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OUTCOME OF THE SEVENTH MEETING OF THE JOINT HELCOM/OSPAR TASK GROUP ON 
BALLAST WATER MANAGEMENT CONVENTION EXEMPTIONS  

(HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST) 

 

Introduction 

0.1 The Seventh Meeting of the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Task Group on Ballast Water 
Management Convention Exemptions was held on 29-30 November 2016 in Belgium, Brussels. 

0.2 The Meeting was attended by Delegations from Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, The 
Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Spain and Sweden and by Observers from the European Community 
Shipowners' Association (ECSA) and a trainee from the European Commission as invited guest. The List 
of participants is contained in Annex 1 and the list of documents in Annex 2. 

0.3 Mr Eugeen Van Craeyvelt, General Director of DG Shipping and President of the FPS 
Mobility welcomed the participants to Brussels. He highlighted that the IMO Ballast Water 
Management Convention is entering into force in 2017 and that there was even more importance 
placed on the work of the Joint Task Group. 

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

0.5 Mr. John Mouat, OSPAR Deputy Secretary, Mr. Hermanni Backer, 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. 

1.2 The Meeting noted the letters of the Co-Chairs providing explanations to the preparations 
and agenda for this meeting (document 1-3). 

1.3 The Meeting noted the presentation from Mr Lieven van Eetvelde representing the 
Belgian shipowner BOCIMAR on comparative studies on ballast water treatment systems and the 
impact on the operation of the vessels (Presentation 1). 

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

Documents: 2-1 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the last MEPC meeting (MEPC 70) held 24-
28 October 2016 in London, as provided by the Co-Chair Mr Henrik Ramstedt (Presentation 2). The 
most important issues discussed were: 

• The revision of the G8 Guidelines, which were agreed as a mandatory code, can be applied in 
parallel to the existing G8 guidelines which would be phased out over the next 2 years. By 2020 
all type approvals should be done against the new guidelines. 

• The circulation of the amendment of regulation B-3 was agreed at MEPC 69, as outlined in 
Resolution A.1088(28). However at MEPC 70 a proposed amendment of the date for 
compliance with the D2 Standard was attached to the report of the meeting by Liberia. This 
will only be decided once the Convention enters into force. 

• It was also agreed that the Same Risk Area concept was in line with G7 Risk Assessment, and 
that exemptions can be granted based on this approach.  
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2.2 The Meeting noted the start of the transitional period for the implementation of the 
HELCOM/OSPAR Joint Harmonised Procedure (as outlined in para. 1.16 i) and in Annex 1), which 
started in September 2016, and will expire when the D-2 standard applies in full.  

2.3 The Meeting noted the information provided by the HELCOM Secretariat on the Outcome 
of the MARITIME 16-2016 together with its follow-up. Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania were considering 
the ratification, whereas Poland indicated that they had initiated the ratification process. The Baltic 
Sea Ballast Water Management Convention implementation plan has been submitted to HELCOM 
HODs 51 for adoption. A correspondence expert group, led by Finland (maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi), 
was established to review the target species list for the Baltic Sea.  

2.4 The Meeting noted the information provided by OSPAR on the EIHA Committee and the 
COBAM Expert group on Non-Indigenous Species (NIS). The focus of the expert group had been on the 
development of the OSPAR Common Indicator on rate of introductions of NIS. 

2.5 The Meeting took note of the presentation from Germany on the extended rapid 
assessment monitoring technique (eRAS) for Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) non-
indigenous species monitoring in ports and hotspots (Presentation 4), which started in 2009. The eRAS 
was not planned to substitute the JHP monitoring protocol. Both the JHP monitoring protocol and eRAS 
are acknowledged as possible methods that can be used by Contracting Parties for monitoring NIS in 
the Baltic Sea, as outlined in the HELCOM Monitoring Manual. 

2.6 The Meeting noted the potential synergies in coordinating monitoring programmes for 
non-indigenous species within and between regions.  

2.7 The Meeting took note of the progress on developing the HELCOM indicator ‘Trends in 
arrival of new non-indigenous species´ as included in document 2-1. (Presentation 3). The Meeting 
noted that AquaNIS database was now used by the International Council for the Exploration of the 
Seas (ICES), meaning that data will be updated yearly by countries reporting through ICES. Experts have 
checked national data available in the database for the Baltic Sea. Countries were invited to consult 
and revise the national available information in the AquaNIS database in relation to the species that 
have arrived during the assessment period (2011-2015) (maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi). 

2.8 The Meeting took note that OSPAR had aimed to use the AquaNIS database, in relation to 
its Common Indicator on Trends in introductions of NIS, but were not able to due to the lack of 
georeferenced data, however this had now been addressed within AquaNIS. 

2.9 The Meeting noted that the vector of invasive species in most cases is not clear and 
highlighted that more vector specific monitoring activities should be undertaken. 

 

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

Document: 3-1 Inf., 3-1, 4-1 

3.1 The Meeting considered and discussed a pilot study from Finland on the practical 
implementation of the Joint Harmonised Procedure (document 4-1, Presentation 5). The study has 
considered routes involving the ports of Kotka, Gdynia, Sköldvik and Rotterdam to which the RA tool 
was applied followed by an expert judgement to conclude on the granting of exemptions. The 
conclusions of the study suggested that the decision support tool was easy to use and provided 
valuable information, in relation to the granting of exemptions. According to the study expert 
judgement is needed in most cases in order to grant an exemption based on the target species found 
and the specificities of the ports. 

3.2 The Meeting noted the current version of the Joint Harmonised Procedure (document 3-
1 Inf.). 

mailto:maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi
http://www.corpi.ku.lt/databases/index.php/aquanis/
mailto:maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi
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3.3 The Meeting considered changes to the HELCOM/OSPAR Joint Harmonised Procedure as 
proposed by the chairs (document 3-1) agreed on the following points regarding further work on the 
chapters: 

− 1: the overview and context of the JHP should be a separate summary to the document before 
the remaining material. Material for such a summary can be found in the HELCOM Guide to 
Alien Species and Ballast Water Management in the Baltic Sea as well as poster material 
developed in 2013 (TG BALLAST 3-2013 doc 8-1). This summary should include an explanation 
of the transitional period. 

