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OUTCOME OF THE ELEVENTH MEETING OF THE JOINT HELCOM/OSPAR TASK GROUP ON 
BALLAST WATER MANAGEMENT CONVENTION (BWMC) AND BIOFOULING  

(HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST) 

 

Introduction 

0.1 The Eleventh Meeting of the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Task Group on Ballast Water 
Management Convention (BWMC) and Biofouling was held online on 26-27 November 2020. 

0.2 The Meeting was attended by Delegations from Belgium, Denmark, Estonia, EU, Finland, 
Germany, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Poland, Spain, Sweden and the United Kingdom. Kotka Maritime 
Research Association attended as invited guest representing the COMPLETE Project. Consent for 
publication of the list of participants and the information contained therein (Annex 1) was received by 
all participants. The list of documents is set out in Annex 2. 

0.3 The Meeting was co-chaired by Ms. Katja Broeg, Germany, and Mr. Ville-Veikko Intovuori, 
Finland.  

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

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

1.1 The Meeting adopted the Agenda as contained in document 1-1 and noted the annotated 
Agenda in document 1-2 and document 1-2 Rev. 1. In this context, the Meeting agreed to discuss the 
links between ballast water tools and biofouling risk assessment tools under Agenda Item 9 (Any other 
business). 

Agenda Item 2  Feedback from Relevant Bodies 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the Outcomes of HELCOM HOD 57-2019 (10-12 December 2019, 
Helsinki, Finland) and HELCOM MARITIME 20-2020 (5-8 October 2020, online) as contained in 
document 2-1. The Meeting agreed to consider specific matters in more detail under the relevant 
agenda items.  

2.2 The Meeting noted further that discussions have been initiated within the HELCOM Expert 
Network on Hazardous Substances (EN-HZ) on the need and potential to develop an indicator assessing 
copper as it reflects a hazardous substance that can also have maritime sources (e.g. shipping or 
offshore structures). The development of the indicator is at an early stage and most recently was 
discussed at EN-HZ 13-2020 in September 2020. Document 3-2 of that meeting presented copper – 
sources, environmental concentration and state assessments in the Baltic Sea, utilising a compilation 
of data available through the HELCOM COMBINE database hosted by ICES. Document 3-1 was 
discussed related to national threshold values for copper to explore possible avenues towards the 
development of an indicator. The discussion concluded with a proposal for a way ahead to gather 
further national opinions and input related to threshold values (Outcome of EN-HZ 13-2020, para. 
3.24). 

2.3 The Meeting invited the HELCOM Secretariat to regularly inform TG Ballast on the process 
of developing an indicator assessing copper. The Meeting further agreed that TG Ballast could provide 
input on copper in anti-fouling systems (AFS), if needed, in order to facilitate the work on developing 
such an indicator.  

2.4 The Meeting took note of the Outcomes from OSPAR BDC(2) 2020 (30 September-2 
October 2020), EIHA(1) 2020 (20-22 April 2020) and EIHA(2) 2020 (12-14 October 2020) as contained 
in document 2-2. The Meeting agreed to consider specific matters in more detail under the relevant 
agenda items.  

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2057-2019-620/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20HOD%2057-2019.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/MARITIME%2020-2020-787/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20MARITIME%2020-2020.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2013-2020-782/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2013-2020/Document%203-2%20Copper%20%E2%80%93%20sources,%20environmental%20concentration%20and%20state%20assessments%20in%20the%20Baltic%20Sea.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2013-2020-782/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2013-2020/Document%203-1%20Threshold%20value(s)%20for%20the%20copper%20indicator.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2013-2020-782/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2013-2020/Outcomes%20EN-HZ%2013-2020.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/EN-HZ%2013-2020-782/MeetingDocuments/EN-HZ%2013-2020/Outcomes%20EN-HZ%2013-2020.pdf
https://www.ospar.org/meetings/archive/bdc-2020-online
https://www.ospar.org/meetings/archive/environmental-impact-of-human-activities-1-2020
https://www.ospar.org/meetings/archive/environmental-impact-of-human-activities-2-2020
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2.5 The Meeting took note that a proposal for a joint OSPAR-HELCOM expert group on non-
indigenous species (NIS) was welcomed in principle by BDC(2) 2020 although a lead country is yet to 
be identified. The Meeting further noted that the proposal has also been discussed within the HELCOM 
State & Conservation Working Group, with consideration of the matter expected to continue in 2021. 
The Meeting discussed the possible need to liaise also with the ICES Working Group on Introductions 
and Transfers of Marine Organisms in order to avoid duplicate efforts.  

2.6 The Meeting took note of a presentation by the IMO on the latest developments related 
to the BWM Convention at the IMO (MEPC and PPR) (Presentation 1).  

2.7 The Meeting noted a clarification that no changes are foreseen to the implementation 
schedule of the BWM Convention. The Meeting also noted that a study has been conducted on the 
effects of the COVID-19 pandemic, showing that implementation of the BWM Convention has not been 
notably affected and that maritime Administrations are being flexible with regard to expired 
certificates if renewal surveys have not been possible to conduct due to the pandemic.  

2.8 The Meeting discussed the experience building phase under the BWM Convention and 
noted that Finland is one of few countries to have provided data, and that the IMO Secretariat has 
therefore not yet been able to produce a report on the matter. The Meeting encouraged HELCOM and 
OSPAR Contracting Parties to provide relevant data to IMO in order to enable a systematic and 
evidence-based review of the BWM Convention. 

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

3.1 The Meeting noted that the revised HELCOM OSPAR Joint Harmonised Procedure on the 
Granting of BMW Convention Exemptions (JHP) was approved by OSPAR EIHA(1) 2020 and MARITIME 
20-2020. MARITIME 20-2020 instructed the HELCOM Secretariat to carry out an editorial and factual 
review and make necessary corrections before submission to HOD 59-2020. The final draft revised JHP 
is expected to be considered with a view to adoption at HOD 59-2020 on 7-8 December 2020. Once 
adopted the revised JHP will be made available on the HELCOM and OSPAR websites as well as on the 
Risk Assessment tool website. 

