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Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to consider the attached final report on the work of the HELCOM Correspondence 
Group concerning enforcement of the more stringent limits for SOx emissions (CG SECA) established in 
2014 in order to discuss issues related to the enforcement of 0,10 % sulphur limit in SECA. 
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ENFORCEMENT OF THE MORE STRINGENT LIMITS FOR SOx EMISSIONS (HELCOM CG SECA) 
 

Final Report of the correspondence group 
Submitted by Sweden 

 
Introduction 

The HELSINKI COMMISSION at its 35th session established a Correspondence Group, HELCOM CG AIRBORNE 
(SECA), between HELCOM Contracting Parties and Observer organisations, under the Swedish coordination, 
concerning enforcement of the more stringent limits for SOx emissions entered into force in 2015.  
  
The group has representation from the following Contracting Parties 
 

DENMARK LATVIA 
ESTONIA LITHUANIA 
EUROPEAN COMMISSION POLAND 
FINLAND RUSSIAN FEDERATION 
GERMANY SWEDEN 

 
and the following HELCOM Observer organisations in consultative status: 
 

BALTIC PORTS ORGANIZATION (BPO) 
CRUISE LINES INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION (2016) 
DANISH SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION (2016) 
GERMAN SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION (2016) 
EUROPEAN COMMUNITY SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION (ECSA) 
EUROPEAN DREDGING ASSOCIATION (EuDA) 

 
The list of participants can be found in Annex 1 to this report.  
 
Terms of Reference (ToR) 
According to the decision of the HELCOM Maritime 15 the Group’s ToR has been amended. In line with the 
revised ToR the Correspondence Group is instructed to carry out in-depth work in 2015-2016 in order to: 
 

1. Carry out general information exchange regarding implementation of MARPOL Annex VI SECA 
regulations;  

2. Provide input to a joint HELCOM enforcement actions based on systematic evaluations and the 
objective of achieving efficient and cost effective enforcement within the SOx Emission Control Area 
(SECA), including:  
- considering follow-up of observed non-compliances - i.e. by notifying the next port through port 

state control (PSC) or other means of contact;  
- samplings of fuels;  
- considering possible joint, cost effective aerial surveillance or surveillance by ground based 

monitoring facilities including common standards; 
3. In order to ensure a harmonized application, exchange views on the use of exhaust gas cleaning 

technology and consider:  
- environmental impacts and relevant regulations (international, European, regional, national or 

local) related to the discharge of wash water from Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems (EGCS) into the 
Baltic Sea (international/territorial waters), estuaries and ports;  

- management of waste generated by EGCS related legislation and other issues, e.g. composition of 
waste, port reception facilities, application of no-special-fee system, etc.;  
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- a possible need for additional amendments of the IMO Guidelines adopted by MEPC.259(68) ”2015 
Guidelines for Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems” (approval of EGCS, wash water criteria, other) and 
the IMO Resolution MEPC. 219(63) 2012 “Guidelines for the implementation of MARPOL Annex 
V”; 

4. Streamline the work closely with the activities already going on in the IMO, the European Commission 
(including ESSF and its sub-groups), in Paris MoU and other relevant activities;  

5. Follow activities and developments at international level in the field of enforcement measures in 
other SOx ECA areas (North Sea, North America ECA);  

6. Consider a possible revision of 1990 Helsinki Convention Annex IV concerning inclusion of a reference 
to MARPOL Annex VI particularly related to SECA.  
 

In terms of working procedures the Correspondence Group:  
- was established for the period 2014-2016;  
- will report to meetings of the HELCOM Maritime Working Group;  
- will be led by Sweden;  
- will be open to HELCOM Contracting Parties and Observers;  
- as far as possible work via correspondence, but convene if need arises.  
 

I. Methodology and general Comments 
 
The group carried out a first round of discussions during 2014 debating planned arrangements before the 
entry into force of the 0,10 % sulphur limit in SECA’s. During 2015 after entry into force of the more stringent 
SECA requirements, the group exchanged views on implementation and enforcement measures in order to 
ensure compliance with the new sulphur requirements. The outcome of those consultations and a number 
of recommendations were presented in the interim reports of the correspondence group to HELCOM 
Maritime 14 and 15 (see HELCOM Maritime 14/4/1 and 15/4/2) and are summarised in Annex 4.  

 
As tasked by the ToR, p.3, the group carried out extensive discussions on Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems 
(EGCS), the potential impact of discharges from such systems on the environment and related legislation. 
The outcome of these consultations was reported to HELCOM Maritime 15 (see document Helcom Maritime 
15/4/2). A short list of recommendations made by the group is presented in chapter II under heading EGCS.   
 
In accordance to the p.4 of the ToR, the work of the group was streamlined closely with the activities already 
going on in the IMO, the EU (including ESSF and its subgroups on implementation of the sulphur directive) 
and the Paris MoU. The group drafted a list of international groups working on the implementation and 
enforcement of sulphur regulations, to take stock of these activities in order to coordinate as appropriate 
(see Annex 3 of the document HELCOM Maritime 15/4/2). 
 
The group agreed that most work items listed in the group’s ToR have been finalised resulting in the number 
of recommendations, which were presented in the group’s previous reports and shortly summarised in 
chapter II under relevant items. The latter contains even some updated information on enforcement 
measures that has been circulated by a number of CP. The group decided to work mainly on the remaining 
issues, namely p.5 and a new p.6, which was added to the group’s ToR after the decision of HELCOM Maritime 
15. Those matters are reflected in chapter III and IV.  
 