− 2: The material can in general be shortened as the whole port survey protocol is given in annex 
2 of the JHP. Inclusion of pathogens should be reconsidered. 

− 3&4: (no changes to chapters foreseen) 

− 5: The meeting agreed to consider the reworking of the risk assessment schematic based on 
the input by Spain (3-2 CMNT) and other input. 

− 6: The Meeting agreed to keep this section separate and describe the decision support tool in 
more detail. 

− 7 new: A new chapter on the final risk assessment including the aspects in document 3-1 and 
consideration of how to use data other than that collected in JHP port surveys,  

− 7 old, 8: Burden sharing and ownership of data should be reviewed. The access to the entire 
exemption application file should also be ensured. A common template for exemption 
decisions could be developed (7.11). Concrete timeframes and details for withdrawals of 
exemptions should be developed. Clarification of administrative procedure is needed. 

3.4 The Meeting agreed that the co-chairs (Susanne.heitmuller@bsh.de and 
henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se ) will circulate a questionnaire on JHP revision needs in 
January 2017 incorporating i.a. input at the meeting documented in paragraph 3.3 above, and based 
on that draft a revision proposal for the next meeting. 

3.5 The Meeting recalled that the Appendix 1 of the JHP provides information on the 
transitional period and the main aim of this introduction was to enable the development of the JHP 
during the first years from the entry into force of the convention including consideration of 
incorporating lessons learned and to ensure that exemptions granted during this period would be valid 
for the full transitional period. 

3.6 The Meeting took note of the comment from Spain on the cost/burden sharing 
mechanism as well as an illustration of the risk assessment algorithm (document 3-2) and agreed to 
include this input in the revision process. 

3.7 The Meeting discussed the requirements of the Directive 2003/4/EC on public access to 
environmental information. The Meeting noted that one option to ensure implementation of the 
Directive but the same time provide incentives for the industry to carry out port surveys would be that 
the ownership of the data would be retained by the ship-owner even if it would be accessible via the 
JHP RA tool site. Terms to the use of this data for official exemption applications by other actors would 
then have to be agreed between the owner and user of data. The issue is complicated and any related 
text should be drafted with care. 

The Meeting took note that Finland is working on an approach where the ship owners, ports 
and administrations cooperate in order to share costs of port surveys. 

3.8 The Meeting highlighted that there is a need that the administrations advise the ship 
owners to map their BWMC implementation schedules and needs as a first step before proceeding 
with exemption applications. 

 
 

mailto:Susanne.heitmuller@bsh.de
mailto:henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se
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Agenda Item 4  Port Sampling 

Document 4-2 

4.1 The Meeting welcomed information from Contracting Parties on invasive species 
monitoring developments and studies: 

- Sweden has carried out sampling in Lysekil, Skagerrack during 2016 (Presentation 9). The 
report is available here and is also developing a national strategy for eDNA monitoring on 
which they would update the next meeting. 

- Finland plans to sample at least ten ports, covering 90% of the ship traffic, in 2017 using the 
JHP monitoring protocol with a total cost estimate of 300.000 euro for ten ports. 

- Denmark has carried out studies on same risk area (c.f. Agenda 7), a national study on hull 
fouling, national study on invasive fish species as well as substantial work on eDNA methods 
for invasive species monitoring. One of the issues emerging from these eDNA developments is 
storage and standards to differentiate it from regular visually observed species data. Port 
monitoring tender using traditional methods and eDNA sampling has been released and the 
winner of the tendering process will be available in December 

- Germany will sample according to the JHP protocol in Kiel, Hamburg, Jade Weser Port and 
Cuxhaven in 2017 and 2018. 

- The Netherlands had developed a joint monitoring programme for non-indigenous species, 
with Germany and Denmark, for the Wadden Sea Area and was undertaking port monitoring 
in Antwerp and the Wester Scheldt jointly with Belgium in 2016-17. 

4.2 The Meeting agreed to include artificial habitat collectors as an additional requirement to 
the Port Survey Protocol (Annex 2 of the the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Harmonised Procedure on the 
Granting of BMW Convention Exemptions) as proposed by Poland in document 4-2, Presentation 8. 

4.3 The Meeting invited Poland to submit text for the inclusion to the JHP to the co-chairs by 
the end of January. 

4.4 The Meeting was of the opinion that the JHP should only specify “artificial habitat 
collectors” in general and perhaps give some examples of possible designs. 

4.5 The Meeting discussed the inclusion of the pathogens sampling in the monitoring 
methods, recalled that it is included in the BWMC as well as bathing water legislation and agreed to 
come back to the issue during the intersessional work and at the next meeting. 

 

Agenda Item 5  On-line decision support tool 

No documents 

5.1 The Meeting took note of an update by the Secretariats on the redevelopment of the 
online decision support tool to modernise the interface, incorporate the two target species lists and 
improve usability. 

5.2 The Meeting recalled that the COMPLETE project application includes work by the 
Secretariat on the online decision support tool. 

5.3 The Meeting welcomed that the Secretariats have uploaded JHP data from the ports of 
Rotterdam and Hull to the online decision support tool. 

5.4 The Meeting highlighted the need to undertake updates to the JHP decision support tool 
as soon as possible due to the entry into force of the BWM convention in 2017. 

  

https://www.havochvatten.se/hav/uppdrag--kontakt/publikationer/publikationer/2016-09-21-metoder-for-overvakning-av-frammande-arter.html
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Agenda Item 6  Target Species 

Document: 6-1 

6.1 The Meeting considered the proposed revised target species selection criteria, based on 
previous discussion within JTG Ballast and HELCOM (document 6-1). 

