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Note that this document was submitted after the established deadline. It will be decided by the Meeting 
whether the document can be discussed or is postponed to the next meeting. 

Background  

The Ministerial Declaration of the 2018 Brussels HELCOM Ministerial Meeting (Paragraph 35) agreed “to 
identify the scale of problems of contaminants of emerging concern”. Furthermore, it is also proposed that 
screening should be used to support a regional evaluation of substances of emerging concern in the actions 
currently proposed to be transferred to the updated Baltic Sea Action Plan. To implement these 
commitments, a regional wide-scope screening of hazardous substances was proposed, and the proposal was 
approved by HOD 59-2021. 

The proposal aims, via the implementation of wide-scope and suspect screening, to provide an overview of 
hazardous substances (including those that are not currently monitored or of emerging concern) in the Baltic 
Sea environment, at the broadest spatial coverage possible. To do this, a common sampling matrix is 
considered so that a core pool of directly comparable data can be developed across the region. The data, and 
lessons learned, from this project will allow follow up actions and integration of regular screening campaigns 
in the HELCOM framework for hazardous substances. 

The document reflects the current status of the preparation for the regional wide-scope screening campaign. 
An intersessional update will be provided to PRESSURE and State and Conservation once the planning 
meeting has concluded. At this point, a full summary of the planned samples to be collected (i.e. type, spatial 
spread) will be available.  

Action requested. 
The Meeting is invited to reflect on the provisional plans outlined for the project and surveillance indicator. 
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Update on plans and developments for wide-scope screening of hazardous 
substances in the Baltic Sea. 
 

Background information 
Indicator name: Wide-scope screening for hazardous substances 
Indicator ‘status’, including planned change by HOLAS III – if applicable: proposed to develop as a 
‘surveillance indicator’ 
Contact name(s), should further information of discussion be identified: 

• Lead: EN-Hazardous substances 

Currently being developed under the auspice of: 
• EN-Hazardous substances  

Overview of planned development areas: 
Please indicate with an X where development is underway or planned towards HOLAS III. 

Area of 
development  

Threshold 
value(s) 

Methodology Spatial extent 
and coverage 

Assessment unit changes and/or 
new assessment Scale proposals 
(especially for new indicators) 

Not required X X X 

 
1. Workplan 

1.1 Aim by HOLAS III: 
Leads/responsible persons are asked to clarify expected outcome of the work by HOLAS III (i.e. what 
developments/changes/overall indicator can be expected in the HOLAS III assessment.  

• To develop a surveillance indicator that addresses key findings from the first regional wide-scope 
screening of the Baltic Sea. 

1.2 Brief summary of longer-term plans, if relevant: 
Leads/responsible persons are asked to identify any key know issues that may be relevant for longer-term 
(i.e. post-HOLAS III) issues that may be relevant.  

• Longer term plans would include using this first regional screening campaign to learn lessons and 
develop towards future regional screening evaluations but also to use the data and information 
derived from it to implement suitable follow up through HELCOM Expert and Working Groups on 
the findings (e.g. key substances identified as of potential ‘risk’). The maintenance of a relevant 
surveillance indicator for this purpose to apply comparisons and also evaluate potential new and 
emerging substances of concern under the BSAP. 

1.3 Progress achieved since HOLAS II: 
Leads/responsible persons are asked to summarise progress made towards the identified goals. Progress 
towards HOLAS III should be the main focus of the response. 

• This is a new topic that was not addressed under HOLAS II. 
• A methodology has been planned for regional application. 
• Samples have been identified by national experts. 
• Additional funding to support the implementation has also been secured via the NEFCO Baltic Sea 

Action Plan fund. This funding will be used to ensure the broadest spatial spread possible and 
ensure all Contracting Parties are involved in the screening project. 
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• The NEFCO application that has been awarded funding (details to be finalised once the grant 
agreement is finalised with NEFCO) included partners from all HELCOM Contracting Parties (all 
countries). 

• A full proposal on the sample collection for the screening project has been received from: Estonia, 
Finland, Germany, Lithuania, Poland, Russia, and Sweden. Denmark and Latvia have also expressed 
plans to fully participate and details will be finalised at a meeting to be planned shortly. 

1.4 Alterations from existing work plan (if planned): 
Leads/responsible persons are asked to clearly identify and significant changes from the existing indicator 
work plans (as approved under in document 4-20 to HOD 57-2019). Clarification on the need/reasoning for 
the changes should also be included, particularly if it impacts on the inclusion or level/quality of expected 
assessment at HOLAS III. 