According to p.5 of the ToR, the group was tasked to follow activities and developments at international level 
in the field of enforcement measures in other SOx ECA areas (North Sea, North America ECA). In order to 
collect information about implementation of sulphur requirements in other SECA areas a questionnaire was 
sent to North America and the North Sea states. Answers were received from three countries. 
 
For a complete overview of the work done by the Correspondence Group, this report should be considered 
together with the previous two.  
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II. The group’s recommendations and updated information related to enforcement measures 

 
The majority of the group agreed that harmonisation of enforcement measures to ensure compliance with 
the new sulphur requirements within the Baltic Sea area is necessary. Some enforcement measures and 
possible joint actions needed to enhance the enforcement of sulphur regulations identified by the group in 
previous discussion rounds are already in place or under development in CP. Among those actions the 
following measures were identified:  
 

- development of appropriate targeting methods; 
- concentrated inspection campaigns (CIC); 
- joint aerial surveillance of air emissions from ships and 
- an efficient exchange of information between CPs regarding enforcement, monitoring and targeting 

methods, cases of non-compliance, emission abatement methods used on board ships as well as 
inspections, fuel samplings and sanctions against non-compliance. 

 
Some members of the group stressed that the efficient exchange of information and sharing of best practices 
is important in order to obtain efficient enforcement. Therefore it is necessary to have a more detailed 
picture of enforcement measures being carried out by different parties, in order to harmonize and share best 
practices. It was proposed that more detailed information on enforcement shall be shared by the CP. 
 
This report highlights only some of the issues related to enforcement measures (for more detailed 
information on these matters see the group’s previous reports):  
 
Inspections, fuel samples and harmonisation of enforcement measures  
These matters have been discussed in the previous rounds. Some updated information was circulated this 
year to the group showing that the number of inspections and fuel samples taken onboard has increased 
during 2015 and 2016, in some countries doubled. Only a few violation cases have been reported by the CP, 
which indicates a high level of compliance with sulphur requirements.  
 
The number of fuel non-availability reports remains low (most of the CP have not received any) and has 
slightly increased only in one country. The national procedures to deal with such cases, including supervision 
of fuel suppliers, are in place in most CP and the regional cooperation between responsible authorities has 
been functioning well.  
 
The group’s agreements and recommendations on these matters are summarised below: 
 

1) 0,11% sulphur content in fuel should be considered as a limit value showing technical incompliance 
in line with the verification procedure of the Appendix VI of the MARPOL Annex VI. This information 
can be reported to THETIS-S. At the same time the group did not recommend introducing a common 
limit value based on which actions against non-compliance could be taken, but agreed that this 
should be left to a Contracting Party to decide. 
 

2) The majority agreed that a fuel verification procedure according to the Appendix VI of the MARPOL 
Annex VI should be used in order to avoid conflicting interpretation of the results of analyses of 
sulphur content in marine fuel that may originate from the ISO 4259 standard (one varying view was, 
however, expressed).  
 

3) The group agreed that harmonized guidelines for sampling (including sampling positions) and 
interpretation of results of laboratory analyses were needed. The work has been completed within 
ESSF resulting in the Sulphur Inspection Guidance developed by EMSA. Development of IMO 
guidelines has also been completed and the draft guidelines will be subject for approval at MEPC 70. 
The group agreed that no further actions are needed in this regard. 
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4) Safety aspects related to fuel samplings were shortly discussed by the group. In all CP fuel samples 
are taken by a crew member under the supervision of a surveyor. Samples are usually taken in the 
fuel line at the sampling point specified for this purpose as close to the engine as possible, 
downstream from the service tank. The group agreed that in the absence of such sampling point the 
fuel sample shall be taken at the point, which is proposed by the ship's representative, and is easily 
accessible and safe. 

 
5) The group recommended to consider appropriate reporting to the next port of call of any evidence 

proving a ship’s non-compliance if it has been received after the ship has sailed from the port (such 
as late arrived results of laboratory analyses, other indications of non-compliance). The reporting 
could easily be done via THETIS-S using the system’s “alert” function. In this regard a question was 
raised whether it would be possible for the authorities in the next port of call to penalize the ship if 
the port in question is situated outside of the SECA or even EU waters.  
 

The following matters have been brought to the group’s attention this year:  
 

a) Some problems have been experienced while transporting by airplanes portable devices for fuel 
sample analysis. Some devices are marked radioactive and the security personnel at the airports are 
not familiar with this kind of equipment and are therefore hesitant to let it through security.  
 

b) Questions were asked by the inspectors whether or not it’s possible to transport fuel samples by 
airplane, since there might be restrictions due to dangerous goods rules.  
 

c) Regarding BDNs a number of deficiencies were noted and it was suggested that a uniform text or 
more harmonised method to report information is needed. For instance, same units should be used 
to express volume of bunker (litre, m3 or metric tonnes) and more harmonised specification of 
products (MGO, RMD 80, LSFO, etc.)) would be useful.    
 

