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The Meeting was held Online on 20 February 2020 and was chaired by EN-HZ Co-Chairs Berit Brockmeyer, 
Germany, and Jaakko Mannio, Finland. 

Meeting documents are available in the Document Library of the EN-HZ 12-2020 Meeting Site. A single 
meeting site has been opened to host the Biological Effects discussion and planning and the meeting of EN-
HZ 12-2020.  

A TO-DO list is also provided in the meeting site where the ToRs and workplan have been set out and aspects 
from earlier meetings and from the HELCOM Indicator Workshop have been included under the relevant 
sections. The idea of this document is to compile everything together and to keep track of progress. 

A list of participants is provided in Annex 1. 

Provisional Annotated Agenda  

Agenda Item 1: Adoption of the Agenda - DEC 
1.1 The Meeting adopted the agenda. 

Agenda Item 2: Sufficiency of Measures (SOM) analysis Activity-Pressure survey - CMNT 
2.1 The Activity-Pressure survey was briefly introduced, noting that there has so far been individual 
responses from Finland and Estonia. 

2.2 Clarified that some of the SOM background documents provide information on this topic but it 
does not give a full coverage thus this survey is needed. 

2.3 Clarified that this survey is different from the online ones that have been sent out separately and 
that it provides an independent part of the SOM analysis. 

2.4 Experts are invited to complete the survey (Document 2.1 Hazardous Substances Activity-
Pressure survey) by 28 February at the latest and the Secretariat can support experts if needed (please 
contact Luke.dodd@helcom.fi with questions or clarifications).  

2.5 Clarified that all responses are welcomed, including responses for persons that previously 
participated in the SOM HZ Workshop. Noted that the discussions at that workshop were used in devising 
further questionnaires in the SOM process and no data/input was recorded during that process so as to 
keep development and data requests as separate aspects. 

2.6 Noted that uncertainty is reflected within the survey (i.e. the higher and lower values requested). 

Agenda Item 3: PFOS in biota: Monitoring and Assessment Guideline - CMNT 
3.1 The Monitoring and Assessment Guideline for PFOS in biota (as drafted by Estonia) was briefly 
discussed.  

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/Forms/AllItems.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/default.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/TO%20DO%20LIST%20post-EN-HZ%2011-2019.docx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/Document%202.1%20Hazardous%20Substances%20Activity-Pressure%20survey.xlsx?Web=1
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/Document%202.1%20Hazardous%20Substances%20Activity-Pressure%20survey.xlsx?Web=1
mailto:Luke.dodd@helcom.fi
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3.2 No further comments were received on the draft document. 

3.3 The Meeting invited Estonia to send a final ‘cleaned’ version to EN-HZ with a final call for 
comments by 13 march, after which point it will be prepared to be submitted to State and Conservation 
for approval. 

Agenda Item 4: Reporting less-than values and uncertainties – CMNT 
4.1 ICES briefly reintroduced the concept, as detailed in Document 4.1 Reporting of less-than values 
and uncertainties. 

4.2 It was generally considered that the overall process was mainly related to improved flagging of data 
and should improve the functioning of the (semi)automated HZ assessment tool. It provides improved data 
ID based on standardised rules, for example related to limits of detection and limits of quantification. 
Overall it should improve quality and prevent unnecessary exclusion of data in later assessment steps. 

4.3 Considered valuable to apply same processes and rules as OSPAR region, in particular since the 
assessment tool (i.e. MIME R-script) is a common thread for assessments in both regions. 

4.4 Noted that it is critical that national data centres also receive this information so that it can be fully 
applied in practice at the data reporting stages. 

4.5 The Meeting agreed that the document should be provided to State and Conservation to ensure 
it is appropriately reviewed, approved and passed to the appropriate national data centres. 

4.6 Noted that historic data will not be influenced by changes in data reporting rules. Data prior to 
2018 has the possibility to include all the same relevant parameters and information but where absent the 
existing rules will be applied (e.g. these new rules will be bypassed). 

Agenda Item 5: Other relevant processes that are ongoing - CMNT 

SEAM Project 
5.1 The SEAM project and relevant recommendations, as provided in document 5.1, were briefly 
introduced by project partners from IOW, Germany. 