3.2 The Meeting took note of an update of the development of the regionally harmonized 
early warning system (EWS) for timely communication of findings of harmful aquatic organisms and 
pathogens (HAOP) (document 3-1 and Presentation 2). The Meeting noted that the EWS is being 
developed under the COMPLETE project and provided inter alia the following observations and 
comments:  

− significant progress has been made on the development of the EWS since TG BALLAST 10-2019; 

− different early warnings should be sent to different authorities, e.g. health authorities need 
warnings about pathogens but not other types of organisms;   

− the needs of stakeholders should be identified before types of warnings and recipient 
stakeholders can be defined;  

− an action on “Establishment [by 2024] and subsequent implementation of the early warning 
system in case of the introduction of invasive species in ports.” has already been agreed in 
principle by HELCOM HOD 58-2020 for inclusion in the updated Baltic Sea Action Plan (BSAP);  

− the list of ports in the EWS is based on a list from IMO, but should be harmonized with the list 
of ports in the HELCOM/OSPAR JHP; 

− the list of Baltic Target Species is being updated within the COMPLETE PLUS project;  

− the duration of warnings still needs further consideration;  
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3.3 The Meeting further discussed how warnings will be communicated to ships in practice 
and what the envisaged contingency measures would be. The Meeting welcomed the offer by 
INTERTANKO to liaise directly with Lithuania in order to provide information on contingency measures 
recommended to their members. 

3.4 The Meeting emphasized the importance of accurate and current data in the AquaNIS 
database. The Meeting encouraged Contracting Parties to ensure that relevant data on NIS is provided 
to the AquaNIS database continuously, as this data flow is necessary for the operation of the EWS. 

3.5 The Meeting noted that OSPAR Contracting Parties represented were generally in favour 
of applying an EWS in the OSPAR region as well.  

3.6 The Meeting discussed the organizations to receive the information and decide on issuing 
the warning signal (see step 4 and 5 of the proposed EWS) as well as the organizations to receive the 
warning signal.  The Meeting invited all HELCOM Contracting Parties to inform the HELCOM Secretariat 
at their earliest convenience on national authorities, institutes and other organizations that should be 
responsible for issuing and/or receiving such warning signals, considering also the proposed list set out 
in slide 9 of Presentation 3).  

3.7 The Meeting agreed that it would be useful to hold an online workshop on the EWS 
concept and technical implementation, to be organised by the AquaNIS development team.  

3.8 The Meeting encouraged also representatives from all OSPAR Contracting Parties to 
participate in the online workshop, and to invite EIHA to consider whether the EWS approach as 
developed and further refined for the HELCOM area could be considered for adaptation to the OSPAR 
maritime area. 

3.9 The Meeting invited Lithuania to further explore a date for such an online workshop and 
notify TG BALLAST contacts accordingly.  

3.10 The Meeting agreed to consider the late proposal by Poland to include nekton in the Port 
Survey Protocol (document 3-2 and Presentation 3). The Meeting supported the intention of the 
proposal in principle, noting however that nekton sampling is not possible in all ports (due to e.g. 
prohibitions, safety considerations, tide fluctuations etc.) and should therefore not be mandatory as 
part of the JHP, which provides minimum requirements. The Meeting also reflected on the increased 
costs incurred by such sampling.  

3.11 The Meeting noted that the JHP is not legally binding and, as such, sampling of nekton can 
already be undertaken by any Contracting Parties that wish to do so.  

3.12 The Meeting recalled that the revised JHP was very recently approved by OSPAR EIHA and 
HELCOM Maritime (c.f. paragraph 3.1 above) and that, in the context of this revision, the proposal to 
include sampling of nekton was not supported. The Meeting also noted that the present Port Survey 
Protocol does not exclude the use of nekton sampling data, although it is not specifically mentioned 
either.  

3.13 The Meeting consequently invited Poland and interested parties to prepare a revised 
proposal, taking into consideration the comments made at the Meeting, for further consideration by 
the next Meeting.  

3.14 The Meeting recalled that the possible use of eDNA as part of port sampling had been 
considered during the revision process of the JHP but not supported. Given the scientific and 
technological developments of such sampling, the Meeting agreed that the matter warrants further 
consideration in future revisions of the JHP. The Meeting invited interested parties to develop relevant 
proposals for consideration by future meetings, as appropriate.  



Outcome of HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST 11-2020 
 

Page 5 of 23 
 

Agenda Item 4  Port Sampling 

4.1 The Meeting took note of the sampling activities taking place in water bodies of the Port 
of Valencia (Spain) (document 4-1).  

4.2 The Meeting discussed other sampling activities in North East Atlantic and Baltic Sea ports 
undertaken during 2020 or planned for 2021 as follows:  

- the Meeting noted that Denmark will initiate monitoring in 6 hotspots (most probably all ports) 
in 2021; 

- the Meeting noted that Finland has revised the national NIS monitoring programme. 
Monitoring on coastal hard bottom areas started in 2020 with habitat traps and this will 
continue in the future. Also, port surveys according to the JHP will be conducted in 2 ports/year 
for the next 6 years. This monitoring will have a 3-year cycle so that every port will be sampled 
twice during the next 6 years; 

- the Meeting noted that in Germany port surveys have commenced in the port of Rostock. The 
monitoring of NIS has started in the port of Rostock started at three stations in (cruise centre, 
ferry terminal and marina) in accordance with JHP. In addition to the port sampling, two types 
of artificial habitat collectors (Crab Condo and "Oyster Crate") were tested. In the scope of this 
study, in parallel, samples for genetic analysis were also taken (water samples for eDNA and 
fouling, benthos and plankton samples for meta barcoding). The aim of the study is to optimize 
taxonomic determination and to improve/check new methods for early warning. In the 
framework of MSFD, neobiota samples following eRA were taken at 11 locations at the Baltic 
Sea and 9 locations in the North Sea in 2020;  

- the Meeting noted that the Netherlands intends to update the port sampling protocol for 
Rotterdam in 2021.  