 
THETIS-S 
The group’s general agreement was that a common information platform, with access for all HELCOM 
member states, is necessary to exchange relevant information between authorities, responsible for 
enforcement of sulphur regulations and that the THETIS-S should be used as such a platform. The group 
agreed that the THETIS-S is a useful tool for centralisation of reported data that helps to facilitate inspections 
and develop a targeting tool, proposing at the same time that certain functions of the system should be 
improved to allow quick and smooth reporting and handling of data. The group made several suggestions for 
further development, improvement and use of the system (see p.5-6 of the group’s interim report to Helcom 
Maritime 15/4/2). Those suggestions were shared with all responsible and interested parties, including the 
European Commission and EMSA. One of the remaining unresolved issues is possible access of all HELCOM 
CP to the system.  
 
Several CP are working on an automatic transmission of data collected from inspections to the centralised 
national databases. After this work is finalised there are plans to develop an automated near real time 
transmission of this data and analysis results to THETIS-S. 
 
Remote measurements of SO2 emissions from ships 
The group discussed and agreed that a remote monitoring of air emissions from ships through joint aerial 
surveillance, or surveillance through ground based monitoring facilities should be used to detect violations 
and monitor the compliance in the Baltic Sea. As reported previously, ground based monitoring facilities and 
aerial surveillance are used in a number of CP. The results of remote measurements generally indicate a high 
level of compliance.  

Results of a recent study on remote measurements, presented to the group this year, show significant 
differences in SO2 emissions from ships compared to 2014. The measurement site in Wedel/Elbe about 10 
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km downstream of the port of Hamburg indicates that the SO2 concentration in the plumes of passing ships 
has significantly decreased from December 2014 to January 2015 as illustrated by the figure below (published 
by Kattner et all., 2015, ACP, doi: 10.5194/acp-15-10087-2015). The concentration of Nitrogen oxides (NO2) 
did not change between 2014 and 2015. 
 

 
At the second measurement site on the island of Neuwerk (Elbe estuary) from 2014 to 2015 the optical 
remote sensing measurements (MAX-DOAS) showed a decrease of SO2 concentration in ambient air by 45% 
to 70% (dependent on the wind direction). Also at this measurement site, Nitrogen Dioxides (NO2) did not 
change during the same period.  
 
There is a number of other ongoing projects in the CP. One member of the group informed about intention 
to develop during 2016 an automated, close to real time transmission of monitoring data and extension of 
the measuring network. Another project under discussion is the possibility to compare the results of sniffer 
measurements to fuel sample analyses in order to see how accurate the former is and if it can be used as a 
targeting method. 

The group agreed that remote measurements are a useful tool for targeting ships in the Baltic SECA area and 
for the enforcement of the sulphur regulations. A number of CP made a proposal to the European 
Commission and EMSA last year in order to integrate remote measurement data into THETIS-S. A new 
function has been added to the system, allowing integration of data indicating non-compliance into THETIS-
S. Several CP are already introducing related messages in THETIS-S in form of alerts. The work on further 
development and harmonisation of this reporting method is ongoing. A number of European SECA countries 
are collaborating on remote measurements within the CompMon project: http://compmon.eu/   

The group recognised that further co-operation between HELCOM CP and other SECA countries, aiming at 
coordinating activities on remote sensing and developing common procedures for the evaluation and quality 
assurance of results is needed.  

  

http://compmon.eu/
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Sanctions and penalties 
During previous discussions the group agreed that it would be beneficial to establish a common system for 
exchange of information on existing and possible future sanctions. A question of harmonization of penalties, 
fines and procedures of penalties and fines recovery was also raised. Some members of the group noted 
differences in national penal systems and existing limitations related to a practical application of harmonized 
level of administrative fines across the region but agreed to continue exchange of information on national 
penalties and sanctions. A Correspondence Group was established at HELCOM Maritime 15th in order to 
revise the draft HELCOM Recommendation 19/14 on harmonized system of fines. The results of this work are 
expected to be presented to the HELCOM Maritime 16.  
 
No major changes related to the national systems of sanctions have occurred since last year. As previously, 
there are countries that employ administrative fines for violation of sulphur requirements and those that use 
criminal sanctions, when the size of the penalties is defined by the court on a case by case basis. According 
to the updated information circulated by the members of the group the size of fines has increased in most 
CP and at present ranges from 14 500 to 57 000 EUR. 
 
Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems (EGCS) 
During 2014 and 2015 the group carried out extensive discussions related to the exhaust gas cleaning 
technology and associated legislation. The results were reported to HELCOM Maritime 14 and 15. 
Recommendations of the group are summarized below.  

1. The group discussed a potential conflict between the provisions of Annex V and VI of MARPOL with 
regard to the classification and discharge of wash water from EGCS. A question was raised whether 
wash water from EGCS falls under MARPOL Annex VI or under category "operational wastes" 
generated on board during the normal maintenance or operations of the ship, thus needed to be 
prohibited according to provisions of MARPOL Annex V. The majority was of the opinion that there 
is no conflict between two Annexes of the MARPOL Convention in this regard, since wash water from 
EGCS is regulated by Annex VI and not Annex V. The group agreed that there is no need to initiate a 
revision of the legislation or associated guidelines related to this matter.  
 