5.2  Discussion related to use of ‘master stations’ addressed how this approach contributed to 
improved spatial coverage and other substances. Clarified that proposal considered that ‘master stations’ 
provided an approach that would compile the assessment of multiple parameters at the same place and 
could also include historic aspects (e.g. sediment cores) and biological effects (possibly allowing improved 
causal linkages). This approach could then free up resources for other monitoring to be better distributed 
spatially, especially if monitoring of the ‘master stations’ was shared across the region. 

5.3 Discussion related to sediment cores and data presented under agenda item 8. 

5.4 The Meeting noted that Finland is also preparing a synopsis (input to the Baltic Sea Action Plan 
(BSAP) update) on the use of cores for assessment and linkage of historic contaminant inputs. 

5.5 Poland informed that they have a manuscript on the topic and will supply the paper to the group 
involved in preparing an overview. 

HAZBREF Project 
5.6 The Meeting took note of the brief introduction on the HAZBREF project and noted that there were 
reports and other relevant information available through the project website. 

5.7 The project examines industrial regulation and permitting related to hazardous substances and is in 
the process of preparing recommendations that could contribute to improved regulation of emissions. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/4.1%20Reporting%20of%20less-than%20values%20and%20uncertainties.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/4.1%20Reporting%20of%20less-than%20values%20and%20uncertainties.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/Document%205.1%20Summary%20of%20gaps%20analyses%20and%20preliminary%20recommendations%20from%20BONUS%20SEAM.pdf
https://www.syke.fi/projects/hazbref
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5.8 The Meeting took note that the project final conference will take place in Dessau, Germany 3–4 
June 2020. 

5.9 The Meeting noted that an extension is currently being applied for by the HAZBREF project and that 
this aims to focus on industrial permitting and permissions and also provide support for the update of the 
BSAP. 

5.10 The Meeting took note of information from Denmark that there had recently been a national 
workshop covering the topics of how to reduce emissions of hazardous substances (in particular related to 
EU Water Framework Directive (WFD) and Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) perspectives). It 
was commented that managers and persons from industry would welcome guidance on aspects related to 
this topic, including how to calculate and consider the impact of substances (especially priority substances), 
that improved knowledge sharing would support them, and that some form of follow up process would be 
valuable (e.g. emissions cataloguing).  

5.11 The meeting noted these aspects and HAZBREF informed that some of these issues were on the 
agenda for the later stages of their project, in particular the concept of broader knowledge sharing. 

HELCOM (project) related to Hazardous substances 
5.12 The Meeting took note of the Proposal to develop a strategic regional policy document on 
modernizing of HELCOM hazardous substances framework. 

5.13 The Meeting took note that the initial planning of this project was underway and welcomed 
comments. Comments should be provided to the Secretariat (owen.rowe@helcom.fi).  

5.14 The Meeting noted that the project would work closely with other relevant international projects 
and also with HELCOM structures/groups such as EN-HZ, CG PHARMA and PRESSURE. 

EU D8/D9 workshop (29-30 April) 
5.15 The Meeting took note of the progress related update from the EU MSFD D8/D9 process, as 
presented in document 5.2. 

5.16 The Meeting noted that the work in this EU process had several overlaps with work proposed in EN-
HZ and that it may be a valuable process to be engaged in for HELCOM Contracting parties that are also EU 
Member States.  

5.17 The Meeting noted that the next EU D8/D9 workshop would take place 29-30 April in Nantes, 
France, that the link with Regional Sea Councils had been identified as important, and that Denmark, 
Finland, Poland, Sweden, and potentially the Secretariat are exploring the possibility to attend. 

5.18 The issue of data in EMODNET was briefly discussed and it was noted that while this may offer a 
broader selection of data overall it currently does not offer the stringent data quality assurances that the 
HELCOM COMBINE database hosted by ICES offers. 

5.19 The Meeting noted the comment that the issue of integration between the WFD and MSFD was an 
important and often tricky issue. It was hoped that progress could be made on this issue and that aspects 
such as the setting of EQS values for biota could be taken further in time by the Joint Research Centre (JRC). 

