species-specific eDNA-based test systems for monitoring and mapping of the occurrence of non-
indigenous species in Danish marine waters (document 4-1 and Presentation 4).

4.2 The Meeting discussed some of the technical procedures and challenges related to eDNA-
based monitoring and encouraged interested institutions, especially in neighbouring countries, to
further develop such systems and exchange information in this regard.

4.3 The Meeting took note of the presentation of an overview of the development process of
the port sampling protocol, and how the data collection was carried out using port surveys (Rotterdam
and Vlissingen) as presented by the Netherlands at the ICMB-X International Conference on Bio-
invasions 16-18 October 2018, Puerto Madryn, Argentina (document 4-2).

4.4 The Meeting considered the multiple use of the Port Survey Protocol to be a process that
supports the dissemination and to improvement the validity and the quality of the Protocol as a tool
for the global management of aquatic alien species.

4.5 The Meeting took note of additional sampling activities in North East Atlantic and Baltic
Sea ports during 2017 and 2018 or any such activities planned for 2019 as follows:

- Denmark conducted surveys in Esbjerg and Aarhus ports using the JHP protocol in 2017;

- Estonia is conducting sampling in the port of Muuga using the JHP protocol but excluding
pathogens. The data will be submitted to the JHP database soon;
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- Finland has recently conducted sampling in the port of Helsinki in accordance with the JHP
protocol. The data will be submitted to the JHP database soon;

- Germany informed of surveys being done in Hamburg, Kiel, Cuxhaven and Jade-Weser ports in
accordance with the JHP protocol, with data being submitted for inclusion in the JHP database
soon. Germany will share their experiences in this regard in more detail at TG BALLAST 10-
2019; and

- Poland has conducted port surveys according to the JHP protocol in its major four ports and
the data will be submitted for inclusion to the JHP database in early 2019.

Agenda Item 5 On-line decision support tool

Document 5-1

5.1 The Meeting took note of the update on the improvement of the online JHP decision
support tool as presented by the HELCOM Secretariat in document 5-1 and Presentation 5.

5.2 The Meeting discussed the various proposals set out in document 5-1 and recognized that
there may be a need to differentiate between the dataset to be included in the decision support tool
and the full dataset that may be needed for a more comprehensive risk assessment. The Meeting
agreed that the data gathered by the port surveys using the JHP reporting form is valuable and should
not be lost.

5.3 The Meeting consequently agreed that from now on, the new form for port survey data
submission as included in Annex 1 of document 5-1 should be used when submitting data to the
HELCOM Secretariat for inclusion in the JHP decision support tool. In addition, the Meeting agreed that
the previous form should continue to be filled in and stored in a dedicated workspace to be made
available in the HELCOM Meeting Portal. The Meeting invited the HELCOM Secretariat to inform the
Meeting Participants and TG Ballast nominated contact points of the details of this arrangement, when
operational.

5.4 With regard to the proposal to include an additional level in the risk assessment algorithm
evaluating human pathogen concentrations, the Meeting noted a comment that pathogens are not
considered in risk assessments conducted by the responsible authorities in some countries, and agreed
that the matter would be best to considered as part of chapter 7 of the JHP rather than as part of the
JHP algorithm in the decision support tool.

5.5 The Meeting agreed on the importance to ensure that the JHP and the decision support
tool are in line with Guidelines (G7).

5.6 Following discussion, the Meeting also considered and agreed on the following proposals
set out in document 5-1:

- redesigning the online user interface (moving away from Oracle APEX platform) and inclusion
of GIS component as well as the display of selected map layers proposed in relation to the
implementation of GIS functionalities;

- the automatic report on the outcome of the risk assessment for a particular route as included
in Annex 2 of document 5-1;

- the substitution in the current species salinity tolerance range data for SALINITY_MAX and
SALINITY_MIN and use of these values when conducting the risk assessment;

- on-going process to create a link between the online JHP decision support tool and AquaNIS
database; and

- transferring the so far collected port survey data from the online JHP decision support tool to
the BaltiCheck database and storing of future port survey observations in the BaltiCheck
database.
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Agenda Item 6 Target Species

No documents

6.1 Apart from the detailed discussions on target species under Agenda Item 3 above, the
Meeting did not discuss any further matters related to cooperation between HELCOM and OSPAR on
updating the target species lists.