2. The views of the group differ regarding the interpretation of the regulation 3.1.2 of MARPOL Annex 
VI and measures to ensure compliance with this regulation when ships’ exhaust gas cleaning systems 
are not operating accordingly, or when the equipment is damaged. The group agreed that measures 
needed to ensure compliance with regulation 3.1.2 will vary depending on the situation, and every 
case of malfunction of the equipment would need to be investigated and dealt with on an individual 
basis. The group identified several options to deal with this kind of situations and agreed in principle 
that a harmonized approach in this regard is needed (for more information see HELCOM Maritime 
15/4/2, page 10). At MEPC 69 it was agreed to include a new output on "Review of the 2015 
Guidelines for Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems (resolution MEPC.259(68))" in the biennial agenda of 
the PPR Sub-Committee and the provisional agenda for PPR 4, with a target completion year of 2019.  
 

3. The group further agreed that there is no need for a HELCOM recommendation on this issue, pointing 
out that the IMO is the responsible body for both unified interpretation of regulations and for 
guidelines. Neither the group saw a need to raise the issue of unified interpretation of the regulation 
by the IMO. 
 

4. The group agreed and recommended that future changes of wash water criteria (revised Resolution 
MEPC. 259(68)) should not apply retroactively in order to avoid punishing ”early movers“. 
 

5. The group agreed that if discharge of wash water from ECGS is allowed, it should meet criteria 
developed by the IMO (revised Resolution MEPC. 259(68)). Discussions are also carried out in most 
European SECA states about how to ensure that the objectives of the Water Framework Directive 
(WFD) are met as regards chemical status and the reduction and/or phasing out of emissions of 
hazardous substances (e.g. PAH, cadmium, mercury). The group noted updated information about 
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national requirements for discharge of wash water from EGCS which is attached as Annex 2 to the 
report. 
 

6. The group agreed that harmonized guidelines for inspections of EGCS are needed; 
 

7. During the trials and commissioning of EGCS most CP require that fuel oil with a sulphur content 
above 0,10  % is used only when the scrubber is being tested, and only on the engine(s) fitted with 
scrubbers. When scrubbers are not in operation, compliant fuel should be used.  
 

8. There was an agreement in the group that the waste from EGCS shall be covered by the mandatory 
delivery obligation. The majority was of the view that the delivery of such wastes should be covered 
by no-special fee. One member proposed that the differentiation within the fee system, between 
ships having the technology installed and those without EGCS, must be allowed. The group 
recommended that mixing of EGCS residues with sludge shall not be allowed if the EGCS residues are 
classified as a hazardous waste. The group recognised the need for harmonized rules regarding 
classification and handling of EGCS residues. Revision of the EU directive 2000/59 to include scrubber 
waste as well as adoption of a new HELCOM recommendation were mentioned as possible ways to 
harmonize the implementation of the requirements within the Baltic Sea region. 

 
Monitoring air quality 
Information about several ongoing studies monitoring air quality was circulated within the group. In 2015 
only preliminary results of few studies were available, demonstrating a reduction of the content of sulphur 
dioxide in the air by up to 60% since the beginning of year 2015.  
 
Information about the results of a recent study related to the ambient concentration of SO2 monitored on 
the Danish island Anholt in Kattegat, close to major shipping lanes, was circulated to the group.  According 
to a new report from the Danish Centre for Environment and Energy (DCE) at Aarhus University, responsible 
for the monitoring of the air quality in Denmark, the content of sulphur dioxide in the air over Denmark has 
been reduced by up to 60% overall since the turn of the year. According to DCE, the reduction in the 
concentrations of sulphur dioxide can be explained by the more stringent sulphur requirements in the SOx-
ECA, which also indicates a high level of compliance with the regulations1 for the observed ships.  
 
In relation to the Danish air quality measurements, it should be noted that shipping contributes to between 
approximately one third and two thirds of the sulphur dioxide in the ambient air in Denmark, depending on 
the proximity to shipping lanes. 
 

III. Activities and developments at international level in the field of enforcement measures in other 
SOx ECA areas (North Sea, North America ECA) 

The majority of the group expressed the view that further harmonisation of enforcement measures should 
be discussed both within HELCOM and with other SECA states. Information about implementation of sulphur 
requirements in other SECA areas was collected by means of a questionnaire. Answers received show that 
the implementation of the sulphur requirements in these countries has been relatively smooth. In North 
America shipowners/operators were required to meet the 1.0% sulphur limit when the new ECA 
requirements came into force, so the transition to 0.1% sulphur, was an easier one to make. Even in the 
North Sea area the implementation was without any big challenges. In Norway, for instance, a system of 
administrative fines for these infringements was established in 2007. 
 
  

                                                           
1 For further info, please refer to the press release from the Danish Ministry of Environment and Food of 5 October 
2015: http://mfvm.dk/english/news/new-environmental-requirements-for-ships-cut-air-pollution-by-half/ 

http://mfvm.dk/english/news/new-environmental-requirements-for-ships-cut-air-pollution-by-half/
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Selection of ships for inspections, inspections and fuel samples  
In Canada fuel samples/related inspections are done for P1 vessels under the PARIS MoU. If an inspector has 
been trained in the use of a fuel analyzer, the inspector would test the fuel onboard and follow up with a 
laboratory test. Otherwise, related paperwork would be examined for compliance.  
While selecting ships for inspections, inspectors in North Sea countries, usually pay attention first of all to 
ships carrying HFO onboard and those entering SECA from outside. Information from port authorities and 
THETIS-S is used as well. Own ships are also inspected. The inspections are based on document control and 
if needed can be continued with sampling of fuel. Inspectors do check the fuel used on arrival (usually main 
engines) for vessels inside ECA and fuel in use on vessels outside ECA (usually generators in use). 
 