5.20 Note that since the online meeting a draft agenda has been shared and it is now added to the 
meeting site, here. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/PRESSURE%2011-2019-628/MeetingDocuments/6-4%20Proposal%20to%20develop%20a%20strategic%20regional%20policy%20document%20on%20modernizing%20of%20HELCOM%20hazardous%20substances%20framework.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/PRESSURE%2011-2019-628/MeetingDocuments/6-4%20Proposal%20to%20develop%20a%20strategic%20regional%20policy%20document%20on%20modernizing%20of%20HELCOM%20hazardous%20substances%20framework.pdf
mailto:owen.rowe@helcom.fi
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/Document%205.2%20Progress%20update%20on%20EU%20MSFD%20D8%20and%20D9.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/Draft%20Agenda%20-%202020%20MSFD%20Contaminants%20D8%2BD9%20Workshop.pdf
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EU WGGES Workshop on horizontal assessment issues (31 March-1 April) 
5.21 The EU workshop on horizontal assessment issues was briefly introduced, noting that it was 
currently being planned and may be relevant to those HELCOM Contracting parties that are also EU 
Member States. 

5.22 It was noted that further information would likely be disseminated through national EU WGGES 
contact points in due course. 

Agenda Item 6: Biological Effects overview and planning - CMNT 
6.1 The Meeting took note of the designated Biological Effects discussion and planning that had taken 
place and noted that the outcomes of that work would be provided in this meeting site shortly. 

6.2 ICES enquired as to if any HELCOM countries planned to attend the WG BEC meeting (2-6 March) 
and noted that Finland and Denmark will likely attend. 

6.3 The Meeting consider the discussion from the Biological Effects meeting and agreed that the 
regional overview from the HELCOM region (once updated) should be shared with the WG BEC meeting to 
indicate the regional processes ongoing. 

Agenda Item 7: Update from the Second HELCOM Indicator Workshop – CMNT 
7.1 The Second HELCOM Indicator Workshop, held on 16-18 October 2019, was briefly introduced and 
the Meeting took note of the outcomes in the form of a workplan, as summarized in Document 7.1). 

7.2 The Meeting addressed some of the listed issues (i.e. those not in agenda item 8) including: 

i. The division of the metals indicator – Poland (supported by Denmark) would divide into separate 
metals in due course. 

ii. The issue of identifying spills other than oil – the issue should be considered in greater detail at the 
autumn physical meeting. Noted that IWGAS relies on aerial surveillance and identification of other 
substances not simple. Noted that in Germany there is analysis done to identify ‘common’ levels of 
PAHs and alkanes in the marine environment and that this approach can be applied to assessing if a 
spill has occurred and if ‘common/normal’ levels have been returned to. Considered that how to 
address this issue, how to consider substances other than oil, and how to deal with significant 
pollution events in an assessment should be discussed at the autumn meeting. 

iii. Noted that the lead for the White-tailed sea eagle indicator in Sweden is currently on leave and will 
return during April. Also noted that there had been a recent nomination for a co-lead from Finland 
(Toni Laaksonen). 

iv. Noted that the Secretariat was awaiting news on an application related to public data and data 
visibility, in which the HZ assessment and CHASE integrated assessment tool had been included as 
one work package. The Secretariat will inform once news is available. 

v. Screening data was discussed and considered to be a valuable area for further work. Noted that in 
OSPAR region Contracting parties had established a project where samples were sent from 
different countries to a central lab where all were analysed. Understood that each country paid for 
their own samples and that a report for the overall data set was part of the project sum, 

a. Sweden and Denmark offered to share the relevant information from the OSPAR MIME 
meeting on the project. 

b. Sweden, Denmark and the Secretariat agreed to draft a document/proposal for State and 
Conservation to clarify of a similar project could be developed in the HELCOM region. 

c. Noted that the data summary is semi-quantitative/quantitative but provides a good 
overview. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/INDICATOR%20WS%202-2019-676/default.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/Document%207.1%20Update%20from%20the%20Second%20HELCOM%20Indicator%20Workshop.pdf
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d. Discussed that BaltHealth project may also offer good data though the data is generally 
targeted contaminants and not pure non-targeted screening. Noted that large amount of 
data from Swedish, German and Danish partners likely included and that final meeting will 
take place in March.  

e. Also noted that Nordic Screening work and project on non-target compounds may be of 
interest. https://nordicscreening.org/ (general) and https://nordicscreening.org/?p=143 
(the non-target report) 

vi. Contaminants in foodstuffs, including possible conversion factors to address this issue and a review 
of available data, were discussed. It was considered that the topic should be returned to in the 
autumn meeting and that progress at the EU D8/D9 workshop may be valuable first. 

vii. Proposed that an invitation to present at the autumn EN-HZ meeting should be extended to the 
BaltHealth project.  