4.3 The Meeting took note that MARITIME 19-2019 had noted that the list of surveyed ports 
contains ports surveyed following the JHP, while other types of surveys may also have been undertaken 
in other ports. The meeting had agreed that an expanded list of ports would be useful as well and 
consequently agreed to invite Contracting Parties to provide to the Secretariat information on all port 
surveys conducted in ports.  

4.4 The Meeting further took note that MARITIME 20-2020 had noted that no additional 
information on port surveys conducted in ports has been received and instructed the Secretariat to 
request updates and data for new ports e.g. once per year, including for ports surveyed in accordance 
with other protocols than the survey protocol of the JHP, in order to ensure that sufficient and up to 
date data is available. 

Agenda Item 5  On-line decision support tool 

5.1 The Meeting recalled that TG BALLAST 9-2018 agreed that the data gathered by the port 
surveys using the JHP reporting form is valuable and should not be lost, and consequently agreed that 
from now on, there will be a new form to be used when submitting data to the HELCOM Secretariat 
for inclusion in the JHP decision support tool (Annex 1 of document 5-1 to TG BALLAST 9-2018), 
whereas the previous form should continue to be filled in and stored in a dedicated workspace to be 
made available in the HELCOM Meeting Portal (Outcome of TG BALLAST 9-2018, para. 5.1-5.3).  

5.2 The Meeting recalled that the workspace was created and is available through this link. 

5.3 The Meeting welcomed the improvements done in the JHP decision support tool 
(document 5-1 and Presentation 4).  

5.4 The Meeting provided the following comments on the new online user interface:  

- the new user interface is a significant improvement from the previous version; 

- a proposal was made that the templates for inserting the data should be online rather than in 
Excel files that must be emailed to the HELCOM Secretariat. A clarification was, however, 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM-OSPAR%20TG%20BALLAST%209-2018-556/MeetingDocuments/5-1%20Annex%201%20Update%20on%20the%20improvement%20of%20the%20online%20JHP%20decision%20support%20tool.xlsx?Web=1
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM-OSPAR%20TG%20BALLAST%209-2018-556/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20TG%20BALLAST%209-2018.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/workspaces/HELCOM-OSPAR%20Port%20survey%20data-165/default.aspx
https://maps.helcom.fi/website/RA_tool/
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noted that there are also benefits with the current system as the Secretariat is in a position to 
double check that all data is correct before it is uploaded to the live JHP decision support tool; 
and 

- the tool should be shared with relevant stakeholders and could also benefit other regions than 
the Baltic and North Sea regions. 

5.5 The Meeting took note that the new on-line decision support tool has replaced the 
previous version since October 2020. 

5.6 The Meeting noted concerns regarding the fact that some of the data being used by the 
decision support tool is based on incomplete sampling efforts with certain species groups missing. The 
Meeting invited the HELCOM Secretariat to incorporate a feature in the tool indicating in the risk 
assessment output those ports where the dataset used as part of the assessment were incomplete. 
The Meeting further noted that the tool is specifically a decision support tool and should not be used 
as the only basis for granting exemptions under Regulation A-4 of the BWM Convention.    

Agenda Item 6  Target Species 

6.1 The Meeting took note of information provided by Finland on the funding granted to 
COMPLETE-PLUS and that within its framework the Target Species (TS) list in the Baltic Sea will be 
updated with the criteria previously agreed by TG Ballast. The Meeting noted that the work will be 
undertaken from April 2021 to late 2021. The Meeting further noted that the aim is to submit the 
updated TS list to the next Meeting for consideration.  

6.2 The Meeting noted the importance of also ensuring proper consideration of updating the 
OSPAR TS list. In this context, the Meeting noted that the proposed joint OSPAR-HELCOM expert group 
on NIS may be able to contribute to such a task, if established. 

Agenda Item 7  Biofouling 

7.1 The Meeting took note of an update on the progress and process in Reviewing the IMO 
Biofouling Guidelines as provided by IMO (Presentation 5). The Meeting noted the relevance of the 
Proposal for a Regional Baltic Biofouling Management Roadmap in both the implementation of the 
IMO Biofouling Guidelines as well as in contributing to their review. The Meeting encouraged 
Contracting Parties to participate in the further work of the review of the Biofouling Guidelines.  

7.2 The Meeting took note of a proposal by the Netherlands for a pilot study serving as input 
for the development of a baseline research protocol for the general assessment of biofouling on 
commercial vessels in the European regional seas (document 7-1, Presentation 6).  

7.3 The Meeting commented on the proposal, noting inter alia that it is very ambitious and 
expected to require significant funding. The Meeting also noted a comment that the baseline research 
protocol could complement the implementation of the HELCOM Biofouling Roadmap and other 
activities within the COMPLETE project.  

7.4 The Meeting noted that the envisaged timeline to develop the baseline research protocol 
by 2023 is still being adhered to, despite the COVID-19 pandemic.  

7.5 The Meeting took note of information provided by Poland with regard to the difficulties 
encountered as well as on the financial burdens in conducting similar work as part of the COMPLETE 
project. The Meeting further noticed the offer by Poland to cooperate with the Netherlands in the 
development process of this initiative.  

7.6 The Meeting, nevertheless, noted that the proposal covers the fundamental and relevant 
issues to be investigated for the development of a protocol for the baseline assessment of biofouling 
on various commercial vessels in European waters. 

7.7 The Meeting encouraged Contracting Parties to nominate relevant experts in preparation 
for the trial runs of the draft protocol at national level and for subsequent exchange of knowledge and 
experiences to develop a European protocol for the baseline assessment of biofouling. In this regard, 
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the Meeting invited Contracting Parties to inform Mr. Saa Henry Kabuta (saahenry.kabuta@rws.nl) 
accordingly.  