In North America only a few on board fuel samples were taken during 2016. Non-compliance was mainly 
measured through the submission of Fuel Oil Non-availability reports (FONAR). The number of fuel samples 
taken in North Sea countries is higher. The compliance is checked by inspections and fuel samples and the 
level of compliance proved to be high (2,5 % ships used fuel with > 0,15 %S). 
 
Potential use of aerial surveillance in North America is being considered for 2016/2017, subject to funding.  
 
Sanctions and penalties  
Ships that submit a FONAR and are approved for entry into North American waters are ordered to bunker 
with compliant fuel upon arrival to their first port and subsequent journey in ECA area.  Detentions and 
administrative fines are measures against non-compliance in North America, while in North Sea countries 
fines are used in most cases of non-compliance.  
 
Exemptions  
The group was informed of the following cases where exemptions can potentially be granted in other SECA 
areas:  
 
- to a ship if bunkering has been proved not possible “en route” and at the first port of call in SECA area, 
provided that a non-availability report has been submitted;  
 
- in exceptional situations, to a boil off LNG ship, normally sailing on boil off LNG to use HFO when 
maneuvering, if an evidence can be provided (supported by documentation from manufacturer/Classification 
Society) that only HFO can be added to fire the boilers.  
 
EGCS  
The discharge of wash water from EGCS is allowed in most countries responded to the questionnaire, if the 
discharge meets IMO standards. Information about national requirements for discharge of wash water from 
EGCS is presented in the Annex 2 of the report. 
 

IV. Proposed revision of Annex IV of the Helsinki Convention  
Last year the Correspondence group agreed that since all HELCOM CP have ratified Annex VI of MARPOL, 
the Helsinki Conventions should be amended in order to include reference to it. The group presented its 
recommendations to the Maritime Group. At HELCOM Maritime 15 the ToR of the Correspondence Group 
were revised and the group was tasked to consider a possible revision of Helsinki Convention Annex IV 
concerning inclusion of a reference to MARPOL Annex VI particularly related to SECA matters.  
The group discussed two options proposed for the revision of the Convention and the majority agreed that 
the entire regulation 4 could be deleted, since all HELCOM CP have ratified all Annexes of MARPOL and 
there is no need to instruct on their application. However, if it will be decided to maintain the regulation 4, 
the group suggests adding a new paragraph 4. All proposed amendments are presented in Annex 3 of the 
report. 
 
Further, the group shortly discussed the need of reporting information related to the implementation of 
sulphur requirements to HELCOM and agreed unanimously that in order to avoid double reporting, all 
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relevant information should be submitted only to one database, IMO GISIS to which all HELCOM CP and the 
secretariat have access. 
 
Finally, the group, noting that other parts of the Convention are outdated and needed to be revised, 
recommends to the HELCOM Maritime to initiate a general revision of the entire Convention.   
 

V. Final remarks  
The group has completed its work in accordance to the ToR. During 2014-2016 the group discussed major 
issues and shared own experience related to the implementation and enforcement of the sulphur 
requirements, entered into force 1 of January 2015. No major challenges related to the enforcement of new 
requirements have been experienced by Contracting Parties. However, some difficulties were pointed out 
and debated in the group. A number of solutions and recommendations related to harmonisation of 
enforcement measures have been proposed and discussed by the group (see the list of these measures in 
Annex 4 of the report). Most of those have been implemented by the CP or addressed by other relevant 
organisations (IMO, ESSF).  

Recommended future activities 

The group agreed that even if a good progress has been made by the CP while implementing the 
requirements and solving various enforcement issues, the work will continue and also the cooperation 
between CP. Since the work of the Correspondence group has been completed the group recommends using 
the meetings of the Maritime Group for further discussions. The group identified the following areas for 
further cooperation and exchange of information between CP: 

1. The group agreed that exchange of more detailed information on enforcement measures and sharing 
of best practices between CP is important to ensure efficient enforcement and agreed to continue 
sharing relevant information.  
 

2. The group recognised that further co-operation between HELCOM CP and other SECA countries, 
aiming at coordinating activities on remote measurements and developing common procedures for 
the evaluation and quality assurance of results is needed.  
 

3. The group agreed that the work on development of appropriate targeting methods should continue.  
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Annex 1 

2016-06-13 

HELCOM MARITIME CORRESPONDENCE GROUP SECA 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

DENMARK 

Ms. Dorte Kubel  
 
 
 
 

Chief Adviser, M.Sc.  
Danish Ministry of the 
Environment 
Strandgade 29  
DK - 1401 Copenhagen K  
Phone: (+45) 72 54 40 00 

Direct phone: (+45) 72 54 43 20: 
E-mail:  dokub@ mst.dk 
 

ESTONIA 

Mr. Heiko Heitur  
 

Senior officer of Ambient Air 
Dept., Estonian Ministry of the 
Environment 

Dir.Phone: 372 626 0755 
E-mail: Heiko.Heitur@envir.ee  
 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION 

Mr. Maik Schmahl 
 

Directorate-General for Mobility 
and Transport 
Maritime Safety Unit 
DM28 3/28 
B-1049 Brussels/Belgium 

