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Title 
Develop an adequate network of Port Reception Facilities (PRFs) in Baltic ports to recieve ship hold 
washing water 

Submitted by: 
Coalition Clean Baltic 

Description of measure 
The availability of PRFs in Baltic Ports receiving cargo residues, or hold washing water, is insufficient. This 
action is to develop a network of PRFs to handle all cargo hold washing residues, recalling also the EU 
Directive 2019/883 on improving PRFs. CCB suggests that planning begin by 2021 for the installation or 
upgrading of PRFs in all Baltic ports, and that Baltic ports reach full capacity to receive ship hold washing 
water by 2025. 

Activity:  
Transport – shipping (incl. anchoring, mooring) Transport – shipping infrastructure (harbours, ports, ship-
building) Waste waters (urban, industrial, and industrial animal farms) 

Pressure: 
Input of nitrogen Input of phosphorous Input of other substances (e.g. synthetic substances, non-synthetic 
substances, radionuclides) — diffuse sources, point sources, atmospheric deposition, acute events 

State: 
Nutrients Hazardous substances The measure contributes to reducing the amount and concentration of 
nutrients and other formally designated hazardous, or harmful, substances in the Baltic.  

Extent of impact: 
The impact is Baltic-wide, by capturing a key point source of nutrient and hazardous/harmful substance 
input. 

Effectiveness of measure 
The Baltic Sea is listed as a Special Area under MARPOL Annex V, which prohibits the overboard 
discharge of cargo residues, with one exception. If a PRF is unavailable, then MARPOL permits cargo 
residues containing substances that are not classified as harmful to the marine environment to be 
discharged overboard. However with so few PRFs, all cargo residues are possibly discharged into the 
Baltic. 
According to the Global Integrated Shipping Information System, only seven Baltic ports are equipped to 
handle cargo residues; six in Denmark and one in Latvia. Given that hold washing is normal practice in 
dry bulk shipping, we can assume that discharge of cargo residues is occurring directly to the Baltic in 
unknown quantities. Potential risks across the board are great, from heavy metals pollution to 
eutrophication from nutrient-rich washing water (ex. dry bulk fertilizers). 
Halting the discharge of all cargo residues into the Baltic requires investigation, enforcement, and port 
capacity to receive these residues. It also requires upgrades in shipping methods to prevent the need to 
wash cargo holds in the first place, namely a move away from dry bulk cargoes. For example, a shift to 
bagged or containerized fertilizer, already a practice in some ports. 

Cost, cost-effectiveness of measure: 
Costs will include the installation and operation of PRFs currently lacking in ports, and a mix of additional 
time and logistics for ships to use the PRFs as different from current discharge-at-sea practices. Costs for 
ports as well, in the eventual case that cargo washing is included in the no-special-fee system across the 
Baltic, will need consideration. 
Improved monitoring and enforcement aboard ships in ports and at sea is also necessary.  
According to the EPRS briefing on the new PRF Directive, the Commission expects costs “to be limited 
and counterbalanced by the positive environmental impact and reduced administrative burden.” 

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2019)633180
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32019L0883&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:727908e7-fac7-11e7-b8f5-01aa75ed71a1.0001.02/DOC_2&format=PDF#page=75
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Feasibility: 
The technology exists to reach the vision of zero losses in this proposal from hold wash water. Barriers 
include the willingness of industry to implement the change and cost of installing or upgrading existing 
PRFs. 

Follow-up of measure: 
A monitoring and enforcement programme will be required to ensure ship operators and ports transition 
to using PRFs. 

Background material: 
EPRS Briefing on Port Reception Facilities 
EU PRF Directive 2019/883 
Impact Assessment on PRF Directive 

References 
Outcome of MARITIME 18-2018, paragraphs 6.3 – 6.7,  
Concept BAT document submitted to MARITIME 19-2019 
Outcome of MARITIME 19-2019, paragraphs 7.3 – 7.6. 
Simplified overview of MARPOL Annex V 
MEPC.295(71) (MARPOL Annex V) 
MEPC 70/18/Add.1 Annex 2, page 4 (pdf pg 10, Appendix 1 to MARPOL Annex V) 
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https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/MARITIME%2019-2019-582/MeetingDocuments/7-1%20Concept%20Best%20Available%20Technologies%20and%20Techniques%20-%20Bulk%20Fertilizer%20Handling.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/MARITIME%2019-2019-582/MeetingDocuments/Outcome%20of%20MARITIME%2019-2019.pdf
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