6.2 The Meeting amended and adopted the proposed revised target species selection criteria 
as included in Annex 3. 

6.3 The Meeting took note that the target species CG under HELCOM has started its work. 

Agenda Item 7  Open Issues 

Documents: 7-1 Inf., 7-1 

7.1 The Meeting took note of the Same Risk Area Concept (SRA) as presented by Denmark 
(document 7-1, Presentation 6), which was discussed at MEPC 70 and included as a tool for risk 
assessment under the BWMC regulation A-4 (exemption) and MEPC Guideline no. 7. The scientific basis 
for the SRA is the concept that certain defined areas have high level of internal natural dispersal for 
species with pelagic life stages, which makes it possible to separate such areas from the surrounding 
area. 

7.2 The Meeting took note that are seven steps to follow the risk assessment a part of the 
SRA concept (as outlined in document 7-1 and presentation 6):  

− Identify general area, i.e. ports and locations, 

− Target species and characteristics, 

− Identify hydrodynamic and environmental conditions, 

− Assess natural dispersal in respect of species biology and hydrodynamic regime (connectivity), 

− Reduce area to include only ports with connectivity – the SRA, 

− Compare natural dispersal to ballast water mediated transfer, 

− Final SRA include only ports and locations with acceptable low risk. 

7.3 The Meeting noted the view expressed by Denmark that SRA is intended as a tool for 
reducing complexity, costs and administrative burden in short sea shipping compared to the current 
port to port approach in the JHP. The Meeting also noted that Denmark is planning to conduct a 
feasibility study of the application of the SRA for the Kattegat and Øresund (the Sound) area between 
Denmark and Sweden where the biological traits for the species of concern to be identified from 
AquaNIS will be applied. 

7.4 The Meeting considered the compatibility of JHP and the SRA concept and noted that as 
the SRA concept proposal did not include any port sampling, the detection of new species 
introductions would not be possible. It would be beneficial to include in the Danish pilot study a direct 
comparison of the SRA approach with the JHP risk assessment. 

7.5 The Meeting noted the view expressed by Denmark that the SRA concept is fully 
compatible with the JHP and would add quality to the risk assessment since it considers the habitat 
dimension together with the dispersion of certain selected species. 

7.6 The Meeting took note that besides the SRA concept Denmark is working on a software 
tool to enable running of the SRA model. 

7.7 The Meeting agreed that the SRA concept is an important issue to be considered as part 
of the future work of TG BALLAST and welcomed that more information would be provided by Denmark 
at the next meeting. 
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7.8 The Meeting took note of a study using a model to simulate the passive transport of 
organisms released from specific locations in the Baltic Sea and Kattegat as presented by Sweden 
(document 7-1 Inf.).  

7.9 The Meeting took note of a presentation by Germany on the drafting of the COMPLETE 
(Completing management options in the Baltic Sea Region to reduce risk of invasive species 
introduction by shipping) project proposal to be submitted to the Interreg Baltic Sea Region call in 
January 2017 (Presentation 7). Contracting Parties that wished to be associated partners to the project 
should contact (Katja.Broeg@bsh.de) by 10 January. 

7.10 The Meeting welcomed the application and highlighted the need for similar applications 
bridging the North East Atlantic and the Baltic. 

 

Agenda Item 8  Any other business 

No documents 

8.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the ongoing research projects.  

− Finland had an ongoing study indicative analysis methods for port state control. It would use 
the HELCOM target species list and identify sampling methods for them. The outcome will be 
available the end of January.  

− Germany is developing a test facility for the comparison of different sampling and analysis 
methods for Ballast Water. The facility could be used for quality assurance (intercalibration) of 
different laboratories. 

Agenda Item 9  Work plan and future meetings 

Documents: 9-1, 9-2 

9.1 The Meeting agreed on the amended work plan of the Task Group, based on a draft by 
the Secretariats presented at the Meeting as contained in Annex 4. 

9.2 The Meeting took note of the Terms of Reference for HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST for 
2016-2017 (document 9-2).  

9.3 The Meeting considered and agreed on the proposal to change the timescale for the 
Terms of Reference from one to three years. 

9.4 The Meeting drafted terms of reference based on the outcomes of the meeting and the 
2016/2017 TOR (Annex 1 of document 9-2), and agreed on them as included in Annex 5 to be further 
submitted for approval to HELCOM MARITIME and OSPAR EIHA.  

9.5 The Meeting updated the contact list for both HELCOM and OSPAR (document 9-1) as 
contained in Annex 6. 

9.6 The Meeting updated the Official Contact Points for BWMC A-4 Exemptions for both 
HELCOM and OSPAR as contained in Annex 7. 

9.7 The Meeting agreed that the next meeting will be held tentatively in November 2017, and 
welcomed the offer by Finland to host the meeting. 

9.8 The Meeting thanked Belgium for the excellent hosting. 
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Agenda Item 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 OSPAR website. 
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mailto:henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se
mailto:susanne.heitmueller@bsh.de
mailto:benoit.adam@mobilit.fgov.be
mailto:hans.deveene@mobilit.fgov.be
mailto:ucb@nst.dk
mailto:fsl@litehauz.dk
mailto:kaspar.anderson@envir.ee
mailto:ville-veikko.intovuori@trafi.fi
mailto:maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi
mailto:Katja.Broeg@bsh.de


Outcome of HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST 7-2016 
 

   
 Page 10 of 24  

 
 

THE NETHERLANDS  

Mr. Saa Henry Kabuta Ministry of Infrastructure and 
Environment 
Department of Water 
Management 
Postbus 17 
NL-Lelystad 

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

NORWAY 

Mr. Leiv Andreas Austreid Norwegian Maritime 
Authority 
P.O. Box 2222 NO-5509 
Haugesund  
NORWAY 

Dir.Phone: +4792086911 
Email: laa@sdir.no 
 

Mr. Øyvind Bore Norwegian Maritime 
Authority 
P.O. Box 2222 NO-5509 
Haugesund  
NORWAY 

Dir.Phone: +4791677878 
Email: oyvind.bore@sjofartsdir.no 
 

POLAND 

Ms. Joanna Tyjak Ministry of Maritime and 
Inland Navigation 
ul. Nowy Świat 6/12 
00-400 Warszawa 

Dir.Phone: +48 (22) 583 85 79 
Email: Joanna.Ignasiak@mgm.gov.pl 
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issues 