Dir.Phone: +32 2 296 93 03 
 
E-mail: maik.schmahl@ec.europa.eu 
 

FINLAND 

Dr. Anita Mäkinen 
 

Chief Adviser, Environment 
Finnish Transport Safety Agency 
 

Dir.Phone:  +358 401624592 
 
E-mail: anita.makinen@trafi.fi  

Mr. Tomas Lindström Finnish Transport Safety Agency E-mail: tomas.lindstrom@trafi.fi 
Mr. Jorma Kämäräinen Finnish Transport Safety Agency E-mail: 'jorma.kamarainen@trafi.fi' 

GERMANY 

Ms. Carolin Abromeit 
 

Maritime and Hydrographic 
Agency  (BSH) Environmental 
Management in Shipping  

Dir.Phone: +49 (0) 40 3190-7410 
 
E-mail: Carolin.abromeit@bsh.de  

Mr. Stefan Schmolke  
 

Maritime and Hydrographic 
Agency  (BSH) Environmental 
Management in Shipping  

E-mail: Stefan.schmolke@bsh.de  
 

Ms. Sabine Reuland Maritime and Hydrographic 
Agency  (BSH) Environmental 
Management in Shipping  

E-mail: sabine.reuland@bsh.de  

LATVIA 

Ms. Laura Mazmaca 
 
 

State Environmental Service 
of Ministry of Environmental 
Protection and Regional 
Development 

Dir.Phone: +371 67408166 
E-mail: laura.mazmaca@vvd.gov.lv  
 

Mr. Juris Skrube 
 

Maritime Administration of 
Latvia 
Maritime Safety Department 

Dir.Phone: +371 67062177 
E-mail: juris.skrube@lja.lv  
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LITHUANIA 

Mr. Mindaugas Česnauskis Lithuanian Maritime Safety 
Administration 
Janonio 24 str. 
LT-92251 Klaipeda 

E-mail: mindaugas.cesnauskis@msa.lt  
 

Ms. Simona Jonuškienė Senior specialist of Shipping 
Standards Division 
Lithuanian Maritime Safety 
Administration 
J. Janonio 24, LT-92251, Klaipėda 

Ph. (+370 46) 469 618 
Fax (+370 46) 469 600 
E-mail: simona.jonuskiene@msa.lt  

POLAND 

Ms.Ewa Makowska Marine Environment Protection 
Division, Maritime Economy 
Department, Ministry of Maritime 
Economy and Inland Navigation 

E-mail: ewa.makowska@mgm.gov.pl 
Ph. +48 22 5838590 

RUSSIAN FEDERATION 

Ms. Natalia Kutaeva 
 

Counsellor to the Director 
State Marine Pollution Control, 
Salvage&Rescue Administration of 
the Russian Federation (SMPCSA) 
Address: 3/6, Petrovka St, Moscow, 
125993, Russia 

Dir.Phone: +7 495 626 18 06  
Fax: +7 495 626 18 09 
E-mail: kutaevang@smpcsa.ru  
 

 
Mr. Viktor Grishkin 
 
 

Head of Section 
Russian Maritime Register of 
Shipping Address; 8, Dvortsovaya 
Nab.  
RU-191186 St. Petersburg  

Dir. Phone: +7 812 5704311  
Fax: +7 812 3141087  
E-mail: grishkin.vv@rs-class.org  

SWEDEN 

Ms. Nariné Svensson Senior Environmental Adviser 
Swedish Transport Agency 
Civil Aviation and Maritime 
Department 

Dir.Phone: +4610 49 53 118  
cell: +46767211594 
E-mail: 
narine.svensson@transportstyrelsen.se  

 
Mrs. Caroline  Petrini           
  
 

Senior Environmental Adviser 
Swedish Transport Agency 
Civil Aviation and Maritime 
Department 

Dir. Phone: +7 812 5704311  
Fax: +7 812 3141087  
E-mail: 
caroline.petrini@transportstyrelsen.se  

OBSERVERS 

BALTIC PORTS ORGANIZATION (BPO) 

Mr. Bogdan Oldakowski 
 

Secretary General 
Baltic Ports Organization (BPO) 
c/o Actia Forum Ltd 
Pulaskiego  str.8 
PL-81 368 Gdynia, Poland 

 
Phone: +48 586272467  
Mobile:  +48 502 559 631 
 
Fax: +48 586272427 
E-mail: bpo.sg@actiaforum.pl 

CLIA EUROPE 

Mr. Marco Digioia   
 

Director of Government Affairs  
Cruise Lines International Association 

Phone:  +32 (0)2 709 01 35; 
 +32 (0)477 97 38 16; 
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 (CLIA) Europe 
Rue Montoyer 40 | Brussels 1000 
http://www.cliaeurope.eu 

e-mail: mdigioia@cruising.org 

Paul Altena Cruise Lines International Association 
(CLIA) Europe 
Rue Montoyer 40 | Brussels 1000 
http://www.cliaeurope.eu 

paltena@cruising.org   

DANISH SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION  

Per Winther Christensen 
 

Deputy Technical Director Danish 
Shipowners’ Association  
Amaliegade 33 
DK-1256 Copenhagen K 
http://www.shipowners.dk 

Phone: +45 33 11 40 88 / +45 33 48 92 
52 
Mobile: +45 29 45 83 24 
E-mail: pwc@shipowners.dk  

GERMAN SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION  

Matthias Plötzke  Director Environment Protection & 
Climate Policy  
GERMAN Shipowners’ Association 
Burchardstr.24, d-200965 Hamburg 

'ploetzke@reederverband.de' 