7.8  The Meeting took note of the Proposal for a Regional Baltic Biofouling Management 
Roadmap (document 7-2). The Meeting noted that this matter was of relevance mainly to the HELCOM 
Contracting Parties while the OSPAR Contracting Parties abstained from taking part in decisions 
regarding the draft Roadmap.  

7.9 The Meeting considered the comments provided by MARITIME 20-2020, as reflected also 
in document 7-2. The Meeting reviewed a revised Proposed Roadmap on the screen, where those 
comments had been addressed. The Meeting further agreed on a number of additional minor revisions 
to the text, as set out in document 7-2 Rev.1.  

7.10 The Meeting noted that the Proposed Roadmap is aligned with and based on the IMO 
Biofouling Guidelines and Guidance but explicitly addressing the specific conditions of the Baltic Sea 
region and aspects relevant for its implementation in the Baltic Sea. The Meeting agreed that the 
Proposed Roadmap may be seen as an important contribution to the work currently going on within 
IMO on the issues regarding biofouling, for example the review of the IMO Biofouling Guidelines. 

7.11 The Meeting noted that the Proposed Roadmap, even after the agreed revisions, is not 
drafted in the typical style of a Roadmap. The Meeting agreed that the Proposed Roadmap should not 
be approved as an official HELCOM instrument, but should instead serve as a basis for future work on 
harmonizing biofouling management in the Baltic Sea and contributing to the review of the IMO 
Biofouling Guidelines.  

7.12 The Meeting emphasized that further development of the Proposed Roadmap and 
additional guidance documents referred to in the Proposed Roadmap should be done with due 
consideration to agreements and developments within the IMO.  

7.13 The Meeting agreed to inform HOD 59-2020 of the outcome of these discussions, taking 
into account the relevance of the Proposed Roadmap with regard to a proposed new action for the 
updated BSAP on Work for the harmonized implementation of the IMO Biofouling Guidelines and 
Guidance documents, taking into account e.g. the HELCOM Biofouling Management Roadmap, and 
further contribute to the work carried out in the IMO. 

7.14 The Meeting took note of the information on a biofouling risk assessment tool, the 
“Vessel-Check” (document 7-3).  

Agenda Item 8  Open issues 

8.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the designation of Öresund as a Same Risk 
Area (SRA) (document 8-1). The Meeting noted that shipowners have expressed interest in exemptions 
for ships operating in the area, but that no official applications for exemptions have been received by 
the relevant authorities to date.  

8.2 The Meeting noted that the Kattegat area had also been modelled together with Öresund, 
but due to inconclusive results Kattegat was not designated a SRA.  

8.3 The Meeting noted that Denmark and Sweden will consult countries that may be affected 
by exemptions granted in the SRA whenever deemed necessary. 

8.4 The Meeting encouraged Contracting Parties to share information with future meetings 
for any similar agreements that are being planned or have been established.  

8.5 The Meeting took note of the information on a sampling and analysis of treated ballast 
water pilot exercise in Algeciras (document 8-2). 

8.6 The Meeting took note of the audit of port reception facilities for ballast tank sediments 
(document 8-3) and encouraged Contracting Parties to share information on similar activities.  

  

mailto:saahenry.kabuta@rws.nl
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Agenda Item 9  Any other business 

9.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the ranking of Danish ports for granting 
exemptions according to the Ballast Water Management Convention (document 9-1). The Meeting 
noted that the ranking would not be used as the sole factor for granting exemptions but can support 
the decision making.   

9.2 The Meeting considered the links between ballast water tools and biofouling risk 
assessment tools and the possibilities to utilize e.g. the JHP decision support tool for biofouling 
purposes. The Meeting agreed that that the matter should be considered in more detail at the next 
Meeting and invited interested parties to submit proposals, as appropriate.  

9.3 The Meeting took note of the updates on the Swedish monitoring program which is based 
on a new habitat modelling for selecting hotspots for monitoring locations as contained in document 
9-2 and Presentation 7. The Meeting noted that studies are ongoing also with regard to eDNA methods 
in Sweden as well as in other Contracting Parties. 

Agenda Item 10  Work plan and future meetings 

10.1 The Meeting took note of the Terms of Reference for the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Task 
Group on Ballast Water Management Convention (BWMC) and Biofouling, 2020-2024 as contained in 
document 10-1.  

10.2 The Meeting discussed the updated draft Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG Ballast Water 
Management Convention (BWMC) and Biofouling Work Plan 2021-2022 (document 10-2) and agreed 
on the revised updated work plan for the group as contained in Annex 3. In this context, the Meeting 
also agreed that the name of the Group should be abbreviated as JTG BALLAST & BIOFOULING to reflect 
that the Terms of Reference now incorporate also biofouling in addition to ballast water.  

10.3 The Meeting invited the Secretariats to undertake a final editorial review of the Work Plan 
before submission to HELCOM MARITIME and OSPAR EIHA for consideration and approval.   

10.4 The Meeting noted agreed that further consideration could be given to the Work Plan at 
the next Meeting, provided that concrete proposals are submitted by Contracting Parties and 
observers, taking into account also the decisions by MARITIME and EIHA.   

10.5 The Meeting took note of the National Administration Contacts - Official Contact Points 
for BWMC A-4 Exemptions (document 10-3) and updated the list as contained in Annex 4. 

10.6 The Meeting took note that once updated the list will be uploaded to the HELCOM OSPAR 
Risk Assessment Decision Support Tool. 

10.7 The Meeting took note of the contact list for both HELCOM and OSPAR (document 10-4). 
and updated the list as contained in Annex 5. 

10.8 The Meeting recalled that TG BALLAST 10-2019 welcomed the offer by Spain to host the 
next meeting, which had to be conducted online due to the CODIV-19 pandemic.  