Co-Chairs 
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3-2 28.11.2016 Spanish Comments on document 16/03/01: 
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the Joint Harmonised Procedure and future 
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4-1 11.11.2016 A pilot study on granting exemptions for ships 
under the Ballast Water Management 
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habitat collectors 

Poland 

5-1 8.11.2016 Review of the Joint Harmonised Procedure 
Target Species Selection Criteria 

Co-Chairs 

7-1 17.11.2016 The Same Risk Area Concept Denmark 

7-1 Inf.  18.11.2016 Invasive species in the Baltic Sea – A model 
study of plankton transport 
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9-1 17.11.2016 Contact addresses of Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG 
BALLAST 

HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

9-2 17.11.2016 Draft Terms of Reference for the Joint 
HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST 

HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 
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Annex 3 Proposed revised target species selection criteria 

3.  Target Species Selection Criteria 
3.1 In order to conduct a risk assessment for the transport of species with ballast water between 
harbours, all organisms present, as observed through port sampling conducted as described in section 
2, have to be taken into account. 

3.2 To minimize the effort and to make the risk assessment procedure practicable, a pre-selection 
of species that have to be assessed for their risk is necessary. The selected species are called target 
species. With the determined target species, the risk assessment model (Section 5) can be run.  

3.3 The selection of the target species is based on the criteria outlined in paragraph 6.4.3 of the 
Guidelines for Risk Assessment under Regulation A-4 of the BWM Convention (G7).   

3.4.  There are two main general questions which should be considered before a species is considered 
for inclusion in the target species list:  

a. Is there a potential for a  species to be  primarily introduced or secondarily spread via 
ballast water or sediments as the major vector, i.e. is there any evidence that that the 
species has been primarily introduced or secondarily spread somewhere via ballast water 
or sediments before; 

b. Is the species present only in part(s) of the region but not the entire region?  

3.5 In addition to the above mentioned two main general aspects, the following target species 
selection criteria specified in the table below are to be used within the HELCOM and OSPAR area to 
define target species status. Any impact on one of the protected goods and interests listed below 
triggers the inclusion of the species into the target species list in Annex 3. 

 Target Species 

Human health: Has it been demonstrated that 
the species has an impact on human health?1  

No/Yes 

Environment: Has it been demonstrated that the 
species has an impact on the environment (e.g. 
native communities, habitats and/or ecosystem 
functioning, strength and type of ecological 
interactions)?  

No/Yes 

Economy: Has it been demonstrated that the 
species has an impact on the economy (including 
property and resources)?  

No/Yes 

 

3.6 In case of uncertainty of information on the impact and/or eco-physiological tolerance limits of 
a species the species in question should be included in the target species list.  

                                                           
1 ”human health understood as freedom from pain and sickness ” 
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3.7 The target species list should be compiled, and regularly updated by expert groups established 
under HELCOM MARITIME and OSPAR BDC using the selection criteria defined in this section, by taking 
new scientific and technical knowledge into consideration.  

3.8 The decision on whether a species should be included in or removed from the target species list 
has to be based on the above mentioned selection criteria supported by scientific data and/or expert 
judgement and should be documented.  

3.9 The target species lists of OSPAR and HELCOM are to be regarded as living documents under 
continuous updating by HELCOM MARITIME and OSPAR BDC, which means that other species can be 
included or species can be deleted, if further knowledge is available.  

3.10 The valid target species list at the time of adoption of this version of the Joint Harmonised 
Procedure is attached in Annex 3. As the list will be updated regularly by both HELCOM and OSPAR 
please check http://jointbwmexemptions.org/ballast_water_RA  for the latest edition. 

http://jointbwmexemptions.org/ballast_water_RA


Outcome of HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST 7-2016 
 

   
 Page 15 of 24  

 

Annex 4 Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG Ballast Water Work Plan (17 September 2015) 

WP  Actions from TOR  Activity  Timing  Task leader  
1  Meeting organisation  Arrange meetings and 

documentation  
TG BALLAST 8 Finland 
November 2017 

HELCOM Secretariat OSPAR 
Secretariat 

2  Overall revision  Carry out overall revision of the JHP  
Including [e.g. burden sharing 
options and withdrawals.] 

By TG BALLAST 8  intersessional 
correspondence work under 
lead of co-chairs 

3  Port surveys  Port Survey Testing in the Baltic  Continuous  National Initiatives  
4  Port surveys  Port Survey Testing in the North East 

Atlantic  
Continuous  National Initiatives  

5  Port surveys  Consider potential synergies with 
MSFD monitoring  

Intersessionally by TG 
BALLAST 8-2017  

 

6  Target Species  Review of HELCOM target species 
List  

Continuous  HELCOM Maritime sub-group 
group on Baltic A-4 target 
species list (Maiju Lehtiniemi) 

7  Target Species  Review of OSPAR target species List  Continuous  OSPAR NIS Expert Group (Paul 
Stebbing)  

8  Data storage and decision 
support tools  Update online decision support tool  Spring 2017 from CPs. HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats  

9 Outstanding issues  
Elaboration of same risk area 
concept including outcomes of pilot 
projects 

TG BALLAST 8 2017 Denmark  

10 Terms of reference  New Terms of Reference for three 
years 

To be approved by June 2017 
before TG BALLAST 8 2017  

Secretariats  
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Annex 5 Draft Terms of Reference for HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST for 2017-2020 

[Draft] Terms of Reference for the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR 
Task Group on Ballast Water Management Convention 
Exemptions, 2017-2020 
Background and purpose 
 

1. The transfer of harmful aquatic organisms poses a threat to the North East Atlantic as well as to 
the Baltic Sea. OSPAR and HELCOM have co-operated successfully in the past to address this threat, e.g. 
by issuing the General Guidance on the voluntary interim application of the D-1 ballast water exchange 
standard in the North-East Atlantic and the Baltic Sea. 

2. At the same time, the North East Atlantic and the Baltic Sea are connected with a network of 
shipping lanes that are vital for the economic welfare of neighbouring states. Ballast water management 
in accordance with the BWMC will result in financial impacts on the shipping industry. 