EUROPEAN COMMUNITY SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION (ECSA) 

Ms. Maria Deligianni 

  

European Community Shipowners' 
Association (ECSA) 
rue Ducale, 67 Box 2 B-1000 Brussels 

E-mail: deligianni@ecsa.eu  

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

E-mail: Loicq@ecsa.eu  

Johan Roos Interferry Europe  
Rue Ducale 67/B2, 1000 Brussels 
Belgium 

E-mail: johan.roos@interferry.com 

EUROPEAN DREDGING ASSOCIATION (EuDA) 

Mr. Paris Sansoglou European Dredging Association 
(EuDA) 
Avenue Grandchamp 148 
Grootveldlaan, B-1150 Brussels 

Dir.Phone: +32 26468183 
Fax: +32 26466063 
E-mail: paris.sansoglou@euda.be  

HELCOM SECRETARIAT 

Mr. Hermanni Backer 
 

Professional Secretary 
Helsinki Commission 
Katajanokanlaituri 6 B 
FI-00160 Helsinki 

Dir. Phone: +358 468509199 
 
E-mail: hermanni.backer@helcom.fi 

Ms. Teija-Liisa Lehtinen Professional Assistant 
Helsinki Commission 
Katajanokanlaituri 6 B 
FI-00160 Helsinki 

Dir. Phone : +358 46 850 9203 
 
E-mail: teija-liisa.lehtinen@helcom.fi 
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Annex 2 

An overview of national requirements regarding discharge of wash water from EGCS and availability of PRF for EGCS residues 
Countries  National/Local 

regulations (if 
any)  

EGCS 
washwater 
discharge 
allowed/  
prohibited 

Exemptions from 
regulations (if any) 

Availability of PRF for EGCS 
residues  

Additional information/comments 

Belgium Yes, federal law Not allowed No exemptions   Discharge is not allowed within 3 miles zone off Belgium 
coast (Federal Law).  
Discharge in surface waters (in general but also in ports) 
isn't allowed without a permit (Flemish Region). 
No exceptions so far 

Canada Yes, in 
accordance with 
MARPOL Annex 
VI requirements 

allowed No exemptions so 
far 

 Discharge from EGCS is allowed only if the discharge 
water meets IMO standards. 

Denmark Yes, in 
accordance with 
Sulphur 
directive 

allowed No exemptions so 
far 

It is the responsibility of the 
ports to establish the 
facilities in case of need. 
Most ports in Denmark have 
the relevant facilities for 
reception of sludge from 
scrubbers. 

In general discharge allowed if the emission abatement 
methods referred to in Article 4c shall comply at least 
with the criteria specified in Annex I and II of Directive 
199/32 referring to IMO-Guidelines MEPC 184 (59). 
Under certain circumstances the ports may set rules for 
themselves, but haven’t done yet. 

Estonia No allowed No exemptions so 
far 

 Ports can set rules for themselves, but haven’t done 
yet. The topic is under discussion.  

Finland No allowed No exemptions so 
far 

Yes, vessels can deliver 
scrubber residues to PRF. 
Tank trucks will be used to 
collect the waste. 

Ports can set rules for themselves, but haven’t done 
yet. 

Germany Yes allowed/ 
prohibited 

See further 
information 

In most ports, this is still 
under consideration. The 
Port of Rostock is prepared 
to receive and handle EGCS 
residues. 

EEZ and Coastal Waters: Discharge prohibited unless it 
can be proved, that washwater fulfils the criteria of the 
IMO Washwater Guidelines MEPC 184(59). On rivers 
and in ports: Discharge prohibited. 
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Latvia No  Allowed No exemptions so 
far 

 Discussions on improvements of relevant national 
regulations regarding emissions from EGCS will be 
continued. 

Lithuania Yes, in 
accordance with 
Sulphur 
directive 

allowed Except port water 
area 

The port of Klaipeda has the 
relevant facilities to receive 
EGCS residues. However the 
way of handling is not 
settled yet. 

Discharge is allowed only if the emission abatement 
methods referring in the Article 4c shall comply at least 
with the criteria specified in Annex I and II of Directive 
1999/32 referring to IMO Guidelines MEPC 184(59). 

Norway Yes, in 
accordance with 
MARPOL Annex 
VI requirements 

allowed No exemptions so 
far 

 The ports can set the regulations for such use, but have 
not yet done so. 

Poland Yes, in 
accordance with 
MARPOL Annex 
VI 

allowed No exemptions so 
far 

Yes, vessels can deliver 
scrubber residues 

Ports and Maritime Offices can set rules for themselves. 

Russian 
Federation 

     

Sweden No allowed No exemptions so 
far 

Yes, vessels can deliver 
scrubber residues to Swedish 
ports.  For more information 
could be found at: 
http://www.transportgruppe
n.se/In-English/  

National rules prohibiting the discharge of wash water 
from scrubbers can be introduced. At this stage, 
however, there are no such regulations in place. 

http://www.transportgruppen.se/In-English/
http://www.transportgruppen.se/In-English/
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Annex 3 
 
Article 2 
Definitions 
 
For the purposes of this Convention: 
 
1.      "Pollution" means introduction by man, directly or indirectly, of substances or energy into the 
atmosphere or sea, including estuaries, which are liable to create hazards to human health, to harm 
living resources and marine ecosystems, to cause hindrance to legitimate uses of the sea including 
fishing, to impair the quality for use of sea water, and to lead to a reduction of amenities; 
 