viii. Noted also that Sweden has carried out additional work on POPs in seals and would be willing to 
also present this at the autumn meeting. 

ix. The possibility to provide a place to share project outcomes within the group was discussed and 
the Secretariat agreed to explore the possibility and option to provide a workspace area for this 
purpose. 

x. The review of data via the automated HZ assessment tool (as developed in cooperation with ICES) 
was proposed to be moved to the physical meeting in autumn. The exact data period available 
would clearer near the time as it is close to the reporting deadline, though it was considered good 
to plan a process or the autumn meeting since there was already data available from 2017 onwards 
to examine. Noted also that the pre-planning for this would likely be needed with Hans and Anna 
(ICES) and Rob (OSPAR). 

Agenda Item 8: Planning of next steps to prepare for autumn meeting – CMNT 
8.1 The Meeting discussed each of the following items and made provisional plans with the autumn 
meeting being the next focal point for the work to be ready. 

i. Autumn meeting of EN-HZ 

8.2 The Meeting considered the proposal from the Biological Effects planning meeting and agreed that 
the week of 21-25 September 2020 would be a viable time for the autumn meeting of the EN-HZ group 
(back-to-back with a circa 2-day workshop on Biological Effects). 

8.3 The Meeting welcomed the offer from Sweden that they could likely host the EN-HZ events at 
either the Swedish EPA or the Natural History Museum. 

8.4 A provisional plan would be to have the meeting from lunch on Monday 21 September through to 
lunch/early afternoon on Friday 25 September, providing circa 2 days for the Biological Effects Workshop 
and circa 2.25 days for the EN-HZ meeting (back-to-back). Considered that 20-25 persons might attend the 
two events. 

ii. Cu indicator  

8.5 The Meeting took note of the presentation by Denmark on data and the work that has taken place 
in the OSPAR region. 

8.6 The Meeting took note of the information that Sweden was in the process of appointing a person 
to work on the topic, including covering aspects such as data availability, appropriate threshold values, 
draft an indicator concept, build comparability with OSPAR region work, and explore linkages to sources. 

https://nordicscreening.org/
https://nordicscreening.org/?p=143
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/HELCOM%20EN-HZ%202020_Normalisation%20and%20Cu.pptx
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8.7 The Meeting noted that Sweden plans to discuss further work on the topic directly with Denmark 
(since they were identified as leading the work in EN-HZ 10-2019). 

8.8 Sweden noted that for the existing work they correct for background levels and Denmark carry out 
the same procedure. 

8.9 Sweden and Denmark will provide an update on progress at the autumn meeting. 

iii. Al/Li and TOC normalisation 

8.10 The Meeting took note of the presentation by Denmark. 

8.11 The Meeting took note that the correlations in the Baltic Sea region were often not as strong as 
those found in the North Sea region and that while Li appeared better than Al the application of either 
approach resulted in a potentially significant loss of data from the assessment. 

8.12 TOC (Total Organic Carbon) normalization for components such as PAHs, PBDEs and TBT in 
sediments was examined and this component was also seen to be potentially problematic, not providing 
clear correlations and risking the loss of good data. This was particularly true in open sea areas. 

8.13 Loss on ignition (LOI) data was considered as a better alternative in technical terms, though often 
not available. Noted also that the COMBINE database generally requests CORG. 

8.14 Important to note however that the CORG value is critical for identifying other relevant aspects and 
should be monitored (even if not applied directly in normalization). Furthermore, for ecotoxicological 
purposes it is a critical parameter.  

8.15 Noted that aspects such as the above need to be clearly defined in future updates of the relevant 
Monitoring and Assessment Guidelines. 

8.16 The Meeting considered that time should be allocated to a detailed discussion of this aspect in the 
autumn meeting. This should allow test data to be prepared and studied to allow a decision to be made. 

iv. Inclusion of zebra mussels 

8.17 The Meeting agreed that Germany would prepare a presentation on test data for the inclusion of 
zebra mussels for the autumn meeting. 

v. TBT as a core indicator 

8.18 The Meeting considered that the TBT and Imposex indicator discussion should be taken at the 
autumn meeting since it had direct relevance to the threshold values information (see below). 

vi. Threshold values 

8.19 Denmark informed that they are in the process of publishing a national report on the setting of EQS 
(Environmental Quality Status) values for 14 new substances, with this information being available during 
spring 2020. 