3. The BWMC aims to reduce the risk of transfer of harmful aquatic organisms and pathogens. If 
careful evaluation shows that a specific voyage poses only a negligible risk of transfer of harmful aquatic 
organisms and pathogens, an exemption may be granted so that a ship does not have to treat or 
exchange ballast water. 

4. Risk assessment is the pivotal factor in the process of granting an exemption. If administrations 
of neighbouring states were to use substantially different methods for risk assessment, exemptions 
might be granted in substantially different circumstances. This could undermine confidence in the 
implementation process and in certain circumstances result in a higher risk of transfer of harmful aquatic 
organisms and pathogens. 

5. This is the case for voyages within the North East Atlantic and within the Baltic Sea, as well as for 
voyages between the two areas. It is therefore desirable to establish and keep under review a common 
framework for exemptions under Reg. A-4 of the BWMC for the North East Atlantic and Baltic Sea. 
6. The 2004 International Convention for Control and Management of Ships’ Ballast Water and 
Sediments (BWM Convention) will enter into force in September 2017 and this will trigger the 
transitional period of the JHP. 

 
Participants 
7. The group shall be open to Contracting Parties and Observers of both OSPAR and HELCOM. 
Contracting Parties members will be nominated to the group by OSPAR EIHA and HELCOM MARITIME 
Heads of Delegation. 

 
Scope of Work 
8. The Joint Task group will oversee practical implementation of the Joint Harmonised Procedure for 
the OSPAR and HELCOM regions on the issue of exemptions in accordance with Regulation A-4 1.4 
BWMC. The group will take forward the work, using and building on current efforts at OSPAR and 
HELCOM in the following areas: 

a. updates to the Joint Harmonised Procedure if necessary; 

b. update of port survey protocol if necessary,  

c. explore further synergies with MSFD monitoring; 

d. updating and use of HELCOM and OSPAR target species lists; 
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e. further development of the decision support tool including data management; 

f. inclusion of area based risk assessments; 

9. Based on the issues above, the joint task group will provide advice to OSPAR EIHA and HELCOM 
MARITIME on the further implementation of the harmonised procedure. 

 
Working procedures 
10. The mandate work of the group should be for the 2017-2020 intersessional period and the group 
should select a chair(s) for the period. 

11. The HELCOM and OSPAR Secretariats will jointly work as Secretariat to the group. 

12. The group will work by correspondence and through meetings and will develop a more detailed 
work plan for itself. 

13.  The group will report to OSPAR EIHA and HELCOM MARITIME groups. 

14. Any recommendations proposed by the group, or continuation of the mandate, will be decided 
upon by HELCOM Commission and OSPAR Commission Meetings, as appropriate. 
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Annex 6 Contact addresses of Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST 

BELGIUM 

Mr Hans De Veene Federal Public Service 
Mobility and Transport 
Rue du Progrès 56 
B-1000 Brussels 

Dir.Phone: +32 22773529 
Email: hans.deveene@mobilit.fgov.be 
 

DENMARK 

Mr. Ulrik Berggreen Ministry of the Environment  
Danish Nature Agency 
Haraldsgade 53 
Copenhagen Ö 

Dir.Phone: +45 93588153 
Fax: +45 39279899 
Email: ucb@nst.dk 
 

ESTONIA 

Mr. Kaspar Anderson Ministry of the Environment 
Marine Environment 
Department 
Narva mnt 7A 
EE-15172 Tallinn 

Dir.Phone: +372 6262990 
Fax: +372 6262801 
Email: kaspar.anderson@envir.ee 
 

Mr. Henn Ojaveer Estonian Marine Institute 
University of Tartu 
Lootsi 2A 
EE-80012 Pärnu 

Dir.Phone: +372 4434456 
Fax: +372 6718900 
Email: Henn.Ojaveer@ut.ee 
 

EUROPEAN UNION 

Mr. Brian Elliott 
 

European Maritime Safety 
Agency (EMSA) 
Sector B.3.2 - Marine 
Environment 
Unit B.3 - Marine Environment 
& Port State Control 
Cais Do Sodré 
1249-206 Lisbon 

Dir.Phone: +351 211209469 
Fax: +351 211209261 
Email: Brian.ELLIOTT@emsa.europa.eu 
 

Mr. Maik Schmahl European Commission 
DG Mobility and Transport (DG 
MOVE) 
DM28 3/28 
B-1049 Brussels 

Dir.Phone: +32 22969303 
Fax:  
Email: maik.schmahl@ec.europa.eu 
 

FINLAND 

Ms. Maiju Lehtiniemi Finnish Environment Institute 
Marine Research Center 
P.O. Box 140 
FI-00251 Helsinki 

Dir.Phone: +358 40 725 50 85 
Fax:  
Email: maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi 

Ms. Anita Mäkinen 
 

Finnish Transport Safety Agency 
(TraFi) 
International relations and co-
operation 
(Kumpulantie 9) 
P.O. Box 320 
FI-00520 Helsinki 

Dir.Phone: +358 401624592 
Fax:  
Email: anita.makinen@trafi.fi 
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Mr. Ville-Veikko Intovuori Finnish Transport Safety Agency 
(TraFi) 
Marine Environment and 
Security 
Kumpulantie 9 
P.O. Box 320 
FI-00520 Helsinki 

Dir.Phone: +358 295346642 
Fax:  
Email: ville-veikko.intovuori@trafi.fi 
 

GERMANY 

Ms. Carolin Abromeit 
 

Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency (BSH) 
Bernhard-Nocht-Str. 78 
DE-20359 Hamburg 

Dir.Phone: +49 4031907410 
Fax: +43 4031905000 
Email: carolin.abromeit@bsh.de 
 

Ms. Katja Broeg  Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency 
P.O. Box 301220 
Bernhard-Nocht-Strasse 78 
D-20359 Hamburg 

Dir.Phone: +49 4031907415 
Fax: +49 4031905000 
Email: katja.broeg@bsh.de 
 

Ms. Susanne Heitmüller Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency 
P.O. Box 301220 
Bernhard-Nocht-Strasse 78 
D-20359 Hamburg 