Annex IV 
 

Prevention of pollution from ships 
 
Regulation 4     Application of the Annexes of MARPOL 73/78 
 
 
1.      The Contracting Parties shall apply the provisions of Annexes I-VI of MARPOL 73/78. 
 
2.     At the entry into force of the revised Regulation 13G of Annex I to MARPOL 73/78 the 

Contracting Parties:  
a) shall amend the conditions under which ships are permitted to fly their flags 

so as not to allow the operation of ships which may not comply with the 
requirements of Regulation 13F in accordance with Regulation 13G(4); 

 
b) shall refrain from making use of the provisions of either paragraph 

(5)(a) or paragraph (5)(b) of Regulation 13G and thus will not allow 
ships entitled to fly their flag to which paragraph (5)(a) and (5)(b) may 
be applied to continue operating beyond the date specified in 
Regulation 13G(4); and 

 
c) shall make use, as from 1 January 2015, of the provisions of paragraph 

8(b) of Regulation 13G for the purpose of denying entry into their ports 
or offshore terminals of ships which have been permitted, on the basis of 
the provisions of paragraph (5)(a) or (5)(b) of Regulation 13G, to continue 
operating beyond the anniversary of the date of their delivery in 2015; 

 
d) may under exceptional circumstances allow an individual ship not 

complying with Regulation 13F in accordance with Regulation 13G(4), to 
enter their ports or off- shore terminals, when: 

 
- an oil tanker is in difficulty and in search of a safe haven or of a 

place of refuge, 
-        an unloaded oil tanker is proceeding to a port of repair. 

 
3.      As from 1 January 2004 the Contracting Parties shall: 
 

a) Apply the provisions for discharge of sewage as stated in 
Regulation 11, Paragraphs 1 and 3 of the revised Annex IV of 
MARPOL 73/78; and 
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b) Ensure the provision of facilities at ports and terminals for the 
reception of sewage as stated in Regulation 12, Paragraph 1 of the 
revised Annex IV of MARPOL 73/78.” 

 
 

Proposed new paragraph 4:  
 
4. As from 1 January 2015 the Contracting Parties shall: 
 

a) Apply the sulphur related provisions of the Annex VI of MARPOL that are 
applicable for ships operating in the Baltic Sea.  
 

b) Ensure the provision of facilities at ports and terminals for the reception of 
residues from exhaust gas cleaning residues from exhaust gas cleaning systems 
as stated in Regulation 17, Paragraph 2 of the Annex VI of MARPOL. 
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Annex 4 
List of recommendations and agreement reached by the group 

 Agreement/recommendation Status  Comments/outcome  Remaining issues 
1  

0,11% sulphur content - is a 
limit value showing technical 
incompliance. 
 

Agreed A limit value based on 
which prosecution 
against non-compliance 
could be pursued is up 
to CP to decide 

 

2 Use of fuel verification 
procedure according to the 
Appendix VI of the MARPOL 
Annex VI in order to interpret 
results of analyses of sulphur 
content in marine fuel.  
 

Agreed   

3 Development of guidelines for 
sampling and interpretation 
of results of laboratory 
analyses. 
 

Completed  Guidelines developed 
by EMSA and IMO 

 

4 Reporting to the next port of 
call on cases of non-
compliance via THETIS-S. 
 

Completed  The “alert” function has 
been added to the 
THETIS-S. 

 
 

Which possibilities 
the authorities in 
the next port of 
call have to 
penalize the ship 
in case of non-
compliance?  

5 Improvements of THETIS-S Completed Information was shared 
with all responsible and 
interested parties  

Access to the 
system for all 
HELCOM CP 

6 Harmonisation of the 
information in the BDN.  

A few proposals 
were made  

See ch.2, p.c) of the 
report 

It was not 
discussed if the 
question shall be 
raised in IMO 

7 Cooperation and exchange of 
information in remote 
measurements  
 

 
Agreed 

A number of ongoing 
projects 

 

8 Revision of Helcom 
recommendation 19/14  

Agreed A CG established by 
Helcom Maritime 15 
 

Outcome will be 
presented to 
Helcom Maritime 
16  

9 Potential conflict between 
Annex V and Annex VI of 
MARPOL regarding discharge 
of wash water from EGCS 
 

Completed No conflict  

10 Guidelines for inspections of 
EGCS 
 

Agreed   Need to be 
developed 
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11 List of national regulations 
regarding discharge of wash 
water from EGCS 
 

Completed See annex 2  

12 Waste from EGCS shall be 
covered by the mandatory 
delivery obligation and no-
special fee 
 

Agreed See p. 9, Helcom 
Maritime 15/4/2 

Legislation needs 
to be developed 

13 Interpretation of the 
regulation 3.1.2 of MARPOL 
Annex VI  
 

Different views See p.11of Helcom 
Maritime 15/4/2 

 

14 Measures to be taken when 
ships’ EGCS are not operating 
accordingly, or when the 
equipment is damaged 

Number of 
measures were 
proposed 

See p.11-12, Helcom 
Maritime 15/4/2 
 
Each case of 
malfunction of the 
equipment need to be 
investigated and dealt 
with individually. 

 

15 Amendments to Annex IV of 
the Helsinki Convention  

Completed See annex 3 Decision of Helcom 
Maritime 

 


	Action requested