Agenda Item 7 Open Issues

Document: 7-1

7.1 The Meeting took note of the information provided by the Netherlands on biofouling as
important pathway for non-native species by recreational boating in the Dutch Delta area, the North
Sea coast and the Wadden Sea as contained in document 7-1 and Presentation 6.

7.2 Recalling the discussion on biofouling in relation to the COMPLETE Project under Agenda
Item 3 above, the Meeting discussed the occurrence and relevance of hull-fouling as pathway for NIS
and concerns regarding awareness and application of IMO guidance on this issue among recreational
boat owners and harbour masters in the HELCOM and OSPAR areas.

7.3 Several of the participating countries expressed interest to also circulate the biofouling
questionnaire set out in the IMO Guidance for evaluating the Biofouling Guidelines (MEPC 1/Circ.811)
to relevant stakeholders, as done by the Netherlands.

7.4 The Meeting discussed the harmonization of the proposed evaluation procedure of the
IMO Biofouling Guidelines MEPC.207(62) (commercial ships) and MEPC.1/Circ.792, (recreational craft)
with a view to contribute to the work done in IMQO’s Sub-Committee on Pollution Prevention and
Response (PPR), using (MEPC.1/Circ.811) as the basis.

7.5 The Meeting noted information provided by the OSPAR Secretariat on initial discussions
amongst OSPAR EIHA Heads of Delegation, where one option going forward would be to have a group
focusing on NIS pressures.

7.6 The Meeting considered the proposal for adding hull fouling (recreational and commercial
craft) to the ToR for TG Ballast and that this is a matter of great importance that needs to be considered
within HELCOM and OSPAR in some way. However, the Meeting agreed that it may not be appropriate
to amend the ToR for TG Ballast at this stage, noting inter alia challenges with the timeline for this
work and recalling that the main purpose of TG Ballast is to consider exemptions under the BWM
Convention.

7.7 The Meeting noted the complexity of the matter, including both pleasure craft and
commercial vessels, as well as regional and global (IMO) developments. The Meeting therefore agreed
that a more flexible approach than amending the ToR for TG Ballast is needed, such as a biofouling
workshop to which the HELCOM and OSPAR Contracting Parties would be invited, as well as the
COMPLETE Project partners and other interested stakeholders.

7.8 The Meeting welcomed the offer by the Netherlands to consider organizing such a
workshop in 2019 to share experiences and ideas related to biofouling management, as well as to
consider harmonization of the proposed evaluation procedure of the IMO Biofouling Guidelines
MEPC.207(62) using MEPC.1/Circ.811, with a view to contribute to the work done in IMO’s Sub-
Committee on Pollution Prevention and Response (PPR).

Agenda Item 8 Any other business

Documents: 8-1

8.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the ongoing Study of Ballast Water Indicative
Analysis Devices Testing in Finland (document 8-1). The Meeting noted that the results of the study
will be submitted by Finland to MEPC, as well as future meetings of HELCOM Maritime and TG Ballast.
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8.2 The Meeting thanked Finland for sharing this information and encouraged other countries
to do the same if similar studies have been conducted.

8.3 The Meeting noted that there is an Interreg project Atlantic Blue Ports with 20 partners
conducting similar tests on a specific ballast water management system in France and Spain, and that
Spain will provide further information to TG BALLAST 10-2019.

8.4 The Meeting noted information provided by the Chair of the OSPAR Expert Working Group
for non-indigenous species with regard to ongoing work on establishing data flows for non-indigenous
species and the potential use of the AquaNIS as the centralized database.

8.5 The Meeting took note of an invitation to participate in an international survey
on ”Marine bioinvasions 2050”.

Agenda Item 9 Work plan and future meetings

Documents: 9-1, 9-2

9.1 The Meeting took note of the current Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST Work Plan
(document 9-1).