10.9 The Meeting welcomed the offer by Spain to host the next Meeting in San Sebastian, to 
be held tentatively in November 2021, if the COVID-19 situation allows.  

Agenda Item 11  Outcome of the Meeting 

11.1 The Meeting adopted the draft Outcome of the Meeting (document 11-1). The final 
Outcome incorporating corrections by the Meeting will be finalised by the Secretariats in consultation 
with the Co-Chairs and made available in the HELCOM and OSPAR websites. 
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Belgium 

Marie-Lucie Susini 

Belgian FPS Mobility 
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Shipping marielucie.susini@mobilit.fgov.be 

Denmark 

Kim Larsen 
Danish Environmental 
Protection Agency kilar@mst.dk 

Kim Lundgreen 
Danish Environmental 
Protection Agency kilun@mst.dk 

Estonia 

Kaspar Anderson 
Ministry of the 
Environment  kaspar.anderson@envir.ee 

Henn Ojaveer University of Tartu henn.ojaveer@ut.ee 
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Ana Sofia Catarino EMSA Ana.CATARINO@emsa.europa.eu 

Stephanie Seddon-Brown EMSA 
stephanie.seddon-
brown@emsa.europa.eu 

Finland 

Maiju Lehtiniemi 
Finnish Environment 
Institute maiju.lehtiniemi@ymparisto.fi 

Okko Outinen 
Finnish Environment 
Institute okko.outinen@ymparisto.fi 

Germany 

Nicole Heibeck 

Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency 
(BSH) nicole.heibeck@bsh.de 

Susanne Heitmüller 

Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency 
(BSH) susanne.heitmueller@bsh.de 

Mariusz Zabrocki 

Federal Maritime and 
Hydrographic Agency 
(BSH) Mariusz.Zabrocki@bsh.de 

Lithuania 

Aiste Kubiliute 
Environmental 
protection agency a.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt  

Sergej Olenin Klaipeda University sergejolenin.so@gmail.com 

Greta Srebaliene Klaipeda University greta.srebaliene@apc.ku.lt 

The Netherlands 

Saa Henry Kabuta 

Rijkswaterstaat , 
Ministry of 
Infrastructure and 
Water Management saahenry.kabuta@rws.nl 
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mailto:stephanie.seddon-brown@emsa.europa.eu
mailto:okko.outinen@ymparisto.fi
mailto:nicole.heibeck@bsh.de
mailto:Mariusz.Zabrocki@bsh.de
mailto:a.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt
mailto:sergejolenin.so@gmail.com
mailto:greta.srebaliene@apc.ku.lt
mailto:saahenry.kabuta@rws.nl
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Sander Smolders 

Ministry of Agriculture, 
Nature and Food 
Quality a.a.j.smolders@nvwa.nl 

Poland 

Jakub Bednarek 
Polish Ministry of 
Infrastructure  Jakub.Bednarek@mi.gov.pl 

Dominika Dłutek-
Malinowska 

Polish Ministry of 
Infrastructure  

dominika.dlutek-
malinowska@mi.gov.pl 

Piotr Gruszka 

ANCORA, 
Na Ostrowiu 15/20 
80-873 Gdansk pgruszka@im.umg.edu.pl 

Joanna Hegele-Drywa University of Gdańsk joanna.hegele-drywa@ug.edu.pl 

Monika Normant-Saremba University of Gdańsk monika.normant@ug.edu.pl 

Magdalena Wesolowska 
Maritime Office in 
Szczecin mwesolowska@ums.gov.pl 

Spain 

Julio de la Cueva 
National Ports Agency - 
Spain jcueva@puertos.es 

Sweden 

Erland Lettevall 

Swedish Agency for 
Marine and Water 
Management erland.lettevall@havochvatten.se 

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

United Kingdom 
Emilie Hall Defra emilie.hall@defra.gov.uk 

Naomi Hyland 
Maritime and 
Coastguard Agency naomi.hyland@mcga.gov.uk  

Michelle Price-Hayward Cefas michelle.price-hayward@cefas.co.uk  
Hannah Tidbury Cefas hannah.tidbury@cefas.co.uk 

Louisa Wood Cefas louisa.wood@cefas.co.uk 

Observers 

Megan Jensen 
International Maritime 
Organization (IMO) mjensen@imo.org 

Theofanis Karayannis 
International Maritime 
Organization (IMO) tkarayan@imo.org 

Tim Wilkins INTERTANKO tim.wilkins@intertanko.com 
Invited guest 

Miina Karjalainen 
Kotka Maritime 
Research Association miina.karjalainen@merikotka.fi 

HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariat 
Markus Helavuori HELCOM markus.helavuori@helcom.fi 
Philip Stamp  OSPAR Philip.Stamp@ospar.org 

Lucy Ritchie  OSPAR Lucy.Ritchie@ospar.org 

Marta Ruiz HELCOM Marta.Ruiz@helcom.fi  
Manuel Sala Perez HELCOM manuel.salaperez@helcom.fi 

 
  

mailto:a.a.j.smolders@nvwa.nl
mailto:dominika.dlutek-malinowska@mi.gov.pl
mailto:dominika.dlutek-malinowska@mi.gov.pl
mailto:pgruszka@im.umg.edu.pl
mailto:joanna.hegele-drywa@ug.edu.pl
mailto:emilie.hall@defra.gov.uk
mailto:naomi.hyland@mcga.gov.uk
mailto:michelle.price-hayward@cefas.co.uk
mailto:hannah.tidbury@cefas.co.uk
mailto:louisa.wood@cefas.co.uk
mailto:Philip.Stamp@ospar.org
mailto:Lucy.Ritchie@ospar.org
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Annex 2 – List of Documents 