Dir.Phone: +49 4031907417 
Fax: +49 4031905000 
Email: susanne.heitmueller@bsh.de 
 

Ms. Sabine Reuland Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency 
Bernhard-Nocht-Str. 78 
D-20359 Hamburg 

Dir.Phone: +49 4031907411 
Fax: +49 4031905000 
Email: sabine.reuland@bsh.de 
 

IRELAND 

Mr. Michael Kennedy Irish Maritime Administration 
Marine Survey Office 
DTTAS 
Leeson Lane 
Dublin 2 

Dir.Phone: 00353870634900 
Email: michaelkennedy@dttas.ie 

THE NETHERLANDS  

Mr. Niels Lyklema Ministry of Infrastructure and 
the Environment  
Directorate-General for Civil 
Aviation and Freight Transport 
Maritime Transport 
Plesmanweg 1-6 
P.O. Box 20904 
NL-2500 EX The Hague 

Dir.Phone:  
Fax:  
Email: niels.lyklema@minienm.nl  
 

Mr. Saa Henry Kabuta Ministry of Infrastructure and 
Environment 
Department of Water 
Management 
Postbus 17 
Lelystad 

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

Mr. Tjitse Lupgens Senior Inspector. 
Netherlands Shipping 
Inspectorate, 
Ministry of Infrastructure and 
Environment,  
Weena 723 | 3013AM 
Rotterdam 

Dir.Phone: 031-646707059 
Fax:  
Email: tjitse.lupgens@ilent.nl 

  

mailto:katja.broeg@bsh.de
mailto:susanne.heitmueller@bsh.de
mailto:niels.lyklema@minienm.nl
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NORWAY  

Mr. Leiv Andreas Austreid Norwegian Maritime Authority 
P.O. Box 2222 NO-5509 
Haugesund  
NORWAY 

Dir.Phone: +4792086911 
Email: laa@sdir.no 
 

Mr. Øyvind Bore Norwegian Maritime Authority 
P.O. Box 2222 NO-5509 
Haugesund  
NORWAY 

Dir.Phone: +4791677878 
Email: oyvind.bore@sjofartsdir.no 
 

POLAND 

Mr. Piotr Gruszka Maritime Institute in Gdansk 
Długi Targ 41/42 St 
80-830 
Gdańsk 

Dir.Phone: +48585520034 
Fax: +48585524613 
Email: p.gruszka@o2.pl 

Ms. Joanna Tyjak Ministry of Infrastructure and 
Development 
Department for Maritime 
Transport and Shipping Safety 
Marine Environment Protection 
Division 
Chalubinskiego Str. 4/6 
PL-00928 Warszawa 

Dir.Phone: +48 22 6301696 
Fax: +48 22 6301497 
Email: Joanna.Ignasiak@mir.gov.pl 

Ms. Justyna Malys Polska Zegluga Morska P.P. 
(Polsteam) 
Plac Rodla 8.  
PL-70419 Szczecin 

Dir.Phone: +48 669 884 003 
Email: justyna.malys@polsteam.com 

Ms. Monika Normant-Saremba Institute of Oceanography 
University of Gdansk 
Bażyńskiego 1A 
Gdansk 

Dir.Phone: +48585236868  
Fax: +48585236678  
Email: monika.normant@ug.edu.pl 

Ms. Daria Mróz Environmental Protection 
Specialist 
Port of Gdynia Authority S.A. 

Dir.Phone: +48 58 627-45-16 
Fax. +48 58 627 40 29 
Email: D.Mroz@port.gdynia.pl 

RUSSIA 

Ms. Tamara Shiganova P.P.Shirshov Institute of 
oceanology of Russian Academy 
of Sciences (SIO RAS) 
36 Nakhimovsky av. 
RU-117997 Moscow 

Dir.Phone: +7 499 1292327 
Fax: +7 499 1245983 
Email: shiganov@ocean.ru 
 

SPAIN 

Mr. Julio de la Cueva 
 

Puertos del Estado 
Avda. del Partenón 10 
28042  Madrid 

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

SWEDEN 

Ms. Lena Granhag Chalmers University of 
Technology 
Maritime Environment 
SE-412 96 Gothenburg 

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

mailto:laa@sdir.no
mailto:oyvind.bore@sjofartsdir.no
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Mr. Erland Lettevall Swedish Agency for Water and 
Marine Management 
Box 11930 
SE-404 39 Göteborg 

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

Mr. Henrik Ramstedt Swedish Transport Agency 
Maritime and Civil Aviation 
Department 
SE-60173 Norrköping 

Dir.Phone: +46 104953251 
Fax:  
Email: 
henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se 

OBSERVERS 

ECSA 

Mr. Bernt Bergman Finnish Shipowners' Association 
Hämeentie 19 
FI-00500 Helsinki 

Dir.Phone: +358 407229350 
Fax: +358 108410599 
Email: bernt.bergman@shipowners.fi 
 

Mr. Carl Carlsson Swedish Shipowners' 
Association 
Södra Hamngatan 53 
Box 330 
SE-401 25 Gothenburg 

Dir.Phone: +46 31629543 
Fax: +46 31152313 
Email: carl.carlsson@sweship.se 

Ms. Maria Deligianni European Community 
Shipowners' Associations (ECSA) 
rue Ducale, 67 Box 2 
B-1000 Brussels 

Dir.Phone:  
Fax:  
Email: maria.deligianni@ecsa.eu 
 

Mr. Fredrik Larsson Swedish Shipowners' 
Association 
Safety & Environment 
Östra Larmgatan 1 
41107 Göteborg 

Dir.Phone: 070-754 35 47 
Email: fredrik.larsson@sweship.se 

Mr. Benoit Loicq European Community 
Shipowners' Associations (ECSA) 
rue Ducale, 67 Box 2 
B-1000 Brussels 

Dir.Phone: +32 25113940 
Fax: +32 25118092 
Email: benoit.loicq@ecsa.eu 

Mr. Peter Olsen 
 

Danish Shipowners' Association 
Amaliegade 33 
DK-1256 Copenhagen K 

Dir.Phone: +45 33489207 
Fax:  
Email: po@shipowners.dk 

Mr. Johan Roos 
 

European Community 
Shipowners' Associations (ECSA) 
Interferry Europe 
rue Ducale 67/B2 
B-1000 Brussels 