9.2 The Meeting updated and agreed on the work plan of the Task Group for 2019-2020 as
contained in Annex 3.

9.3 The Meeting updated the Official Contact Points for BWMC A-4 Exemptions as contained
in Annex 4.

9.4 The Meeting updated the contact list for both HELCOM and OSPAR (document 9-2) and

agreed that, taking into account the EU General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR, (EU) 2016/679),
the List of Contacts and Observers of TG BALLAST will be published on the HELCOM Meeting Portal and
OSPAR website after the meeting only upon receipt of consent for publication by all contact persons.
Otherwise the list will be kept as a restricted document.

9.5 The Meeting welcomed the offer by Estonia to consider hosting the next meeting, to be
held tentatively in November 2019.

9.6 The Meeting thanked Ulrik Berggreen for his contribution to this group and wished him
the best for the future.

9.7 The Meeting thanked Sweden for hosting as well as the excellent arrangements.
Agenda ltem 10  Outcome of the Meeting

Documents: 10-1

10.1 The Meeting adopted the draft outcome (document 10-1). The full outcome of the
Meeting including Annexes will be finalised by the Secretariats in consultation with the Chair, and will
then be made available in the HELCOM Meeting Portal and on the OSPAR website.
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Annex 1 List of Participants

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
CO-CHAIRS
Mr. Henrik Ramstedt Swedish Transport Agency Dir.Phone: +46 104953251
Maritime and Civil Aviation Email: henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se
Department
SE-60173 Norrkoping
Ms. Susanne Heitmdller Federal Maritime and Dir.Phone: +49 4031907417
Hydrographic Agency Email: susanne.heitmueller@bsh.de
Bernhard-Nocht-Str. 78
D-20359 Hamburg
DENMARK
Mr. Ulrik Berggreen Ministry of the Environment Dir.Phone: +45 93588153
Danish Nature Agency Email: ucb@nst.dk
Haraldsgade 53
DK-Copenhagen O
Mr. Kim Larsen Ministry of Environment and Dir. Phone: +45 51268063
Food Email: kilar@mst.dk
Haraldsgade 53
Copenhagen O
Mr. Frank Stuer- Litehauz Dir. Phone:
Lauridsen Diplomvej 381, 2800 kgs. Email: fsl@litehauz.dk
Lyngby
ESTONIA
Mr. Kaspar Anderson Ministry of the Environment Dir. Phone: +372 6262990
Marine Environment Fax: +372 6262801
Department Email: kaspar.anderson@envir.ee
Narva mnt 7A
EE-15172 Tallinn
Mr. Henn Ojaveer Estonian Marine Institute Dir. Phone: +372 4434456
University of Tartu Fax: +372 6718900
Lootsi 2A Email: Henn.Ojaveer@ut.ee
EE-80012 Parnu
FINLAND
Mr. Ville-Veikko Finnish Transport Safety Agency | Dir.Phone: +358 295346642
Intovuori (TraFi) Email: ville-veikko.intovuori@trafi.fi
Vehicle and Infrastructure
Approvals
Kumpulantie 9
P.O. Box 320
FI-00520 Helsinki
Ms. Eveliina Klemola Wega Dir.Phone: +358400505450
Email: eveliina.klemola @wega.fi
Ms. Maiju Lehtiniemi Finnish Environment Institute Dir.Phone: +358 40 725 50 85
Marine Research Center Email: maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi
P.O. Box 140
FI-00251 Helsinki
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GERMANY

Ms. Katja Broeg

Federal Maritime and
Hydrographic Agency
Bernhard-Nocht-Str. 78
20359 Hamburg
Germany

Dir.Phone: +49 (0) 40 3190-7415
Email: Katja.Broeg@bsh.de

LATVIA

Ms. leva Barda

Latvian Institute of Aquatic
Ecology

Voleru Str. 4

Riga, Latvia, LV-1007

Dir.Phone:+37129351779
Email: ieva.barda@lhei.lv

Ms. leva Putna - Nimane

Latvian Institute of Aquatic
Ecology

Voleru Str. 4

Riga, Latvia, LV-1007

Dir.Phone:
Email: ieva.putna@Ihei.lv

LITHUANIA

Ms. Toma Bulauskiené

Environmental Protection
Agency

Marine Environment
Assessment Division

Dir.Phone: +370 46410455
Email: toma.bulauskiene@aaa.am.lt

THE NETHERLANDS

Mr. Saa Henry Kabuta

Senior adviser/specialist
Ministry of Infrastructure and
Water Management
Department of Water
Management

Postbus 17

NL-Lelystad

Dir.Phone: +31 629382319
Email: saahenry.kabuta@rws.nl

POLAND

Ms. Edyta Biatowgs

Port of Gdynia Authority S.A.