No Title Presented By 

JTG-Ballast 
20/00/01 

Letter of invitation HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

JTG-Ballast 
20/00/02 

Document List HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

JTG-Ballast 
20/01/01 

Draft agenda HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

JTG-Ballast 
20/01/02-Rev.1 

Draft annotated agenda HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

JTG-Ballast 
20/02/01 

Outcomes of relevant HELCOM meetings HELCOM Secretariat 

JTG-Ballast 
20/02/02 

Outcomes of relevant OSPAR meetings OSPAR Secretariat 

JTG-Ballast 
20/03/01 

An update of the regionally harmonized early warning system 
(EWS) for timely communication of findings of harmful aquatic 
organisms and pathogens (HAOP) 

Lithuania 

JTG-Ballast 
20/03/02(L) 

Amendment to the Joint Harmonised Procedure in order to 
include nekton in the port survey protocol 

Poland 

JTG-Ballast 
20/04/01 

Sampling activities taking place in water bodies of the Port of 
Valencia (Spain) 

Spain 

JTG-Ballast 
20/05/01 (and 
add.1) 

Update on the improvement of the online JHP decision support 
tool 

HELCOM Secretariat 

JTG-Ballast 
20/07/01 (and 
add.1) 

Netherlands proposal for designing a baseline study to evaluate 
bio-fouling on commercial vessels as vector for non-indigenous 
species into and across European regional seas 

the Netherlands 

JTG-Ballast 
20/07/02 (and 
add.1) 

Proposal for a Regional Baltic Biofouling Management Roadmap HELCOM Secretariat 

JTG-Ballast 
20/07/02 (and 
add.1) 

Proposal for a Regional Baltic Biofouling Management Roadmap HELCOM Secretariat 

JTG-Ballast 
20/07/03 

Biofouling Risk Assessment Tool Denmark 

JTG-Ballast 
20/08/01 (and 
add.1) 

Designation of Öresund as a Same Risk Area (SRA) Sweden and Denmark 

JTG-Ballast 
20/08/02 

Sampling and analysis of treated BW pilot exercise in Algeciras Spain 
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No Title Presented By 

JTG-Ballast 
20/08/03 

Audit of port reception facilities for BW sediments Spain 

JTG-Ballast 
20/09/01 

Ranking of Danish Ports for granting exemptions according to 
the Ballast Water Management Convention 

Denmark 

JTG-Ballast 
20/09/02 

Updates on monitoring of non-indigenous species in Swedish 
marine waters 

Sweden 

JTG-Ballast 
20/10/01 

Terms of Reference for the Joint HELCOM/OSPAR Task Group 
on Ballast Water Management Convention (BWMC) and 
Biofouling, 2020-2024 

HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

JTG-Ballast 
20/10/02 

Updated draft Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG Ballast Water 
Management Convention (BWMC) and Biofouling Work Plan 
2021-2022 

HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

JTG-Ballast 
20/10/03 

National Administration Contacts - Official Contact Points for 
BWMC A-4 Exemptions 

HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 

JTG-Ballast 
20/10/04 

Contact addresses of JTG-Ballast HELCOM and OSPAR 
Secretariats 
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Annex 3 – Updated Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG Ballast Water Management Convention (BWMC) and Biofouling (JTG Ballast & Biofouling) Work Plan 2021-2022  

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

documentation  
JTG BALLAST & BIOFOULING 
2021 and 2022 

OSPAR Secretariat and HELCOM Secretariat 

2  Updates of the JHP Carry out updates of the JHP based 
on lessons learnt 

Continuous CPs 

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

Atlantic  
Continuous  National Initiatives  

 Port surveys  Consider potential synergies with 
additional strategies, developments 
and commitments relevant for NIS 
monitoring 

Continuous  TG BALLAST and other HELCOM/OSPAR groups 

 Port surveys Generate a list of surveyed ports 
according to JHP protocol 

Information to be submitted 
to JTG Ballast & Biofouling 
meetings 

CPs & HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats 

 Port surveys Generate a list of ports surveyed 
under other methods 

Information to be submitted 
to JTG Ballast & Biofouling 
meetings 

CPs & HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats 

4 Target Species  Review of HELCOM target species 
List  

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

 Target Species  Review of OSPAR target species List  Continuous  OSPAR NIS Expert Group (Peter Stæhr)  
 Target Species HELCOM/OSPAR cooperation on 

target species list 
Continuous HELCOM Maritime sub-group on Baltic A-4 target 

species list (Maiju Lehtiniemi) & OSPAR NIS Expert 
Group (Peter Stæhr) 

5 Data storage and decision 
support tool  

Update online decision support tool  Continuous HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats  

 Data storage and decision 
support tool 

Early warning system According to COMPLETE 
extended timeplan 
(tentatively March 2021). 

HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats 

6 Same Risk Area Consider issues related to Same Risk 
Area 

Continuous CPs 
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7 Compliance control and 
enforcement of the BWMC 

Support and exchange experiences 
on the matter 

Continuous CPs 

8 Biofouling  Develop common interpretation of 
the IMO evaluation guidance and a 
uniform approach to the evaluation 
of the IMO Biofouling Guidelines for 
all ships (MEPC.207(62), including 
the evaluation of the Guidance for 
recreational craft (Resolution 
MEPC.1/Circ.792) 

By JTG BALLAST & 
BIOFOULING 2022 

CPs & HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats 

 Biofouling Align with and contribute to the 
process of evaluation of the 
guidelines within the IMO 
SubCommittee on Pollution 
Prevention and Response (PPR) and 
further steps that could be decided 
within the IMO - Marine 
Environment Protection Committee 
(MEPC) 

Continuous CPs & HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats 

 Biofouling Develop a common OSPAR/HELCOM 
biofouling management strategy for 
the implementation of the IMO 
Biofouling Guidelines 

By JTG BALLAST & 
BIOFOULING 2024 

CPs & HELCOM/OSPAR Secretariats 

 Biofouling Collection and sharing of relevant 
data and information about: best 
practices (cleaning methods and 
waste management), research, 
regulations, legal aspects, risk 
assessment, awareness and training 