8.20 Denmark and the Secretariat agreed to prepare relevant background information for the autumn 
meeting regarding this topic (e.g. threshold value table, known issues, primary and secondary role). 

8.21 Denmark requested that time, circa 2 hours, be set aside for this agenda item at the autumn 
meeting to facilitate good progress.  

vii. Conversion between tissue type and for trophic position 

8.22 Sweden agreed to present progress and an overview at the autumn meeting. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/HELCOM%20EN-HZ%202020_Normalisation%20and%20Cu.pptx
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8.23 It was discussed that Denmark may also have information to contribute on this aspect based on a 
project and review of the topic.  

viii. Analysis of contaminants in sediment cores 

8.24 Noted that IOW has a large data set related to sediment assessments (including dated cores). A link 
to a paper of possible interest was also provided (Matthias Moros et al. (Boreas 2016), 
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/bor.12193) which coveres material so far published and 
methodologies. 
 
8.25 Swedish and Finnish data would make a good additional source here too. 

8.26 The Meeting considered that a report providing an overview and the approach/value for the use of 
sediment cores and historic trend analysis of contaminants would be valuable. The Meeting invited 
Germany (IOW) to present an overview and report at the autumn meeting of EN-HZ. 

8.27 Sweden (SGU) and Finland also expressed an interest to join this process. Denmark informed that 
while they currently do not have large amounts of data to offer they are interested to support the 
process where possible. 

ix. Review and updating of HZ HELCOM Monitoring and Assessment Guidelines 

8.28 The Meting discussed the need to review the Monitoring and Assessment Guidelines related to 
Hazardous Substances. 

8.29 The Secretariat, in cooperation with the group, will explore the possibility to summarise the 
relevant information on which guidelines require updating and where gaps exist. 

8.30 This will form the basis of identifying persons that can take on the role of updating the guidelines. 

x. Review priority substances 

8.31 Noted that there are discussions to include the review of priority substances in the work of the 
HELCOM project, with the proposal being to have an initial overview carried out within the project followed 
by EN-HZ reviewing the information and guiding it. This will include initial proposals for exclusion criteria. 
The work is planned to be available for the autumn EN-HZ meeting. 

Agenda Item 9: Any Other business. CMNT 
9.1 The Meeting took note of the TO-DO list that compiles relevant information from previous 
meetings and also from the EN-HZ ToRs and future work on HELCOM indicators process. 

9.2 The Meeting took note of the information that there had been a funding call released recently on 
the topic of aquatic pollutants: ERA-NET Cofund Aquatic Pollutants https://aquaticpollutants.ptj.de/call1. 
The call was considered highly relevant and discussion was invited on developing a Baltic Sea region 
project. 

Agenda Item 10: Notes from the Meeting. DEC 
10.1 The meeting outcome is provided in this document. 

 

 

 

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/bor.12193
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2012-2020-730/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2012-2020%20documents/TO%20DO%20LIST%20post-EN-HZ%2011-2019.docx
https://aquaticpollutants.ptj.de/call1
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Annex 1. List of participants 
Contracting Party (role) Name Contact details 
Germany (Co-Chair) Berit Brockmeyer berit.brockmeyer@bsh.de 
Finland (Co-Chair) Jaakko Mannio jaakko.mannio@ymparisto.fi 
Denmark Martin M. Larsen mml@bios.au.dk 
Denmark Anne Munch Christensen  anmch@mfvm.dk 
Estonia Margus Korsjukov margus.korsjukov@envir.ee 
Finland Emmi Vähä Emmi.Vaha@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Kari Lehtonen kari.lehtonen@ymparisto.fi 
Germany Detlef Schulz-Bull detlef.schulz-bull@io-

warnemuende.de 
Germany Marion Kanwischer marion.kanwischer@io-

warnemuende.de 
Poland Tamara Zalewska tamara.zalewska@imgw.pl 
Sweden Elisabeth Nyberg elisabeth.nyberg@naturvardsverket.se 
Sweden Henrik Appelgren henrik.appelgren@naturvardsverket.se 
Sweden Anne Sørensen Anne.Sorensen@nrm.se 
Sweden Sarah Josefsson sarah.josefsson@sgu.se 
ICES Anna Osypchuk  anna.osypchuk@ices.dk 
HELCOM Secretariat Owen Rowe Owen.rowe@helcom.fi 
HELCOM Secretariat Luke Dodd (for Agenda item 2) Luke.dodd@helcom.fi 
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