9 Rotterdamska St.
81-337 Gdynia

Dir.Phone: +48 586274493
Email: e.bialowas@port.gdynia.pl

Mr. Piotr Gruszka

Maritime Institute in Gdansk

Dir.Phone: +48585520034
Email: pgruszka@im.gda.pl

Ms. Magdalena
Korpalska

Port of Gdanska Authority S.A.

Dir.Phone: +48601642668
Email: magdalena.korpalska@portgdansk.pl

Ms. Joanna Lyjak

Ministry of Maritime, Economy
and Inland Navigation

ul. Nowy Swiat 6/12

00-400 Warszawa

Dir.Phone: +48 (22) 583 85 79
Email: joanna.lyjak@mgm.gov.pl

Ms. Magdalena
Masalska

Zarzad Morskich Portow
Szczecin i Swinoujécie S.A.

Dir.Phone: +48914308046
Email: m.masalska@port.szczecin.pl

Ms. Monika Normant-
Saremba

Institute of Oceanography
University of Gdansk
Bazynskiego 1A

Gdansk

Dir. Phone: +48585236868
Fax: +48585236678

Email: monika.normant@ug.edu.pl

Ms. Beata Ptatkowska

Zarzad Morskich Portéw
Szczecin i Swinoujécie S.A.

Dir.Phone: +48 91 430 89 32
Email: b.platkowska@port.szczecin.pl
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Mr. Rafal Rogas

Polska Zegluga Morska P.P.
(Polsteam)

Plac Rodla 8.