Continuous CPs 

 
Biofouling Identify knowledge gaps, needed 

expertise and knowledge exchanges 
on biofouling  

Continuous CPs  

 



      
 

Annex 4 National Administration Contacts - Official Contact Points for BWMC A-4 Exemptions  

(Missing information to be added) 

 
HELCOM Contracting Parties 
 
DENMARK 
Mr. Kim Larsen 
Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark 
Danish Environmental Protection Agency 
kilar@mst.dk 
 
Mr. Kim Lundgreen 
Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark 
Danish Environmental Protection Agency 
kilun@mst.dk 
 
ESTONIA  
Estonian Maritime Administration 
Kristjan Truu  
Kristjan.truu@vta.ee 
(+372) 6205721 
 
EUROPEAN UNION (not granting exemptions - responsible contacts for A-4 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  
Mr. Ville-Veikko Intovuori 
Finnish Transport and Communications Agency (Traficom) 
Ville-Veikko.Intovuori@traficom.fi 
 
GERMANY  
Ms Susanne Heitmüller 
Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency 
Environmental Protection in Maritime Traffic (S41) 
P.O. Box 301220 
Bernhard-Nocht-Strasse 78 
D-20359 Hamburg 
Susanne.Heitmueller@bsh.de 
 
LATVIA  
 
LITHUANIA  
Ms. Aistė Kubiliūtė 
Environmental Protection Agency 
aiste.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt  
Tel.:+370 46410455 

mailto:kilar@mst.dk
mailto:kilun@mst.dk
mailto:Kristjan.truu@vta.ee
mailto:maik.schmahl@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Brian.ELLIOTT@emsa.europa.eu
mailto:Ville-Veikko.Intovuori@traficom.fi
mailto:Susanne.Heitmueller@bsh.de
mailto:aiste.kubiliute@aaa.am.lt
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toma.bulauskiene@aaa.am.lt  
 
POLAND  
Mr Jakub Bednarek  
Ministry of Infrastructure 
Jakub.Bednarek@mi.gov.pl 
tel. +48 22 583 85 79 
 
RUSSIA  
 
SWEDEN  
Mr. Henrik Ramstedt 
Swedish Transport Agency 
henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se 
 
 
OSPAR Contracting Parties 
BELGIUM 
Ms. Marie-Lucie Susini 
Belgian Federal Public Service Mobility and Transport  
Rue du Progrès 56  
B-1000 Brussels 
marielucie.susini@mobilit.fgov.be  
 

DENMARK 
Mr. Kim Larsen 
Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark 
Danish Environmental Protection Agency 
kilar@mst.dk 
 
Mr. Kim Lundgreen 
Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark 
Danish Environmental Protection Agency 
kilun@mst.dk 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION (not granting exemptions - responsible contacts for A-4 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 
 

FRANCE 
Ministry of ecology, sustainable development and energy 
Directorate for maritime affairs 
Océane Rignault 
Oceane.rignault@i-carre.net 
 
Directorate for water and biodiversity 
Arnold Rondeau 

mailto:toma.bulauskiene@aaa.am.lt
mailto:Jakub.Bednarek@mi.gov.pl
mailto:henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se
mailto:marielucie.susini@mobilit.fgov.be
mailto:kilar@mst.dk
mailto:kilun@mst.dk
mailto:maik.schmahl@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Brian.ELLIOTT@emsa.europa.eu
mailto:Oceane.rignault@i-carre.net
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Arnold.rondeau@developpement-durable.gouv.fr  
 
GERMANY  
Ms Susanne Heitmüller 
Federal Maritime and Hydrographic Agency 
Environmental Protection in Maritime Traffic (S41) 
P.O. Box 301220 
Bernhard-Nocht-Strasse 78 
D-20359 Hamburg 
Susanne.Heitmueller@bsh.de 
 

ICELAND  
 
 
IRELAND  
Chief Surveyor 
Irish Maritime Administration 
Marine Survey Office 
Department of Transport, Tourism & Sport 
Leeson Lane 
Dublin 2 
 

LUXEMBOURG  
 
 
THE NETHERLANDS  
Mr. Kees Hak 
Human Environment and Transport Inspectorate (ILT) 
Kees.Hak@IlenT.nl 
 
NORWAY  
Ms. Mona Kristensen 
Norwegian Maritime Authority 
Tel.: 004752745212 
mkr@sdir.no 
 
PORTUGAL 
 
SPAIN  
Pablo Pedrosa Rey 
Jefe de Área de Contaminación Marítima 
Dirección General de la Marina Mercante 
E mail : ppedrosa @fomento.es  
Tel: 91 5979098 
Fax: 91 5979235 
 
SWEDEN (HELCOM and OSPAR) 
Mr. Henrik Ramstedt 
Swedish Transport Agency 
henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se 
 

mailto:Arnold.rondeau@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
mailto:Susanne.Heitmueller@bsh.de
mailto:Kees.Hak@IlenT.nl
mailto:mkr@sdir.no
mailto:henrik.ramstedt@transportstyrelsen.se
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UNITED KINGDOM 
Clean Ship Operations Team 
Maritime and Coastguard Agency 
Spring Place, 101 Commercial Road 
Southampton SO15 1EG 
Email: environment@mcga.gov.uk 
Tel: 00 44 203 817 2511 
  

mailto:environment@mcga.gov.uk
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Annex 5 Contact addresses of Joint HELCOM/OSPAR TG BALLAST  

 
BELGIUM 

Ms. Els Claeys Belgian Federal Public Service Mobility 
and Transport 
Rue du Progrès 56 
B-1000 Brussels 

Dir. Phone:  
Email: els.claeys@mobilit.fgov.be 

Ms. Marie-Lucie 
Susini 

Belgian Federal Public Service Mobility 
and Transport 
Rue du Progrès 56 
B-1000 Brussels 

