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Background

1.  SPS1 (1) were invited to examine documents presented by the EU Commission and the Netherlands on 

a. the role that risk assessment could play in the implementation of OSPARs Strategy with regard to Hazardous Substances (SPS(1) 01/4/4)

b. the methodologies to assess the risk in the marine environment (cf. SPS(1) 01/1/-E, agenda point 4).

2.     SPS did not examine the document presented by the Netherlands due to formal reason. However WWF considers this document as vital to make the role of risk assessment under i) OSPAR’s hazardous substance strategy and ii) the concept of risk assessment followed in the framework of EU legislation more compatible.  


3. WWF would like to present a set of criteria based on which the examination could be carried out (annex)

Action Requested

3. HSC may wish to use these criteria in the examination the issues related to risk assessment, in particular when discussing the role of marine risk assessment in the framework of OSPAR’s Hazardous Substance Strategy (see Document by the Netherlands) 

Annex 1

Criteria to Examine 

the EU Technical Guidance on Assessment of Risk in the Marine Environment 

and

the Role of Marine Risk Assessment     

1. Does the proposed methodology suggests appropriate indicators to determine whether or not emission, losses and discharges have ceased for a certain substance ?

2. Will it be possible to use the PEC/PNEC ratio in the framework of marine assessments as a tool to prioritise concerns rather than as an instrument to determine the existence of a concern ?

3. Are the specific uncertainties regarding the marine environment sufficiently addressed ?

· Is the biodegradation in the marine environment regarded to be slower than that in freshwater ?

· Is the slower biodegradation of lipophilic substances in sedimentation areas taken into account ?

· Is the diversity in taxonomic groups reflected by an additional safety factor 10 when it comes to extrapolation of test results from standard laboratory species ?

· Is the uncertainty to predict exposure and effects for persistent substances accumulating in the marine food web sufficiently addressed through skipping the dose-response assessment for severe PTBs (highly hazardous substances) ? 

· Are the thresholds for B, T and P which trigger the open sea scenario sufficiently protective to keep the marine environment, in particular remote areas, free from man made hazardous substances ?

· Is the uncertainty to predict combined effects of persistent, man made substances occurring in the marine environment  sufficiently addressed in the system of assessment factors as laid down in the current TGD ?

4. To which extent does the measured occurrence of hazardous substances in the marine environment trigger reduction of releases ? 
· Does the methodology provides for a procedure to assess the extent of concern if a man made, toxic substance is regularly found in the marine environment ?
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