Dir.Phone: +32 25106123 
Fax:  
Email: johan.roos@interferry.com 

Mr. Jostein Vaagland 
 

Norwegian Shipowners' 
Association 
Postboks1452 Vika 
N- 0116 Oslo 

Dir.Phone:  
Fax:  
Email: jbv@rederi.no 

Mr. Sami Honkala Finnish Shipowners' 
Associations 
Navidom Oy 
Vänrikinkuja 02600  
Espoo 
Finland 

Dir.Phone: +358469219501 
Email: sami.honkala@navidom.fi 
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GREAT LAKES COMMISSION 

Ms. Lyubov E. Burlakova Great Lakes Center 
Science and Mathematics 
Complex SAMC322 
Buffalo State College 
1300 Elmwood Ave. 
Buffalo NY 14222 
USA 

Dir.Phone: +1 7168784504 
Fax: +1 7168786644 
Email: burlakle@buffalostate.edu 

WWF SWEDEN 

Mr. Mattias Rust WWF Sweden 
Ulriksdals Slott 
SE-170 81 Solna 

Dir.Phone: +46 702126314 
Fax: +46 8851329 
Email: mattias.rust@wwf.se 
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Annex 7 Official Contact Points for BWMC A-4 Exemptions (Missing information to be added) 

 
DENMARK (HELCOM and OSPAR) 
 
Mr. Ulrik Berggreen/ Ms. Sille Juhl Prang 
Ministry of the Environment  
Danish Nature Agency 
ucb@nst.dk 
 
 
ESTONIA (HELCOM) 
 
 
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. Carolin Abromeit 
Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency 
Environmental Protection in Maritime Traffic (S41) 
P.O. Box 301220 
Bernhard-Nocht-Strasse 78 
D-20359 Hamburg 
carolin.abromeit@bsh.de 
 
 
IRELAND (OSPAR) 
 
Chief Surveyor 
Irish Maritime Administration 
Marine Survey Office 
Department of Transport, Tourism & Sport 
Leeson Lane 
Dublin 2 
 
 
LATVIA (HELCOM) 

mailto:ucb@nst.dk
mailto:maik.schmahl@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Brian.ELLIOTT@emsa.europa.eu
mailto:ville-veikko.intovuori@trafi.fi
mailto:carolin.abromeit@bsh.de
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LITHUANIA (HELCOM) 
 
 
THE NETHERLANDS (OSPAR) 
 
Mr. Tjitse Lupgens 
Netherlands Shipping Inspectorate  
tjitse.lupgens@ilent.nl 
Tel.: 031-646707059 
 
 
NORWAY (OSPAR) 
 
Ms. Mona Kristensen 
Norwegian Maritime Authority 
Tel.: 004752745212 
mkr@sdir.no 
 
 
POLAND (HELCOM) 
 
 
RUSSIA (HELCOM) 
 
 
SPAIN (OSPAR) 
Mr. José Luis García Lena 
Deputy Director for Maritime Safety and Marine Pollution 
Maritime Directorate 
Ministry of Transport 
C/Ruiz de Alarcón 1 
28014 – MADRID  
Tel.: +34 915 979269 
jlgarcial@fomento.es 
 
 
SWEDEN (HELCOM and OSPAR) 
 
Mr. Henrik Ramstedt 
Swedish Transport Agency 
henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se 
 
 

 

 

mailto:tjitse.lupgens@ilent.nl
mailto:mkr@sdir.no
mailto:jlgarcial@fomento.es
mailto:henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se
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	 The circulation of the amendment of regulation B-3 was agreed at MEPC 69, as outlined in Resolution A.1088(28). However at MEPC 70 a proposed amendment of the date for compliance with the D2 Standard was attached to the report of the meeting by Libe...
	 It was also agreed that the Same Risk Area concept was in line with G7 Risk Assessment, and that exemptions can be granted based on this approach.
	2.2 The Meeting noted the start of the transitional period for the implementation of the HELCOM/OSPAR Joint Harmonised Procedure (as outlined in para. 1.16 i) and in Annex 1), which started in September 2016, and will expire when the D-2 standard appl...
	2.3 The Meeting noted the information provided by the HELCOM Secretariat on the Outcome of the MARITIME 16-2016 together with its follow-up. Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania were considering the ratification, whereas Poland indicated that they had initia...
	2.4 The Meeting noted the information provided by OSPAR on the EIHA Committee and the COBAM Expert group on Non-Indigenous Species (NIS). The focus of the expert group had been on the development of the OSPAR Common Indicator on rate of introductions ...
	2.5 The Meeting took note of the presentation from Germany on the extended rapid assessment monitoring technique (eRAS) for Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) non-indigenous species monitoring in ports and hotspots (Presentation 4), which star...
	2.6 The Meeting noted the potential synergies in coordinating monitoring programmes for non-indigenous species within and between regions.
	2.7 The Meeting took note of the progress on developing the HELCOM indicator ‘Trends in arrival of new non-indigenous species´ as included in document 2-1. (Presentation 3). The Meeting noted that AquaNIS database was now used by the International Cou...
	2.8 The Meeting took note that OSPAR had aimed to use the AquaNIS database, in relation to its Common Indicator on Trends in introductions of NIS, but were not able to due to the lack of georeferenced data, however this had now been addressed within A...
	2.9 The Meeting noted that the vector of invasive species in most cases is not clear and highlighted that more vector specific monitoring activities should be undertaken.