Dir. Phone: +32474947424  
Email: 
marielucie.susini@mobilit.fgov.be  

DENMARK 
Mr. Kim Larsen Danish Environmental Protection 

Agency 
Tolderlundsvej 5 
5000 Odense C 

Dir. Phone: +45 5126 8063 
Email: kilar@mst.dk 

Mr. Kim Lundgreen Danish Environmental Protection 
Agency 
Tolderlundsvej 5 
5000 Odense C 

Dir. Phone: +45 2262 9106 
Email: kilun@mst.dk 

Ms. Lonnie 
Mikkelsen 

Ministry of Environment and Food of 
Denmark 
Slotsholmgade 12 
1216 København K 

Dir. Phone: +45 9358 8118 
Email: lomik@mfvm.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 
Email: maik.schmahl@ec.europa.eu 

  

mailto:els.claeys@mobilit.fgov.be
mailto:marielucie.susini@mobilit.fgov.be
mailto:kilar@mst.dk
mailto:kilun@mst.dk
mailto:lomik@mfvm.dk
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FINLAND 
Mr. Ville-Veikko 
Intovuori 
Co-Chair 

Finnish Transport and Communications 
Agency (Traficom) 
Marine Environment  
Kumpulantie 9 
P.O. Box 320 
FI-00520 Helsinki 

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

Ms. Maiju Lehtiniemi Finnish Environment Institute 
Marine Research Center 
Latokartanonkaari 11 
00790 Helsinki 

Dir. Phone: +358-295 251356 
Email: Maiju.lehtiniemi@syke.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 
Email: anita.makinen@trafi.fi 

Mr. Okko Outinen Finnish Environment Institute 
Marine Research Center 
Latokartanonkaari 11 
00790 Helsinki 

Dir. Phone: +358 50 595 8382 
Email: okko.outinen@syke.fi 

GERMANY 
Ms. Katja Broeg  
Co-Chair 

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 

LATVIA 

Ms. Ieva Putna - 
Nimane 

Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology 
Voleru Str. 4 
Riga, Latvia, LV-1007 

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

Ms. Solvita Strake Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology 
Voleru Str. 4 
Riga, Latvia, LV-1007 

Dir.Phone: +37129798552 
Email: solvita.strake@lhei.lv  

  

mailto:ville-veikko.intovuori@traficom.fi
mailto:ville-veikko.intovuori@traficom.fi
mailto:Maiju.lehtiniemi@syke.fi
mailto:okko.outinen@syke.fi
mailto:katja.broeg@bsh.de
mailto:susanne.heitmueller@bsh.de
mailto:ieva.putna@lhei.lv
mailto:%20solvita.strake@lhei.lv
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LITHUANIA 
Ms. Gabrielė Jucė Environmental protection agency 

Marine Environment Assessment 
Division 

Dir.Phone: +370 46410 455 
Email: gabriele.juce@aaa.am.lt 

THE NETHERLANDS 
Mr. Saa Henry 
Kabuta 

Ministry of Infrastructure, Public 
Works and Water Management 
Department of Water Management 
Postbus 17 
Lelystad 

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

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

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

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

Dir. Phone:  
Email: niels.lyklema@minienm.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 
Mr. Jakub Bednarek Ministry of Infrastructure 

Department of Maritime Economy 
Dir. Phone: 
Email: jakub.bednarek@mi.gov.pl  

Ms. Dominika 
Dłutek-Malinowska 

Polish Ministry of Infrastructure Dir. Phone: +48 22 583 85 90 
Email: dominika.dlutek-
malinowska@mi.gov.pl  

Mr. Piotr Gruszka ANCORA, 
Na Ostrowiu 15/20 
80-873 Gdansk 

Dir. Phone:  
Fax:  
Email: pgruszka@im.umg.edu.pl 

Ms. Joanna Hegele-
Drywa 

Institute of Oceanography  
University of Gdansk 
Al. Marszałka Piłsudskiego 46 
81-378 Gdynia 

Dir. Phone: +48 58 523 68 71 
Fax: +48 58 523 68 72 
Email: joanna.hegele-
drywa@ug.edu.pl 

Ms. Daria Mrózk Expert Marine Environment Protection 
Unit 
Port of Gdynia Authority S.A. 

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

Ms. Monika 
Normant-Saremba 

Institute of Oceanography  
University of Gdansk 
Al. Marszałka Piłsudskiego 46 
81-378 Gdynia 

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

mailto:tjitse.lupgens@ilent.nl
mailto:niels.lyklema@minienm.nl
mailto:laa@sdir.no
mailto:oyvind.bore@sjofartsdir.no
mailto:jakub.bednarek@mi.gov.pl
mailto:dominika.dlutek-malinowska@mi.gov.pl
mailto:dominika.dlutek-malinowska@mi.gov.pl
mailto:pgruszka@im.umg.edu.pl
mailto:joanna.hegele-drywa@ug.edu.pl
mailto:joanna.hegele-drywa@ug.edu.pl
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Ms. Magdalena 
Wesołowska 

Maritime Office in Szczecin Dir. Phone: 
Email: mwesolowska@ums.gov.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 
Email: jcueva@puertos.es 

SWEDEN 
Ms. Susanne 
Eriksson 

Swedish Agency for Marine and 
Water Management 
Box 11930 
SE-404 39 Göteborg 

Dir. Phone: +46 106986310 
Email: 
susanne.eriksson@havochvatten.se 

Ms. Maria Karlberg SMHI 
Sven Källfelts gata 15 
SE-426 71 Västra Frölunda 

Dir. Phone: +46 0704139586 
Email: maria.karlberg@smhi.se 

Mr. Erland Lettevall Swedish Agency for Water and 
Marine Management 
Box 11930 
SE-404 39 Göteborg 

Dir. Phone: +46 1069866219 
Email: 
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