Dir.Phone:
Email: rafal.rogas@polsteam.com

PL-70419 Szczecin

SPAIN

Mr. Julio de la Cueva

Puertos del Estado

Avda. del Partenén 10
28042 Madrid

Dir. Phone: +34 648977563
Email: jcueva@puertos.es

SWEDEN

Ms. Maria Karlberg

Swedish Meteorological and
Hydrological Institute (SMHI)
Sven Kallfelts gata 15

426 71 Vastra Frolunda

Dir.Phone:
Email:maria.karlberg@smbhi.se

Mr. Mikael Krysell

Swedish Agency for Water and
Marine Management

Box 11930
SE-404 39 Goteborg

Dir.Phone: +46 106986000
Email: mikael.krysell@havochvatten.se

Mr. Erland Lettevall

Swedish Agency for Water and
Marine Management

Box 11930

SE-404 39 Goteborg

Dir.Phone: +46 106986000
Email: erland.lettevall@havochvatten.se

Mr. Jonas Palsson

Swedish Agency for Water and
Marine Management

Box 11930

SE-404 39 Goteborg

Dir.Phone: +46765386087
Email: jonas.palsson@havochvatten.se

OBSERVERS

INTERFERRY

Ms. Cecilia Andersson

Stena Line Scandinavia AB
Interferry Europe

rue Ducale 67/B2

B-1000 Brussels

Dir.Phone: +46704858253
Email: cecilia.andersson@stenaline.com

INVITED GUEST

Ms. Lena Granhag

Chalmers University of
Technology

Maritime Environmental
Sciences Unit
SE-412 96 Gothenburg

Dir.Phone: +46 317721461
Email: lena.granhag@chalmers.se

Mr. Paul Stebbing

Chair of the OSPAR expert
working group for non-

Dir.Phone: +441305206621
Email: paul.stebbing@cefas.co.uk

indigenous species

HELCOM/OSPAR S

ECRETARIAT

Mr. Markus Helavuori
Professional Secretary

Helsinki Commission
Katajanokanlaituri 6 B
FI-00160 Helsinki

Dir.Phone: +358 40 162 6520
Email: Markus.Helavuori@helcom.fi

Mr. Philip Stamp
Deputy Secretary

OSPAR Commission
Victoria House

37-63 Southampton Row
London WC1B 4DA

Dir.Phone:
Email: Philip.Stamp@ospar.org

Ms. Marta Ruiz
Associate Professional
Secretary

Helsinki Commission
Katajanokanlaituri 6B

Dir.Phone: +358 406472424
Email: marta.ruiz@helcom.fi

FI-00160 Helsinki
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Mr. Manuel Sala Perez
Project Researcher

Helsinki Commission
Katajanokanlaituri 6B
FI-00160 Helsinki

Dir.Phone: +358 401678611
Email: Manuel.SalaPerez@helcom.fi
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Annex 2 List of Documents

HELCOM-OSPAR Date
TG BALLAST dd.mm Title Submitted by
7-2016 ALY
1-1 17.10.2018 Provisional Agenda HELCOM and OSPAR
Secretariats
1-2 6.11.2018 Provisional Annotated Agenda The Chairs and the
Secretariats
1-3 27.11.2018 Co-Chairs Letter - plan of work for Co-Chairs
HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST 9-2018
2-1 14.11.2018 Outcome of HELCOM Ministerial Meeting HELCOM Secretariat
2-2 14.11.2018 Update of the Baltic Sea Action Plan (BSAP) HELCOM Secretariat
2-3 14.11.2018 Outcomes of relevant HELCOM meetings HELCOM Secretariat
2-4 27.11.2018 Update on MEPC outcomes HELCOM and OSPAR
Secretariats
3-1 27.11.2018 Responses to revision and review request on Co-Chairs
JHP revision needs
3-2 27.11.2018 Items for the new chapter (chapter 7) on the Co-Chairs
final risk assessment
3-3 27.11.2018 Checklist of elements for a recommended Co-Chairs
model for an exemption according to the Joint
Harmonised Procedure (JHP)
3-4 28.11.2018 Target species selection criteria for risk HELCOM Secretariat
assessment based exemptions of ballast water
management requirements in the Baltic Sea
3-5 29.11.2018 Note on including natural dispersal as part of Denmark
Risk Assessment of Marine Invasive Species
when using the joint OSPAR/HELCOM
harmonized procedure for granting exemptions
4-1 20.11.2018 Monitoring of non-indigenous species in Danish | Denmark
marine waters by development of species-
specific eDNA-based test systems
4-2 29.11.2018 Multiple uses of a Port Survey Protocol as a tool | The Netherlands
for alien species management
5-1 27.11.2018 Update on the improvement of the online JHP HELCOM Secretariat
decision support tool
7-1 29.11.2018 OSPAR-EIHA proposal for the provisional The Netherlands
inclusion of hull fouling issues to the ToR of the
HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST
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8-1 27.11.2018 Information on the ongoing Study of Ballast Finland
Water Indicative Analysis Devices Testing in
Finland
8-2 28.11.2018 Status report of the COMPLETE Project HELCOM Secretariat
9-1 14.11.2018 Current Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG Ballast Water | HELCOM and OSPAR
Work Plan Secretariats
9-2 27.11.2018 Contact addresses of Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG HELCOM and OSPAR

BALLAST

Secretariats
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Annex 3 Updated Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG Ballast Water Work Plan 2019-2020