	Agenda Item 3  Updates to the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Harmonised Procedure on the Granting of BMW Convention Exemptions
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	 1: the overview and context of the JHP should be a separate summary to the document before the remaining material. Material for such a summary can be found in the HELCOM Guide to Alien Species and Ballast Water Management in the Baltic Sea as well a...
	 2: The material can in general be shortened as the whole port survey protocol is given in annex 2 of the JHP. Inclusion of pathogens should be reconsidered.
	 3&4: (no changes to chapters foreseen)
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	3.5 The Meeting recalled that the Appendix 1 of the JHP provides information on the transitional period and the main aim of this introduction was to enable the development of the JHP during the first years from the entry into force of the convention i...
	3.6 The Meeting took note of the comment from Spain on the cost/burden sharing mechanism as well as an illustration of the risk assessment algorithm (document 3-2) and agreed to include this input in the revision process.
	3.7 The Meeting discussed the requirements of the Directive 2003/4/EC on public access to environmental information. The Meeting noted that one option to ensure implementation of the Directive but the same time provide incentives for the industry to c...
	The Meeting took note that Finland is working on an approach where the ship owners, ports and administrations cooperate in order to share costs of port surveys.
	3.8 The Meeting highlighted that there is a need that the administrations advise the ship owners to map their BWMC implementation schedules and needs as a first step before proceeding with exemption applications.

	Agenda Item 4  Port Sampling
	4.1 The Meeting welcomed information from Contracting Parties on invasive species monitoring developments and studies:
	4.2 The Meeting agreed to include artificial habitat collectors as an additional requirement to the Port Survey Protocol (Annex 2 of the the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Harmonised Procedure on the Granting of BMW Convention Exemptions) as proposed by Poland in...
	4.3 The Meeting invited Poland to submit text for the inclusion to the JHP to the co-chairs by the end of January.
	4.4 The Meeting was of the opinion that the JHP should only specify “artificial habitat collectors” in general and perhaps give some examples of possible designs.
	4.5 The Meeting discussed the inclusion of the pathogens sampling in the monitoring methods, recalled that it is included in the BWMC as well as bathing water legislation and agreed to come back to the issue during the intersessional work and at the n...

	Agenda Item 5  On-line decision support tool
	5.1 The Meeting took note of an update by the Secretariats on the redevelopment of the online decision support tool to modernise the interface, incorporate the two target species lists and improve usability.
	5.2 The Meeting recalled that the COMPLETE project application includes work by the Secretariat on the online decision support tool.
	5.3 The Meeting welcomed that the Secretariats have uploaded JHP data from the ports of Rotterdam and Hull to the online decision support tool.
	5.4 The Meeting highlighted the need to undertake updates to the JHP decision support tool as soon as possible due to the entry into force of the BWM convention in 2017.

	Agenda Item 6  Target Species
	6.1 The Meeting considered the proposed revised target species selection criteria, based on previous discussion within JTG Ballast and HELCOM (document 6-1).
	6.2 The Meeting amended and adopted the proposed revised target species selection criteria as included in Annex 3.
	6.3 The Meeting took note that the target species CG under HELCOM has started its work.

	Agenda Item 7  Open Issues
	7.1 The Meeting took note of the Same Risk Area Concept (SRA) as presented by Denmark (document 7-1, Presentation 6), which was discussed at MEPC 70 and included as a tool for risk assessment under the BWMC regulation A‐4 (exemption) and MEPC Guidelin...
	7.2 The Meeting took note that are seven steps to follow the risk assessment a part of the SRA concept (as outlined in document 7-1 and presentation 6):
	7.3 The Meeting noted the view expressed by Denmark that SRA is intended as a tool for reducing complexity, costs and administrative burden in short sea shipping compared to the current port to port approach in the JHP. The Meeting also noted that Den...
	7.4 The Meeting considered the compatibility of JHP and the SRA concept and noted that as the SRA concept proposal did not include any port sampling, the detection of new species introductions would not be possible. It would be beneficial to include i...
	7.5 The Meeting noted the view expressed by Denmark that the SRA concept is fully compatible with the JHP and would add quality to the risk assessment since it considers the habitat dimension together with the dispersion of certain selected species.
	7.6 The Meeting took note that besides the SRA concept Denmark is working on a software tool to enable running of the SRA model.
	7.7 The Meeting agreed that the SRA concept is an important issue to be considered as part of the future work of TG BALLAST and welcomed that more information would be provided by Denmark at the next meeting.
	7.8 The Meeting took note of a study using a model to simulate the passive transport of organisms released from specific locations in the Baltic Sea and Kattegat as presented by Sweden (document 7-1 Inf.).
	7.9 The Meeting took note of a presentation by Germany on the drafting of the COMPLETE (Completing management options in the Baltic Sea Region to reduce risk of invasive species introduction by shipping) project proposal to be submitted to the Interre...
	7.10 The Meeting welcomed the application and highlighted the need for similar applications bridging the North East Atlantic and the Baltic.

	Agenda Item 8  Any other business
	8.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the ongoing research projects.
	 Finland had an ongoing study indicative analysis methods for port state control. It would use the HELCOM target species list and identify sampling methods for them. The outcome will be available the end of January.
	 Germany is developing a test facility for the comparison of different sampling and analysis methods for Ballast Water. The facility could be used for quality assurance (intercalibration) of different laboratories.

	Agenda Item 9  Work plan and future meetings
	9.1 The Meeting agreed on the amended work plan of the Task Group, based on a draft by the Secretariats presented at the Meeting as contained in Annex 4.
	9.2 The Meeting took note of the Terms of Reference for HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST for 2016-2017 (document 9-2).
	9.3 The Meeting considered and agreed on the proposal to change the timescale for the Terms of Reference from one to three years.
	9.4 The Meeting drafted terms of reference based on the outcomes of the meeting and the 2016/2017 TOR (Annex 1 of document 9-2), and agreed on them as included in Annex 5 to be further submitted for approval to HELCOM MARITIME and OSPAR EIHA.
	9.5 The Meeting updated the contact list for both HELCOM and OSPAR (document 9-1) as contained in Annex 6.
	9.6 The Meeting updated the Official Contact Points for BWMC A-4 Exemptions for both HELCOM and OSPAR as contained in Annex 7.
	9.7 The Meeting agreed that the next meeting will be held tentatively in November 2017, and welcomed the offer by Finland to host the meeting.
	9.8 The Meeting thanked Belgium for the excellent hosting.

	Agenda Item 10  Outcome of the Meeting
	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 OSPAR ...
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