• NA 

1.5 Further work planned in 2021: 
Leads/responsible persons are asked to clarify the work that will be carried out and the steps (timeline) to 
achieve it, considering the deadlines in place. The focus towards HOLAS III should be maintained in this 
section. It is also important to specify where this further work is carried out in cooperation with ongoing 
projects (or other relevant groups/organisations) and how the work under development will be reviewed via 
the existing Expert Networks. 

• The first step will be the consolidation of information from all Contracting Parties on proposed 
samples to be collected. 

• Following this a meeting will be held to discuss the final sampling overview for the region. 
• At this meeting NORMAN will be invited to provide details sampling guidelines for the collection (and 

where necessary preparation) of samples. 
• Sampling will be carried out and samples dispatched to the NORMAN Network Athens University 

laboratory for analysis (as described in HOD 59-2020, document 6-28). 
• Analysis will be carried out and a report provided on the outcomes of the analysis. 
• The analysis will also evaluate the data collected against known international threshold values (e.g. 

EQSs or PNECs), where they exists, through the NORMAN Network analytical tools. 
• The data will be stored in a password protected zone on the NORMAN network database until 

approval from HELCOM Contracting Parties to open the data (planned to take place once the 
indicator is finalised). 

In 2022 the following work is also anticipated: 

• Review of the data and outcomes (reports) provided by the NORMAN Network Athens University 
laboratory at EN-HZ. 

• Identification of key substances, for example: those that are above known threshold values in the 
NORMAN Network database, those that are regionally common, those that are sub-regionally 
common, or those that are show elevated concentrations compared to other studies. 

• Review of the identified key substances and update to Working Groups of the findings. 
• Incorporation of the information, likely on the key identified substances, to a surveillance indicator 

(along lines of surveillance indicators defined in the HELCOM indicator manual). The indicator is not 
anticipated to have a threshold value(s) but act as a summary of the key findings of the screening 
project. The proposed surveillance indicator would then be utilised as contextual supporting 
information in the HOLAS III thematic assessment of hazardous substances. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2057-2019-620/MeetingDocuments/4-20%20Future%20work%20on%20HELCOM%20Indicators.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2059-2020-784/MeetingDocuments/6-28%20Proposal%20for%20regional%20wide-scope%20screening%20of%20hazardous%20substances.pdf
https://helcom.fi/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/BSEP175.pdf
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1.6 Barrier to progress work: 
Any barriers identified as part of the work? What is needed to overcome the barriers (what type of work and 
a resource estimate (effort))? 

• No specific barriers are noted to the planned work, though the new approaches applied and the 
different sampling matrix types will pose analytical challenges. 

1.7 Cooperation: 
How are/have you cooperating with other work strands (EGs, projects, external partners etc)? 

• Cooperation is carried out under EN-Hazardous substances with the NEFCO project (PRE-empt) and 
the NORMAN Network.  

• A similar study is being carried out in the OSPAR region and cooperation with that project will also 
be continued. 

• The output and plans will also be shared with the EU MSFD Expert network, as requested at HOD 59-
2020, outcome paragraph 6.60). 
 

2. Provision of data for indicator 
2.1 Data process for HOLAS III: 
Leads/responsible persons are asked to clarify how data collection is planned for HOLAS III. 

• The data for this process is gathered as part of the project. 

2.2 Data related issues, if relevant: 
Leads/responsible persons are asked to briefly identify any key issues related to data, should it be relevant. 
This aspect should include areas where there is ongoing work to improve data flows (e.g. in associated 
projects) or issues that need to be raised on the topic that are independent of planned data calls under HOLAS 
III. 

• Currently the data solutions for the planned process are adequate. In the longer term this may be an 
issue that needs to be addressed. 

2.3 Monitoring guidelines: 
Is the indicator supported by relevant monitoring guidelines? 

• NA 

2.4 Expected assessment scale of indicator evaluation results – if proposed change from HOLAS II or 
new indicator: 
What assessment scale is proposed be used for the indicator evaluations and why (e.g. is it the ecologically 
most relevant and if not why not (data limitations))? Will it differ from the scale used under HOLAS II? 

• An appropriate scale of assessment at which the data and results will be presented will be considered 
as part of the surveillance indicator development process. The data will represent a series 
(potentially 50-100 samples) across the region and thus the appropriate presentation of data needs 
to be considered once the data is available (likely in late 2021/first half of 2022). 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2059-2020-784/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20HOD%2059-2020.pdf
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