wp Actions from TOR Activity Timing Task leader
1 Meeting organisation Arrange meetings and TG BALLAST 10 November OSPAR Secretariat and HELCOM Secretariat
documentation 2019
2 Overall revision Carry out overall revision of the JHP First formal revision proposal Intersessional correspondence work under lead of
to be considered by TG Co-Chairs
BALLAST 10-2019
3 Port surveys Port Survey Testing in the Baltic Continuous National Initiatives
Port surveys Port Survey Testing in the North East | Continuous National Initiatives
Atlantic
Port surveys Consider potential synergies with Continuous TG BALLAST and other HELCOM/OSPAR groups
MSFD monitoring
Port surveys Generate a list of surveyed ports Continuously HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats
according to JHP protocol
Port surveys Generate a list of ports surveyed Information to be submitted CPs & HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats
under other methods to TG Ballast meetings
4 Target Species Review of HELCOM target species Continuous HELCOM Maritime sub-group on Baltic A-4 target
List species list (Maiju Lehtiniemi)
Target Species Review of OSPAR target species List Continuous OSPAR NIS Expert Group (Paul Stebbing)
Target Species HELCOM/OSPAR cooperation on Continuous HELCOM Maritime sub-group on Baltic A-4 target
target species list species list (Maiju Lehtiniemi) & OSPAR NIS Expert
Group (Paul Stebbing)
8 Data storage and decision Update online decision support tool Continuous. HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats
support tool Larger revisions according to
COMPLETE timeplan.
Data storage and decision Early warning system According to COMPLETE HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats
support tool timeplan (tentatively
September 2019).
9 Outstanding issues Elaboration of same risk area TG BALLAST 10-2019 Belgium, Denmark, The Netherlands and Sweden
concept as part of Chapter 7 of JHP
10 Terms of reference Proposal for Terms of Reference for By TG BALLAST 2020 Secretariats
2021-
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Annex 4 Official Contact Points for BWMC A-4 Exemptions (Missing information to be added)

DENMARK (HELCOM and OSPAR)

Mr. Ulrik Berggreen
Ministry of the Environment
Danish Nature Agency

ucb@mst.dk

Mr. Kim Larsen
Ministry of the Environment
Danish Nature Agency

kilar@mst.dk
ESTONIA (HELCOM)

Estonian Maritime Administration
Further details to be provided at a later stage

EUROPEAN UNION (HELCOM and OSPAR)
(Please note that the EU is not granting exemptions)

Mr. Maik Schmahl
Directorate-General for Mobility and Transport
maik.schmahl@ec.europa.eu

Mr. Brian Elliott
European Maritime Safety Agency (EMSA)
Brian.ELLIOTT @emsa.europa.eu

FINLAND (HELCOM and OSPAR)

Mr. Ville-Veikko Intovuori
Finnish Transport Safety Agency (TraFi)
ville-veikko.intovuori@trafi.fi

GERMANY (HELCOM and OSPAR)

Ms. Katrin Ewert

Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency
Environmental Protection in Maritime Traffic (S41)
P.0. Box 301220

Bernhard-Nocht-Strasse 78

D-20359 Hamburg

katrin.ewert@bsh.de
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IRELAND (OSPAR)

Chief Surveyor

Irish Maritime Administration

Marine Survey Office

Department of Transport, Tourism & Sport
Leeson Lane

Dublin 2

LATVIA (HELCOM)
LITHUANIA (HELCOM)

Ms. Aisté Kubilitté

Ms. Toma Bulauskiené
Environmental Protection Agency
aiste.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt
Tel.:+370 46410455
toma.bulauskiene@aaa.am.lt

THE NETHERLANDS (OSPAR)

Mr. Tjitse Lupgens

Netherlands Shipping Inspectorate
tiitse.lupgens@ilent.nl

Tel.: 031-646707059

NORWAY (OSPAR)

Ms. Mona Kristensen
Norwegian Maritime Authority
Tel.: 004752745212

mkr@sdir.no
POLAND (HELCOM)

(Still not a Party to the Convention) Regarding inquiries:
Ms. Joanna Lyjak

Ministry of Maritime, Economy and Inland Navigation
ioanna.lyjak@mgm.gov.pl

Tel.: +48 (22) 583 85 79

RUSSIA (HELCOM)
SPAIN (OSPAR)

Mr. José Luis Garcia Lena

Deputy Director for Maritime Safety and Marine Pollution
Maritime Directorate

Ministry of Transport

C/Ruiz de Alarcén 1

28014 — MADRID

Tel.: +34 915 979269

jlgarcial@fomento.es
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SWEDEN (HELCOM and OSPAR)

Mr. Henrik Ramstedt
Swedish Transport Agency
henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se
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